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Mr. BENTON. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HILL. Then it is useless to raise it to 8250. 

Mr. BENTON. I understand it to be $250 income. 

Mr. HILL. Is it net income or gross income? 

Mr. BENTON. I understand it to be income. 

Mr. HILL, It seems to me the Pension Committee ought to 
scan that legislation carefully in order to see that it is beneficial 
in its results. A 

Mr. MAHON. The Commissioner of Pensions says that it means 


net income. 
Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, a few words only in closin 
this debate. In reply to the gentleman from Connecticut, I 


say that as I understand it has always been the rule of the Pen- 
sion Department in deciding upon widows’ claims to estiniate the 
net income and not the gross income. In my judgment no other 
rule would be just or a reasonable construction of the law. 

Mr, HILL. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. BARNEY. And I understand that if the bill which has 
passed the Senate shall pass this House and become a law, pro- 
viding for an increase of that limit of income to $250, that will 
relate also to net income and not to gross income. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BARNEY. The law of June, 1890, under which widows 
receive pensions, provided that if any officer or enlisted man who 
served ninety days or more in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the late war of the rebellion, and who was honor- 
ably discharged, has died or shall die leaving a widow without 
any other means of support than her daily labor, she shall have 


a a of $8 a mon 3 

e Pension Department, under that law, ruled, and I think 
every lawyer will say that the ruling was a reasonable construc- 
tion of the law, that if the widow’s income does not exceed the 
amount of a yearly pension—that is, $96—she can receive this pen- 
sion, but that. if it is more than that she can not. Now, a bill has 
recently passed the Senate increasing that limit to $250, and I trust 
it will very dily pass this House and become a law. And I 
might say right here that the Pension Commissioner told us that 
he made his estimate for the fiscal year 1901 anticipatory of that 
law, providing a sufficient amount pay the claims which would 
come in under and by virtue of thatlaw. I hope that is a suffi- 
cient answer to the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just afew words more, and we will close this 
debate. I must say that I am somewhat weary of hearing sugges- 
tions made here from time to time that the pension roll of the 
United States ought to be a roll of honor, thus at least insinuat- 
ing that at present itis not. In my humble 1 the pension 
roll of the United States to-day is and always been a roll of 
honor, the grandest record of brave and patrioticsoldiery that the 
world has ever known. 

When we remember that there are nearly a million of names 
se this roll, we will not wonder that a few unworthy names are 
placed there, but this latter class are so very few that they can 
not be said to affect the character of the whole; and there is no 
class more ready and willing to purge the roll of the few unworthy 
ones than the old veterans themselves. 

Neither do I like to hear gentlemen upon this floor or elsewhere 
speak of pensions as gratuities and charities doled out by the Gov- 
ernment to its old soldiers. No; these old veterans, whose heads 
are growing gray and whose shoulders are being bowed with the 
weight of years, reenforced by the privations and hardships of 
war, are not objects of charity! 

They have earned, and honestly earned, as but few men in the 
history of the world ever earned money, every dollar which this 
nation is paying them in the way of pensions. Their services and 
sacrifices and the services and sacrifices of their comrades who 
fell upon the field of battle kept the stars upon our flag and pre- 
served us as a nation, and we are only paying them a part of their 
honest dues when we appropriate this money. 

Of all the millions of money which this Congress necessarily and 
very properly appropriates every Joar I do not think one appro- 

riation contains less of fraud and more in proportion of money 
51 earned and justly due than this pension appropriation 


That is all I desire to say, and if no other gentleman desires to 
be heard further in general debate, I call for the reading of the 
bill under the five-minute rule, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr, BARNEY. I now move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not all 
the printed portion of this bill was read, 

The RMAN. It has been read. : 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I find a portion of this bill which 
seems to be in a note. That is a portion of the bill, I understand? 

Mr. BARNEY. Oh, no. ` 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I do not understand the 
purpose of printing it in the bill. 
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Mr. BARNEY. It is for the information of the House, in order 
to show what the expenditures have been heretofore, but is no 
part of the bill. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairmanof the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6627), and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House without amend- 
ment and with the recommendation that the bill do pass, 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
this amendment, which I think we will all agree to, I will have 
it read for information. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of an amendment, which will 
be read for the information of the House. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, in line 2, 3, after word “dollars,” the following: “Provided, 
That the Co! oner of Pensions shall furnish all ry blanks to 


claimants, and that said Commissioner may, in his discretion, refuse to pay 
the fee to attorney of record when he is satisfied that said attorney failed to 
pee — N under hed her personal supervision and did not discharge 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the uest of the gen- 
tleman from P lvania? [After a pause. ] e Chair hears 
none, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
eagle pice being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an 

On motion of Mr. BARNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that permission may be granted to those who have addressed the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on this 
bill to extend their remarks in the RECORD within five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen who have addressed the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union on this bill may have leave 
to extend their remarks for five days. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee Mr. GAINES] 
desires to resign as a member of the Committee on Elections No. 2. 
Without objection, that request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The following committee assignments were announced: 

Mr, SNopaRass to the Committee on Elections No. 2. 

Mr. GAYLE to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


a! ei 
o motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
2 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
aco were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a 
new light-house tender for use on the lower ippi River—to 
the 5 on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 


to be printed. 
A letter from the of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, rt of examination and survey of 


Orange River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


and ordered to be printad 

A letter from Hamilton & Colbert, transmitting the annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railwa: 
Cares the Committee on the District of Columbia, an 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Adeline M. Willis against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Lytle A. Rather, administrator of estate of John Oswald, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, a draft of a bill re- 
lating to the erection of public buildings at Fort Dupont, Del.— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, deli 
pa and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

‘ollows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4602) to authorize the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railwa; y to construct 
and operate a ä and Fort Sill mili- 
tary reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses, rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 77); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised 
Statutes, pierces the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a 3 78); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 101) 
requesting the Secretary of War to furnish ndence and re- 

rts ing to pro power canal projected by the Michigan- 
2 uperior Power Company, the same without amend- 
ment, accom by a report (No. 79); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 69) 
directing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to fur- 
nish information as to right and title by which any railroad cor- 
poration occupy and use Government grounds within the District 
of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 80); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the billof the House (H. R. 5454) topurchase a paint- 
ing of the several ships of the United States Navy known as the 
„Squadron of Evolution” and entitled “Peace,” th: 
same without amendment, accom: 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committe of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 404) to preserve the grave of Gen. Daniel 
Morgan and erect a monument over the same, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 82); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 50) granting permission 
for the erection of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the 
ornamentation of the national and in honor of Samuel 
Hahnemann, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
bya ees No. 83); which said joint resolution and were 
Jos to the Committee of the ole House on the state of the 

on. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. THROPP, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1605) for the relief of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine 
Building Company, of Philadel: Pa., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied a report (No. 76); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


to | life-saving district and authorizing certain 


thereon at Leadville, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 6874) to create an additional 
tric changes in the serial 
numbers of existing districts—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Fo Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 6875) to authorize needed 
repairs of the graveled or macadamized road, and the replanting 
of trees, from the city of Fort Scott, Kans., to the national ceme- 
tery near said city—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 6876) providing for the transfer 
to Post 39,Grand Army of the Republic, certain guns now in 
possession of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia—to the 
Committee on soap Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6877) to amend section 
3949 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

_ By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 6878) to reduce the duty on print- 
mmg paper fo 2 per cent ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways 
eans. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6879) to provide for the employ- 
ment of women nurses in military hospitals of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. f 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 6880) to place on the free list all 
manufactured products where the articles may be controlled b 
trusts or combinations of capital—to the Committee on Ways aa 


Means. | 

51 Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 6881) for the relief of settlers u 
the lands within the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6882) limit- 
ing the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed upon the public works of, or work done for, the 
United States or any Territory or the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6883) to extend the laws relat- 
ing to customs and internal revenue over the island of Puerto 
Rico ceded to the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 


6 
ied by a report (No. 81); | Means. 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6884) to provide for circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Valdosta, Ga., and to 
transfer certain counties from the northern to the southern dis- 
trict in said State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6956) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Norfolk, in State 
of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) for 
the relief of Capt. Andrew Miller's company, of St. Genevieve, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENEN YAN A joint 8 H. J. * 128) au- 
thorizing and directing the a asas pay cer- 
tain claims of the State of Indiana—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A resolution (H. Res, 102) to con- 
tinue the employment of John Tate as page in the press gallery 
of the House—to the ttee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A resolution (H. Res. 103) 
the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish House of Representatives 
with receipts from the war-revenue law of 1898—to the Committee 
on var and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 104) relative to the cost 
of the war with Spain—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FITZG: of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
105) relative to the sailors of the Spanish war having appoint- 
ments in public offices—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


ce, 
Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 106) relative to dams 


in the Ohio and Allegheny rivers—to the Committee on Rivers 


the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- | and Harbors, 


upon ref as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5677) for the relief of Edward Tweed Committee 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


8. 
A bill (H. R. 6728) granting an increase of pension to Esek B. 
handle Ei on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6872) to print the label of 
the Allied Printing Trades on publications of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Printi 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. y 6873) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and erection of a public building 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
e ee titles were introduced and severally referred as 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horace B. Durant—to the Committee on Invalid ons. 

Brat BELLAMY: a Gy- R. 6886) for the relief of John 
L. twell, of Wilmi . to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of 
John T. Philli to the Committee on War Claims. 
2 OASE the ante of Banned Deuiby-to 

o name 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6889) for the relief of R. H. 

ire—to the Committee on War 
By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase 
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of pension to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6891) to grant a pension to 
David S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6892) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Kate O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 6893) allowing Charles A. Moody 
and Albert Berg to commute their homestead entries—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6894) granting pension to H. 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6895) grantin a penen 
to David L. Rathburn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting a pension to Rachael E. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Eliza Power—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6898) for the relief of S. W. Fountain to the 


Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6899) ting a pension to Martin Essex 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 6900) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Kurtz to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) removing charge of desertion from 
mitay record of Martin Mehaffey—to the Committee on Mili- 

irs 


tary airs. 
By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 6902) 3 pension to Mrs. 
Lydia A. Tryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6903) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ludgate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 6904) pronnag m increase of pen- 
sion to John L. Finley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVY o request): A bill (H. R. 6906) to amend the 
eee 3 of James C. Howard to the Committee on Mili- 

TS 


Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 6907) for the relief of Kate 
A. Hill—to the Committee on Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) granting a ponon to Mrs. Ellen Har- 
din Walworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the Secretary 


of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension A 
and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for com tion on 
account of expenses incurred in repairing its Manila-Hongkong 


and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut by United States forces 
during the war with Spain—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 6910) granting a pension to 
John A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James R. Sawtell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6912) granting a 
pension to Joseph E. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 6913) for the relief of James 
Bh tog Sg! the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

y Mr. NEVILLE; A bill (H. R. 6914) 9 a pension to 
Elliott Loomis, of Gibbon, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to William C. Wil- 
son, of Kearney, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6916) granting a pension to Mary L. Under- 
hill, of Brokenbow, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6917) for the relief of T. P. Sal- 
yer, of Lawrence County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6918) for the relief of William G. Gardner 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) for the relief of William T. Moore—to 
ab Mn RIXEY eg neat): A bill (H. R. 6921) granting 

y Mr. y request): i 3 gran an 
increase of pension to Gustav Reinecker, of Alexandria, Va.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of F. M. Brabham to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODEN BERG: A bill (H. R. 6928) ting a pension 
to Peter J, Osterhaus, a major-general in the Union Army in the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6924) granting a pension to 
Frances Marilla Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill 155 R. 6925) ing an honorable dischar, 
G. G. Martin, late lieutenant-colonel First United States Colored 


Troops—to the Committee on Military 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6926) granting pension to Orin A. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to | mittee on 


By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 6927) for the relief of Thomas 
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to 
Philip Schrier—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SHAFROTH; A bill 0 5 R. 6929) granting an increase 
of pension to James G. Hartzell, of Golden, Colo. to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to 
James Stonehocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward P. Pitkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 6932) for the relief of John G. 
Winckler—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 6933) to pension Susan 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) to pension Priscilla Soule—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6935) to pension William W. Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6936) for the relief of Mary 
J. Maxey, widow of J. J. Maxey, deceased—to the ittee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6937) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Peter Baker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 6938) for the relief of the Soci- 
ety of the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 6939) correcting the mil- 
pti record of William H. Davyis—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 6940) to remit the sentence of 
general court-martial t Franklin J. Myers, late private, 
Company C, Two hun and thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6941) to remove 
the charge of desertion from George W. Smith—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs, 

Also, ab Sen R. 6942) ting a pension to John W. Wallace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) ting a pension to Martha Love- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) 
widow of the late D. A. M 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Laddy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6949) to increase the pension of George D. 


Fitch, late assistant surgeon, Second Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting a pension to Cornelia 8. 
Sherve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) for the relief of Jeremiah Eltz—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 6952) to pension Carrie P. 
Dale, widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6953) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion now standing against Furman D. Lee—to 
the Committee on pary Affairs. 

Br Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 6954) for the relief of Deca- 
tur in—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6955) granting a 

ee to Catharine A. Schwunger - to the Committee on Invalid 
5 ons, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of Hancock Command, No. 1, 
Union Veterans’ Union, protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 3899—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolutions of the Horse Breeders’ As- 
sociation of Missouri, in favor of the pure-food bill—to the Com- 


BELL: Poti 
By Mr. B : Petitions of post-office clerks at Canon City, 
Colo., and citizens of Grand Junction, Colo., in favor of the 

of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- Oo 
and Post-Roads. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Olathe, Colo., against the seating of 
B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. 
Roberts Case. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of farmers’ institutes of New 
Holland, Quarryville, and Gap, Pa.,and the Agricultural and Hor- 
ticultural Society of Lancaster, Pa., urging legislationin aid of 
American merchant marine—to the Co ttee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Antonia Q. Lovell and others, 
for compensation for use of their real estate occupied by the Army, 
and evidence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Decatur Hamlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Sea to accompany House bill 
a pension to David S. Taylor—to the Committee on Inv 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Kate O. Philli to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Cen- 
tral Labor Union of Washington, D. C., in opposition to section 3 
of House bill No. 5486—to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, resolution of the een eld, Mass., Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No, 887, in the interest of manufac- 
turing and commercial industries—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the employees of the Yankton, 
S. Dak., post-office, favoring 8 of House bill No. 4351— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No. 1944, for the relief 
of Eli C. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Memorial of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the increase of coast artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the in- 
dus and commercial conditions of a—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of C. I, Miller and 
others, of Reading, Pa., against the seatin 
Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers and amendment rela: to House 
bill No, 6327, for the payment of certain claims of John Schierling, 
administrator of the estate of Gallus Kerchner, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Meigs County, 
Ohio, in favor of rural free mail delivery—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers in support of House bill for the relief of Eliza 
Power—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Rachel E. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of David L. 
Rathbun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of S. W. 
Fountain—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protests of citizens of Locust, churches of 
Volga City, and the faculty of Charles City College, all in the 
State of Iowa, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to 
the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of post-office clerks at Galveston, 
Tex., favoring the ge of House bill No. 4851, for the reclassi- 
fication of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5385, re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims a certain claim for the use of hook 
attachments for firearms—to the Committee on Claims. 5 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of W. C. Cattell and 
others, of Wenonah, N. J., and James S. Fenton, of Pennsgrove, 
N. J., favoring the establishment of postal savings banks—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
promon to Mary L. Underhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons, 

By Mr. RIDGELY: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
mayor and councilmen of Baxter Seay Eror Baxter Post, 
No. 128, Grand Army of the Republic, of ter Springs, and let- 
ter of Samuel H. th, for anappropriation for the improvement 
of a public highway from River street, Springs, to the 
Daama cemetery, west of the city—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, petition of Thomas Caldwell, praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims to the Co: ttee on War Claims, 

By Mr, RIXEY: Papers to accompany House bill ting an 
increase of ion to Gustav Rienecker, of Alexandria, Va.—to 
the Commi on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Schrier—to the Committee on Pensions. 


anting 
id Pen- 


of B. H. Roberts, of | req 


By Mr. SMALL: Petition of S. M. Beasley, of Carricut County, 
J. B. Etheridge, and many citizens of North Carolina, relating to 
surfmen of the United States life-saving station—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of Mary J. Maxey, widow of J. 
J. Maxey, deceased, for reference of war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of California 
Citrus Growers’ Tariff Committee, against the reduction of tariff 
rates on citrus fruits as proposed in pending reciprocity treaties— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROPP: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
the claim of the United Brethren Church of Christ, in Tyrone, 
Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_By Mr. WRIGHT: Petitions of 12 railway postal clerks and 11 
citizens of the Fifteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe their salaries—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Towanda, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4351 to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of druggists of the 
Thirty-seventh Ward, Philadelphia, Pa., relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 20, 1900. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MES*AGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 


uested: 
S. 1983. An act to provide an American register for the steam 
whaler Bowhead; 

S. 255. An act to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho, and making appropria- 
tions to the same into effect; and 

S. 1484. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to changa 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at 
the navy-yards at League Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone. 


THE CASE OF BRIGHAM H. ROBERTS, REPRESENTATIVE FROM UTAH. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, I present the report of 
the Special Committee on the Case of Brigham H. Roberts, together 
with a resolution pertaining thereto, and I give notice that I will 
call it up on Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents a privi- 
leged report on the case of Brigham H. Roberts, and gives notice 
that he will call the same up for consideration on Tuesday next, 
The Clerk will read the title of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Special Committee on the Case of Brigham 
Ee print Representative-elect from the State of Utah, presents the follow- 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and placed upon 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to submit the 
views of the ee 

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. ee Sees I ask unanimous consent 
that 5,000 copies of the report, with the views of the minority, be 
printed for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed 
with the report of the majority. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
that 5,000 copies of the report of the majority and minority views 
be printed for the use of the House, 

r. LACEY. I sug; to the gentleman if it would not be 
well to have the resolution and that of the minority, whatever it 
may be, printed in the RECORD? 

. TAYLER of Ohio. I see no reason why that should not be 


done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio and the House whether it would not be better to have the 
copies of the views of the majority and the minority printed and 
put in the folding room for distribution instead of the document 
room, so that they will be ap oned to members, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that there be printed 5,000 copies of the report of the ma- 
jority and the views of the minority, and that the copies shall be 
distributed to members through the folding room of the House, 


1900. 
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Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 
The following is the resolution in the majority report: 


Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case Brigham H. 
Roberts, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he was 


elected is hereby declared vacant, 
ROBERT W. TAYLER. 
CHARLES B. 18. 
PAGE MORRIS. 
ROMEO H. FREER. 
SMITH McPHERSON. 
SAMUEL W. T. 
ROBERT W. MIERS. 

The following is the resolution submitted in the views of the 
minority: 

Resolved, That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a Represent- 
ative in the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, with the qualifica- 
tions requisite for admission to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitu- 
tional right, to take the oath of office prescri for members-elect, his status 
as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording constitu- 
tional ground for expulsion, but not for exclusion from the House. 

And if the House hold with us and swear in Mr. Roberts as a mem- 
iin asa payouts ee e wit pune E PN 

asa unlaw: co) u ves. 
more. 4 È. E. LITTLEFIELD. 
DAVID A. DE ARMOND. 
ADMISSION OF SEÑOR ALFARO TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
poeri consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 

esk, 


The SPEAKER, The Chair would like to say to members of 
the House that in these matters where requests are made for 
unanimous consent the House should be in order, so that all 
members may hear what the requests are and understand the 


matters proposed. The gentleman from Iowa is 
Mr. HULL. I will rg Mr. S er, that this is a resolution 
sent by the Secretary of State, after consultation with the Secre- 


mary of War, pony granting to the Republic of Ecuador the 
right to send a et to the Military Academy at West Point 
without expense to the Government of the United States, a cour- 
Yey that has been always granted to any republic asking for that 
rivilege. 
z The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 


for instruction at the Military Academy, at West Point, Olmedo Alfaro, 
of Ecuador. 


Resolved oy ae Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in gress That the Secretary of War be, and he hereb; 
is, authorized to permit Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador, to receive instruction a 
the Milit: Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be 
caused to the United States thereby: And ‘urther, That in the case 
of the said Alfaro the E of sections 1320 and 1821 of the Revised 
Statutes shall be suspended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if this is in the usual form? 

Mr. HULL. Itis in the usual form and in the form that the 
Secretary of State has always sent it to the House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I supposed it was. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if it has ever been customary heretofore under such 
circumstances to make cadets take an oath that they will not take 
up arms against the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HULL. I think there is nothing of that kind. It suspends 
the conditions of admission, and admits them as a friendly act to 
a neighboring Republic, and they can go back to their country 
absolutely free to serve their country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 


E On monon of ME HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Rock Island and Pacific ee 


r to construct and operate a way through the Fort Reno an 
Fort Sill military reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 


purposes. 
Rock Island and Pacific Railway 


be, and the same is Beray, empowered to survey, locate, 

and tain a railway, telegraph, and telephone line ugh 
o and Fort Sill military 

2 upon such a line as shall be determined and approved by the 

00 


ar. 
SEC. 2. That said ration is authorized to take and use for all 
of a railway, telegraph. and telephone line, and for no other Durposs, a right 


y 
ben 5 the construction and maintenance of roadbed, not 
exceeding feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much 

fill, That no part of the 
lan leased or sold by the company, 
and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such purposes as 
shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of said rail- 
Way ph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall cease 
to De u: such portion shall revert to the United States, from which the 
same shall have been taken. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which has just 
been read. Is there objection? : 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving all rights, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
the gentleman if the bill has been reported from any committee? 

Mr. HULL. It has been unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The Secretary of War reported that 
3 be a Se pe 8 = 55 3 ea’ time 
ago a authori e right of way through the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and the road was constructed until it reached 
this reservation, when they found that the mere grant of way 
through a Territory covers no right of way through a military 
reservation, and they are held up for that reason. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not do that. After a 
full hearing, the committee were unanimously in favor of it. It 
can do no Denn harm. 

The SP . Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 


DRY DOCKS AT LEAGUE ISLAND AND MARE ISLAND, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1484) to authorize 
the Secretary of the “ei to bee the material to be used in the 
construction of the dry docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from New Jersey asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of “An act making app’ tions 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1899, and for other 

N 1 May 4, 1898, relating to the construction of dry docks, as 
m ed by An act making appropriations for the na val service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899, 
are hereby further Modified so that the — of the Navy may, in his 
discretion, contract for the construction of the dry docks at League Island, 
Pa.,and at Mare Islan: Boston, Mass., and Ports- 


d, Cal., in addition to those at 
mouth, N. H., to be built of concrete and stone, and in such case the limit of 
docks for Mare 


cost ot the Island, Cal., and League Island, Pa.. is so tar 
modified that the total additional increased 8 for the two dry docks afore- 


said shall not in the aggregate exceed 


Pee ee Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have order. 
In view of the fact that this is a request for unanimous consent, 
and involves a considerable sum of money, I should like an expla- 
nation of the reason for it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Housewill bein order. Gentlemen will 
cease conversation and resume their seats. There is no more im- 
portant duty for members than to watch these requests for unan- 
imous consent, and order is absolutely essential to the discharge 
of that duty. The gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that this being a 

uest for unanimous consent, and involving the expenditure of 
quite a large sum of money, I think we ought to have some clear 
explanation of the necessity for the measure and some statement 
as to the necessity for passing it at this time. Why is it emer- 
gent? Why can it not wait until the regular course of legislation? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the benefit 
of the members of the House that the Senate bill is exactly in the 
lan of a bill that has been considered by the Naval Commit- 
tee of the House and reported to the House. The report is unani- 


mous, 

The urgency for this legislation is stated in the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and I think I can, in a few words, show to 
the House the necessity for it, 

The act of 1898 authorized the construction of four timber dry 
docks, but left it discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy to 
have one of those dry docks built of concrete and stone. He exer- 
cised that discretionary power, and selected the one to be located 
at Boston as the one to be constructed of concrete and stone. The 
appropriation bill for 1900 so far modified the act of 1898 as to give 

e Secretary of the Navy discretionary power to select one of the 
remaining three dry docks to be constructed of concrete and stone, 
and he selected the one to be located at Portsmouth, N. H., to be 
so constructed, ering the other two, one located at League 
Island, Pa., and one to be located at Mare Island, Cal., to be con- 


structed of timber rather than of concrete and stone, 
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It may be well to say to the members of the House that in the 
commi 


consideration given by the ttee to this matter in 1898 they 
took extensive testimony and were unanimously of the opinion 
that concrete and stone dry docks were the best that could be 
built, but for reasons of economy considered that the timber dry 
docks were advisable. They were led to that conclusion from the 
facts submitted to them as to the relative cost of the two kinds of 
dry docks. They believed that a stone dry dock of the dimen- 
sions asked for would cost from a million and uarters to 
to two millions and a quarter of dollars. However, the facts of 
the case are that since then proposals have been asked for by the 
3 of the Navy, and the dock at Boston has been con- 
tracted for at a cost of $1,013,000, and the one at Portsmouth, 
N. H., has been contracted for at a cost of $1,089,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
when these wooden dry docks were ordered? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. In 1898. The cost of these two stone 
dry docks will be $2,102,000, or about the amount that was sup- 
posed by the committee at that time to be necessary for the con- 
struction of one dry dock. The Secre of the Navy, being 
compelled to follow out the instructions of the act of 1898, has 
submitted and received bids for the construction of 
these two docks of timber, the one to be located at League 
Island and the other at Mare Island, but there is a clause in each 
contract which specifies that these dry docks may be changed 
from timber to concrete if the Secretary of the Navy be author- 
ized to do so, and that no damage shall occur to the Government 
by virtue of that change, and no increased cost, except such as 
maroo determined by a board of naval officers, three of whom 

be engineers. Now, these contracts having been entered 
into, the Secretary of the Navy being anxious that the change 
shall be made, and the Naval Committee, who have given this 
matter consideration, believing that it is forthe best interests of 
the Government and the most economical, have asked that this 
legislation be passed in order that the change may be made, so as 
2 to make any increased cost to the Government by virtue of the 

ay. 

If any other information is desired, I shall be glad to furnish it. 
I might add that, believing some of the members might feel that 
there might be some cause for damage or expense to the Govern- 
ment by virtue of the contracts having been entered into, I have 
obtained and have in my possession a letter from the contractors, 
in answer to one that I sent to them, wherein they state that no 
work has been performed and no materials furnished for these 
contracts save such work and materials as would be necessary to 
enter into the construction of the docks whether they be built of 
timber or of stone, and hence no damage can come to the Govern- 
ment, nor do they ask for any compensation by virtue of the 
change, except so much as will come by reason of the change in 
the kind of material, from wood to concrete and stone. 

Mr. FOSS. Ishould like to ask the gentleman to state, for the 
benefit of the House, the time within which this change in the 
contracts must be made. That would show the urgency of this 

lation at this time. 

. LOUDENSLAGER. This change is desired to be made 
before the 18th day of February next, and that is the necessity 
for this legislation now. While some of the members thought it 
best to let it come in on the regular appropriation bill, Ican say 
that it will cost the Government no more, nor will the money be 
expended any sooner, by the passage of the resolution at this time. 
The only object of this legislation is to enable the Secretary of 
the Navy to make the changes and modify the contract so as to 
provide for building the dry docks of concrete and stone and to 
make that change before any delay shall be occasioned which will 
bea wee A ge ie or cost to the Government. 

Mr. RIC N. Lcould not catch the gentleman's state- 
ment as to the additional expense which is to be im on the 
Government by reason of the which the gentleman seeks. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No additional expense, except for the 
difference in the material furnished. s 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much is that? About how much is 
the increase in this expense by reason of this error or mistake in 
the Department, or in the legislation of 1898? How much addi- 
tional expense is to be imposed on the Government by the change 
or modification now contemplated? À j 

Mr. N The = a 8 oi aies 4 
$350,000. The origi imit was „000. presen’ 0 
the two stone dry docks already contracted for at Boston and at 
Portsmouth is $1,089,000 and $1,013,000, respectively. The dry 
docks at Portsmouth and Boston are of the same size and to be 
constructed in the same manner, but the less cost of the dry dock 
at Portsmouth is due to the fact that it is located nearer the 

uarries from which the stone is furnished; hence the cost of 

e delivery of the raw material is not so great. Now, these two 
contracts can not cost more than the limit fixed, and the increase 
in the limit is $350,000. The Department, however, believe that 
they can be built for $1,100,000 or less. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, If I understand the eman, this re- 
port now made is concurred in by the minority members of the 
committee as well as the majority. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is correct, and it is concurred 


re this 


sim 
the 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is to correct an error made, I suppose, 
by the gs rca fa in 1898, in recommending wooden di in- 
stead of stone docks. So far as Iam concerned, Mr. S. er, I 
have no objection to the consideration of the bill. I un nd 
some gentlemen of the minority of the committee desire to give 
expression to their views when the measure is under considera- 
tion, but poe there will be no objection to considering it. 

R. The Chair would to know of 3 
a from New Jersey if he desires the consideration of the te 

Mr. LOUDENSLAdER. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ought we not to vote to adopt 
the amendment to the bill before we proceed further? There is 
an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would just say for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, who is my colleague on the com- 
mittee, that the Senate bill embodies the amendment made by the 
House committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The amendment agreed on in 
the committee? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is exactly the same. It is in the 
Senate bill, and it di of the legislation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. e Clerk in reading the bill 
read it as originally reported from the Senate, and then read it as 
amended in the Senate? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He may have read the House bill as 
amended in the committee. The Senate bill is the House bill as 
it was amended in the committee. I compared it, with my clerk. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOODENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. . Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House bill on the same subject lie on the table, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent that the re- 

ort from the House committee and a letter from the contractors 
printed with my remarks in the RECORD, so that the facts may 
be fully known. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to supplement his remarks by the printing of the 
report and a certain letter. Is there objection? [. a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 


The report and letter referred to are as follows: 
DRY DOCKS AT LEAGUE ISLAND, PA., AND MARE ISLAND, CAL. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the 


following report: 
The Committee on Naval to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
e Navy to to be 


4026) to authorize the Secre of change the material 

used in theconstruction of the docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
d Mare Island, Cal., from to concrete and stone, beg leave to 

submit the following 2 


The Secretary of the Navy, urging the speedy consideration and passage 
of this bill, submitted the 9 —.— = 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., January 8, 1900. 
Sin: Ihave the honor to state that the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 


Docks reports in relation to the proposed c) of material to_be used in 
the construction of the dry docks at the navy-yards at League Island, Pa., 
and Mare Island, ., from timber to concrete and stone, that the condition 


of the work under the contracts for these docks 
practicable to make a in the 

work already done or invol 
ment of the work already done. 
should be made because of the advantages to 
struction contemplated. A dry dock constructed of stone and concrete is 


greatly superior to one of timber, because of its 82 
premises, the 


is such that it pone ye 


Reporting further in the Chief of the Bureau referred to has 
submitted the Looming vis: 
“ Dry docks built of ber are found by the N to 
8 FC ato 
e afew an u amoun 
Sonatruction of the work, w of stone or concrete rare 


the naval service when, as at the present 
o number of dry docks in the Navy is very small, and particularly 
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dry dock can be made without 

serious interruption in their use, the extensive repairs which are inevitable 
after the lapse of comparatively few years take them out of service for 
docking vessels for Sone ee me. The masonry dry docks, on the 
contrary, require very slight and 5 re and these do not take 
the naval 


them out of service for d shi only a instance in 
servico has a masonry dry dock 8 ol Ser vice for any 
e time on account of repairs. 

“Again, the peculiar and dangerous failures to which large and deep tim- 
ber dry docks such as used in the Navy are liable 1 


ry 
li 
its docks. tho oarth, Wain fo neve preat, is 5 
old u e W. never mu 
rom the removal or loose: of the soil due to and 
to render its resistance to the hydrostatic „W. is ys present, 
p: When ure it is liable to involve vital of the 


of this kind are not 
“ Whil 


traordinary to tim! 
Navy-Yard, which failed cee rye ae its 5 and those 
extent in progress upon timber dock No. 2 at New York and upon the timber 
dock at League Island, Pa. 
“The stone and concrete docks can be built in a period of time little 
in constructing ber dry docks. 
— for the na val service 


* permanence, safety, 
cost, and readiness for service at all times, and so fully proven in its experi- 
ence, that the Bureau strongly hopes that Congress authorize the modi- 
1 iner ing, and according] ds 
e entconcurs n the foregoing, and acco; commen: 
the bill to the favorable conmidarailon of the committee. In this. connection 


annual sopa to the t for the 
riod, page 37 et seq. (marked copies herewith). 
ery respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Fo: 


88. 
Acting Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


In view of the above facts, and the further fact that the contracts for the 
building of these two dry docks contain a clause which permits the Govern- 
ment to change and m. He pos and specifications, as well as the con- 
tract, so that said dry docks be ted as concrete and stone 
docks instead of as ber 


same 


be civil engineers of the Navy, and approved by the Bureau of Yards and 
ONEA your committee recommend that said bill do pass with an amendment 
as follows: 

On page 2, in line 5, after the w “not,” insert the words in the aggre- 
gate.’ 


THE SHOREHAM, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1900, 
DEAR Str: In answer to your letter of January 17, making certain inquiries 
as to the status of the contracts for buildin, N arog for the Government 
at League Island, Pa.,and at Mare Island, ., I haye to say that the situation 
tr is substantially as indicated in your letter. 
e Island dock at Philadelphia no work whatever has been 
rial, which material would 


by oni rape SE board 

engineers to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, three of whom are 
to be pes engineers. Therefore the Government 

reason o ge. 

In regard to the status of the Mare Island dock, no material has been de- 
livered that will not be required in the dock, even if the be made. 
Practically nothing has been doneon the Mare d dock except the excava- 
tion for the same, which would berequiredinanyevent. Therefore noloss will 
accrue by reason of this change. either will the changes in either instance 
cause any delay for which the Government will have to award the contractor 
any compensation, if the change is made without unreasonable delay. 


Yours, respectfully, 
d E ATLANTIC, GULF AND PACIFIG COMPANY, 
By J. McMULLEN. 

Hon. H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee . Cox] withdraws his objection to the bill (H. R. 
4602) to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Fort 
Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes. I again ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill referred to? 


ject until I hear an explanation e from Iowa. 
k Mr. S. , as I said before, this bill is supple- 
mentary to legislation had by the House and by ess grant- 


ae of way to the Rock 


ing a 
ritory 


proved by the Secretary of War before they can locate the stations 
or locate their right of way. The War Department has reserved 
to itself the entire control of the road as it goes through these 
reservations, and the 3 War reported the bill k to 
us with the statement that there could no objection to the 
peace of the bill. My idea is that it simply enables the people 
iving on each side of these reservations to have a road built into 
their communities, and that Congress would gladly grant them 
that power. I yield a minute to my friend from O oma. 
5 Mr. SN. ODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
on. 
Mr. HULL. Will you wait a minute until the gentleman from 
Oklahoma makes a statement? And then, if necessary, I will yield 


for a question. 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, it was always customary until last 
Con: whenever arailroad desired to build through the Indian 


or oma Territory, there being so much of Indian reserva- 
tions and allotments, to come to Congress for the right of way. 
These requests became so numerous—in fact, almost every morn- 
ing unanimous consent was asked to pass some special right 
of way bill—that Congress took up the subject and p a 
228 bill Which gave the authority to 2 this rignt to the 

nterior Department, subject to suc es and tions as 
they might make. I was unaware until this bill was introduced 
that the authority did not also include military reservations. 
Now, the situation out there is this: Here is a railroad that has 
built in my Territory during the last year probably a hundred 
miles of road. They are up against a military reservation, which 
they must traverse in order to reach the State of Texas. 

The War De t holds that the general act—and I am con- 
fident that it was an oversight on the of Congress—failed to 
confer authority on the Department officers to approve a right of 
way across a military reservation, and 5 there has 
been nothing left but to come to Con and ask it to ta 
right of way across that reservation. Now, I desire to say 8 
that the custom until two years ago was to t 800 feet right of 
way. Congress saw fit to cut that down and limited it to 100 feet, 
except at points where stations were located and where switches 
were necessary. There it was provided—and this bill follows that 
pecar exactly—that there should be a right of way of 300 feet; 

ut before they can even take that, the matter must be passed 
upon, maps filed, and receive the approval, in addition to this act, 
of the Secretary of War. Now, if there is any question the gen- 
oer SNODGRASS: Whe ot ‘this logislatio passed tha 
5 š en was islation that has 
been referred to? 

Mr. FLYNN. In the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What guaranties have we that this road 
will build this way if the right of way is granted? 

Mr. HULL. It has already built to the reservation. 

Mr. FLYNN. And when the road is built it will develop this 
coni There is no question but what they will build it if this 

is passed. 
5 Tr 3 oe Have you any security that they will 
i 

Mr. FLYNN. If they do not build it the pooni of the Terri- 
tory are the losers. There is no doubt but tthe road will be 
built 1 5 po them the right of 1 
Mr. IS. The character of the road—the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific—is proof enough that they will build the road. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. They may build theroad, but Iam opposed 
to granting these valuable privileges unless they can give some 
bond or security that the road will be built. 

Mr. FLYNN. They have built as far as they can without this 


grant, 

Mr. CURTIS, They never would come here and ask for the 
passage of this bill unless they intended to build the road. 

Mr. HULL. There has never been a bond put up that a road 
would build if a right of way was nted. In this case the road 


has put up something of a bond by building the road up to the line 
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of the reservation. 
the reservation under the 
gress, but they were sto 
ment. The 
ve them the power to build bebe the reservation, after they 


They believed that they could build through 
eral authority given them by Con- 
at the reservation by the War Depart- 


ar Department recommends us to pass this bill and 


ave complied with the requirements of the Department ty nna 
the maps and after they have received the approval of the Depart- 
ment on the lines adopted. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Is any power reserved in the Department 
to refuse pe 7 15 the privilege of building the road? 

The SP. R (rapping or order). There isso much confu- 
sion on the floor that gentlemen can not be heard, Will gentle- 
men please take their seats? 

Mr. SNODGRASS, I was asking the gentleman if there was 
any regulations adopted by the Department that secured any 
guaranty that they would build and occupy the privilege that 
we are asked to grant. 

Mr. FLYNN. All J can say is this: The fact that foy aro up 
to the reservation and have made 5 to build throug 
the adjacent district in Texas, the district of the gentleman who 


stands before me . STEPHENS], shows that a corporation like 
this would not ask for a right of way unless they intended to 
carry it out. 


Mr. HULL. They could not hold it nor transfer it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Could they not hold it indefinitely? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; there is a limit in the act. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is a limit in the general act? 
Mr. FLYNN 


: Tes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will not object. This is a very important matter to my State. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Why do you want to give them a right of 
way 300 feet wide? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Because it is necessary where they 
are to put in stations and switches. It only gives 150 feet on each 
side of the center. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
a question. How far does the right of way extend through the 
Government reservation? 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer that, but about 3 miles, I am in- 
formed. It is only through the military reservation. All else is 
already granted. : 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Does it protect the interests of the 
Government in this reservation of 300 feet? Suppose they should 
strike a coal mine or a mine of gilsonite. 

Mr. HULL. It does not give them 300 feet for a right of way, 
but only 100 feet, with 300 feet at stations, and gives the Secre 
of War absolute control over it and a veto of the whole thing. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, It simply gives an easement over the 
Government land? 

Mr. HULL. That is all, and provides that it reverts to the 
Government if it is not occupied. t 

Mr. LENTZ. Iwantto know something about the size of these 
two reservations. 

Mr. HULL. I can not give it exactly. 

Mr. FLYNN, One is 3 miles 10, and the other I do not 
know the size of. In all these Indian reservations they reserved 
an area anywhere from about 2 miles square to 5 miles square 
for military when the Indians were bad down in that coun- 
try. The only ones left are this one at Fort Sill and this one at Fort 
Reno. They are about 3 to 5 miles square, 

Mr, LENTZ. I want to know a little more about this 300 feet 
wide right of way. It says not to exceed 3,000 feet in length. 
How many are there and why should METOS 800 feet wide; why 
not 200 feet wide, and why should not lan e be not to 
exceed 3,000 feet in length.” and why should not that be deter- 
mined by the Secre of War? 

Mr. HULL. It is all determined by the Secretary of War. If 
the gentleman will read lines 9 and 10 of the bill, he will see that 
it gives the Secretary of War absolute control of it. If you have 
no station on the reservation, there will only be 100 feet right of 
way. Stations may be necessary for the Government, and they 
ma uire it. There will probably be but one station. 

Mr. Z. I do not object to the station, but I would like 
to know how many stations they are going to put there. 

Mr. HULL, There will probably be but one. 


Mr. LENTZ. Ishould like to see the language of this bill. We 
have no copies of it. 
Mr. FLYNN. All that I can say about this matter is from 


ba e w 
5 Mr. Z. Wel, Ishall object unless you show me the bill 


Mr. HULL. This bill was considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, of which the gentleman from Ohio is a member, 
and the reason he does not understand anything about the bill is 
because he did not attend the meeting of the committee. I stated 
to the Speaker that it has the unanimous indorsement of the 


Committee on Military Affairs, including every Democrat, and of 
28 Republican on the committee. I did not intend to mislead 


the Speaker when I stated that. 
Mr. LENTZ. I know the gentleman did not intend to mislead 


anybody, and it is not a political question. 
HULL all. 


Not at 
Mr. LENTZ. But I want to know how many 3,000-foot strips 
you can get under this bill? 
Mr. CURTIS. Under the general law they are limited to one 


station in 8 miles. 

Mr, SLAYDEN, Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt but what this 
is merely for the purpose of enabling them to construct railway 
stations at such convenient points as is usual in the building of a 


railway. There is nothing unusual in this matter, 
Mr. TZ. Iwant to see what that limitation is. [After ex- 
amining the bill. | Mr. Speaker, I have no further objection, 
The SP . Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REGENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Library, I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 52, to fill a vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a Senate joint reso- 
lution which the Clerk will report. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than members of Congr 
caused by the death of William Preston Johnston, of Louisiana, shall be filled 
by the appointment of Richard Olney, a resident of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question. I understand this is unanimously reported by 
the committee. 

eed McCLEARY. Unanimously reported by the Library Com- 
mi 

Mr. HITT, And I will say to the gentleman that the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, as far as I have been able to con- 
sult them, are all desirous that this resolution pass immediately, 
as the annual meeting is approaching. 

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MICHIGAN-LAKE SUPERIOR POWER CANAL. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House resolu- 
tion No. 101, reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and eens Fes information from the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secre of War be requested, if not incompatible with 


the public interests, to fu to the House of Representatives all corre- 


spondence and reports now on file in the War De ment pertaining to the 
proposed power canal 


jected by the Michigan- o Superior Power Com- 
y and intended to constructed in the State of Michi from Lake 
uperior, above St. Marys Rapids, to a point below said rapi 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CERTAIN CLAIMANTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr.S er, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief 
of claimants having suits against the United States pending in the 
circuit and district courts of the United States affected by theact 
of June 27, 1898, amending the act of March 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no suit shall abate or be affected by the act of June 
27, 1898, entitled An act to amend sections land 2 of the act ot March 3, 1887," 
which was pending in any circuit court of appeals, circuit or district court of 
the United States at the time of the of said act; and all such suits 
which have been dismissed by reason of said act shall be restored to their 
places in such courts and proceeded with as if thesame had not been enacted. 

With the following amendments recommended by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: 

In line 7, after the word any.“ insert the words “circuit court of ap m 

On page 2, in line 1, after the word enacted,” insert the words: “and timo 
within which an appeal or writ of error may be taken or ted in any 
case affected by act is hereby ex six maonthe from: the passage 
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Fi lt ferme Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. We should like to hear a statement about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. _Ishould like to have an explanation from 
the chairman of the Judi Committee. ` 

Mr. RAY of New York. This bill is unanimously from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the necessity for the law is: 
In 1898 we passed a bill taking jurisdiction from the circuit and 
district courts of the United Statesof certain claims against the 
Government made by officers of the Government, and relegating 
all such claimants to the Court of Claims. In doing that we h 
no purpose to abate or discontinue pending suits where the claim- 
ants had 3 gone into court, filed their bills, and commenced 
their action, and in some cases had obtained judgment. In con- 
struing the law to which 1 have referred, the question was raised 
that the passage of the act relegating these claimants to the Court 
of Claims had the effect; to abate and throw out of court actions 
then pending. There has been a diversity of holdingsin the United 
States courts on this question. In some places it is held that these 
actions were abated and could not be further prosecuted, while in 
other circuits or districts it has been held that such actions were 
not abated under this act and that they can be prosecuted. 

So, in some localities the claimants have been getting their judg- 
ments and in others they have been thrown out of court. This 
matter being brought to our attention and to the attention of the 
Attorney-General of the United States, he recommended this leg- 
islation, and all the members of the Judiciary Committee are 
united in the opinion that it was notintended that the amendment 
referred to should have the effect to abate suits which had already 
been commenced. The Attorney-General of the United Statessays 
that when he recommended the legislation he had no such 3 
and his letter is appended to the report of the committee, in which 
he favors this legislation. The Democrats and Republicans on the 
1 are united as to the necessity, propriety, and justice of 
this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the bill been regularly reported? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, certainly, and the report has been 
printed and is now in the hands of the Clerk, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third 535 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York,a motion to der the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


OFFICERS OF STEAM VESSELS, 


Mr. MINOR. Mr. Spe r 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 
of Title XII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the licensing of officers of steam vessels. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4445, of 3 
and is hereby, amended by adding thereto the f per 

“Every applicant for license as either master, mate, pilot, or engineer un- 
der the provisions of this title shall make and subse afirma- 
tion, before one of the inspectors referred to in this title, to the truth of all 
the statements set forth in his application for such license. 

Any person who shall make or subscribe to any oath or affirmation au- 
8 n this title and knowing the same to be false shall be deemed guilty 

T. > 
z Ery licensed, master, mate, pilot, or engineer who shall change, by 
addition, interpolation, or erasure of any kind, any certificate or license is- 
sued by any inspector or inspectors referred to in this title shall, for eve 
such offense, upon conviction, be punished by a fin 


e of not more than 
= by na risonment at hard labor for a term not ex three years.” 
EC. 2. 


at this act shall take effect immediately. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we should like to have some 
5 of the necessity for taking this bill up out of order. 
Why can not it wait its regular course? 

r. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, this is unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, The object 
sought is to correct an evil and a defect in the law as applied to 
those officers who must obtain licenses, like captains, mates, and 
engineers. The Treasury De 
existing law, provide a blank for each applicant to fill out and 
state therein his experience in his own 3 line of duty. It 
has been found that a great many applicants for licenses fill out 
these blanks with false statements, claiming to have had a num- 
ber of years’ ience, when the truth is that no such ience 
has been had. e are unable at present to reach the offenders, 
for the reason that the ops et pela steamships have never been 
vested with the power to that kind of an oath. 


aker, I am directed by the Committee on | t° 


partment, under the provisions of | di 


Now, we desire to invest the i with that power and 
then to punish the violators of that law, because, as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will understand, the value of the services of 
these applicants for licenses E .. veal det on the experience 
of the men applying for them. a man not had the experi- 
ence that is set forth in his application, then he ought not to be 
licensed and can not be, under the law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a ion? 

Mr. MINOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. This 1 is applicable to 
the rivers of the United States as well as to other navigable 
waters, is it not? ; 

Mr. MINOR. So far as pilots and engineers are licensed by the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. of Kentucky. Now, does not the gentleman 
think the penalty prescribed for misstating the facts in regard to 
one’s experience is somewhat severe? Permit me to call your at- 


tention to the fact that on some of the rivers of the United States - f 


it requires no very high degree of intelligence to act as pilot or 
engineer. On some of the rivers of the country men are accus- 
tomed to ply those rivers with limited experience as pilots and en- 
gineers in charge of very small craft; and to prescribe a maximum 
poser o three years in prison and a maximum fine of $500 is a 

ttle severe. I happen to know sonen about that class of cit- 
izens, living in a large river district, and I do not think that you 
ought to send a man to the penitentiary for a mere misstatement 
of facts. It occurs to me that the ty is too severe. 

Mr. MINOR. The FMI ough to be severe. But in reply to 
your question, I would say this, that in my judgment it is a grave 
offense for an applicant for this license, for the p of procur- 
ing such a license, to go before the inspector of boats and 
make an affidavit to a complete falsehood, and then, securing the 
license, and his employer having confidence in his ability, which 
confidence is based upon his statement of experience, puts in his 
charge hundreds of precious lives that go down on the rivers as 
well as on the lakes, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Just a moment, if you please. 
Does not the gentleman understand that often small craft, tugs 
and boats with a very small amount of steam pressure, do not re- 
quire men of much ability as pilots and engineers, who will not 
be permitted to have a license if they 5 at all, and 
they may ply up one of these small rivers only 50 or 75 miles, and 
have ew passengers? x 
Mr. HULL. If he only plies a short distance, would he need a 
license at all? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Every man has to have a license 

carry passengers at all; and I will say tothe gentleman, if 
he lives in a district where there are large rivers, he knows that 
there are hundreds of little craft plying short distances that do 
not 5 ers in a year. 

Mr. OR. I would say that I have no doubt that the punish- 
—— would be imposed in accordance with the gravity of the 
offense. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I have practiced too much be- 
fore Federal courts not to know what granting such power means. 

Mr. MINOR. It has come to the attention of the 3 
General, whose letter I have, that there are many such cases, dnd 
he condemns them and recommends the of this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I believe in the merits of the 


bill, but the poa is too severe. 

Mr. MINOR. The Law Department of this Government recom- 
mendsit. There is absolutely no opposition to this bill from one 
snd of the United States to the other, In my judgment, it ought 

o pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I object, unless the gentleman 
will consent to an amendment reducing the penalty. é 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


LYNCHING AND MOB VIOLENCE, 


Ar. WHITE, Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a petition of 
2,413 names of citizens of the United States, asking for national 
legislation . the crime of lynching and mob violence. Lask 
that the h of the petition be read and that, accompanied by 
the bill I have drafted, t be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
iciary. Lask that the heading of the petition be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the heading of a petition against lynching 
be read. The Chair will say to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina that he has the right to introduce the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I thinkit ought to take the regular course 
of all other petitions and memorials. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ten- 


messee, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
Sridhr indefinitely, on account of important business. 


THE LATE HON. LORENZO DANFORD, 


The SPEAKER. The hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, the time set 
Ba special order for memorial services on the death of the late 
. DANFORD, of Ohio. 
Mr. GILL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 
The clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now io “oe that opportu- 
ry of Hon. 


nity may be given for pa tributes to the memo: RENZO DAN- 
FORD, late a member of ouseof Representatives from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That, as a particular mark of to the memory of the de- 
ceased and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a hed public 
. the House at the conclusion of these mem shall 
stan ourn 


ed. 
were That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the family of 
e deceased. 
Ordered, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. GILL. Mr. „it is in the presence of death and in 
the contemplation of his handiwork that the kinship of all hu- 
manity is most forcibly manifest to every thoughtful mind. Can 
it be other than a ul and humanizing experience to all that 
live to thus receive a new and most emphatic im of the great 
truth of the brotherhood of man? The divine laws of kindness 
and of charity can not be too often freshened 2 As our hearts, 
and their timely exercise toward the living, both as an oppor- 
tunity and as an obligation, should be earnestly resolved upon 
each time that we pay our loving and tearful tributes to the re- 
vered but unresponsive dead. 

At such times the thoughts of the exalted should tend toward 
humility, and the lowly may lift his head to a higher level in the 
absolute assurance of a universal ultimate apa For though 
the carved marble and thelaurel wreath may be placed, and justly, 
over one, and the modest slab and re e may be the only 
mark that love can give to the resting p of another, yet be- 
neath the token of remembrance in either case the silent lips, the 

ulseless heart, and the rigid clay are in every essential identical. 
Both, as they lie 3 have been stripped of every pos- 
session, whether intellectual, or spiritual, and to neither 
is there anything left beyond the 
rection morning. Surely some 
poet when he exclaims: 


O fading honors of the dead! 
O high ambitions, lowly laid! 


The full consciousness of this thought is borne in upon us in a 
striking manner if we but pause an instant to consider the sad 
havoc wrought by the fell destroyer saag the past year in the 
ranks of those who have won fame in widely different walks of 
life. By so doing we can learn afresh the truth that the great 
Leveler ts no favors, but that high and low, rich and poor, 
youth and age, alike must obey the summons to that “ unknown 
silent shore.” Thus, even he who held the great office of Vice- 
President of the United States was not exempt from the chilling 
blast, and when the genial Hobart heard the summons, ‘‘ Weary 
wanderer, come,” he was, notwithstanding the showering tears of 
a nation bereaved, laid away in the bosom of our common mother 
earth, with the throng of undistinguished dead, to sleep the same 
dreamless sleep. 

This House can not escape the universal experience, and to-day 
the work of legislation halts once again to permit the orm- 
ance of the sad duty of paying our tributes of honor and respect 
to the memory of yetanother of its members who has passed away 
in the last year. 

Were it not that LORENZO DANFORD was my immediate pređe- 
cessor as the Representative of my district on this floor, I would 
prefer to sit silent and listen to others more able to speak in fit- 
ting language of my dear and honored friend; but conscious as I 
am of the exalted p. he held in the hearts of the people whom 
I have the honor to represent, I should, even in the absence of the 
custom of this House calling for my participation in the proceed- 
ings of this hour, feel that I had disregarded their wishes should 
I permit this occasion to pass without attempting to give expres- 
— to their high appreciation of his character and their love for 

s memory. 

Not in years has a sorrow so universal pervaded the homes of 
the Sixteenth district of Ohio as that which followed the an- 
nouncement on June 19, 1899, that LORENZO DANFORD was dead. 
Everywhere throughout the district the news came as a stroke of 

sorrow to all, and on the streets, in the factories, on the 

KoE aie wherever 3 e wont to congregat ae heera 
mingled expressions of keenest sorrow and regre en Ire- 
call the faces of his friends shadowed o’er with thoughts of a 
ing and the eloquent tears that unbidden to the syo, am 
reminded that no poor sentiment of mine can thrill the chords of 


ual hope of a common resur- 
thought as this justifies the 


‘ers and the ready 


love with such majesty and power as did his simple story, for 
each could say: 

His life was gentle, and the elements 

So mix’din that Nature might stand up 

And say to all the world, “This was a man!” 


Born on a farm in Washington Township, Belmont County, 
Ohio, October 18, 1829, he was fortunate in li through the 
F ty which the history of this 
nation presents. Brea free air of country life and intel - 

y expanding under the educational influences of his teach- 
owl of his father, he was soon able to 
comprehend the fateful trend of the political movements of the 
times and to intelligently play his part in the great drama of 
human affairs. 

Beginning at the period of his majority, a time of great activ- 
ity had set in along all lines of progress, not only in the sphere of 
politics, but also in the field of industrial advancement. “Irerrito- 
rial acquisitions had extended the boundaries of our nation from 
ocean to ocean; property qualifications had heen superseded by 
manhood suffrage; the isolated settler, in his humble cottage, was 
now the peer of anyin the land; canals had brought the West into 
closer connection with the East and opened the markets for the 

nup prodnata of the farms; the Mexican war fired his youth- 
ful bl od with martial valor, while the great discussion over slav- 
ery thrilled his soul with freedom’s highest and noblest impulses. 

He received a common-school education; attended college at 
8 Pa., for two years, studied law, and was admitted 
to the bar in 1854. The people of his native radian Had recog- 
nized the characteristics which later were to carry him to higher 
positions of activity and responsibility by choosing him succes- 
sively in 1857 and 1859 as prosecuting attorney; but ere his second 
term had expired, vehement discussion of the burning question of 
that hour had given way to a passionate appeal to the arbitrament 
of toron, and 207 booming cannon heralded the first act in history's 
greatest tragedy. 

In that hour of his country’s peril he did not hesitate to sacrifice 
all upon its altar, and resigning his office, he enlisted for three 
months as private in the Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
Upon the expiration of his service he returned home and assisted 
in raising a company of the Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, of 
which he was chosen second lieutenant, and later was promoted 
for bravery upon the field of battle to be first lieutenant and cap- 
tain. He was one of the nation’s heroes who sustained his coun- 
try’s honor upon the bloody fields of Shiloh, Stones River, Chicka- 
mauga, Kenesaw Mountain, and many others, 

Owing to failing health he resigned his commission in 1864 and 
returned to his native county. The sterling qualities which had 
so successfully carried him through his early career were mani- 
fest in the richer and more conspicuous triumphs of his later 
years. Devoting himself assiduously to the practice of law, he 
soon became the leading advocate of the eastern Ohio bar, and 
step by step won the esteem and confidence not only of the peo- 
ple but also of his professional brethren. He was eminently fit- 
ted for forensic triumphs, and was in a most remarkable degree 
successful in obtaining favorable decisions in his jury cases. 

Tall and graceful, with keen eye and massive head, a command- 
ing presence and a most musical voice, he was an orator who car- 
ried conviction to the minds of his hearers, his clear logic and 
krung eloquence often enabling him to sway his auditors at 
will. Nor was this power exerted in the court room alone, for he 
was one of the most forceful and pleasing speakers who ever 

the political forum of his native State, and even in this 

he has won notable triumphs in the arena of debate, of which, 
and of other details of his work in Congress, his friends and asso- 
ciates still serving here are in a position to speak more fully and 
satisfactorily than I can. 

In 1864 he was a member of the electoral college of Ohio, and 
in 1892 he was again a member and presidentofsame. In 1872he 
was a candidate for the ublican nomination for Congress from 
the Sixteenth Ohio district, and his personal popularity was so 
great that he was successful in his campaign over the intrepid and 
eloquent John A. Bingham, who enjo: a national reputation as 
a brilliant statesman and scholar. though the task before him 
was difficult, yet so well did he orm the arduous duties of his 
new trust that the people ratified the choice of that convention 
by reelecting him to Kes Sirs in 1874 and again in 1876. 

Retiring from political life in 1879, he resumed the practice of 
law. His reputation as a powerful advocate was so well estab- 
lisbed that hardly a case of any im ce was tried in his native 
county upon which he was not employed as attorney for one 
side or the other. Although in many heated contests, he never 
took an unfair advantage of a witness or an opponent, for, although 
intellectually combative and persistent in se! ener he was al- 
ways generous to an adversary, and the kindness of his disposi- 
tion was never more apparent Tan in the skill which he displayed 
in eliciting needed information. Always alert, active, and force- 
ful in behalf ofa client, his high sense of honor prevented him 
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Sro Oling tbo tue Sickest A mere. pilit and he was 
consequently 1 and admired even by his bitterest oppo- 
nent. Just and dignifiedin his demeanor, he was a man of warm 
impulses, and his generous heart was large enough to carry within 
its sympathies all classes of men. To those who knew him well 
he was unass and confiding, and he was at all times abso- 
Iutely steadfast in his friendships. 

Sprang | politics in 1894, he became a candidate for Congress, 
and after a heated contest was nominated for that high position 
and elected by a large jority. Appointed by Speaker Reed 
chairman of the Immi, on Committee, he displayed unusual 
breadth and ability in discussions arising out of the intricate 
and difficult problems coming within the scope of the work of that 
committee. e was reelected in 1896 and in 1898, but ere the 
Fifty-sixth Congress began its labors his spirit had taken its flight 
to the God who gave it. 

In 1858 he was married to Annie H. Cook, of Jefferson County, 
and as a result of this union three sons were born—William, 
John, and Thomas—the first and last of whom still survive. His 
wife dying in 1867, he was again married in 1870 to Mary M. Allen, 
1 ony child being Carrie Lee, now a nurse in the Philippine 

ands. 

The proximate cause of his death was the exposure to which he 
was 9 in attending the funeral of his father, Samuel Dan- 
ford, and his constitution, already weakened by disease, was un- 
able to withstand the insidious attacks of la grippe which followed. 
Though he fought in the sick room with the same vim and deter- 
mination he had always ig de et slowly but surely the tide 
of his life ebbed away. Surrounded by kind and i ber arr 
friends who forestalled his every wish, his mind wandered again 
to the scenes of his childhood, and he longed for the hills and 
vales, the simplicity and puriy of country life. 

Loving hands removed him to the home of his cousin, Jobn 
Sidebottom, a few miles from his own home, at St. Clairsville, 
where, surrounded by peace and plenty, and subject to the gentle 
ministrations of his devoted daughter, Carrie Lee, the hourglass 
slowly ran its course, with hope freshening as renewed stren; 
seemed to summon back the old fire and vigor, and anon gi 
way to despair, as the hectic flush faded, leaving the patient 
weaker than before, until at last, on a beautiful day in June, the 


morning sunrise seemed to flood his countenance with a strange, 
new light, and ere the evening shadows gathered Death’s finger 
touched him and he fell aslee 


To describe him whom we Sons to-day as merely an ordinary 
man would be to do his memory a great injustice; to say that he 
Was avery great man, as that term is gen y understood, would 
be fulsome flattery; but measured by the standard of purposes 
well and earnestly accomplished Captain DANFORD was truly 
t, for by faithful and honorable conduct in Jonie and private 
ife he won the confidence, esteem, and love of those who knew 
him best, and in their hearts his name will ever be written, like 
Abou Ben Adhem, as one who loved his fellow-man. 

Mr. DANFORD was a man of action as well as a man of thought, 
and having that valuable possession generally termed “ com- 
mon sense,” he was clear and practical in his views of irs, and 
it was needless to be in doubt as to his position upon any public 
question. He was frank in all that he did. He was faithful in 
ova sphere of life, public as well as private, and whether as 
soldier or as civilian fidelity to his duty always characterized his 
conduct, He was a patriot in the best and broadest sense of that 
term, intensely loyal to his country. He loved the Republic be- 
cause it meant a sovereignty under organized law, able and ready 
to give back toits citizens a full return for all services demanded 
of thema republic with iron in its blood.” 

He loved his country for its devotion to human rights and its 
adherence to every pledge of public faith, and he gloried in its 
onward march of freedom and in its progressive spirit. He had 
unlimited faith in its imperishable vitality, power, and purpose to 

rotect and rule the American Continent. Mr. Speaker, our friend 

ives in all that is deathless; the physical body is laid away under 
the sod of the valley, but those qualities of soul which manifested 
themselves in devotion to God and country, in kindness and love 
to neighbors and friends, and in fidelity to truth and honesty of 
purpose in life, will bear his memory upon the bosom of everlast- 
ing remembrance. There is so much to be said that is good of 
him, and with such justice, that I feel entirely free to say that I 
do not wish to be understood as claiming that he was a perfect 
man. 

Being only mortal, he had, like all of us, many faults, toward 
which he was even more severe than his most censorious critic; 
but when we think of the superabundance of his many virtues, 
all else melts away into insignificance. 

It is also to be said that there was a sad minor strain of sorrow 
running through his life which brought to him a degree of suffering 
that at times gave his face that tenderly pathetic look which is 
born of irremediable heartache; but he complained not, and bore 
his cross manfully. Truly, in this, it must be admitted, there 
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was after all nothing so very onal; for where is the life that 
is ideal, or in which the stream of happiness or even of satisfac- 
tion flows smoothly without the murmering rapids or even the 
thundering cataract at some point? 

And here, not alone in contemplation of the facts in the life of 
Captain DANFORD, but referring to what I am sure is the too com- 
mon eines of most mortals as to the painful contrast be- 
tween the prospect and the retrospect of this life, I will venture 
to recall a vivid word picture by an eloquent tongue, in which 
pg is very much of consolation to soften its somber shadows. 

Ə says: 


The loves and friendships of individuals 


bright hopes and man y bitter tments; some gorgeous Thursda: 
hee the skies are t and the vens blue, when Providence, bending 


over us in blessing, g the heart almost to ess; many dismal |- 


days, when the smoke of torment beclouds the mind and un ying sorrows 
gnaw upon the heart; some ambitionsand many Waterloo defeats, until 
the heart becomes like the house, filled with dead affections, em- 
balmed in holy but sorrowful memories; and then the cord is loosened, the 
golden bowl is broken, the individual life—a cloud, a vapor—passeth away. 
As Captain Danrorp sank into his last sleep some one inquired 
as to his comfort, and he replied, ‘‘Allis well.” Let us believe 
that at the dawning of the morning in the New Jerusalem he 
found a richer, fuller realization of his words than earth could 
give and was able to say, with Longfellow: 
There is no death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 
Is but a suburb of the life el 
Whose portal we call Dea 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, it was not my fortune to know 
LORENZO DANFORD before he became a member of this House, so 
that I did not have that intimate personal acquaintance with him 
which would justify me in making any extended remarks on this 
occasion. I would say, however, that in some of the work here 
and especially the work which he as a member was most interested. 
in, I was closely associated with him, He was chairman of the 
> ee on Immigration, of which I was a member, and I had 
occasion in the work of that committee to know him somewhat 
intimately, and especially to know something of the way in which 
he performed his public duty. 
I was im with the great care and conscientiousness with 
dave: in tha prints of a terme, BACAO ores 
iever icy o ng on. gave a greai 
deal of his time while a member of this House and a great deal of 
ability as well to that single subject; he made the most elaborate 
b N upon it, and it was an occasion of sorrow to him that 
d not finally secure Fao paana of the bill he had so long ad- 
vocated. His successor in body has feelingly alluded to the 
sorrow which he appeared to have suffered. Very likely he had 
his full share, but he showed no sign of being consumed with vain 
Hy over what had gone by, but he kept his face turned man- 
fully toward tbe future, and did his utmost upon each new con- 
dition and to solve each new problem as it arose. He Was an able 
and devoted Representative and a true friend, and in the presence 
of those who knew him well, and especially the members the 
great State which he served and which he loved, I wish to add 
my word and pay my tribute to his worth and to his memory, 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I shall undertake no eulogium upon 
the life and career of my dead colleague, but I want to leave upon 
the record a few words in remembrance of an old friend. 

The statesmen of Ohio naturally divide into two classes and 
into two ods—those who precede and those who follow the 
days which marked Garfield’s greatest fame. To this observa- 
tion one exception should be noted. John Sherman belonged to 
both of these periods. His public career was respectable before 
Corwin’s brilliant sun went toward its setting, and it was na- 


tional and distinguished before the first gun of the civil war was 
fired, and in the end as it was longer so was it ter than that 
of any Ohioan. In practical statesmanship and in constructing 


legislation John Sherman has no peer among Ohio statesmen, 
living or dead. 

In the days proces Garfield, with one exception, John A. 
Bingham was the greatest orator Ohio had produced. Yet, when 
this t man was in full possession of his resplendent powers, 
‘while his shadow still was falling toward the west,” the people 
of his district took from him his seat in this House and gave it to 
LORENZO DANFORD, No ordinary man could have wrested from 
this old commoner of Ohio his seat in Congress. 

When Captain DANFORD was first elected to Congress he was 
in the meridian of a splendid physical and mental manhood. His 
people had been contribu to the public service such men as 
Stanton and Stanbery and gham, and with these men was 


he measured and weighed. Those of us who knew him best as he 
was in his latter service here, somewhat burdened with years, 
his physical and mental 23 weakened by infirmities, and the 

choly thickening toward the end, 


gloom of a constitutional me 
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can but little appreciate the strength and virility of the man dur- 
ing his service with such parliamentary giants as Blaineand Gar- 
field and Hill and Randolph Tucker. 

Mr. Danrorp’s experience has been duplicated hundreds, per- 
haps thousands, of times in the history of this body. He had many 


of the elements of greatness, and had his service been continuous, 
and a public career the concentrated and consecrated pi of 
his life, he would have taken high rank in the House, but he was 
a lawyer, the profession his sure and certain staff; office was sec- 
ondary or incidental. With him, as in all such cases, and they 
are the rule, his 50 oy achievements were modified by his 
pantie e and his public career interrupted by the demands of 
rofession, 

If I could extract from his combination of qualities the pre- 
dominant one, I would say that it was his modesty. He shrank 
from making himself cons icuous, and it was only in the discharge 
of duty that he put himself in positions attracting attention or 
notice. Modesty has spoiled many a career and doomed many 
men of talent and aptitude toobscurity. But after all this qualit 
in public men has its compensations. It escapes notoriety, whic 
is worse than obscurity; against it the javelins of envy are seldom 
thrown; it escapes jealousy's poisoned fangs, and when life's fitful 
fever has burned out it rests as well and sleeps as sound as the head 
that has worn a crown. 

I remember well the first time I saw LORENZO DANFORD; it was 
back in the seventies and among his old comrades of the Fifteenth 
Ohio. It was at a camp fire, and there he was at his best. I recall 
him now as he was then, strong, rugged, standing firmly upon 
the ground, perfectly at home among the men who had endured 
with him the dangers and hardships of war, my ideal of a citizen 
soldier, and, withal, in referring to those who had succumbed to 
the hurricane of battle, as tender as a mother. 

He was modest even about his service in the civil war, long and 
distinguished as it was. I have talked to him many times about 
it—about his regiment, moy of whose soldiers went from m 
district—and the only thing I now recall about it all with whic 
he connected himself conspicuously was his paternal care and 
watchfulness over a younger brother who was in his command. 

Witha father’s care and affection he shielded this young brother 
from the rude blasts of war; and when we are weighed and the 
credit given for balances, it will not be our performances in the 
— sphere and more conspicuous relations of public life which 

ill weigh most to our advantage or discomfiture, but rather in the 
narrow circle of family and friendship will the reckoning be made. 

Mr. DANFORD was an eminent lawyer at the Ohio bar and in his 
section. When politics or public duty did not subtract from his 
professional efforts, he commanded one side or the other of every 
important case. He had arugged, homely way of stating proposi- 
tions of law and fact, and, with a reputation for honesty and can- 
dor, at a country bar and before country juries he won his cases, 
which, after all, is the best measure and test of the success or 
failure of a professional career. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not dwell upon my colleague as a states- 
man, a . or a public man. 

I knew best in the relations of friendship, and as a friend 
I pay his memory this modest tribute; I lay upon his grave a 
flower of remembrance. 


Mr. WEAVER addressed the House, See 1 
Mr. LYBRAND addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. BROWN addressed the House. See A pendini 

Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. Appendix.] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask lea ve to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD, and I will couple with that a request 
that all members of the House who s on this occasion may 
have authority to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SP R protempore (Mr. Eppy). The gentleman from 
Ohio asks unanimous consent that he and others who address the 
House on this occasion may have leave to extend their remarks in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would be unmindful of 
the obligation imposed by a long acquaintance with LORENZO 
DANFORD, and of the high regard which I entertained and often 
expressed of his character and ability, if I did not take this oppor- 
tunity to bear public testimony to that regard. The eminence of 
his early career at the bar and his effective and patriotic services 
as a soldier during the civil war brought him prominence and 
reputation spear hes people of Ohio many years ago, and that 
prominence and that reputation were emphasized and taken into 
a larger field by his election to Congressin 1872. We honor him 
because he deserves to be honored. He was honest as the sun; 
as free from cant or buncombe or hypocrisy as an absolutely 
seas hoa reps Sed and fearless character could possibly be. 

I , with my colleague [Mr. Kerr], that his most engaging 


and conspicuous characteristic was his modesty. I never knewa 
man who had been so successful in everything he undertook, and 
who sed in so large degree the capacity of bringing success 
in this body, who was so utterly lost to any sense of vanity or 
self-seeking or pushing himself into prominence. He was essen- 
tially, and like a youth or a girl, modest and simple. He wasted 
neither words nor action. He always aimed at 
controversy and always reached it. 

The years, full of usefulness and honor, came to him, and he 
died r a life well spent, mourned by all who knew him, and 
entered into a well-deserved rest, leaving behind him a legacy of 
good will and good deeds which will long survive, 


[Mr. LENTZ addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. S er, it is well that we should 
pause amid the exciting scenes o legislative action to thus pay 
tribute to the memory of one who but lately mingled with us in 
the conduct of affairs, whose voice was so recently heard in this 
Chamber, and whose wise counsels aided in the deliberations of 


a abe 

e are told that man was made in the image and likeness of 

the Almighty, and, sir, the man whose memory we cherish to-day 

exemplified in his spirit and in his life that man may be godlike. 
y personal acquaintance ENZO DANFORD was not in- 

My pe al intance with Lor: D. ti 
timate nor my association with him extended, but my knowledge 
of his Sage life and of his private character has come to me 
through a long series of years, beginning a third of a century ago 
on the battlefield of Stone River, where he performed a hero's pon 
in the discharge of his duty. From that time I have followed his 
career with g gaze. No man living in the State of Ohio 
and caring to know anghit of its public men could remain igno- 
rant of the valor, the ability, the virtues, and the beautiful life of 
LORENZO DANFORD, Soon after the close of the civil war I met 
him in the congregation of the boys who had been in the field; and 
although I then was young and he in the prime of his young man- 
hood, knowing so well that he was one who had distinguished 
himself in the cause of his country and defense of its honor, I gave 
him my F if not my love. 

Later in life my ation with him was always in the field of 
political contention, and I was not often permitted to meet him 
save when the air was charged even to bitterness with partisan 
feeling, but I always found in him an honest advocate for what 
he believed to be right. I always found him not only able and 
courageous, but always absolutely fair and courteous; and al- 
though in our political discussions we differed, yet when we 
closed I never did, and no man ever could, leave LORENZO DAN- 
FORD without respect for and admiration of him. 

When I came to this House I sought to know him better, and in 
my seeking, as well as from those who came closer in contact with 
him, I was more than ever convinced that he was a manly man. 
He was braver than most men gave him credit for, A man 
ladened with sorrow and disease in life, rising bright above them 
and always appearing among his fellows with cheerful smile and 
kind words upon his lips, moving about ever with kind and far- 
seeing counsel, is deserving of more sympathy than he who is in 
full enjoyment of physical health and stren, 

There was that about him that can only be characterized in a 
sense as womanly. Kind as a woman” is a frequent expression, 
and in his character there was that trait which may be called wo- 
manly kindness, a kindness that did not need to be drawn out by 
some great emergency, but welled up from the fountain of his 
heart at all times, wherever his daily walk led him, and commu- 
nicated itself to every one he met. 

His life was a benediction to his fellow-men; his death a uni- 
versal loss. Not alone do his own people and home mourn, but 
over his native State a wave of sadness rolled, extending in widen- 
ing circles until it covered every State whose Representatives sat 
in this Chamber with him. 

It is often said that after the death of a man wesometimes carry 
to the extreme our praiseof him. We know that in the grave lies 
buried all resentments. We know that it is easier to speak kindly 
of one that is gone from us than for the one who remains; but, 
Mr. Speaker, from the ee depths of my heart comes the 
belief that not one word has been uttered here to-day in commem- 
oration of the life, character, and virtues of our departed friend 
that is not true and is fully warranted. I believe that around the 
pravo of LORENZO DANFORD, from all who knew him, will gather 

or time and eternity clusters of memories of respect, honor, and 
love that will never die. 


. McDOWELL addressed the House. See coh ak pd 
Mr. GORDON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 2 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Mon- 


e heart of the 


day, January 22, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oa were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of amounts due certain rp ie for publishing advertisements 
for recruits, fuel, horses, etc., for the n the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the 3 transmitting a re- 
port on the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in 
aid of the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Navy, recommending the 
transfer of the appropriation for the wie feb ro of Pearl Har- 
bor, Hawaii, to the jurisdiction of the Navy Department—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
25 es and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 124) providing 
for the erection of a monument at Putin J. Ohio, commemo- 
rative of Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry and those who partici- 

ted in the naval battle of Lake Erie on the 10th day of September, 

813, 8 the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 84); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 911) to amend 
section 1176 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 87); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of joint resolution and bill of the following 
titles; which were thereu referred as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) directing the presentation of a 
first-class life-saving medal to Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, United 
States Navy—Committee on the Library discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4710) for the relief of Josephus Johnson—Commit- 
tee = Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6957) to revise and codify the 
laws, both civil and criminal, relating to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and tal service, and to amend the same, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 6958) to amend sec- 
tions 5898, 5399, and 5406 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6959) to amend an act ap- 
proved January 5, 1893, entitled An act granting increase of 
pension to soldiers of the Mexican war in certain cases,” so as to 
extend the provisions of said act to all Mexican soldiers pensiona- 
ble under law—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R 6980) in relation to the service- 
pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 6961) for the establishment of a 
crag post at the Falls of the Ohio—to the Committee on Mili- 

ry Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6962) to establish 
a steam fogeignal station at the entrance to Holland Harbor, 

ichigan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 6963) for the protection of all 
citizens of the United States against mob violence, and the penalty 
for 3 such laws to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6964) to amend 
“An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
35 of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 

or other p 8,” approved March 8, 1899—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 6965) to 
chaplains in the Regular and Volunteer 
aries and allowances—to 


ribe the number of 
ies and fix their sal- 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6966) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Navy by the purchase of submarine boats of the Hol- 
ann ype for coast and harbor defense—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. - 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 6967) making an appropriation 
for dredging a channel from Ship Island Harbor to Gulfport, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 6968) to provide for a clerk 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States held in Char- 
lotte, N. C.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. ore making an appro riation 
for the purpose of dredging a channel from Ship Island Harbor to 
Biloxi, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 130) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of the painting by J. Walker, representing 
the capture of the City of Mexico, September 13, 1847—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ATWATER: A bill (H. R. 6970) for the relief of C. H. 
Dupree, son of John G. Dupree, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 6971) to refer the claim 
against the United States of J. M, Huston to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 6972) to increase the pension 
of David J. Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Leon- 
ard W. nter to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6974) for the re- 
lief of Platte County, Mo.—to the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
and Masonic lodge of Platte City, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of I. W. 
Whiteley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 6977) for the relief of David 
Alexander—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting a medal to Mortimer S. Long- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) ting a pension to Louisa White, of 
Greensburg, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) | dares a gm to Emily J. Smith, 


25 Switzerland County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) removing the charge of desertion 


against Daniel Lock, of Markland, Switzerland County, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to John Clarkson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6988) for the relief of George W. 
8 of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of William Mason, of 
Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 5 R. 6985) for the relief of John N. Bell, of Fred- 
erick County, Va.— to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 6986) granting a pension 
to Perry Dunton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6987) for the relief of John C. 
Webb—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ (by regant A bill E R. 6988) for the relief 
of John F, Foard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

es Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 6989) granting a pension to 
Philip Barnhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) granting a pension to Patrick O Don- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 6991) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Lawrence Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 6992) to increase the pension of 
Edward W. Nortoni—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 6993) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6994) to pension Mary A. Lawyer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) to pension Catharine Harris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) to correct the military record of Charles 
H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) to increase pension of Mrs. Josephine 
H. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) to correct the military record of Harvey 
Williams— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an in- 
e of pension to Louisa Meloy—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) 3 increase of pension to James 

. J. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) granting a pension to John H. Hayden— 
ae b I . 700 2 707 N75 nsion to Mary G. Edmond 

„a bill ( . gran a pension ò nd- 
“Kies a bil (Hl. B. 7008) granting an fr . 
a R. 7 gran an increase o on 

Thomas A. Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7004) restoring to the on 
zon 2 name of Penelope Morton to the Committee on Invalid 

‘enslons, Å 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7005) for the relief 
of Elam Cooper, of Lauderdale County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7006) granting an in. 
8 of pension to Isaac D. Wade to the Committee on Invalid 

msions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7007) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7008) ting a pension to 
Louise Donath to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7009) for the relief of John M. 
Taylor to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7010) to increase 
=> pension of Elwin A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7011) for the 
relief of William Foy and Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 7012) to increase the pension of 
Emma C. Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2 Bac remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Michael J. Dowling, Company C, Fourth Ohio Cay- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Robert Pratt—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) to remove the charge of des 
the record of Spencer D, Gleason—to the Committee on Military 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod 
of Maryland, as the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the 
Special Committee on the B. H, Roberts Case. 

By Mr. ATWATER: Pa relating to the claim of John G. 
Dupree,of Wake County, N. C.— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of C. H. Dupree, son of John G. Dupree, deceased, 
for reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the passage of House bill No. 5067, concerning 
— ems dad yessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
an x 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the in- 
d and co ial conditions of China —to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, if ie 
the passage of the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of post-office clerks at Dayton, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclas- 
sification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of post-office clerks at Waterville, 
Me., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of citizens of the Second say, “iat 
sional district of Rhode Island, against the seating of B. H. Rob- 
erts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, petition of railway clerks of Rhode Island, favoring 
a bill providing for the ification of the Railway Mail Sery- 
ice to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVEY: Petitions of fce clerks at New Orleans, 
La., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of J. Lat i Thayer and other 
employees of the Charleston, S. O., ffice, favoring the pas- 

oF House bill No. 4351—to the ttee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of survivors of the Seventh 


Indiana Infantry, to accompany House bill asking that a medal 
of honor be conferred upon Mortimer S. Longwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Louisa White, to accompany bill granting a 
pension to her as dependent daughter of Giles E. White, late cap- 
tain Company A, Sixty-eighth iment Indiana Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROW (by request): Petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
Association of Pennsylvania, favoring a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution, granting suffrage to women, etc,—to the Com- 
mittee on the J 1 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of H. H. Beach, N. E. Thorn, W. M. 
Lemen, W. E. Hoyt, and others, and of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Oelwein, Iowa, against the 8 B. H. Roberts, 
of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, resolutions of the First Regiment, Hancock Command, 
Union Veterans’ Union, Army of the Potomac, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 3988—to the Committee on Agri- 


cul i 

By Mr, LONG: Petition of George H. Thomas Regiment, No. 2, 
Union Veterans’ Union, of Wichita, Kans., protesting against the 
N House bill No. 3988—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McLAIN (by Lg, roel Petition of the Mississippi Wo- 
man Suffrage Association, . Hala Hammond Butt, president, 
for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, rohibiting dis- 
franchisement on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper in support of House bill for 
the relief of Thomas A. Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, pa to accompany House bill for the relief of Louisa 
Meloy, widow of James A. Meloy, of Company A, Eighty-second 
Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of James A. J. 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6528, for 
the relief of W. H. Copley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 6534, to correct the 
military record of James H, C, Mann—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, papers in sup; of House bill No. 6533 to correct the 
3 record of Gabriel R. Bartley—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 


Also, evidence to accompany House bill No, 6532, for the relief 
of Thomas H. Stapleton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6581, for the relief of 
Robert —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, Pisek to bee war en bill No. 6529, for the relief of 
James C. Brickley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, peros to accompany House bill No. 3868, for the relief of 
Martin Lunsford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, RAY of New York: Papers to 5 House bill to 
increase the pension of Caroline M. Botts, widow of Capt. Ran- 
dolph Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Lincklaen Center, Sanford, and 
Groton, N. V., for the passage of a bill relating to dairy food and 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of James Skinner and others, 
favoring the passage of a bill for the establishment of a national 
military park on the battlefield of Stone River, Rutherford County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Wayne Knit- 
ting Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind., against the French reciprocity 
treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of druggists of Butler, Pa., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc,—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of druggists of Waterbury, Conn., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Petition of manufacturers 
and citizens of Catskill, N. V., in favor of an appropriation for 


as, oF and 5 obstructions in the navigable portion of 
sak tskill Creek in New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 


By Mr. VAN VOOREHIS: Resolutions of the Citizens League of 
Zanesville, Ohio, for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of the Fifteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to 
the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case, 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of 2,418 citizens of Massachusetts, 
urging legislation making lynching and mob violence a crime 
against the United States, 8 penalties therefor, and for 
the creation of a central detective bureau at Washington, with 
branch offices in various sections of the country, to collect and 


transmit information of the movements of such lawless bodies— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1900. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 22, 1900. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the N 
of Friday last, When, on motion of Mr. TILLMAN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was og, pone with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the cre- 
dentials of WILLIAM V. SULLIVAN, chosen by the legislature of 
Mississippi a Senator from that State for the unexpired term end- 
ing March 3, 1901; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL HARBOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting informa- 
ation relative to the appropriation of $100,000 for improving Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii, in accordance with the report submitted by 
Rear-Admiral Walker, United States Navy, June 11, 1894, and sug- 
gesting the desirability of transferring that appropriation to the 
jurisdiction of the Navy Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


NEVADA STATE CLAIM, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the , transmitting a 
statement from the Auditor for the War Department relative to 


TEWART, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
pant Sone to be printed, 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the 
annual report of the operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1899; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF FELIX ROBERTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Adele Virginia Spangler, administratrix de bonis non of 
the estate of Felix Robert vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPERTY EXEMPT FROM TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of December 20, 1899, an item- 
ized statement of all the real estate in the District of Columbia 
exempt from taxation, ther with a reference to the statute 
under the authority of which such has been exempted 
from taxation; also an itemized statement of all the real property 
in the District of Columbia acquired by the United States and the 
District government since the year 1893, inclusive; also an item- 
ized statement indicating the property upon which the payments 
for construction and maintenance of sidewalks has been refused; 
which, with the accompanying parom, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ACT OF MARCH 9, 1898, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
from the Auditor for the Department, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 8th instant, an itemized statement 
of expenditures for allotments made to the Treasury De ent 
from appropriations made by act of Congress approved h 9, 
1898, entitled An act m appro tions to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year en Tons 
30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes,” covering the 
accounts settled in his office; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the 3 y e division 3 eee pav 
ice, reques 0 s unexpen balance for e 0 
the Revenu tter Service for the fiscal the sum 
$100,000 be reappropriated and made available in the urgent de- 
ficiency a priation bill for the service of the current fiscal 
year; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


1898 the sum of I 


MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter “cave cell Commiss 1 a the 3 of de 

uesting that the un nce of the appropriation for rifle 
8 and matches for the militia of the District of Columbia 

or the fiscal year 1899, amounting to 4 be made available 
in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the 5 of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting urgent de- 
ficiency estimates of appropriations required for the service of 
the Interior Department, amounting to $87,214.50; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Secre of War, submitting estimates of deficiencies 
in dr bape under the control of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 19th instant, a list of judgments, 
amounting to $27,730.22, rendered by the Court of Claims and 
requiring an appropriation for their payment; which, with the 
5 Las soc was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and or to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Secretary of the 2 to e 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at the 
navy-yards at League Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone, 

The message also announced that the House had the 
joint resolution (S. R. 52) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 


A bill S R. 4602) to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific way Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants having suits against 
the United States pending in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, amending the 
A bill GH. R. 6627) making iations for th t of 

= appropria or the payment o 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901; and 

A joint resolution (H, J. Res. 129) 3 the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 

also transmitted the resolutions of the House 


Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 

The message 
adopted asa tribute to the mem of Hon. LORENZO DANFORD, 
3 late a member of the House of Representatives from 

0. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SIMON. I bree the petition of H. W. Corbett, presi- 
dent of the Home for Destitute Children, and sundry other citi- 
zens of Portland, Oreg., praying for a modification of the present 
Federal tax on legacies and bequests to colleges and benevolent 
and religious societies. I ask that the petition be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
ti on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

OWS: 
To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
5 of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
e un 


dersigned respectfully petition the Congress to amend pa: ph 5, 
section 29, of “An act to p e Ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, by adding thereto the fol- 


That where the body corporate entitled to an: 
religioun, sae? sor edition: 


rty shall bea 
on such property in: or ta sha Meoig) 3 — . 
T pass e ə to m who 
such — = 
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rations 


Your petitioners are all religious, charitable, or educational corpo: 
engaged in performing works and disbursing funds for the public welfare 
ely and not in any This amendment is 


manner for private profit or gain. 
er, reasons: 
sys been the po! ol the Government to exempt from tax- 

ation religious, ritable, and educational institutions, on account of their 
itorious nature and the fact that they relieve the Government of burdens 
5 8 ac instituti titi to 

0 n compels su ons as your loners as 

. te . peN 

(3) The present tax places a premium on N off — — to such insti- 


as that levied legacies to 
4) The present tax defeats itself as it discourages legacies, and hence fails 
as a source of revenue to the Government as well as to your petitioners. 


Mr. SIMON. I present a petition, signed by sundry property 
owners and taxpayers of the county of Tillamook, Oreg., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the 
Nehalem River in that county. Lask that the petition be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
22 on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of EA United States in Congress convened: 


taxpayers of the county of ly tition 
Congress of the United SATa LOE Sy eee money, and for such 
measures as may be deemed proper, for improvement at mouth of the 
Nehalem River in said county. 
We, the und ed, being familiar with the resources of said county 
and the requirements essential and needful, fully represent: 
a a e — a on, rich in coal, 


kinds, raisin; blished in ty. 8 
nds, 8 A county, 
along the region ADON the mouth of said river, and that these, and more to 
be established, are but waiting for the opportunities the 9 asked 
— would afford for developments of vast importance to the people and the 
now an blished coal field of sufficient depth for economic 
mining in Lower Nehalem is further evidenced the United States Geo- 
nny by Prof. G. S. Diller, of the years and 1896. 
22. EE A 
an ehalem River e water course, affo; 
among the inlets the most and convenient access to and by the commer- 
cial world by ani aoa is therefore the river first requiring such attention. 
of said river now divides into two distinct channels, caus- 


owners and 


and fertile 
e timber. 
ch as sa 


and river by ocean and steamers. 
That this incon nce tly retards development, and that the im- 
rovement asked for, if e, would afford commercial opportunities and 
Kisare results immeasurably greater than the cost of making such improve- 


That said improvement may be made by closing one of said channels by 
EI dike, w. ee the waters to flow in but one of 
said channels, would secure suffi t depth for all navigabl 

That aa Soy. or dike may be built with ease 
cost, the needed material 
the cost of building sueh je 
sae ere 3 raying for this riation for said improvement, we 

©: * 
feel that e anal Sake tha eed 
Sasa of coh. appropriation will meet with approval of the peo- 
ple and the gra tizens. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the drug-trade 
noche tg 5 bared oom 5 of aoe and laa bere 

g for repeal of the stam upon proprietary medi- 
ksi perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of 139 railway mail clerks of New 
York City, 104 railway mail clerks of Buffalo, and sundry railway 
mail clerks of Cortland and Madison, allin the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the classi- 

cation of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, LODGE presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Boston, Wakefield, Cambridge, Lawrence, Lynn, Medford, 
Dorchester, Haverhill, Ware, and Jamaica Plain, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of J. J. Pike & Co., of Chelsea; 
O. S. Hamlin and sundry other citizens of Boston, and of the 
Omega Chemical Company, of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 


ment. 


Committee on Finance. 
He also presented the petition of Mary A. Livermore, president 
of the Woman Suffrage tion of Melrose, Mass., praying for 


the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, pro- 


hibiting the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account 
= sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 


o presented the petition of Salome Merritt, president of 


He 


which was r 


the National Woman Suffrage Association of Massachusetts, pray- 

ing that the women of the new island possessions be granted equal 

rights with men; which was referred to the Select Sms on 
oman Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the common council of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the construction of a railway brid 
across the Detroit River at that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Alabama, 
scandens | against the enactment of legislation for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN mted a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Laramie, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Manis- 
tee, Escanaba, Muskegon, and Three Rivers, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
me were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a letter, in the nature of a petition, 
from Albert B. Guyton, secretary of the North Carolina Letter 
Carriers’ Association, of Winston-Salem, N. C., praying for the 
pango of House bill 4911, to increase the pay of letter carriers, 

move that the ger be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH 8 the petition of W. A. Reynolds and 
75 other citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to bit polygamy; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Ju 

Mr. MASON nted a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Rock Island, II., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mary A. Livermore, presi- 
dent, and Henry B. Blackwell, secretary, of the Massachusetts 
Woman Suffrage Association, 8 the N yn of polit- 
ical rights be ted the women of Hawaii and the other islands 
over which Congress has control; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. COCKRELL oe a 3 of sundry soldiers of Capt. 
James M. Dennis’s Company, Osage and Maries County militia, 
of Missouri, praying that they be p on the pension roll; 
erred to the Committee on Pensions, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 101) for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer. 
of the State of Washington, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WAR , from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 194) providing for a monument to 
mark the site of the Fort Phil Kearny massacre, it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a t thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 739) for the relief of the estate of George W. Lawrence, 
re it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 200) ting to the State of Wyomi 


50,000 acres of land to aid in continuation, ED S, an 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and ors’ Home, 
rted it without amendment. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 68) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort 
Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the beh ete of estab- 
lishing western branches of the Kansas Agricult College and 
of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for a public park, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judi , to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 268) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the northern district of New York, to 
divide the same into two districts, and provide for the terms of 
court to be held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition 
of 1 re it with amendments. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 36) to carry into effect two 
resolutions of the Continental Congress monuments to 
be erected to the 8 of Generals Francis Nash and William 
Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1025 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2176) to amend an act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1899, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 1489) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert C. Rogers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. COCKRELL, I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 492) granting an increase 
of pension to William Carothers, to ask to be ed from its 
further consideration. I move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
ey: the claimant having died and no right descending to any 

eir 


The motion was agreed to. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. FORAKER on the 18th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to enpo an assistant clerk, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,800 per annum, until otherwise 


provided by law. 
INDEX TO PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and 1 to: 3 

iera usual ex to private claims, from the 
áth day of pa * 1801. and up to the ie pre of ‘March, 1899, inclusive, pre- 
pee under direction of the mittee on Claims, in compliance with a reso- 

ution of the Senate of June 10, 1898, be printed. 
PRACTICE OF POLYGAMY, ETC, 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw iys] December 6, 1899, to report it with 
an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Committee on the 
gy ef mpegs See 

2. y ey 8 


entered into in the United States or in p over which 

ion. 

Second. Have poly, or persons reputed to have more than one wife 
been elected to office by the le of Utah; and if so, has such election been 


for th f in violation of 
tween lg Beateand the United tats? S, „„ 
Third. ve 8 or persons 7 to have more than one wife 
been appointed to office by the dent, by and with the advice and consent 
cured and T po, Baye e e se fe nit of FAYERE SE 
fh violation of the compact between the United States and the Beh a Lah 
with reference to that subject? 
whe 8 any in 
ave jurisdic se as 
Mr. HOAR. The Committee on the J er recommends 
striking out the second and third paragraphs and adopting the first 
and last paragraphs. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 
There is no necessity to read it again. 
The PRESIDEN po tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
Tho SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs 2 and 3, as follows. 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose it is not necessary to read the paragraphs 


again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the 8 $ g 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


should be taken or measures enacted for the 
United States and in places over which they 


First. To what extent gamy is practiced or poly 05 


y gamous 
entered into in the Uni States or in Hiyaa over which they pnb dao, ag 


tion. 
Second. What, if any, steps should be taken or measures enacted for the 
preven of po lygamy in the United States and in places over which they 


ve jurisdiction 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2577) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
off the coast of Massachusetts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2578) for the relief of Eliza M. 
Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on i 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 2579) for the relief of Mrs. 
Harriet A. Ferguson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2580) granting an increase 


XXXII— 63 


of jon to William Strain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the Na- 
tional White Cross of America, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2582) to provide for the 
establishment of the intersection of the true one hundredth me- 
ridian with Red River; to ascertain the amount of taxes collected 
by the State of Texas in what was formerly known as Greer 
County, and the expenditures made on account of said county by 
said State, and for other pare which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2583) pronidiog for enlarging the 
public building at Dallas, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred tothe Committee on 


Claims: 
A bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Mary E. McDonald; 
A bill (S. 2585) for the relief of J. V. Davis; 


A bill (S. 2586) to give the Court of Claims of the United States 
jurisdiction of the c s of the Alexandria and Washington 
Railroa d Company and others against the United States for com- 
pensation for the use and occupation of the railroad of said com- 

y by the United States or the mili authorities thereof; and 
A bill (S. 2587) for the relief of the heirs of Valorous G. Austin, 


deceased. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2588) to amend an act en- 
titled An act granting pensions to the survivors of Gray’s Bat- 
talion, Arkansas Volunteers,” approved February 17, 1897; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2589) for the relief of 
W. N. Hedden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2590) for the relief of 
John P. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2591) to correct the military record 
of Cyrus E. Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
one (8. 2592 ting si Joseph A. Dud 

i 5 ) gran a pension to Josep udgeon; 

A bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Henry Bowerman; 

e dle (S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William 
cBrien; 

A bill (S. 2595) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to W. P. Snowden; 

A bill (S. 2597) granting a pension to Owen E. Davidson (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson (with 
beeper a en paperi) 

A bill (S. 2599) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Ireland (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Charles Allen 
(with accompanying papers). : : 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2601) providing for an 
additional district judge in the district of Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2602) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against John Daley; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2603) for the relief of L. B. Shep- 
herd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2604) to revive 
and amend and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to 
encourage and promote telegraphic communications between 
America and Asia, across the Pacific Ocean, from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan 
and China; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 5 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2605) granting an increase of 
es to Elijah Gay; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2606) to amend sections 5398, 5399, 
and 5406, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2607) granting a pension 
to Emily Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom Tara i referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Mo. introduced a bill (S. 2608) to provide for and 
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create a judicial district in the State of Michigan, to be designated 


as the northeastern district of Michigan, and for the a tment 
of a district judge and other officers therein, and for hol 

of courts therein; which was read twice by its title, and ref 

to the Committee on the Ju 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2 9) to transfer certain old rec- 
ords of the 555 from the custody of the Commis- 
sioners of the of Columbia to that of Chief of Engi 
neers, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, A 
referred to the Committee on the District of Colum 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2610) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in 1 — 
city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
= Se Accompany g paper, referred to the Committee on Pub- 

c Buildings an 

He also 8 a bill Lha a 9 that the State of 
Wyoming be permitted to the United States certain 
AEE e heretofore ee 25a to select other lands from the public 
domain in lieu thereof; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3 remove the charge 
of desertion against FrederickSchulte or Schuldt; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2613) for the relief of Jacob 
Falwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
oF nitten on Giaime, t) introduced a bill (S. 2614) t t 

e request) introduced a o grant a pen- 
sion to Miss Eva Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2615) for the relief of J 
tae 1 was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Cl 

He also MES oy a bill (S. 2616) for the relief of J. W. and 
J. P. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2617) to abolish the office of justice 
of the penne within and for the District of Columbia, and for other 
8 hich was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ttee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2618) granting n to Wil- 


liam H. Winans; which was read twine by tae ts 3 referred | P: 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHILTON eee a bill (S. 2619) to amend section 29 of 
the act entitled An act to provide ack AA and means to meet war 
expenditures, and for other 23 roved June 13, 1898; 
which was read twice by its title, and r 2 


on Finance 
8 ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to 
A. Steere; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2621) pares an increase of 
pension to Charles Frye; which was r y its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the 17 tahtia on Pen- 


sions. 8 pension | Xor 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2622) 
to OCI RELI T . ae the bill I t the petiti: 
0 y the 2 petition 
of Mrs, Maria A. Thompson, widow of Dr. Charles A. Thompson, 
surgeon Thirteenth Illinois and Ninetieth Ilinois Volunteer In- 
F 5 affidavit of herself, and of Dr. R. So Young, am on 
Roer and T. W. Towles, ‘and of Dr. J. F . Thorpe, wi 
letter from the Pension Office. I move that the bill and ee 
panying P papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
tion was to. 

Mr. PLATT of New Yorkintroduced a joint resolution (S. R. 71) 
5 the President of the United States to invite the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain to join in the formation of an interna- 
tional commission to examine and report upon the diversion of 
the waters that are the boundaries of the two countries; which was 
read twice by its N and, 3 an 3 paper, referred 
to the Committee on F e F. 

Mr. PRITCHARD in uced a Joint resolution (S. R. 72) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to ayes David 

ley as an additional cadet at the Naval Academ polis, 
Md.; which was read twice by its title, and . to the Dae 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment ads 
priation of $462,441.97 toreimburse the State of N 
advanced in aid of the sup im to the tae war of Doo zebellion, in- 
proposed by e urgent deficiency appro; 
tion bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be 
Mr. MASON su 


g an appro- 


` 


evada for moneys lands as 


obne an amendment proposing to fx the sal- F 


ary of the chief clerk, office of the First Assistant 5 
General, at 82,500 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
2 ert to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
rin 

. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing an appropri- 
ation of $10,000 for printi 5 book form reports of the Senate 
tee on awards of the World’s Columbian Commission on special 
subjects, intended to be by him to the urgent deficiency 
1 bill; which was — fhe Be to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

LAKE TAHOE NATIONAL PARK, 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


Ordered, That 500 extra . “to set apart certain lands in the 
States of California and Nevada as a public of ay and forest reservation, to 
be known as the Lake Tahoe PAHRO Park, and for other purposes,“ be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

TRANSACTIONS. WITH NATIONAL CITY BANK, OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

‘Whereas the report of the 
Senate resolution of inquiry of J 
and fails to transmit to the Senate 
3 Treasury and the officials of the N City Bank, of 
Ber To. That the nk SE the Treasury be, and heishereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate copies of all letters and the substance of any con- 
versation or ment he may have written or had with A. B. Hepburn, of 
the egg ere . Bank. of N Tork, 2 zepi to a letter from Mr. Hepburn 


to him, — og bomen tions, gi 
5 5 and —5— 1 —— ‘the partment and the 
Bank, of New York, within the period embraced between June 


National peers 
neo ‘of = 


of the Treasury in answer to tho 
Todo, is not complete in all respects 
regent Aa of certain > ence between 


5, 1897, and W 27, 1897; also copies of any — communicati 
ments, papers, d between 24 Secretary 


Secretary 
Senate copies of any — * 
ments, = —.— ment respecting 


the Treasury and and Sames Sitimat 2 fork, at 
Sag o; * ew Yor! 
Philadel, 


conferred 
t of the Nati: Ci mnie ot Nev w York, of December 21, 1807; an 
. — ee e Nat City Bank, ew York, ok al, 


also 8 or 5 8 ‘or andes 
2 Government moneys in the national-bank 
deposiiaries ayy the city of 0 ek — 3 or not any record as kept ee 


co 

tween tha 8 N: onal Cit te, Trekaury or York Cit can if oo: iyim 
of the Na ew = W. 

and unde: was arrived a6 Of these tele 


phic, or other eee wW. 

freasury knew or 5 ve that the Government depos- 
ited in National Cit ty Bank, of Now LOEK OS GOO SALE A TiN DEON- 
on e stocks, as tioned in the letter of James 
cere. Gage of April 8, 150 and whether or not the 
de Tre or any of his subordinates had es had any correspond- 

or telepho; therwise, or 
pee pers, or conversation w a th the off Officials of Laie p National City ay eg ee ot row. 
— Jano 5 180; an Sep 


Kk, between the 5 from A 
to Gotober 3 tie 1898; A ah 100, 
heya 8 


19, 
80, let him accom 
438 the 3 ee N — inform 1 — 
of the amount of alte! States bonds farther in trust 


155 and and upon 


the Secretary of 
the National City Banke J. 
und any other por rson or persons with whom 
Mis letter to James 8 


any time held 
Company. 
The PRESIDENT pro eee Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over and be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed and go over 
— the rule. 
an ae Has objection been made to present considera- 
on 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made, 
GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK, 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
* in- 
FFT War be, and = is hereby, directed ta in: 


form how far the act oi ary of War to: February 11, 1895, 
“authorized and directed the Becret War So. nouns Sao janes in the 
of Gettys! not e; the parcels of land shown on 
l E. Sickles an d now on file in the office 
3 ry of ‘ar, which were ‘and such other a and 


has been secured, how much money the arriod out. how muc 
tional Park have expended on account of their salaries and 
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REPORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORATION EXPEDITION, 
Mr. ELKINS submitted the ee resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of ae. be wr he is hereby, 3 to 


transmit to the Senate the report of Ca Abercrombie on the Copper 
River exploration expedition to 


Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved g hyper cer asp ee a } T N ee 

be printed 5. the report of e the Cop- 
r River explora’ — = ition to e ransmitted by the Secretary 87 
‘ar, of w 1,500 shall 


for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the 
Department. 


House of Representatives, and 1,000 for distribution by the War 


BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the Senate 
a report from H. L. Marinden, an engineer of the Coast and Geodetic 7 
recently detailed by him to surve e outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., showing 
the amount of work done on said bar since his last report, its cost and its 
value to the Government, and an estimate as to the annual cost of maintain- 
ing the channel across said outer bar. 


EXPENDITURE OF WAR APPROPRIATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m from the President of the United States; which 
was read, a with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate: 


mse to the resolution of the Senate of 2 8, 1900, asking for 
e e us to What hat portion s of the Longo ape riated b Congress 


under the act appro „was ex under on of 
the 9 = ‘Beate, I transmit herewi 2 dea statement from the 
Secretary of 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION 
Washington, 9 22, 1900. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants havin . 
against the United States pending in the circuit and 
courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, 
amending the act of March 3, 1897, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the J 5 G 

The bill bor R. 6627) making ng ere for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Chi „Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military ee in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; an 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authorizing i Secre 
War to receive for instruction at the Military 1 at 
Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 

POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 

Mr. CLAY. Last Thursda: my one ne [Mr. roe gave 
notice that he would on next Senate joint reso- 
lution 45, introduced by Mise, 5 e purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, with a view 
of submitting some remarks thereon. I received a from 
my ae e this morning stating that he has been called home 
for providential reasons and can not be here next Wednesday. I 
give notice for him that on Tuesday of next week, immediately 
after the morning business has been completed, he will call up the 
same joint resolution for the purpose of submitting some remarks, 

RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call up Senate resolution No. 68 


and ask that it be 2 

The PRESIDENT re. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution su mit on the 8th instant by the Senator 
from North Carolina . PRITCHARD] relative to the violation 
of the fourteenth and fifteenth . to the Constitution 
of the United States, which will be read 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That an enactmen 
which confers the right to mr 3 its 8 f their arp 
scent from certain persons or classes of parsons, and excludes other ci 
because her gu are not t descended fr from such persons or classes of 


3 


— 


tem 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I have carefully considered 
the speech of the honorable Senator from Alabama on the pending 
resolution. He has discussed the questionsatissue with tadroit- 
ness, and has displayed that splendid ability which tiny och 
bear upon all the important questions that come before this body 
for consideration. 


The distinguished Senator undertakes to show that this body 
does not have jurisdiction of the questions involved in the resolu- 
tion, and in the next breath he insists that it relates to a question 
which in his judgment is now before the country for solution by 


popular suffrage, He says that it is a question which can not be 
repressed or evaded in the coming election. In dealing with this 
deen phase of the question, he says: 


Red Torefuse peany eer this’ 8 — to draw the 3 intoa Pa 
oi Naneta eat such as seriously endangered th 
publis in 187 1876 and . 


I heartily concur in the opinion that the question does involve 
the peace and welfare of the nation and the stability of our insti- 
tutions. It does seem to me that no more important question 
2005 be presented for our consideration during the present session 
0 n 

e IV, section 4, of the Constitution of the United States 
provides as follows: 

The United States shall 1 to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of government, and shall protect each of them be fog invasion; 
eee on application of the ture, or of the executive ( the legisla- 

ture can not be convened) against domestic violence. 

In reading the foregoing provision of the Constitution it bye 8 
observed that it is the duty of the United 1 to 
each State a republican form of government. 
the Constitution is mandatory, plain, and un lls 
the members of this body took the oath of o ce, amon, thes 
things, they agreed to maintain the Constitution of the United 
States. However, the honorable Senator does not entertain this 
view as to the amendments in question. He says: 

The question er the Jaws is the on the suffrage of the dis- 
crimination under the is the only one in reference to which the Consti- 
tution gives specific and discretionary er to Congress, to be 
exercised by approp: op lation or to bo dec if a ares refuses to 

exercise the power. It is not mandator ag Se can be conscience 
bound to exercise the power af he feels t bi it would i imperil the ont 
In the fourteenth amendment the power ae reject the peo. zoe is 
mitted in favor of the Bawa es Paver Ke his right is nowhere taken a 

If the right thus e States is taken away by the fifteenth amend- 
ment, as I ono be! ve wie it is, the power o! — over tho subject 18 

ok aes amendment, and it stands as the sole au- 
thority to a to deal sol with tae enh sub; be exercised at the discretion of Congress. 
8 ve the State of the right 


It re Di nr wer is epri 
3 dment; but if 80, it is only a power, and 


reserved in th amen 
Cor Ae — bound to use it. 


by 11e i tive power is political and is not — . and 
8 in the n race to vote that can mst 
the power of erases permit a State to disqualify them — to 


proceed to enforce their demand for the ballot. 
Mr. 1 this is indeed a startling declaration in view of 


the plain con in the amendments in question. 
PAS ago to the Senator’s contention, we can violate the four- 
een 


fifteenth amendments with impunity, provided it be- 
comes necessary to do so in order to perpetuate Democratic rule in 
the South. This sounds to me very much like the doctrine that 
was taught by Calhoun in his time. In other words, it is nullifi- 
cation pure andsimple. That section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment which relates to the representation of States in the electoral 
college and in the House of Representatives relates solely to the 
instances wherein the States, 1 ee the scope of their 
authority, see fit to deny the right of suffrage to any citizens re- 

siding in a manner so as to not inate against other 
citizens similarly situated on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of po Ft pa In discussing this phase of the question, 
Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of ess, SAYS: 


The adoption of the fifteenth amendment seriously modified the Be pie 


of the second section of the fourteenth amendment. Under 


and potency 

— . State could exclude the negro from the right of s 
—.—— to t the Fes na A of pa pro) magn loss of age eee in 
which the usion of 2 population from the of 
„ aa Fig entafl. But the fenen Do amendment took away abso- 
ie y from the State the power to exclude the ne; from suffrage, — — 
ons eee Aua eee Tikely rg ope a r $ 5 k "Slate te 
might e . voting . by basing the ab suffrage on the 
ownership of real estate, or on of a fix . — or upon a cer- 
tain degree of education, or upon nativity or religious creed. creed. It isstill in the 
wer of the States to apply any one of these tests or all of them, if willing 

ER hazard the penalty prescri in the fourteenth amendment. 

Thisis a complete answer to the statement made by the Senator 
from Alabama and leaves no doubt as to the proper 8 
to be placed upon the amendments. 

In view of the asan that this resolution relates to the question 
as to whether or not the Constitution of the United States has been 
violated by constitutional enactment by certain States, about which 
we may be called upon at any time to legislate, I assume that no 
one controvert the ition that thi body has jurisdiction 
of the subject to which it relates. In considering the question 
the inquiry naturally arises as to whether or not any State has 
adop as a part of its constitution or by legislative enactment 
done that which is calculated to de gen any of its citizens of the 
e to which they are entitled under the Constitution of the 


nited States. Iam prepared to show that a number of States 
have attempted, by constitutional enactment, to deprive a certain 
class of citizens residing therein of privileges that are vouchsafed 
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to them by the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Con- 
stitution. 

The State of Louisiana has already adopted as an amendment 
to her constitution a provision which is in contravention of the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the 


United States, in that it discriminates against a certain class of 
citizens of that State to such an extent as to deprive them of the 
privil that are guaranteed to other citizens who are similarly 
situa There are other States that have adopted provisions 
that are equally repugnant to the amendments in question, 

I call attention to the fact that the Democratic party in the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent is attempting 
to secure the adoption of a proposition to amend our constitution 
that is in many respects similar to the one which has been adopted 
by the people of the State of Louisiana. 

The Constitution of the United States is not only intended for 
our guidance as representatives of the people, but it is consigned 
to the care and keeping of the ean eps of the United States, and 
it is the duty of every member of this body to guard with zealous 
care each of its provisions and at all times to see that the principles 
enunciated therein are maintained and upheld in the spirit in 
which they were adopted. 

Recognizing this fact, and 5 the responsibility that rests 
upon me as a member of this body, I feel that I would be recre- 
ant to the trust reposed in me were I to remain silent and with- 
out protest permit the Democratic party of North Carolina to 
adopt a policy that will ultimately result in the curtailment of 
our representation in the House of Representatives and in the 
electoral college. What is it that enables the States of New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Illinois to exert such a wonder- 
ful influence in the House of Representatives? Is it not due to 
their numerical strengthinthat body? The greater the numerical 
strength of a State in the House of Re ntatives the ter in- 
fluence that State will be able to exercise in our national councils. 

The State which I have the honor in part to represent is one 
that is rich in undeveloped resources. It has greater possibilities 
than any other Southern State. I point with pride to the fact 
that more cotton factories were established in North Carolina, 
under the be influence of Republican legislation during the 
last year, than in any other Southern State. This is but an ear- 
nest of what we can do in the future if we are accorded that nur- 
ture and encouragement to which we are entitled as one of the 
great States of the Union. 

How are we to secure needful legislation? Certainly not by the 
curtailment of our representation in the House of Representatives; 
and in this connection I wish to be plainly understood. Iam a 
Southerner, I sympathize with the Southern people, and I will do 
everything in my power to prevent the adoption of any legislation 
that is calculated and intended to lessen the power and influence 
of the State of North Carolina. And while discussing this partic- 
ular phase of the question I desire to call attention to a fact that 
has proren escaped the attention of many of the people of the 
South, and that is that the fourteenth amendment, among other 
things, provides: 

Sec. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
according to their ve numbers, counting the whole number of per- 
sons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote 
at any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, ntatives in Congress, the executive and judicial 
officers of a State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to an 
of the male inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of „and citizens o 
the United r in any way abridged, tig for tion in rebellion, 
or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole 
number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

This section of the fourteenth amendment clearly makes it the 
duty of Congress in the apportionment of representation to base 
the same upon the numerical strength of each State as shown by 
the number of votes therein cast. And it only remains for Con- 

to ascertain the facts as to any particular State in order to 
8 that State of representation in proportion to the number 
of citizens denied the right of 

It is generally understood that the Republican party forced 
negro suffr: upon the South. This proposition is erroneous. 
Iam p to show that the Demccratic party of the South is 
in a great measure responsible for the 3 of the 
negro. It will be remembered that the Howard amendment, 
which among other things provided that the Southern States 
should resume representation in Congress, did not undertake to 
— any restriction upon the States with respect to the elective 

chise. It S Bre ertook to fix the status of . in 
each State in the Union, and, among other safeguards, provided 
that as long as the ers was denied the right to vote he should 
not be counted in the Federal enumeration. 


The Howard amendment was rejected by all of the Southern 
States with the exception of Tennessee. The legislature of North 
Carolina, which was overwhelmingly Democratic at that time, 
voted almost . to rejeot it. I do not pro 
the question as to whe! 


to discuss 


er or not the adoption of the fifteenth 


amendment was the proper course to pursue at that time. That 

uestion has been settled by the people of the United States, and 
the fifteenth amendment is as much a part of the Constitution 
of the United States as any other amendment thereto. I find by 
an examination of the legislative journals of my State that ex- 
Senator Thomas J. Jarvis, a leading Democrat, together with the 
Hon. James L. Robinson, who was at one time elected lieutenant- 
governor of North Carolina by the Democratic party, Thomas M, 
Argo, W. W. Greer, P. Hodnett, T. C. Humphreys, J. A. Kelly, 
J. A. Mason, W. P. Welsh, R. D. Whitley, W. L. Lord; L. 
Mason, and J. W. Osborne, all Democrats, voted for the ratifica- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment. 

If these distinguished Democrats at a time when the colored race 
had just been emancipated and was in a helpless state of ignorance 
thought it wise and proper that they should exercise the right of 
suffrage, I assume that I am right in contending, after a lapse of 
mty years, that itis our duty as representatives of the American 
people to use all means in our power to secure the proper enforce- 
ment of the fifteenth amendment. 

If the Senator from Alabama is right in his contention that the 
negro is not entitled to exercise the elective franchise, the Demo- 
cratic party should have the manhood to oe the abrogation 
of the fifteenth amendment. This would raise the issue for 
which my distinguished friend contends and would afford the 
people of the United States an opportunity to pass upon the ques- 
tion—the only lawful method by which the colored people can be 
deprived of rights which are now guaranteed to them by said 
amendment. 

Judge Story, in his erent work on the Constitution, said: What is to be- 


come of the constitu 
pee import of their words, but upon conject 


tions of political leaders—they are to speak in the same v 
ever. ey are no man’s private interpretation. They are ordained by the 
will of the people, and can be chan only by the sovereign command of 
the people. 

And until the majority of the American people shall decree the 
abrogation of that amendment, the States are powerless by con- 
stitutional enactment or otherwise to do that which is a discrim- 
ination against any class of People residing therein, on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

I consider the proposed amendment to the constitution of the 
State of North Carolina as the most important question that we 
have been called upon to deal with since the war. The right of 
1 8 1 is one that is prized very highly by the le of the 
United States. It is a historical fact that those who have once 
enoyo the high privilege of the elective franchise are loath to 
yield it without a struggle. The-constitution of 1868 of North 
Carolina was framed by the Republican party, and among other 
things it contained a provision which tees free suffrage to 
the rich, the poor, the illiterate, and the educated alike. Its adop- 
66 an era of encouragement to the common people of 

e X 

Theretofore there had existed a deep-seated prejudice against 
the poor and illiterate white man as a result of the system of 
slavery which had done so much to degrade the poor man and to 
disco those who earn their living by manual labor. This 
section of our constitution is consonant with the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments. Justice Swaine in the slaughterhouse 
cases, in referring to these amendments, among other things, said: 
“ Fairly construed, these amendments may be said to rise to the 
dignity of a new MagnaCharta.” 

ere is to-day a manifest disposition to invade the liberty of 
the individual and to ignore the rights of property—a disposition 
which is concealed under many pretexts, and referring to which 
ma Guthrie, in his work on the fourteenth amendment, on page 

„Says: 

This tendency, bred of envy and discontent and the thirst for organic 
0 it socialism or communism, or what you will- is the grave dan- 
ger of the present, and it threatens humiliation and disaster. In this tend - 
ency lies the difficult problem which we of this generation must pre to 
face and to solve. Much is to be dreaded and guarded in the Seapot- 
ism of the majority wielding and abusing the power of Togisiation and igno- 
rantly or intentionally undermining the foundation of the titution itself. 

This isa correct 1 of the conduct of those who seek to de- 
prive thecitizensof North Carolinaof the rights that are guaranteed 
to them by the Constitution of the United States. There has never 
been a moment since the adoption of the constitution in 1868 when 
it has not been the intention of the leaders of the Democratic 
party to do all in their power, if the opportunity should present 
itself, to amend our constitution so as to restrict the right of 
suffrage, and, if possible, prevent the poorand illiterate white peo- 
ple of that State from exercising that privilege. 

It has been contended all the while by the Republican party 
that, in the event of the Democratic party being permitted again 
to control our affairs, it would attempt even y to so amend 
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the constitution as to exclude the poor and illiterate people of 
both races from the enjoyment of the privilege guaranteed them 
by the constitution of 1868. 

On the other hand, the Democrats have strenuously denied that 
such was their intention, and, in doing so, have ridiculed the 


charges made by Republicans. During the last campaign Mr: 
Simmons, chairman of the Democratic executive committee, 
devoted a good deal of his time in attempting to convince the 
people that his party was not inclined to restrict the right of 
suffrage. I call attention to the following interview which Mr. 
Simmons gave out on the 25th of September of that year, pub- 
lished in the Raleigh News and Observer, one of the 1 g 
Democratic newspapers of the State: 


For the past twenty years or more just before every election the Repub- 
lican speakers, at th ht meetings, have been in the habit of telling 
the negro that if the Democrats came into power their right to vote would be 
taken away from them. After the Democrats came into power in this State 
the: aware had some reason to give the eee why the Democrats 

no cted. 


Presi. 
chise them. Then they told them if the Democrats 
disfranchise them. Th 


did not have sense enough to see that he was being duped. 
Fi y, the negro himself began to see throug! 
the Democrats in full power in the State for twenty-odd years, and had 
learned through experience that that party did not propose to disfranchise 
and he, too, began to laugh at these lies, and y refused to be fright- 

en their rot any longer. So the old Republican scarecrow had to be 


pulled down and put away. 
I also call attention to the following statement contained in an 
emocratic members of the 


address issued and signed by the 
legislature of North Carolina in 1870: 


In the last contest in this State the Lyrae ae issue was upon the question 
of colored suffrage and civil rights of the colored race. t matter has 
been decided upon a solemn appeal by the people of the United States. The 
ranty of their rights has now become a a of the Constitution, To 
t Constitution we have ever been willin defer; to the laws made in 
pursuance of it we yield and ever have yielded a ready obedience. 

The reconstruction acts of Congress, with the civil and political rights 
Her confer on the colored race, we regard as a finality; we accept them in 
go faith. We are one of the States of the Union. Let us seek to forget the 

tterness of the past, to build up the places made waste by the unfortunate 
war, and to promote the harmony and prosperity of all sections of our great 


country. 
The colored man now enj the same political and civil rights as the 
white man. We accept his status as fixed by the constitution of this State 


and intellectually. 

The foregoing is a portion of the address in question, which 
was dated on the 26th of March, 1870, and signed by the follow- 
ing gentlemen, who were Democrats, members of the legislature: 


of : 8 

Durham, of Cleveland; J. A. Moore, of 
ander; John L. Smith, of ee g J. H. vis, of Carteret; Philip Hod - 
nett, of Caswell; Joshua Barnes, of Wilson; J. Scott, of Onslow; J. W. Graham, 
of Orange; C. Melchor, of Cabarrus; A. M. Robbins, of Rowan; J. M. Mc- 
Laughlin, of socal; 1 A. Mason, of Gaston: R. S. Beal, of Caldwell; W. L. 


Ne 

Un; W. E. Armstrong, of Duplin; John Gatling, of Gates; B. C. Willia: 
Harnett; W. P. Welsh, of Haywood; Tilman F. 
son, of Iredell: G. F. Dardson, of Iredell; E. M. ter, of Jackson; J. L. 
of Macon; R. D. Whitley, of Mecklenburg; W. W. Grier, of Meck- 
lenburg; W. W. Bodie, of Nash; Frank Thompson, of Onslow; P: M. Argo 
Sampson; J. W. Cla f Transylvania; D. E. Smith, of Wayne; D 
Profitt, ‘of Vancey; TY O. Hicks, of Glay. vse roe: Deve 

This was the position taken by the Democrats in 1870, and when 
the question arose during the last campaign in North Carolina as 
to whether or not the Democrats sought to restrict the right of 
suffrage, the Democratic executive committee of that State printed 
the address in question in full in the Democratic campaign book, 
beginning on page 8. In order to allay this apprehension the ex- 
ecutive committee of that party issued a supplement to their 
handbook entitled: Comments by the State ocratic Com- 
mittee on the handbook issued by the People’s Party State Execu- 
tive Committee.” z : 

On page 18 of the supplement, in, discussing the question as to 
whether or not they A ices to disfranchise any of the voters in 
that State, among other things I find the following: 

It isthe poor man's 2 Nine - tenths of its members are poor men. How 
utterly absurd, then, is the false charge that the Republicans are trumping up 
to deceive the unwary. In order to give some color to it, they quote some- 
thing from a Yankee newspaper, whose owners and editors are, we have 
always understood, Republicans, that Gen. W. R. Cox, who lives in Washing- 
ton, tolda reporter if the Democrats succeeded they would disfranchise the 
ae negro. But General Cox publishes over his own name a declaration 
that he never said that and never said anything like it, for he well knew that 
if even the Democrats should succeed and should have control of the 1 


iabare they would be powerless to disfranchise anybody. The Constitution 
or 

The Constitution gives the right of 8 to all male persons over 21 
years of not ed by crime, and the legislature can not add or take 
away a letter from that. That can only be done by the le themselves, and 
the ocrats will never submit any preposition to the people to take from 


a man his right to vote. No Democrat has ever proposed sucha thing. The 
charge is only intended to mislead, to deceive, and to make political 7 
It is entirely false. There is not a Democratic convention that would not 
spit upon the man who might make such a pro tion. There isnot a Demo- 
cratic candidate for office who would not pledge himself most polematy 
againstit. There is not a man who has any respect for his word who woul 
make such a charge. It is, we learn, made by some radicals, but our people 
know the character of these men. They have no self-respect, and nobody 
else respects them. They are not entitled to the respect of people, because 
they do not re t themselves. It is wonderful how low down some peoga 
can get in political matters; with what unblushing effrontery they can in- 
vent falsehoods, until they ‘become like the organized being referred to in 
the Populist Handbook. 


The Wilmington Messenger, a Democratic organ, on the 18th 
of September, 1898, contained the following as part of an editorial: 

The most stupid lie of the campaign is the Populist lie put out by the 
Skinner and Thompson g and slyly repeated by the black radicals, the 
bald-faced lie that if the Democrats should carry the State they would dis- 
franchise the negroes. If they desired it ever so much, they have no power 
to effect it. The lie is so stupid that it could not haye been started and 
repeated but for the edor ee ignorance of the niggers generally. If they 
knew euyibisg they would know that North Carolina has no power under 
Heaven to abridge the political rights and to deprive of the privilege of vot- 
ing the gy dee any more than the whites. The franchise is a right secured 
under the titution of the United States, and it takes the same power to 
a ate the right as to confer, to repeal a law as to make it. So it is all bosh 
and falsehood to try and bewilder and befool the poor, ignorant negroes in 
the way it has done. It is pitiful and mean to so work up them by lying 
one 35 Their right to vote is as absolutely secure as the white man's 

As we stated yesterday, the three amendments to the Constitution intro- 
duced and adopted soon after the war fixed the status of the negroes as 
citizens equal with that of the whites in their rights. The only way to rid 
the country of the negro ballot is the same means and processes that 
were gone through with to e him in his stolid and stupid condi- 
tion. So it is a lie out of whole cloth when the dirty tricksters imposed 
npon the ignorant, credulous ne by telling them that a Democratic 
victory means depriving them of the right to vote. 

The foregoing statements indicate the kind of campaign that 
was conducted by the Democratic party in North Carolina at the 
last election, The statement contained in the supplement re- 
minds one very much of the declaration of the Apostle Peter on a 
certain on when he was about to betray our Saviour. It 
does seem to me that the statements ought to be treated as a 
solemn pledge made by the Democratic party of North Carolina 
to the people of that State with respect to the question of suffrage. 

At that time we were in the midst of a most exciting campaign. 
The Democratic executive committee realized full well that unless 
it madea fulland complete denial of the allegations that were being 
made by the Republicans against them that the voters of that State 
would again repudiate them. There has never been a more bind- 
ing and solemn contract entered into by any political porey then 
when a majority of the people of North Carolina voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket with the assurance from its committee that there was 
no foundation for the statement that either white or colored would 
be deprived of the right of suffrage in the event of their party being 
successful. They even went so far as to characterize the ub- 
licans as not being entitled to respect, and with inventing false- 
hoods, hoping thereby to convince the ple that there was not 
the slightest foundation for the allegation that they proposed to 
disfranchise any citizen of that State. They sought to show that 
it was absurd to even intimate that the Democracy of North Caro- 
lina would favor the abridgment of the right of suffrage in the 
slightest degree, and in order to remove all doubt as to the sin- 
ont of their professions they called attention to the fact that 
the Constitution (meaning thereby the Constitution of the United 
States) would not permit them to do that which the Republicans 
were pay gps they would do in the event they should succeed. 
They said, among other things: 

There is not a Democratic convention that would not spit upon the man 
who would attempt to make such a proposition. 


What proposition? The proposition to submit to the people a 
proposed amendment to the Constitution which should have for 
its object the disfranchisement of the negro. It was not only the 


Democratic committee that made these pledges, but almost every 
Democratic candidate for the legislature made solemn pledges to 
the voters in their respective counties that, if elected, they would 
oppose any and all measures that might be presented for the dis- 
franchisement of any class of our citizens. 

I do not wish to be understood as saying that every Democratic 
leader in North Carolina has been ty of duplicity in dealing 
with our people, because there are several honorable exceptions; 
and notably among these was my distinguished predecessor, the 
late Senator Vance, who was respected and admired by all parties 
for his honesty and strict integrity. So long as he remained at 
the helm of the Democratic party in North Carolina all attempts 
to disfranchise the poor and illiterate classes of both races were 
futile. I am informed that on one occasion, when it was pro- 
posed by that element of the Democratic which now domi- 


nates its actions to pass an election law which would enable them 

by manipulation to thwart the will of the majority of the people, 

he went in person to the city of Raleigh and, by his wonderful i 

anges 3 the consummation of the conspiracy to deprive 
e peop. 


e of their liberties. In this connection I call attention to 
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the following statement, to which he gave utterance ın his 
delivered in the Senate of the United States on the 7th of 
1881. Among other things he said: 

The black peopl 


ha an 
prosperity of the Old North State that we claim to have; 
— committee they showed as much de 
good name of 


pril, 


suffrage; we 
lack people voting; we are willing for them to vote, and we are willing for 
as anybody else votes. 
ed to vote now than they were when 
- y are acquiring , and they are 
nee; and, what is more, saint are g feeling 
orth Carolina; and the worst thing you can — Senators. 


receiving rights at the lot box or in the courts or where. It is 
not true. It is alleged simply for the purposes of aggrandizement. 

It is a remarkable fact that the moment Senator Vance — 
away the element of the Democratic party which had been held in 
check by his influence at once asserted itself and assumed control 
of the party machinery in that State. 

If we are to profit by the lessons taught by the election meth- 
ods in the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi, 
we are justified in the assumption that the adoption of the pro- 
posed amendment in North Carolina will sound the death knell 
to the aspirations of every Zeb. Vance Democrat in the State. 
While the pr amendment is intended to crush out the prin- 

iples ee e canism, it is likewise intended to eliminate those 
who en the liberal views of the late Senator Vance, as well 
as those who are not willing to submit to the dictation of the ma- 


chine. 
Notwithstanding the many pledges made by the Democrats in 
order to induce the citizens of that State to vote for them, and 
thereby enable them to obtain control of the legislature, we are 
confronted with a proposition to amend our constitution, which, 
if adopted, will, in my judgment, disfranchise the poor and illit- 
erate classes of both races. They were not content with submit- 
tin, Sos Pores under the fair and impartial election law 
which been enacted by al ture consisting of Republicans 
and Populists, and under which they had so recently obtained 
control of the legislature, but, in order to carry into effect the 
scheme of disfranchisement of the unfortunate classes of our 
ple to whom it refers, they enacted an election law which is 
ed with the sole view of manipulating our elections so as to 
thwart the will of the people, and tps enable them to do that 
which the people would never consent to if giron a fair opportu- 
nity of expressing their views at the ballot and ha the 
same recorded as expressed. 

In order that we may have an intelligent conception as to the 
proposition which is submitted, I call attention to Article VI, sec- 
tion 1, of the constitution of North Carolina, which it is proposed 

to abrogate, which reads as follows: 


Every 
very male person who has been natu: . 21 years old 
or upwards, who shall have resided in the State twelve months next - 
ing the election and ninety days in the county in which he offers 
shall be deemed an elector; bu 
sion in m court, shall be 
infamous by the laws of this S 


commi 
an elector, unless such person shall be restored to the rights of citizenship in 
a manner prescribed by law. 


It will be observed that the foregoing article isin harmony with 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, which read as follows: 

Art. XIV. sec.1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States and 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside. No State shall mak 
which abridge the privileges or imm 
States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or ropert 
without the due process of law, nor deny to any person within its j c- 
tion the equal protection of the laws. 

s kd * * * * e 
Art. XV, seg. I. The right of citizens of tho United States to vote shall not 
abridged 


be denied or e United States or by any State on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 
Sec.2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 


It was Tress], at the time North Carolina was read- 
mitted into the Union that the people of our State should retain a 
rovision in its constitution in ony with the provisions of the 


nth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and 
in order that there may be no mistake about the matter I call at- 
tention to the following | Sede contained in the enabling act, 
which was passed on the 25th day of June, 1868: 


the legislature of such 

shall have duly ratified the amendment of the Constitution of the 
tes the ninth and known as Article XIV, upon 
ental conditions: t the constitution of neither of the 
as to deprive any citizen or 
class of citizens of the United States of a t to vote in said State who are 
recognized, except as a 


entitled to vote by the constitution herein 


Some on yn for such crimes as are now felonies at common law, whereof 
hey shall have been duly convicted under laws equally applicable to all the 
inhabitants of said States. 


The fo: ing is plain and explicit, and leaves no doubt as to the 
ise conditions upon which the Southern States were readmitted 
to the Union. e it does not affect this controversy in a 


strictly legal sense, at the same time it clearly indicates the nature 

of the compact which was to be observed by the people of our State 

1 the condition upon which the State was readmitted into the 
nion. 

It may be contended by some that this enactment is the product 
of a ublican Congress and that a majority of the ple of 
North olina never consented to its provision. The ublic- 
ans of that State gave their assent to it when they voted to ratify 
the adoption of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, and the Democrats, through 
their representatives who were members of the ee in 1870, 
gare their assent to it when they issued the address to which I 

ve heretofore referred. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, together 
with the compact which was entered into when the enabling act 
was adopted, the legislature has submitted, among other things, 
certain sections as part of the amendment which is intended to be 
made to the constitution of North Carolina, I will ask the Secre- 

to read sections 4 and 5, 


Mr. MASON. Proposed by the 1 ture? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Les, sir; and submitted to the people for 
ratification. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 4. Eve marta eee tion shall be able to 
read a of a 
vo 


wherein he then 
denied the right to 
his failure to 

this article: 


‘ore g such persons be entitled to 
and vote at all elections by, the poopie in this State, unless disqualified under 
cle: Such persons shall have paid their poll 


Mr. PRITCHARD. It is a historical fact, of which the courts 
will take judicial notice, that in the year 1867 the colored people 
were not entitled to vote. It is contended by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama that section five of the amendment which is pro- 
posed to our constitution is not t to the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the U States, in that there is noth- 
ing on the face of the amendment which in plain terms proposes to 
exclude the colored race from the exercise of the elective franchise. 
This contention is not warranted by thefactsin thecase. Itis true 
that there is no provision in section five which in so many words 
declares that those of African descent shall not be entitled to vote, 
but there is a provision in that section which attempts to confer 
the right of upon those whose ancestors were entitled to 
vote in the year 1867, which can only be construed as an effort to 
exclude all citizens from the enjoyment of that right who were 
not entitled to vote in that 2 

In order that we may be able to place an intelligent construction 
upon the proposed amendment and correctly determine as to 
whether or not it is in conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States, it is necessary to carefully ascertain the true intent and 
meaning of the fifteenth amendment. Itis evident that the fram- 
ers of the fifteenth amendment had but one object in view, and 
that was to embody in the Constitution of the United States a 
guarantee that there should be no discrimination on the part of 
any State against any class of ple on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. The framers of the fifteenth 
amendment had in mind that race of ple which had just been 
emancipated from slavery, and in order that there might be no 
cavil as to the true intent and of said amendment, they 
not only provided that the right to vote should not be denied on 
account of race or color, but ma went a step further and pro- 
vided that no one should be denied the right on account of pre- 
vious condition of servitude.” I call upon my Democratic friends 
to show me a . individual who, while in a condition of servi- 
tude, was entitled to vote. All will admit that no one had that 
right while in such condition. Therefore, the proposed amend- 
ment is as much in conflict with this clause of the fifteenth amend- 
ment as it would be with other portions of the amendment if it 
eo that no one of African descent should be entitled to 
V 
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In this connection I call attention to the case of the United 
States vs. Reese, to be found in 92 United States Reports, on page 
214, Chief Justice Waite, in discussing the questions at issue in 
that case, and referring to the intent and meaning of the fifteenth 
amendment, among other things said: 


The fifteenth amendment does not confer the right of suffrage upon any- 
one. It prevents the States, or the United Sta however, from giving 
preference in this particular to one citizen of the United States over another 
on account of race. color, or previous condition of servitude. Before its 
adoption this could be dane. It was as much within the power of a State to 
— — citizens of the United States from voting on account of race, etc., as 
it was on account of age, property, or education. Now itis not. If citizens 
of one race, ha — 2 qualifications, are permitted by the law to vote, 
those of another having the same qualifications must be. Previous to this 
amendment there was no constitutional guaran gainst this 
tion. Now there is. It follows that the amendment has invested the citizens 
of the United States with a new constitutional right which is within the pro- 


tecting power of Con y right is exemption from tion in 
the exercise of the elective franchise on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. 


This construction by the Supreme Court of the United States 
leaves no doubt as to the real intent and meaning of the fifteenth 
amendment, but I do not rely solely on the decision of the Su- 

reme Court of the United States. The supreme court of North 
olina has rendered a decision in the case of Riggsbeevs. Town, of 
Durham, reported in 94 North Carolina Reports, on page 800, which 
involves the principle in question. This was a case wherein the 
legislature sought, by enactment, to lewy a tax on the property 
of the white people for the purpose of maintaining white schools, 
and likewise on the property of the colored people for the pur- 
pone of maintaining colored schools. Chief Justice Smith, in ren- 
ering the opinion of the court, among other thingssaid: 

It matters not however regular and free from objection may be the pre- 

bed method of levying the taxes, if, when collected, those by one race 
are to be separated and applied exclusively to the schools in which 
of that race are taught, and the same discrimination in the tion of the 
fund is made, as if the taxes had been raised by separate and distinct assess- 
ments on the races. It is true, as was ruled 
ment is uniform, and not obnoxious to one of the obj 
case referred to, but the essential objection remains, that there is dis- 
crimination in favor or to the prejudice of” one of the races (Const. art. 9, 
par. 2), which renders the enforcement of the tax for such proposition illegal. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was a Democratic court. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes; that was a Democratic court. 

The foregoing construction which has been placed on article 9, 
coe a al eine poniu ration ae 88 eect Hine funds Sg so 
raise i e property of w people can not be appli 
to the education of the white children to the exclusion of the col- 
ored children, on the ground that it would be discrimination in 
favor of, or to the prejudice of one of, the races. Is it not reason- 
able to infer that it will likewise be held to be a discrimination 

the colored race to attempt to confer upon a certain class 
of our people the right of suffrage to the exclusion of the colored 
race, when the fifteenth amendment provides that there shall be 
no discrimination against any class of people on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, in much plainer lan 
than that of article 9, section 2, of our State constitution. 

Also in the case of Preuit vs, Commission, 94 N. C., page 719, 
Chief Justice Smith says: 

It is not therefore every di race, A - 
ous condition of 8 de e ra Nara Seen. 
tion, but only when it produces inequality in ht or interests; and when 
this is the result the State legislation from w) 
erative. When the same essential 
tion is valid and rests in 
those who make the law. 

It will be observed that the opinions rendered by the supreme 
court of North Carolina are in harmony with the opinions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States as to the right of a State legis- 
lature, by enactment, to discriminate against any class of people 
similarly situated on account of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude. As my colleague suggested a while ago, I call at- 
tention to the fact that this court at that time was composed ex- 
clusively of Democrats. 

It is also contended by some that the proposed amendment con- 
tains . same provisions that are to be found in the 
amendment to the constitution of the State of Massachusetts. The 
statement is without foundation, as will appear by an examination 
of the Massachusetts constitution. The amendment to the Massa- 
chusetts constitution to which they refer reads as follows: 

Art. XX. No 


it flows is rendered inop- 
ch 1. 


T are secured to su 
the sound discretion and views of pu po of 


ever, o pro of this am t shall not apply to an m 
vented by a physical disability from complying with requisitions, nor 
any person who now has the right to vote, nor to any person who 

60 years of age or upward at the e this amendment take effect. 


_ There is no similarity between the amendment to the constitu- 
tion of Massachusetts and the proposed amendment to the consti- 
tution of North Carolina. The amendment to the constitution of 
Massachusetts requires all parties to be able to read and write as 
a condition precedent to a right to vote; the only exceptions being 
those who are physically incapacitated to comply with therequire- 
ments, those who were at the time of the adoption of said amend- 


ment entitled to vote, and those who had attained the age of 60 
years, and were therefore presumed to have reached that point 
where they were practically incapacitated from arning to read 
and write the English language. There is nothing in the exce 

tions that can be construed so as to exclude any race of poop 0 
from its operations. It is a provision which affects all races alike, 
and does not conflict with the fifteenth amendment in the slightest 


degree. 

It is different with the ee which accompanies the amend- 
ment to the constitution of North Carolina, in which itis provided 
that all those whose ancestors were entitled to vote in the year 
1867 shall not be required to comply with the educational require- 
ments of the amen t as a condition precedent to the right to 
vote. It is plain that it is an attempt to deprive the col race 
of the right to vote, which is now guaranteed them by the fif- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator if he knows why the 
date January 1, 1867, was fixed? 

Mr. ITCHARD., It was fixed, I understand, with a view of 
coring for the white men of the State who were entitled to vote at 
t time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That being the date of the reconstruction 
83 ol Congress which gave the right to the colored people to 
vote? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. You will remember that the 
fifteenth amendment was not ratified by the several States and 
the result announced until about the 20th of March, 1870, I believe 
it was. In 1867 they were not entitled to vote. 

Mr. MASON. That is, the ancestor of the black man was not 
entitled to vote? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. No, sir. 

Mr. N. But the ancestor of the white man was? 
CHARD. Yes. 


Mr. MONEY. ill the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRITC D. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. I did not intend to do so but for the two ques- 
tions put by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
from Hlino is. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to 
say that the descendants of those who could vote in 1867 were enti- 
pe to vote under the proposed amendment. Thatis your propo- 
sition? 

3 PRITCHARD, That is what the proposed amendment 
provides. 

Mr. MONEY, They are not compelled to comply with the re- 
quirements of section 4 of the proposed amendment? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, The way the constitutional amendment 
was read at the desk was that those who voted at that time 

Mr. MONEY. Or prior to that time. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Either in North Carolina or in any other State. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Does not theSenator from North Carolina know 
that up to 1835 the colored people did vote and there must be in 
that State a many descendants of such people; and is it not 
quite likely that many colored people under the amendment will 
be able to vote? I only ask that question in view of the two ques- 
tions which have been asked. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from North Carolina will 
allow me, I will ask a question so that he can answer it with the 

uestion of the Senator from Mississippi. The question is whether 

pe Sop was not intended by the framers to mean white 


ee alone 
E nel b distinguished 
reply e question propoun y my ngu 
friend, the Senator from Misslssinpi, I desire to say that while it 
is true that the colored people were entitled to vote in North Caro- 
lina prior to 1835—— 

Mr. B free negroes, 

Mr, PRITCHARD. Free negroes; it is also true that in the 
Dred Scott decision the court decided that they were not citizens 
of the United States; and I further call attention to the fact that 
you may eliminate the word “color” and the word ‘‘race” and the 
proposed amendment is still in violation of the fifteenth amend- 
ment, which expressly provides against discrimination on account 
of „previous condition of servitude.” 

Lask the Senator from Mississippi when he comes to make his 
speech to show me a single individual in any State in this Union 
who was entitled to vote while in a condition of servitude. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the Senator from North Carolina desire 
that I shall answer him now? 


Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator can answer it any time he 


desires, but I would rather go on now. I will be delighted to 
hear from him at any time, however. 
It is unfair to attempt a comparison between North Carolina 
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and Massachusetts, when-it is well known that Massachusetts 
has all the while had the best public-school system of any State 
in the Union, while ours has been weak and inefficient. At the 
close of the late civil war the soldier from the State of Massa- 
chusetts returned to a home of peace and plenty, where his chil- 
dren had enjoyed uninterruptedly the benefits of the public school, 
while, on the other hand, the Confederate soldier returned to a 
home of desolation and ruin, to find that his children had been 
denied the privilege that had been enjoyed by the children of 
Massachusetts, 

The Massachusetts soldier, if diseased or wounded, was granted 
a penean by a generous Government for service rende: in its 
behalf; the Southern soldier, if diseased or wounded, was called 
upon to face the struggle for life in his pitiable and destitute con- 
dition, and the only ones who aided him were the children of his 
household, who at that time ought to have been in the public 
schools learning to read and write, and as a result they were un- 
able to obtain an education. Itis now proposed by the leaders of 
the Democratic party that his children and their descendants 
shall be denied the right of suffrage because of their inability to 
read and write the constitution in the English language. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRITC D. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The fifth section of the amendment proposed 
for adoption by the people of North Carolina provides virtually 
that all white men who could vote on or before the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1867, their sons and grandsons, shall be entitled to vote under 
the suffrage amendment, notwithstanding that they do not possess 
the qualifications required by the fourth section. Now, would 
not that qualify the illiterate white people whom he says this 
ordinance would deprive of the right of suffrage? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It would, provided the Supreme Court of 
the United States should decide that section 5 is constitutional. 
I will discuss that phase of the question later on. 

The Senator from Alabama contends that the Mississippi case 
has practically settled the question in favor of the pro d 
amendment. e case in question is Williams vs. State of Missis- 
sippi, reported in 170 United States Reports, page 213. In that 
case the syllabus reads as follows: 

The equal protection of the laws is not denied by a State constitution and 
laws which make no discrimination against the colored race in terms, but 
which grants a discretion to certain officers, which can be used to the 
abri ent of the rights of colored persons to vote and serve on juries, 


when it is not shown that their ac administration is evil, but only that 
evil is possible under them. 


The case is one wherein the defendant, who was indicted on a 
charge of murder, moved to quash the bill of indictment on the 
ound that the section of the act under which the grand jury 
fad been summoned and charged was unconstitutional and re- 
ugnant to the letter and spirit of the Constitution of the United 
Btates of America, fourteenth amendment thereof, in that colored 
men were not permitted to serve on the grand jury. It will be 
observed by reading the facts as stated in that case that there 
was no discrimination against the colored race in terms, and it 
was not shown that the administration of the provisions was of 
such a character as to exclude the colored race from voting. 
Dio Fibs i of Mississippi provides, section 244 of article 
that: 

On and after the Ist day of January, 1892, every elector shall, in addition 
to the quilifications, be able to read any section of the constitution of this 
State; or he shall be able to understand the same when read to him 
a reasonable interpretation thereof. 

This provision on its face applies to all races of that State alike, 
and there is nothing contained therein that undertakes to classify 
its citizens, and the only possible harm that could come to any 

ticular race in consequence thereof would be the evil admin- 
istration of the same, and at the time the case in question was 
heard it was not shown that there had been an improper adminis- 
tration of the law; that no valid objection can be raised to said 
amendment until it shall appear to the court that its provisions 
are administered to the detriment of the colored race, 

Justice McKenna, in discussing the case at bar, among other 
things said: 

It can not be said, therefore, that the denial of the equal protection of the 
law arises primarily from the constitution and laws of Mississi, pi, nor is 
there any sufficient allegation of an evil and discriminating administration 
of them. The onl Agnon is by granting a discretion to the said offi- 
cers,” as mentioned in the several sections of the constitution of the State 


and the statute of the State adopted under the said constitution, the use of 
which tion can be and has been used by said officers in the said Wash- 
ington County to the end complained of, to wit, the abridgment of the elec- 
tive franchise of the colored voters of Washington County, and such citizens 
are denied the right to be selected as such jurors to serve in the circuit court 
of the county, and that this denial to them of the right of equal protection 
and benefits of the law of the State of Mississippi on account of their color 
and race, resulting from the exercise of the discretion pna to the white 
citizens, is in acco ce with the purpose and intent of the framers of the 


or give 


present constitution of said State. 
The case in question was decided solely on what sc eit in 
the constitution, and there was no evidence that there had been 


an evil administration of its provisions, In this connection I call 
attention to what Justice Matthews, among other things, said in 
the case of Lick Wo vs. Hopkins Sheriff, 118 U. S., 356: 

Though the law itself is fair on its face and im 
if it is —— lied and administered with an evil ae F red 
FEC ²˙ suntertal to thatr LTE tos AeA of Gemalto 
still within the prohibition of the — at Siy bras 

These principles of in tation have been sustained in Hen- 
derson vs. Mayor of New York rete vs. Wickham), 92 U. 
S., 259; Chy Lung vs. Freeman, 92 U. S., 275; Ex parte Virginia, 
100 U. S., 339; Neal vs. Delaware, 103 U. S., 370, and Soon Hing 
vs. Crowley, 133 U. S., 703. 

Here is an explicit statement by Justice Matthews which de- 
clares that although a law may be fair on its face and impartial 
in appearance, yet if it is capable of being administered ‘‘ with 
an evil eye or an unequal hand,” so as to discriminate between 
persons similarly situated, that the denial of guaranteed rights is 
violative of the spirit and letter of the Constitution. Will an 
one deny that the proposed amendment is capable of being ad- 
ministered “‘ with an evil eye and unequal hand?” 

In commenting on the foregoing statement Justice. McKenna 
said, page 225: i 

This comment is not os a ag to the constitution of Mississippi and its 

face discrimi 


statutes. They do on the inate between the races, and it 
not been shown that their actual tion was evil, only that evil was 
possible under them. 


According to the e which I make, it is apparent that 
the decision in the Mississippi case can not be taken as having the 
slightest bearing on the proposed amendment for two reasons: 
First, there is 1 in the constitution of Mississippi which 
proposes to classify the citizens of that State, or which can be 
construed, in a spirit of fairness so as to exclude any race from the 
operation of its provisions. Secondly, it was not shown in that 
case that there been an cba be i tion of its pro- 
visions which had resulted in an injury to any particular race of 
people in that State. 

However, I am of the opinion that if the amendment to the con- 
stitution of epi is enforced with a view to disfranchising 
the colored people of that State, and if it should be made to ap- 
pear to the court that its provisions are administered with “an 
evil eye and unequal hand,” in that event it would be in conflict 
with the Constitution of the United States. 

There is much in the proposed amendment which is calculated 
to create apprehension and alarm on the part of the illiterate and 

oor white people of North Carolina, as well as the colored race. 

t is a carefully prepared and well-devised scheme by which it is 
sought to forever prevent the common people of North Carolina 
from participating in the management and control of her affairs, 
Whileit is pretended by those who advocate the proposed amend- 
inent that its object is to secure white supremacy, at the same 
time there lurks beneath the surface a purpose to disfranchise 
thousands of our citizens, both white and colored, and thereby 
enable a certain class in our State to hold the offices and enjoy the 
emoluments of the same. 

The proposition which they propose to submit is an attempt to 
confer the right of suffrage by inheritance, a plan which is repug- 
nant to every principle of the organic law of the land, and one 
which ignores all that is sacred and dear to a free and independent 
people. If it were possible to enforce this unwise provision, it 
would sooner or later result in the complete overthrow of that re- 
8 ſorm of government to which we are entitled under the 

onstitution of the United States. 

There are perils attending the submission of this amendment 
which, in my judgment, can not be escaped by the poor and illit- 
erate white peuple of North Carolina, and in order that I may be 
fully understood when I make this declaration I call attention to 
the fact that in the event the Supreme Court of the United States 
should decide that the ancestor and grandfather clause of the pro- 
posed amendment is unconstitutional, there is danger that they 
may go a step further and decide that the educational and poll- 
tax qualifications can properly be segregated from the other 

rovisions, and thereby permitted to become a part of the organic 
aw of our State, and as such apply toall classes and races of peo- 
ple alike, and asa result thousands of white farmers and laboring 
men would be disfranchised and denied the rights for which their 
ancestors fought at Kings Mountain and Guilford Court-House. 

My distinguished friend from Alabama, in attempting to de- 
fend the action of the Dem of North Carolina, failed to 
consider this ro eas phase of the question. The fact that he 
did not unde e to show that there was no danger of section 
5 being declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court and at 
the same time section 4 permitted to become part of our organic 
law is conclusive to my mind that he realizes that there is grave 
doubt about the result, to say the least of it, and his silence on 


this subject is enough within itself to alarm every illiterate white 
man in that State. 


. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 
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Mr, PRITCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I understood the Senator in the remark he 
has just made, he is afraid of some possible decision of the Su- 
preme Court on this question when it reaches it. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. If we should ever get one I fear that it will 
disfranchise both races. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If you succeed in defeating the amendment 
before the people next summer, of course it will never get there; 
but if you do not, will it not be time enough for us to consider 
this proposition when it reaches us in the regular order of our 
affairs, when some Senator appears here elected under it, or when 
the other end of the Capitol shall have taken it up in the election 
of a Representative? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Are you through? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is question enough. If you will answer 
that it will 2 2 77 55 all, I think. 

Mr. PRITC D. Mr. President, among other things it is 
our duty to uphold and maintain the Constitution of the United 
States, and I know of no better employment that we can engage 
in than to do that which will prevent the violation of the pla 
language of the Constitution of the United States, I do not think 
that the proposed amendment to our Constitution will be adopted 
by the people of my State if we get a fair election, but I want to 
say to the Senator now that if the election methods are applied in 
my State that have been pope in other Southern States, we 
shall have no opportunity whatever to be heard at the ballot box, 
and it is for that reason that I want to call the attention of the 
country at large to this proposed attempt to disfranchise not only 
the colored men of my State, but the poor white men as well. 

However, Mr. President, it is contended by some of the Demo- 
cratic leaders that sections 4 and 5 of the proposed amendment will 
either stand or fall together, and that the Supreme Court does not 
have the power in dealing with this question to segregate the objec- 
tionable or unconstitutional part from that which is not in con- 
flict with the Constitution. This is em erroneous idea, and in 
order that there may be no doubt about the question I call atten- 
tion to the following statement of Chief Justice Fuller in the 
income-tax cases recently decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States: 

It is elementary that the same statute may be in part constitutional and in 
part unconstitutional, and if the parts are wholly independent of each other. 
that which is constitutional may stand while that which is unconstitutional 
will be rajected. ; 

This case will be found in 158 U. S. Reports, page 635. 

I also call attention to the case of Riggsbee vs. Town of Durham, 
94 N. C., page 800; Johnson vs. Winslow, 63 N. C., page 553. 

The question then arises, Does section 4 depend upon section 5 
in any respect for its validity? In other words, is it not com- 

lete within itself, and does it not give full ression to the legis- 

ative will without referring to section 5? I shall assume t 
the advocates of the proposed amendment, if they should ever 
reach the courts, will take the position that there is no discrimi- 
nation in the proposed amendment, and that therefore it does not 
conflict with the fifteenth amendment. 

They will be compelled to take this position in order to obtain 
standing in any court, and when they once admit that it was not 
the intention of the legislature to discriminate against any race of 
people the court will have no difficulty in arriving at the conclu- 
sion that section 4 is complete within itself, because it certainly 
provides for that which the advocates of the proposed amendment 
say was the object of those who framed it. What was the object 
of the legislature if there was no discrimination meant? Was it 
not to restrict and qualify suffrage? Such being the case, does not 
the fourth section restrict and qualify suffrage by requiring all the 


citizens of North Carolina to be able to read and write the Consti- 
tution in the English language and pay a poll tax as a condition 
precedent to the right to vote? Can there be any doubt as to the 


construction that the court will place upon the proposed amend- 


ment? 
Mr. President, in addition to the dangers already pointed out, 
there is another to which 1 desire to call attention. It will be ob- 


served by reading section 5 that the last proviso therein contained 
reads as follows: 


Provided such persons shall have paid their poll tax as required by law. 


That is to say, the grandfather clause will not avail those 
citizens who, in consequence of poverty and misfortune, are un- 
able to pay their poll tax on or before the 1st of March in the 
year in which they propose to vote, as provided in section 4 of 
the proposed amendment. This clause, if adopted, will disfran- 
chise many of the best people of our State. There are hundreds 
of good citizens to be found in every county of North Carolina 
who do not pay their poll tax promptly on or before the ist day 
of March, owing to some misfortune over which they have no 
control. It is only the rich class of people, and those who are 


engaged in business in the towns and cities, who can promptly 
pay their poll tax on or before the ist day of March of each elec- 
on year. 


Iam informed that the framers of the amendment, after they 
had inserted the educational qualification, became alarmed lest 
our r people should all learn to read and write, and in order to 
render it more difficult for that class of people to exercise the right 
of suffrage it was provided that they should not only beable toread 
and write any section of the Constitution in the English lan e, 
but it was also provided that they must pay their poll tax on or 
fore the ist day of March. Why fix the ist day of March? And 
why was it that they failed to fix the day of election as the time 
on or before which citizens should be required to pay their poll 
tax? Can it be possible that it occurred to them thatif more time 
was given our poopie that it might enable them to realize on their 
pai or by hard labor earn enough money and pay their poll tax 
and thereby qualify themselves to exercise the right of franchise? 

In order that you may fully understand and appreciate the 
result of the proposed amendment, it is necessary for each citizen 
of North Carolina to answer this question: How many men in 
your voting precinct, if called upon to-morrow to write any sec- 
tion of the Constitution in the English language, from dictation, 
would be able to correctly write the same, and if they should 
succeed in doing so, how many are able to pay their tax promptly 
on or before the 1st day of March in each election year? 

During the late civil war there were no property or educational 
qualifications required of those who were called upon to fight for 
the Confederacy, neither were there any educational or property. 
qualifications required of the brave and patriotic North Carolina 
boys who responded so nobly to the call of their country during the 
war with Spain. Many of the brave boys who faced the shot and 
shell during the war with Spain were unable to read and write, 
and I am informed that an examination of the muster rolls dis- 
closes the fact that not a member of the legislature which sub- 
mitted the Fb amendment participated in that struggle. It 
is not the first time in history that an attempt has been made by 
the rich and educated to cast reflection upon the illiterate class, 

After the battle of Cowpens the British officer, Tarleton, in 
conversation with Mrs. Wiley Jones, of North Carolina, observed: 
„Jou appear to think very highly of Colonel Washington; and 
yet I have been told that he is so ignorant a fellow that he can 

ardly write his own name,” ‘It may be the case,” she readily 
replied, “but no man better than yourself, Colonel, can testify 
that he knows how to make his mark.” It was in the battle of 
Sy gyn that Colonel Washington had wounded Tarleton in the 
hand, and which caused Mrs, Jones to make the pointed retort. 

Some of the best people in my State, owing to circumstances 
over which siey had no control, are unable to read and write, 
but they know how to make their marks, and many of them have 
acquired what might be termed large fortunes; and in almost 
every instance they are people of high character and standing, 
with sufficient intelligence to vote on any of the great questions 
that may be submitted to the American people for their consider- 
ation. I want to suggest to those pepsin who, like Tarleton, 
would cast reflection upon them and deprive them of their liberty 
as Tarleton proposed, that they must not forget the fact that 
although they may not be able to read and write they can make 
their marks when it comes to the question of depriving them of 
their liberties, for which their ancestors fought at Cowpens. It is 
the poor and illiterate classes of our people who perform the 
greater portion of the public duties required br the State. 

In time of peace they are required to pay poll tax and work the 
roads, and in time of war they sacrifice their health and risk their 
lives in defense of our people. The State of North Carolina has 
not afforded her citizens proper educational facilities in the past, 
and as a result we have a large per cent of illiteracy; and the 
Democratic party, having been in control of the State for a greater 
portion of the time since the war, is responsible for this deplorable 
condition of affairs, and it is cruel and inhuman in the leaders of 
that party to attempt to punish our people for that which they 
can not help. 

In this connection I call attention to the following letter writ- 
ten by Prof. C. H. Mebane, superintendent of public instruction 
of the State of North Carolina. This letter clearly indicates the 
deplorable condition of the public-school system in North Carolina. 
Among other things it discloses the fact that 23 per cent of the 
white population are unable to read and write. 

Mr. LER. Is that a recent letter? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Les, sir; it was dated just the other day. 
I have not the date of it, but it is quite a recent letter. 

We can not hope to reduce the percentage of illiteracy of that 
State in any appreciable degree with our present school facilities 
between now and December, 1908, the period at which time it is 
provided the proposed amendment shall apply to white as well as 


colored people. 

Mr. Ashen. in his letter, says: 

In zeny. to your letter, will say as to illiteracy I can only give you the 
figures taken from the Census sd Pha of 1890, which are as follows: 


Illiteracy of the whole on of North Carolina, 36 per cent. Mlit- 
eracy of white po) tion. 23 per cent. Dliteracy of colo population, 60 
per cent. Percen of school children in North Carolina according to Edu- 
cational Report of Department. enrolled in schools was in 1898, 62 white 
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2 colored, Seg por iy “Average Ser — of 
7 per cen 

tes, 143 weeks, or 71 days; for 

the school 


polls was 
Massachusetts has about nine and one-half months of publicschool. Their 
term for the entire State will a this. In North Carolina the term will 
r about three and one- mon 
o spend $836,000 for three and one-half months school, and this pays only 
a salary to teachers of an average of about $25 per month. 
Even at the low prices paid teachers, in order to make our term equal to 
of Massachusetts, we would have to spend more than three times as 
much as we do now. 


It has been boldly proclaimed by Chairman Simmons and other 
leaders of the Democratic party that the proposed amendment will 
not, if adopted, disfranchise a single white voter in the State of 
North Carolina. May I ask those gentlemen what is to become 
of that unfortunate class of our white people who are unable to 
pay their poll taxand in consequence thereof have been placed on 
the insolvent list? The fact they are unable, by sickness, 
poverty, or otherwise, to pay their poll tax should not be taken 
advantage of by the la ers of our State for the p of 
ae gf them in the estimation of the public in consequence of 

eir poverty. 

I know of many citizens whose names are on the insolvent list 
whose character and standing is as good in every respect as that 
of the gentlemen who have submitted the amendment to 
the constitution of our State, and I, for one, will never give my 
consent to a proposition which has for its object the humiliation 
and degradation of those unfortunate le. 

This does not include the many hun s and thousands who 
by neglect or oversight fail to pay their poll tax so far in advance 
as the ist of March. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina will suspend one moment, while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued 
or coined by the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. S NER. I ü ask that the regular order be laid aside tem- 
porarily, in order that the Senator from North Carolina may con- 


clude his i 
IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the regular order may be temporarily laid aside, in order 
that the Senator from North Carolina may proceed with his £ 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
North Carolina will proceed. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, the Democrats of North 
Carolina attempt to justify their actions in regard to the proposed 
amendment by asserting that they fear negro domination. Ac- 
cording to the census of 1890 our population was 1,617,947, and of 
that population only 562,000 were negroes; and I am sure that if 
acensus could be takon at this time it would disclose the fact that 
the white people outnumber the negro in a greater proportion 
than they did in 1890. According to the census of 1890 the whites 
outnumbered the negroes more than two to one, and no intelligent 
citizen can be induced to believe that two white North Carolinians 
are in danger of being dominated by one negro, 
It is absurd to contend that there is any ger of negro domi- 
nation in North Carolina. In the very nature of things it can not 
be. From the earliest dawn of civilization to this hour the 
great white race has given to the world its history, its philosophy, 
its laws, its government, and its Christianity, and it will continue 
to do so. The colored people of my State in the main are consery- 
ative and well behayed. They have never acted offensively, nor 
have they shown a disposition to interfere with the white people 
in the ent of the State's affairs. It is true that there are 
some exceptions, but in no instance has the conduct of the negro 
been of such a nature as to challenge the serious consideration of 
the white people. 1 take it that no one will seriously contend 
that there is or ever was the slightest danger of the State govern- 
ey of aaja Carolina being dominated or controlled by the col- 
ored people, 
It has often been contended by the Democrats that there are 
not more than 30,000 white Republicans in North Carolina. I 
have made a careful poll of the white Republicans in the State, 
and I am prepared to show by documentary evidence that can not 
be contradicted that there are over 60,000 white Republican 
voters in that State. I do not believe that there are to-day more 
than 100,000 colored voters in the State, and I am sure that at the 
last election not more than 80,000 colored people voted for the 
cooperative ticket. I do not undertake to say that the remainder 
of the colored people voted the Democratic ticket, but I do say 
that hundreds of them were compelled to yote the Democratic 
ticket by intimidation and violence, their votes in many cases 
being counted for the Democrats when actually cast for the 
ow. Sates ea candidates, and quite a number were prevented from 
voting at all. 

The Democratic party in North Carolina is inconsistent in crit- 


stances preferred colored people to white men when they eee 
e them to control the election. The 


part. 

There are 97 counties in North Carolina, of which number there 
are 12 counties, according to the census of 1890, wherein the col- 
ored people are in the majority, and not one of them has been 
dominated or controlled by the colored people. 

In most of the twelve counties in North Carolina in which the 
negroes are in the majority the Democrats elected their legisla- 
tive and county tickets at the last election. Take, for instance, the 
county of Halifax, wherein there is a majority of 1,420 negroes over 
the combined white vote; the Democratic party secured a majority 
in that county for the legislative and county candidates. Now, 
one of two things is certain—they either failed to count the votes 
that were cast for the Republican ticket in that county or the 
negroes voted the Democratic ticket. I do not care which horn of 
the dilemma my Democratic friends may choose to take, but I will 
assume that they acted honestly and will say that the majority of 
the negroes in that county voted the Democratic ticket. Such 
being the case, it does seem to methat the cry of negro domination 
is ludicrous in the extreme. 

There are about 50,000 negroes in North Carolina who can read 
and write, and will be entitled to vote in the event the proposed 
amendment is adopted, provided they can pay their poll tax on or 
before the Ist day of March in each election year. 

Mr. President, the old-fashioned cornfield hand belongs to the 
class of colored ie that will be disfranchised under the pro- 

ed amendment. It was he who remained at home during the 
ate civil war and cared for the white women and children while 
his master was in the 9 to forge the chains of slavery 
closer about his limbs. is devotion to the white women and 
children of the South during that terrible ordeal is without a 
precedent in the history of the world. 

There is nota single instance, in so far as Iam informed, wherein 
the slave betrayed the trust that was reposed in him by his master, 
who had practically left him in charge of his affairs during his 
absence. It was the faithful old colored servant who followed his 
master on the bloody field of battle and who was ever ready and 
willing to sacrifice his life for his master’s ease and comfort. It 
is that class of people who are now deserted by the very men who 
received such splendid service at their hands. 

In speaking of this class of colored the late lamented 
Grady, in his famous speech in Boston, said: 


with 
want 


hich moved the trusty 
slave, who for four , while my father fought with the armies that 
barred his freedom, 


ept every nigh 
her and her children as safe as if her husband stood guard, and 
threshold. Histo: 


o war. 
man, and yet through those dusky 

2 l the unprotected homes 
black battalion marched patiently to the 


in A apis Unmarshaled the 
fields in morning, to feed armies their idleness would have starved, and 
thered e Ao the big Bouss s to “hear the news from marste: 
es 


5 conscious t his victori: theirchainsenduring. Everywhere 
humble and kindly; the rough com of the little ones; the observant 
friend; the silent sentry in his lowly cabin; the shrewd counselor; and 

hen dead came home, a mourner at the o) grave. A thousand torches 


W. the 
would have disbanded every Southern 7 kA 
When the master, going to a war in wh: slavery was involved, said to 
his slave, “I leave my home and loved ones in your rge,” the tenderness 
be man and master stood disclosed. And when the slave held that 
sacred through storm and temptation, he gave new meaning to faith and 
loyalty. 
I rejoice that when freedom came to him, gt ap of waiting, it was all 
the sweeter because the black hands from which the shackles fell were stain- 
less of a single crime against the helpless ones confided to his care. 


Mr. President, some of our Democratic friends justify their con- 
duct by the assertion that the negro is inferior to the white man, 
and that therefore he is not entitled to the enjoyment of the rights 
guaranteed by the fifteenth amendment; and in the next breath 
they are compelled to admit that on and after the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1908, it is the purpose of the proposed amendment to place 
the unfortunate white man in the same category that they now 
propose to place the illiterate and poor colored man. In other 
words, on and after December, 1908, all white men who are unable 
to read and write are to be placed upon a level with the colored 
man, who, miey contend, is a degraded being. The proposed 
amendment will not in the slightest degree affect the race ques- 
tion. The Democrats will always contend that there is a race 
question so long as any number of negroes vote against the Dem- 
ocratic party. 


1900. 
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While Icontend that itis the duty of every white and colored voter 
in the State who is in favor of a republican form of government 
to vote against the proposed amendment, at the same time I am 
of the opinion that in the event the white Republicans and the 
Democrats of that State will show their magnanimity 
otism by defeating the proposed amendment, and it is highly 
probable it will result in a division of the colored vote, and thereby 

reclude the possibility of racial prejudice interfering with the 
fair consideration of public questions in that section, As I have 
already stated, the proposed amendment will not exclude all the 
3 race, and so long as the Democrats can have a pretense 
for the contention that the colored race casts a solid vote for the 
cause of Republicanism, so long will the de e take advan- 
taga of that fact in order to make political capital for his party. 

the face of the fact that many colored people have voted the 
Democratic ticket in the past and that thousands of their votes 
have been counted for that party by unscrupulous election officials, 
it is loudly proclaimed by Chairman Simmons that the Demo- 
cratic party is a white man’s party. Iam informed that quite a 
number of colored voters are ready and willing to openly espouse 
the cause of Democracy, and once they adopt such a policy the 
mask under which the Democracy has Bees parading heretofore 
will be withdrawn, and when it is, it will disclose the fact that 
the Democrats are not now and have never been entitled to the 
distinction of being the white man’s A 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama undertakes to conve 
the idea that the Democratic party of the South is the white man’s 
party. In this connection I call attention to the following state- 
ment, which I take from a speech of the Senator from Nebraska 
1205 ALLEN], delivered on the 12th day of February, 1895, in this 

y. In referring to the black counties and the election methods 
in Alabama, among other things, he said: 

There, Mr. President, is the seat of the fraud. It is capable of proof beyond 
all question and beyond all doubt that in many of these counties, where 
three to five „and in rong Mg Scart 6,000, votes were returned in 
favor of the Democratic candidate, Mr, Oates, there were not registered 1,000 
voters. Insome instances but very few; in many instances the vote returned 

200 per cent or relatively so. So by this 
system of manipulation and fraud in what is known as the black belt, the 
carried, I think, 


great extent, the entire 
white this system of tical rapine and fraud. 

Mr. President, what effect does have? It overturns the republican 
form of government and makes it a hiss anda byword, a snare, and a delusion. 

This statement was deliberately made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Nebraska after having carefully investigated the sworn 
testimony of leading citizens of that State, and is, oo a 
fair statement of the conditions that then existed in bama. I 
am informed that at the last Congressional election in the State of 
Alabama, in some of the Congressional districts the Democrats, 
according to the election returns, were defeated in the white 
counties and had to rely on the black counties in those districts 
for the majorities on which their certificates of election are based. 
on a notable instance, I call attention to the Fourth district of 

abama. 

In that district it will be found from an examination of the 
records that, ae the white counties in the district, Mr. Aldrich, 
the contestant, a clear majority of 816 votes, and that in the 
county of Dallas, wherein there is a negro majority over the com- 
bined white vote of 6,385, the contestee received 2,046 majority. 
According to the logic of the Senator from Alabama, and assum- 
ing that there were no frauds rated in the county of Dallas, 
we are irresistibly forced to the conclusion that the ocratic 
party in that district is the negro party. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly, 

Mr. PETTUS. Will he also include in his information the fact 
that the man who ran for on the Republican ticket gave 
orders that the negroes should not vote, and that they did not vote? 

Mr. PRITC D. Iam not advised as to that. 

Mr. PETTUS. Well, that is the fact. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I am not advised as to that 
particular matter, but it is a peculiar fact that in all these colored 
counties in Alabama and elsewhere our Democratic friends suc- 
ceed in getting a majority every time. I do not know how they 
do it, but they work it out some how or other by some kind of rule. 

Mr. PETTUS, Will the Senator allow a further interruption? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Does the Senator know that in Dallas County, 
which he speaks of, there are 7,000 colored voters and only about 
2,500 white men, and as the order was given to the colored men 
by the Republican candidate not to vote in that election, the man 
who was elected did not get 3,000 votes altogether? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. r. President, I am not advised as to that 


matter, but I understand a number of white people there voted 
for Mr. Aldrich, However, I am not prepared to contest that 
question, 


imity and patri- | Alabam 


Mr. PETTUS. I should be very much obliged to the Senator if 


he would k of what he knows and not of these vulgar reports. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have been speaking from the records 
taken from the sworn testimony of as citizens as live in 
a. 

If the Democratic party of the South is sincere in its professions 
that it only desires to perpetuate white su cy, why is it that 
these unlawful and unconstitutional methods are invoked in the 
black belt for the purpose of overcoming the result of the vote in 
the white counties? Takethe Stateof North Carolina, forinstance, 
and 3 every 3 e eee eee men 

ou an overw ing majority for the ublican party. 
a the county of Mitchell, where there are only 45 colored votes, 
the Republican majority is 1,300. 

Take the county of Madison, in which I reside, where there are 
coy about 62 colored voters in the entire county, and you will 
find a majority of over 800 for the Republican ticket—a 3 in 
which the Democrats have not been able to elect a county officer 
for about twenty-two years, with the exception of a few con- 
stables and justices of the peace. The cry of n domination 
has not only been used against those of us who have advocated 
the principles of Republicanism, but it has been used with as much 
energy and more intensity against the Democrats who have joined 
what is known as the Populist In the campaign of 1894 the 
Populists of North Carolina were denounced with more bitterness 
by the Democratic orators than had ever been used them in 
denouncing the Republicans previous to that date. hey were 
accused of bezel negro lovers and a black-and-tan crowd, just as 
the Democrats had abused the Republicans theretofore. 

Mr. President, the wave of prosperity and the general revival of 
business that isnow g every nook and corner of the United 
States, and whichis as much in evidence in our beautiful Southland 
asin any other section of this country, together with the fact that 
the Spanish war has once more reunited our country and fired the 
Southern heart with renewed ardor and patriotism, and prompted 
them with a desire to sustain President McKinley in his efforts 
to bring to a apeody termination the war that is now being waged 
in the Philippines, has alarmed the leaders of the Democracy and 
caused them to resort to the agitation of the race question, in 
order, as they think, to blind the Southern ple to such an 
extent as to * them from considering the splendid results 
that have followed in the wake of Republican legislation. 

I make this statement after mature deliberation, and I am pre- 
pared to demonstrate to the satisfaction of anyone that such is 
the case. There are some people in North Carolina who are 
honestly of the opinion that the pr amendment will only 
affect the colored people, and that its adoption will settle the race 
question. These gentlemen are honest in their opinions, but they 
are sadly mistaken in believing that the Democrats will ever cease 
to yell “Nigger,” and to ostracize those who advocate Republi- 
canism, if by doing so they can induce one citizen to vote for the 
Democratic party. 

Take many of the Southern States as illustrations. The negro 
has no voice in the control or management of the affairs of state; 
but in the face of that fact the South Carolina Republicans are 
still denounced as belonging to the ‘‘nigger party,” and will be 
denounced as such as long as they tamely submit to the inhuman 
treatment which isaccorded them by the leaders of the Democracy. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 


me right there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Tes, sir 


Mr. TILLMAN. When in a Southern State negro 


Mr. PRITCHARD. That is exactly right. I am accustomed to 
that kind of talk. When we say that a protective tariff is the 
e to show to the people that the 


proper thing to have and unde: 
mocratic 1 
“negro” at us. hen we say we ought to hold the Philippines, 


ughter. 
Laar, TILIMAN We do not say ‘‘ negro.” but wesay “‘ nigger.” 
Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator may 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Iam merely speaking of the facts and you are 
drawing on your imagination. j $ 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam speaking of facts, and that is what 
hurts some people. They do not like to hear the facts. 

It is a well-known fact that many Southern States have, 
ir indirection, completely ignored the fifteenth amendment. 

e motive which has prompted this policy was a determina- 
tion to ee Democratic rule in the South at all hazards. 
Not only there been a well-defined policy on the part of 
the Democratic party of the South to deprive the colored man 
of his vote, but the leaders of the party have been equally deter- 
mined in 3 3 to restore p bees of the classes, and rely 
prevent the great common people from participating in the con- 
trol and management of Rra affairs. This policy has caused 
that class of people to lose interest in public questions to a great 

extent, and as a result, the farming and laboring classes are ig- 
nored and all of the political power is being centered in the cities 
and towns. 

There has been a gradual encroachment of the rights of South- 
ern Republicans since the election of 1876, and while the methods 
that have been used in those States have not heretofore been in- 
voked in North Carolina, I am sorry to say that we are at last 
called upon to face the same propositions which have been pre- 
sented to the Republicans of the Southern States to which I have 
heretofore referred. 

Mr. MONEY, Will the Senator excuse me if I interrupt him 
for a moment? Iwas not paying close attention and did not catch 
what he was reading from the proofs there. Did the Senator 
name the States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, No, sir; I did not, but I am going to refer 
to some States in a few moments in which the Senator will prob- 
ably be interested. 

In the ing, in those States, the Democrats claimed that 
their policy was only to rid the States of negro domination, and 
they solemnly declared that they did not propose to disfranchise 
any white man; but in the light of the recent election returns we 
are irresistibly forced to the conclusion that the real intent and 
effect of the eee methods in those States, as well as in 
North Carolina, is to restore the rule of the classes and to ignore 
the masses, 

I find by an examination of the public records that in the State 
of Louisiana there were in 1898 149,975 white people who were 
21 years of age and upward and entitled to vote, and by an ex- 

nation of the Congressional election returns of that year I 
find that the entire Democratic vote of that State was 27,453 and 
the total opposition vote was 5,429, which makes the total vote 
cast for that year 32,882. Admitting that none but white people 
voted, we are confronted with the astounding fact that there were 
117,000 white voters in that State who, for some cause or other, did 


not exercise the right of In South Carolina there were 
in 1898 about 117,000 white voters and 154,000 colored voters. 
The Co mal election returns for that State in 1898, as 


taken from the World Almanac, show that there were 29,027 cast 
for the Democratic candidates and 2,804 for the opposing candi- 
dates, and assuming that all those who voted were white men, we 
find that over 86,000 white men, for some cause or other, were 
prevented from exercising the right of suffrage. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to explain that? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will do it with a great deal of pleasure, and 
without a particle of doubt on your part or that of anybody else 
as to my explanation being true. Under our new State constitution 
(which is patterned after that of Massachusetts, requiring an edu- 
cational qualification and enlarging the suffrage by giving the bal- 
lot to an illiterate who pays on $300, and which the Missis- 
sippi clause in it, but which no longer has, because we limited its 
operation to three years) we have about 14,000 registered negro 
voters and about 98,000 or 100,000 white red voters. Our 
fight is in the Democratic primaries for the nominations, and in 
those primaries we usually cast about 80 to 90 per cent of our vote. 
There is no opposition, no Republican party in South Carolina, 
except a little machine which sends delegates to the national con- 
vention of the gg party and controls the patronage; and 
those delegates, when there is any struggle for the nomination 


between Republican candidates, live on the money which they get 
for their votes. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 


Mr. TILLMAN. Let me get through. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 1 am merely explaining why it is that the 
white vote, the regular vote, in November substantially registers 
the action of the Democratic primaries in July. Therefore, when 
he says we suppress the white yote the Senator does not know 
what he is talking about, or else he misstates the facts. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I am quoting from the record, and the 
record shows that in South Carolina there were 86,000 white men 


who, for some cause or other, did not vote at the last election, 
That is what the record says about it. 

In Mississippi, in the year 1898, 134,000 white men were entitled 
to vote at the Congressional elections, but the returns show that 
there were 22,365 votes cast for the Democratic candidate aud 
4,822 for the opposition, which makes the total vote cast in that 
State 27,187, and assuming that only white men voted, we find 
that 87,436 white voters, who were entitled to cast their ballots, 
for some cause or other did not vote. 

And in order that you may have some idea as to whether or not 
our Southern 2 are inclined to exercise the elective franchise 
when afforded an opportunity to do so, I call attention to the fact 
that in North Carolina in the year 1898, out of a voting popula- 
tion of 380,000, there were 337,960 votes cast under a fair election 
law, which was enacted by a ee composed of Republicans 
and Populists. These fi s clearly indicate that the white peo- 

le of the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi, 
y some means or other, were prevented from exercising the electe 
ive franchise. 

This is only accounted for in one of two ways: One is that the 
elections were conducted in such a manner as to prevent them 
from voting, and the other is that they were ignored by the leaders 
of the Democracy in these States to such an extent as to discourage 
them, which always results in a spirit of indifference on the part 
of those ignored. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I should like to get through with my 
remarks, 

Mr. MONEY. Iam very reluctant to interrupt the Senator at 
that point; but if he wants to know how this happened, I will 
make reply in substantially the same manner as the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has done, that the nomination of 
the primary convention settles the whole business. The opposi- 
tion is so small that the votes of the parties interested in the nom- 
inating convention and in the nominating primaries are really 
conclusive of the contest. That is the fact, and the conclusion 
which the Senator draws, while he no doubt thinks it is perfectly 
logical, is not so by any means, 

On the contrary, there has never been a contest in Mississippi in 
which any fraud or violence on our part has been charged by any- 
body. The facts show and the records of the House of Represent- 
atives show that a Democrat who was elected by what was con- 
sidered a fraudulent election was unseated by a Democratic House 
and a colored man put in his place, and the Democrat who was 
unseated immediately joined the Republican party because he 
said the Democrats did not stand by him. 

I want to say that in another contested-election case in that 
House, in which it was alleged that certain means were exerted 
to keep the colored people from the polls, a Republican commit- 
tee seated the Democratic contestee, and there has not yet been a 
contest made that has been successful in a Congressional case, 
although a number of elections have been held since that consti- 
tution went into effect; and before that time there had never 
been any charge of fraud, intimidation, or violence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from North Carolina 
allow me to ask the Senator from Mississippi a question? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator from Mississippi whether 
there was an election in Mississippi last year? 

Mr. MONEY. I presume there was. There were elections in 
most of the States. è 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator examine his mind and 
tell me whether he knows? - 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes; I will say there was an election there, 
if you simply want information, because I am willing to give the 
Senator information at any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The population of Mississippi is 1,300,000. 
The vote last year in Mississippi was, Democrat 42,273, Populist 
6,097. Why is it that the voters of Mississippi do not take any 
more interest in their elections? 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator was hunting up a little mischief 
instead of listening to what I said to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I shall be very glad to hear it again. 

Mr. MONEY. The truth of the business is the Senator from 
New Hampshire knows very well he does not hear what is said by 
anybody. He is usually hunting up a point on somebody, and I 
am just as much afraid of him as I am of a monkey turned loose 
in a powder magazine with a box of matches. I am always expect- 
ing mischief from the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER.’ Is that all the explanation the Senator is 
going to make of the small vote in Mississippi? 

Mr. MONEY. I thought I had already made the explanation; 
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but if the Senator has not heard it I will repeat it if the Senator 
from North Carolina will allow me. 

. Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to know why the people in 
Mississippi take so little interest in the elections there? 

Mr. ON EY. Would the Senator rather continue questioning 
me, or will he allow me to answer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was afraid, from the personal remarks 
the Senator was making about me, that he was not going to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator knows very well I regard him with 
the greatest kindness and respect, but it is certainly not out of 
place if I use a simile which is recognized by the Senate; andI am 
just as likely to be a victim of the Senator’s wit as anybody else, 
as I have been, I believe, once before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam listening to the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. Last year there was an election in 
my State for officers from governor down to constable, except for 
members of the other House. There was a hot contest in the 
State. There were two Senators to be elected by the legislature, 
and a governor of the State was to be elected. In fact, elections 
were held for all the offices in the State, and the contest was waged 
at the primaries. The voters in the counties turned out at the 
primaries, and the nominees of the convention were chosen by a 
smaller vote than they received in the primaries, because the oppo- 
sition was so small that nobody thought it worth while to quit 
fishing or plowing or anything else to go to the polls to vote. 
The Senator does not consider that the votes cast in 8 
practically settle the question. When the people are called upon 
to select delegates to the convention they express their wishes as 
to the selection of the nominees, and the people turned out when 
the real question was to be decided; that is, as to who should be 
the nominees. The election was simply a ratification of the action 
of the le held prior to the convention. 

Mr. ČR. DLER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator’s 
answer, and I believe it to be a correct statement of the fact. It 
shows that in Mississippi and one or two other States that I will 
not mention—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. And South Carolina as well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because, if I do,I shall have more than 
one Senator upon the floor talking to me at the same time—poli- 
tics has been reduced to a contest in the Democratic primaries, 

Mr. MONEY. Very much in the same way that it has been 
with the Republicans in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER, In the Democratic white primaries; and 
the black voters in those States have been absolutely excluded 
from any participation whatever in politics, either in the pri- 


maries or at the regular elections by the people. That is the situ- 
ation; I do not deny it. 5 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I believe I shall proceed, Mr. President. 


In reply to my distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money], I desire to say that his statement of the case withi 
itself is enough to convince anyone that there is not that fair con- 
sideration of public questions in the State of Mississippi which 
should be accorded to people 5 in that State. under- 
stand the Senator correctly, those who attend primaries have the 

wer to absolutely name the individuals who are to fill the offices. 

o all intents and purposes you had just as well let your ies 
settle the matter, and not have the formality of an election. 

If this policy is persisted in by the Democratic leaders in the 
South, the day is not far distant when only those who hold office 
and those who expect to run for office will participate in the 
man ent of the governmental affairs in that section. 

I call attention to the fact that in those States wherein these 
unconstitutional methods have been invoked it has been rendered 
impossible to secure a fair discussion and consideration of the 
great public questions that command the attention of the Ameri- 
can people and of the arraignment of any public abuses that 
naturally result from the rule of the machine at the bar of public 


reason. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
Carolina excuse me for a moment? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from North 


Carolina yield? 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I should like to proceed with my remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina declines to yield. 


Mr. MONEY. I want to call the Senator’s attention to his use 
of the words ‘‘unconstitutional methods.” We do not know of 
any such methodsin Mississippi, and I beg the Senator to exclude 
Mississippi from the statement, for we have not resorted to un- 
constitutional methods there. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have been informed that in the State of 
Mississippi unconstitutional methods have been invoked in order 
to give the Democratic party the aa eho which it claims in that 
State. Iam informed also that while the constitution of Missis- 


sippi is fair on its face, ithas been administered, as was said in the 


ere Lick Wo vs. Hopkins, with an evil eye and an unequal 


Before the war it wasthe slave owners and thearistocratic classes 
who dominated the politics of the Southern States, and we are rap- 
idly drifting to a point where only the favored few will be given 


political preferment. It is, indeed, asad day for republican insti- 
tutions when the majority of the people for any cause fail to 
vote on the great questions of the hour. It is a fact that the 
blight known as rot on the limbs of trees will eventually 
reach the trunks and result in their destruction; and it is equally 
true that in a republican form of government, where any part of 
the government fails to perform its functions, it is only a ques- 
tion of time when the citizens of that State will lose interest in 
public affairs, and, as a result of the corrupt influences that nat- 
urally thrive under such conditions, will culminate in the com- 
plete overthrow of its republican institutions. 

We have heard a t deal of late about the Goebel election law, 
enacted by the legislature of the State of Kentucky, but aftera 
careful comparison of the Goebel election law with the one which 
was passed y the Democratic legislature of North Carolina at its 
last session, I do not hesitate to say that our election law is in 
every respect a more unjust and discriminating measure than the 
Kentucky statute. Section 11 clothes the registrars of the elec- 
tion with a judicial discretion to be exercised in passing upon the 
8 of applicants for registration, and many of the quali- 

cations enumerated in said section are not to be found in that 
section of our State constitution which contains the prescribed 
qualifications of an elector. 

This section was drawn for the express purpose of enabling 
the unscrupulous election registrar to deprive the citizens of the 
State of the rights that are vouchsafed to them by the constitu- 
tion of the State of North Carolina as well as of the Constitution 
of the United States. : 

The idea of requiring the voter to e his age and date of 
birth by two creditable witnesses! ere are not half a dozen 
members of this body, if called upon by one of those registrars 
to prove by twocreditable witnesses that they were born on a cer- 
tain day, would be able to comply with its provision. It was 
enacted solely with a view of 1 those who might op: 
the Democratic party of the rights which are guaranteed 
by the Constitution. 7 

Mr. President, unless I am badly mistaken, the people of North 
Carolina will never submit to the enforcement of such an outra 
ous and infamous law. The le of that State are noted for 
their conservatism, and it affords me pleasure to state that the 
statute in question does not reflect the honest sentiment of a 
majority of the Democratic party. It was conceived and enacted 
by the self-constituted leaders whose chief desire was to secure 
their own preferment regardless of the effect that it might have 
on the fortunes of the good citizens of that section. 

{regard the pro amendment as an attempt to legalize the 
fraudulent meth and practices of the Democratic party that 
have obtained in the conduct and control of elections in the past. 

Take the election law in connection with the pro d amend- 
ment, and you will have no difficulty in divining the true intent 
and purp of the Democratic party in submitting this proposi- 
tion to the 


ple. 
Mr. 
in 


em 


. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment, I wish 
to 7855 if he is referring to a violation of the Constitution of 
the United States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to my distinguished friend from 
Nebraska, I desire to say that Iam referring to an amendment 
begin is proposed to our State constitution, restricting the right 
0 ` 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not such a restriction be in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It certainly would be, if I am correct in 
the views I entertain in reference to the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It seems to me that to adopt such an amendment 
e 3 State constitution would be a violation of the Federal Consti- 

on. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to the Senator’s question, I desire 
to say that I do not think it is the purpose of a majority of the 

e of the State of North Carolina so to do, but the Democratic 
a of that State has submitted an amendment of that kind. 

. ALLEN. Such an amendment would be declared by the 
courts to be in violation of the spirit or the letter of the Federal 
Constitution. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I have great confidence in 
the patriotism of the people of North Carolina, and 1 do not be- 
lieve that they will ever it such an unjust proposition to 
become a part of the constitution of our State. 

The Republican party can not afford to fold its hands and per- 
mit the Democratic party to again secure political ascendency in 
the nation 3 ing to such unrepublican and unconstitu- 
tional meth No public question is ever properly settled until 
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it is settled in accordance with the principles of justice, and 
while the Democracy of the South has apparently been having 
its own way since 1876, it has at last reached that point where 
every move which it may make in the future looking to the de- 
privation of the voters of the South of those rights to which they 
are entitled will be promptly met. Some of the Democratic news- 
papers in my State are attempting to construe my action in this 
respect to mean an attack upon the State which I have the honor, 
in part, to represent. The statement is false and without founda- 
tion and is made for the purpose of preventing the people from 
sinne ta this subject that careful consideration to which itis 
en 

I am indebted to peed a of North Carolina for all that I am. 
I stand ready and willing on any and all occasions to defend 
her name when assailed. If the people of North Carolina 
had been consulted in regard to the pro amendment, it would 
not have been submitted to them for their consideration. A more 
loyal, devoted, and patriotic people are not to be found in any State 
of this Union. The resolution was introduced for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the country at large to the iniquitous 
scheme which had been proposed by the leaders of the Democracy 
of that State for the purpose of gman ng ery 0 to retain con- 
trol = our irs regardless of the will of the majority of our 
people. ; 

orth Carolinians have always đone their duty in every great 

emergency in which they have been called upon to act, and if the 
people in that State are given an opportunity to express them- 
selves freely at the ballot box at the next election, they will con- 
sign to oblivion those who now seek to do that which can ony 
result in great ior to the welfare of our people, and which wi 
impede rapid strides we are now making in our industrial 


9 

Mr. President, I understand that a number of my Democratic 
friends in the Senate desire to discuss this question, and I there- 
ae ask unanimous consent that the resolution may lie upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not object; but I rea inter 
desire, in connection with this resolution, at some time to submit 
a few remarks, occasioned by the extraordinary s of the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] on the 8th of Janu- 
ary. I should go on to-day were I not informed that the Senator 
from Washi n [Mr. TURNER] prefers to * and therefore 
I give notice that I shall make those remarks to-morrow after the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnrry] has spoken upon the reso- 
Iution of the Senator from North Carolina fie. PETARD 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. TURNER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
oint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the United 
tates with reference to the Philippine Islands. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 

Senate the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from Wash- 
in „W will be read. 

he joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands was read, 
as follows: 

Resol 


f land or harbo: be —.— 8 being not 
o or TS as ma necessary for governmen: ing no 
deemed inconsistent the same. s = 

Sec. 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands it isnot the purpose of the Government of the United States tosecure 


and tain permanent dominion over the same asa part of the territory of 
the United pa os to EEE incorporate the bitants th: as 
citizens of the United States, or to hold said inhabitants as vassalsor su 

of this Government; and the United States hereby disclaim any tion 
or intention to exercise permanent soyereignty, jurisdiction, or control oyer 


Sung. 8. That the United States, having accepted the cession of the Philip- 

ine Islands from Spain, and having by force of arms o 
ed authority and opposition to the authority of the U: 

the — *. obligation rest upon the United States to 


ment of life and property and the pursuit of lawful avoca z con- 
tinue such 9 until the power and duty to maintain p! 

shall haye transferred and intrusted by United States to a govern- 
ment of the le of said islands deemed capable 

said power s id 


said duty. 
SEC. 4. That when armed V the United States 


accomplished, to provide 
f fependently 

e United 

easure of liberty and 


by the Congress of the United States 


jurisdiction, it is the p 
to themselves only such 


g stations or other governmental er to said rn- 
ment, upon terms which be reasonable and just, all rights and territory 
d th Spain, and to thereupon leave 


e. 
That w. said government has been thus formed and setup in the 
it is the design and 


TTT 
ntention ni ugh such means 
deemed most efficient and ap x3 gs rah wg DS 


to secure the guarantee of ~ 
tinued independence of the same. šj; 2 2 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, we have now had at the present 
session of Congress in this Chamber two deliverances on the 
Philippine question from an Administration standpoint—one by 
the dent in his annual a to Congress, and one by the 
junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] in the speech de- 
livered by him in this Chamber on Tuesday of last week. I think 
it may be presumed that both deliverances were authoritative— 
that of the President, of course, because it was the utterance of 
the President; that of the Senator from Indiana because we were 
told by the inspired press that its delivery was determined after 
consultation with the President, and because the Senator himself 
told us substantially that its delivery at the then early period in 
the session was on account of the general desire of Senators and 
Members of the other House to have an expression of his views at 
the earliest practicable moment. I think it may be presumed also 
that a discussion of thesubject from two such distinguished sources 
would conclude everything that could be said on that side of the 
question. Notwithstanding this, I must confess that for one I 
am still unregenerate and unconvinced. Neither the stately pe- 
riods of the President’s message nor the fervid oratory of the Sen- 
ator’s address can change the truth of history or metamorphose a 
proposed course of action, already y completed, which 
Involves a shocking breach of national faith into an act of policy 
defensible on grounds of justice, morality, and national duty. I 
call the President’s policy a pro course of action, because, 
while he is fully committed to it and has endeavored to carry it 
out so far as layin his power, the path of honorable retreat is yet 
open to the American people. The President hi consist- 
ently maintained that the ultimate disposition of these islands is 
for the determinationof Congress. Everybody knows who knows 
anything that the ratification of the treaty of peace with Spain 
was not intended to cut off or abridge either the right or the oppor- 
tunity for the fullest range of discussion and decision by the 
American Congress. Everyone knows, likewise, that that treaty 
would never have been ratified if there had been an intimation 
in this Chamber by any person that Congress would be embar- 
rassed in considering the matter de novo and wholly without 
reference to any changed aspect in the legal status of the matter 
by reason of the ratification of the treaty. 

App ing the question, then, as if it were still and un- 
3 as it in fact is, the first thing that strikes my mind, 
and which ought to strike every rightly constituted mind, it seems 
to me, is the breach of faith involved in the pretensions put forth 
by the President and in the resolutions of the Senator from In- 
diana of a right to absorb and govern the Philippine Islands 
wholly without reference to the consent of the ple of those 
islands. That people alone of all the Asiatic peoples has shown a 
remarkable aspiration for liberty and independence, and a no less 
remarkable resolution and courage in the effort to attain those 
ges blessings. For three hundred years they waged against 

pain an intermittent warfare for independence, for the right to 
poen themselves in their own way, under their own laws, and 
y their own rulers. One of those struggles had only lately ter- 
minated when our own war with 8 began, and it had ter- 
minated on conditions that were honorable and advantageous to 
the insurrectionists. I shall not stop here to discuss the charge 
which has been made, that the leaders of the Filipino people in 
that struggle had sold them SA — 2 z 2 8 ed T RE If 
true, it argues no against w. say e prog- 
ress of my remarks, e people of the Philitoine Isfande La 
I refer now more particularly to those who are engaged in war 
with our own country—are a brave, resolute, liberty-loving peo- 
ple, and the struggles which they have made to secure liberty 
an sy erin for themselves ought to win them the re- 
5 7 5 and admiration of every member of the American Senate. 
en our war with Spain began it found these people restless 
and discontented, it is true, but still generally at peace with their 
rulers. We induced them to break that peace. Our diplomatic 
agents hunted up their leaders, then dispersed throughout the 
world, and induced them to return to their homes and to their 
people and to foment another insurrection. Our warships con- 
veyed those leaders to their native shores and landed them there. 
Our functionaries, both civil and military, furnished them with 
money, with arms, and with munitions of war. When these lead- 
ers had been landed among their people they told them that the 


great North American Republic was at war with Spain; that it 
tion; that the result would 
ə Philippines, the extinction 


had invited their assistance and coo 
be the expulsion of Spain from 
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of her power in that quarter of the globe, and the realization of 
their own long-cherished hopes and aspirations for liberty and 
independence; and basing their action upon these statements, 
they appealed to the people of the Philippine Islands to again 


rise in revolt against the power of Spain. This was re- 
nded to promptly and with remarkable unanimity, and there- 
the war was ed with such ardor and vigor that when 
our own land forces reached the vicinity of Manila they found 
the interior of the island of Luzon entirely cleared of hostile 
Spanish forces. Such as were not then prisoners of war were 
beleaguered by the insurgents in the city of Manila, and their 
spirit and their courage were so broken by the assaults which 
they had been compelled to resist on Woe pers of the Filipinos that 
after a sham battle they surrendered themselves and their city 
to the American forces. Undoubtedly if our forces had delayed 
their arrival at Manila only a few weeks, the insurgents them- 
selves would have forced a surrender of the city at the point of 
the bayonet. 

These facts are shown to be true beyond any question by docu- 
ments in our possession. These documents show that the 
Filipinos never had any idea from the beginning of their struggle 
that they were fighting for anything other or less than their own 
independence from all foreign domination. Yet the President of 
the United States in his annual makes the unfounded 
assertion that the idea of independence on the part of the Filipino 
people was an afterthought, founded on the sinister ambitions of 
certain of their leaders. Here is what he says on that subject. 


What passed between Consul Pratt and Aguinaldo is stated in 
a publication in the Si Free Press 5 May 4, 
1898, which Consul Pra closes in a dispatch to the Secretary 
of State, and he says in reference to this publication: 

I regret to have to re that the 
from here of Gen. 


of do to join Commodore Dewey, which I had 
arene vet er aS rona being disclosed, were e 2 ee ace 
0 `s edi © Singapore Press, from the inclosed 

2 e reports Nos. 212 and 213 of 


copy of vaga will note, by reference to m 
ultimo, ly, that though the facts are in the main 

correctly Malang — Sates are not quite —— K A a 3 — Of 

— mp n indulged in as regards my on matter an 

of the Commodore. 

between Aguinaldo 


Here is what this n T says 
and Consul Pratt, and which ( Consul Pratt says is substantially 


correct: 

During this conference, at which Mr. Bray acted as interpreter, General 
Aguinaldo jained to the American consul-general, Mr. Pratt, the incidents 
and objects oi 
of the country. 
the event of the American forces 

Manila, would tee 


paniards beyond 
further declared his abili 
* aoaea government on liberal principles, an 
would be n same terms for the country as the United 
States intend gi to Cu 


That is what Aguinaldo told Mr. Pratt he expected from the 
Government of the United States in return for the cooperation of 
himself and his countrym: 


commi 
e inevitable in fair and honorable w. He 
to establish a pane and 


en. And this is what the same news- 


After having spoken of the arrival of the commissioners appointed 4 z 
: 5 Pi š paper account reports Consul Pratt as saying and doing in re- 
1 75 se eee SDS eae bition of ot sponse to Aguinaldo’s declaration: 
ore a e sinister ambition a few leaders z. * 

the mos had created a situation full of cmbarrasscaens for us and most The corm ieee of — ayer 3 — with the general: views 

ee ind Aaaa O O atte T trident DELON HE MAVCA S tari munication with Admiral Dewey at Hongkong, between whomand Mr. Pratt 
and comprehensive a history of the presen ement that | * frequent interchange of telegrams consequently took place. 
the story not be here repeated. It isenough to say that the claim of Mr. President, a few days after this interview between Agui- 


on in fact and is categor- 
i denied by the very witnesses who were called to proveit. The most 


the nt leader hoped for when he came back to Manila was the libera- 
tion of the islands from the S8 control, which they had been laboring 
for years without success to off. 

Against this unfounded declaration I a to the truth of his- 


tory as exhibited in the documents submi to us by the Presi- 
dent himself and vouched for as authentic and worthy of credit. 
The first of these documents to which I wish to call the attention 


of the Senate is a tion issued by the Filipino junta in 
Hongkong before the d of Admiral Dewey's fleet to engage 
the Spanish fleet in the of Manila. ‘ead tion is found 
in Senate Document No. 62, part 1, Fifty- Congress, third ses- 


sion, which document embraces our treaty of ee with Domin, 
the proceedings of our peace commissioners at Paris, and the testi- 
mony submitted to them there, and is a of the testimony 
which they had under consideration at 
does this proclamation say? 


‘or. 
The Americans, not from mercenary moti but for the sake of human- 
tations uted have considered it 
2 to extend their 


t 
tyranny this nation is exercising in Cuba, 
t an 


our brothers, are very much afraid that you may be induced to fire 
on the ricans. No, brothers, never make this mis e. Rather blow 
on out than fire a shot or treat as enemies those who are your 

*. tural enemi 
FVV ˙ whe givers seer . these vom A 
raise your wea and odium; understand well, the DDAN ANÍS aud 
never against the Americans. 

Mr. TILLMAN, What is the date of that . 

Mr. TURNER. The date is not given in publication, but 
it is stated in the publication that the proclamation was in ad- 
vance of the sailing of the American squadron for the harbor of 
Manila. The proclamation is preceded by the following statement: 

The following is 
FFF 
American squadron. 


The next thing that happened was that General Aguinaldo, 
leader of the insurgents, ap in the city of Sin: re about 
the 28th of April, 1898, and e he was sought by Mr. Spencer 


3 i the ete States in that 8 and after an inter- 
view between them the following correspondence passed between 
Mr. Pratt and Admiral Dewey. Mr. Pratt telegraphed: 


Aguinaldo, insurgent leader, here. Will come Hon with 
commodore for general cooperation insurgents Manila if desired: “Telegraph. 
To which Commodore Dewey replied: 


Tell Aguinaldo come soon as possible. 
DEWEY. 


t time. Now, what 
ond 


of Consul Pratt in favor of their country, gave him 5 


address was made to Consul Pratt by Dr. Santos, one of the Filipino 
refu and in the course of that address he said: 

Mr. SPOONER. From what page is the Senator abont to read? 
Mr. TURNER. From page 351 of this document. He said: 
Our coun’ en at home, and those of us nag oe | 


here, re: from 

— that United 

A efficaciously sec- 
General 


our fervent wishes for ty. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When was that? 

Mr. TURNER. On June 8, and it is reported in the Straits 
Times, of Singapore, of June 9. 

Consul Pratt, in his reply, does not deny that he had promoted 
this ent to secure the ind dence of the Filipino peo- 
je under the 8 of the United States. On the contrary, 

reply tacitly admits it. He says: 

Tam thankful to have been the means, 
of about the arrangement between 


has resulted 2. Ican only hope that the eventful 
ou will be all that can be di op peak megs eee the 
—— proved yourself tet ad oe . "and —.—.— 
0 
freatment accorded tothe recen Bpaniah prisoners it 8 that he 
The next document to which I wish to call attention, and all of 
these documents are appended to the S h treaty and were sub- 


mitted to our co oners at Paris, is the letter from Aguinaldo 
to the President, dated June 10, 1898. This letter is found on 


rh mi the accidental m 


Dewey, w 


the | pages 360 and 361 of Senate Document No. 62: . 


CAVITE, June 10, 1898. 
To the President of the Republic of the Great North American Nation. 

DEAR AND HONORED SIR: I come to greet you with the most tender effu- 
sion of my soul and to to you my deep and sincere gratitude, in the 
e unfortunate e people, for the efficient and disinterested 
ä Sooner å of 

as you are 
5 wishes to see annihilated ra and in- 
t her and to cicatrize the d. wounds 


dent, giving her, to 
in r heart by E iniqui committed upon her children, a false autonomy, 
of which one bold blow of the Governor-General may deprive her imme- 
diately, as she has no colonial army to serve as a counte to the almost 
sovereign powers of that supreme authority. 
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At the same time, as [am always frank and open, I must e. to you 
the great sorrow which all of us pinos felt on reading in the Times, a 
newspaper of the greatest circulation and reputation in the whole world, in 
its issue of the 5th of last month, the astounding statement that you, sir, will 
retain these islands until the end of the war, and, if cate fails to pay the 
indemnity, will sell them to a European power, preferably Great Bri R 


After going on and arguing against such a course, he concludes 
in the last paragraph of this letter by stating: 

I close by protesting once and a thousand times, in the name of this people, 
which knows how to fight for its honor by means of its improvised w: ors 
and artillery men, st the statement published by the Times, mainly for 
she parece of casting a blot in history upon its glorious name; 5 Which 
trusts blindly in you not to abandon it to the tyranny of Spain, but to leave 
it free and independent, even if you make peace with Spain, and I offer fer- 
vent pasyone for the ever-increasing prosperity of your powerful nation, to 
which and to you I show unbounded gratitude, and shall repay with 
interest that great obligation. 


The next document to which I call the attention of the Senate 
is a letter from Consul Wildman to Aguinaldo from Hongkong. 
The date is not given here, but it is contained in a dispatch to the 
State Department by Consul Wildman dated August 7. Isee that 
in the body of the dispatch he says he wrote this letter to Agui- 
naldo on July 25, 1898. 

If you stand shoulder to shoulder 


Mr. QUARLES. On what page is that found? 
Mr. TURNER. Itis e 339, at the bottom of the page. In 
this letter to Aguinaldo Consul Wildman says: 


If you stand shoulder to shoulder with our forces, and do not allow any 
small differences of opinion and fancied slights to keep you from the one set 


of freeing your island from the cruelties under which you claim it 
n for so many hundred y your name in his will be 
in the world than being mere 


5 ter prizes 
Lec era e i i 
Now, mark this language: 


Now, Mr. President, for the purpose of showing that these 
representations were brought to the attention of the Department, 
I refer the Senate to a memorandum made by Secretary J. B. 
Moore for the information of Secretary Day, dated June 22, 1898, 
and found in this publication on page 340, This memorandum 
says: 

For the Secretary: 
Here are two dispatch 


of his No. 213, narrating his parsing interview with 
General Aguinaldo. . Pratt states that in this interview he heap Her upon 
Ge ldo the prone ef under Commodore Dewey's ion, of 
assuming a ute control over his forces in the Philippines, since no excesses 
on their part would be tolerated by the United States, the President having 
declared that the present hostilities with 8 
strict conformity with the principles of ci tes 
that to this injunction General ido gave his full nt, assuring him 
that he intended, and was able, when in field, to hold followers, the 
eck and lead them on as our commander should direct.” 
ral Aguinaldo, as Mr. Pratt reports, “furthe: 


te 
his action to bringing General Aguinaldo and Commodore Dewey together. 


The only intimation in this whole record from beginning to end 
that the pinos or anybody acting for them ever expressed a 
willingness to accept anything less than their independence is 
contained in a letter addressed by Consul Williams at Manila to 
Secretary Day, dated June 16, 1898, in which he states that in a 
conversation with Aguinaldo the latter had stated that certain of 
his leaders had expressed a willingness to accept annexation to 
the United States, Yet, Mr. President, Aguinaldo, in the letter 
to the President which I have already read, dated June 10, 1898, 
six days before this supposed conversation between himself and 
Consul Williams, had notified the President that when peace was 
Soay concluded between the United States and Spain he ex- 

that it would be done upon terms that would concede the 
dependence of the Pa deed Islands. Ne 

Moreover, Aguinaldo, a letter to Consul Williams, dated 
August 1, 1898, only one month and fourteen days after this sup- 
posed conversation between himself, and Consul Williams, argued 
strenuously and forcefully in favor of the independence of the 
Philippine Islands and gives no intimation whatever that in any 
conversation with Consul Williams he had indicated the willing- 
ness of anybody connected with the Philippine republic to accept 
annexation to the United States. This letter is so pathetic and 


affecting and breathes so high a spirit that it would move the 
heart of anybody not 5 to generous and magnanimous 
feelings. I desire to a 


few of its passages to the Senate in 


this connection. It is found in the Senate document before read 
from, on pages 398 and 399. He says: 

‘Why do not the American generals operate in conjunction with the Fili- 
pino generals and, uniting the forces, render the end more decisive? 

Is it intended, indeed, to carry out annexation nst the wish of these 
people, distorting the legal sense of that word? If the revolutionary govern- 
ment is the genuine representative, by right and deed, of the Filipino people. 
as we have proved when gwd ay is it wished to oppress inste of 
gaining their confidence and friendship 

It is useless for me to represent to my compatriots the favors received 
through Admiral Dewey, for Tor assert t up to the present the Ameri- 
can forces have shown not an active, only a ve, cooperation, from which 
they suppose that the intention of these forces are not for the best. They 
assert, besides, that it is possible to suppose that I was brought from Hong- 
kong to assure those forces by my presence that the Filipinos would not 
make common cause with the § ds, and that they haye delivered to the 
Filipinos the arms abandoned 2 former in the Cavite Arse: in order 
— save Lei edie much labor, fatigue, blood, and treasure that a war with 

pain would cost. 

But I do not believe these unworthy suspicions. I have full confidence in 
the generosity and philanthropy which shine in characters of gold in the his- 
tory of the privileged people of the United States, and for t reason, in- 
voking the friendship whi ee for me and the love which you have 


for my people, I pra: ge 

teproni your coun ese islands, that you entreat the Government at 
to the revolutionary government of the Filipinos, and 

1, for my pas; will labor with all my power with my peoga that the United 

. repent their sentiments of humanity in coming to the aid of 

an op’ ple. 

Say to the 8 at Washington that the Filipino people abominate 
savagery, that in the midst of their past misfortunes they have Jearned to 
love liberty, order, justice, and civil life, and that they are not able to lay 
aside their own wishes when their future lot and history are under discus- 
sion. Say also that I and my leaders know what we owe to our unfortunate 
country, that we know how to and are ready to imitate the disinter- 
estedness, the abnegation, and the patriotism of the grand men of America, 
among whom stands preeminent the immortal General Washington. 

rosper- 


You and I both love the Filipinos; both see their progress, their 2 
wou 
ways be brothers. In 


ity, and their greatness. For this we should avoid any conflict w 

eo fatal to the interests of both ples, who should a 

this you will uire a name in the of humanity and an ineradicable 
affection in the hearts of the Filipino people. 

Mr. President, can anybody read these documents and say truth- 
fully that the idea of independence was an afterthought with the 
Filipino people? On the contrary, from the very beginning, from 
a period anterior even to the outbreak of hostilities between our 
Government and ppan, they were advising us in any and every 
possible way that the stake for which they were PESEE and for 
which they expected to fight was the independence of their beloved 
country. Nor is it strictly true, Mr. President, to say that they 
were never promised their independence. A fair reading of these 
letters of Consul Pratt and Consul Williams would induce us to 
say that they were promised independence by those officials, if not 
in express terms, at least by n implication. A reading of 
the letters from General Anderson, the commander of our forces 
at Cavite before the arrival of General Merritt in that country, 
would also the same intimation to that people. I want the 
Senate to listen to what General Anderson said to them at that 
time. On the 4th day of July, 1898, General Anderson indited a 
letter to General A aldo, and said to him in that letter, among 
other things: 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page is that found? 

Mr. TURNER. That letter is found on page 390. General 
Anderson wrote to Aguinaldo as follows: 

GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that the United States of Amer- 
JJ 
war w * 
sentiments for the native le of the Philip n x 

Ato have sou and your people coopecsee with us im iniliimry Cperstiond 
— 25 the Sanh —— SSR 15 a 

In another letter found in this document, at page 391, dated 
July 6, 1898, General Anderson says to Aguinaldo: 

Ve 
FOMU ES VEN aes ALIDIRE Y DADAN thas. we Will conte FMON ATA TOO oo 
camp our soldiers, and storeroom for our supplies. For this I would 
like 3 Pan end horde 3 sanae. eve cooperation, as you are best 
W must be apparent to you that we do ace tS to remain here inactive, 
but to move prom our common enemy; but for a short time we 


tly 
must organize Pent g land supplies and also retain a place for storing them near 
our fleet and transports. 


fear epidemic disease, if the vicini 
well to have prisoners work to this end under the advice of the surgeons? 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that we had no pris- 
oners at that time, but the only Spanish prisoners were those held 
by the forces of the 9 republic. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Whose letter is that? 

Mr. TURNER. That is General Anderson's letter to General 
Aguinaldo. The last letter from General Anderson to which I 


shall call the attention of the Senate is dated July 23, 1898, and in 


it he says to Aguinaldo: 
GENERAL: When I came here three weeks ago I 9 your excellency 
to give what assistance you could to procure means of transportation for the 


American army, as it was to fight in the cause of your people. So far we 
have received no response. 


1900. 


As you represent your people, I now have the honor to make requisition on 
you for 500 horses and 50 oxen and ox carts. 

If you can not secure these, I will have to pass you and make requisition 
directly on the people. 

The cause of these letters and other letters, and acts of a simi- 
lar character, with which I shall not further weary the Senate, 
was explained in the testimony of General Merritt, given before 
our peace commissioners at Paris, That testimony, or so much 
of it as I will read, will be found on page 367 of Senate Document 
No. 62. Among other things, General Merritt says to the com- 
missioners: 

Before that time, rather early after my arrival there at Manila, I had tele- 
graphed to the War De ent of the possible trouble that might arise 
with the insurgents, and asked for instructions as to whether 1 should con- 
sider them as enemies and treat them accordin 15 such case. that re- 

uest I had no reply, and the consequence was to mix diplomacy with 
orce in order to avoid a tilt with them. I knew if bloodshed was once had 
that would be the end of an amicable status there, and to that end I wascare- 
ful only to enforce that which was proper and which I conceived must be 
executed in order to have my troops fully occupy the ground we had taken. 

Mr. President, when Secretary Day heard of this interview be- 
tween Aguinaldo and Consul Pratt at Singapore and of the letter 
ad to Aguinaldo by Consul Wildman at Hongkong he took 
occasion to write a letter to each of those officials disavowing their 
course, but he never disavowed, nor did any other official of this 
Government ever disavow the course of those consuls to Agui- 
naldo or to anybody else, although we were then in daily com- 
munication with inaldo in and about the vicinity of ila. 
ey was not this done? The answer is obvious and is indicated 
in the testimony of General Merritt. We desired the friendly 
cooperation and assistance of the Filipinos in our war with Spain. 
We knew that if we disclosed to them our purpose to absorb their 
land and deny their independence, we would not only not have 
their friendly cooperation and assistance, but we would have their 
active opposition. We knew that we would be at war, not only 
with the Spaniards but with the Filipinos, from the very moment 
that we set foot upon the soil of those islands. 

Mr. President, does not this whole miserable history bear out 
the statement with which I began, that we owe that to the Fili- 
pinos, by virtue of what has transpired, which, if we now go on 
with our pretensions against their liberty and their independence, 
will be looked on as a gross breach of faith upon the part of the 
American people? Whatever may be said as to actual promises of 
independence, itisindisputable, ede can deny it, that we sought 
and accepted the assistance of the Filipinos, knowing that the 
stake which they fought for was independence, and when they 
had almost won their independence, when it required but one 
more effort on their part to clear their soil from the last vestige of 
Spanish dominion, we, their professed friend and ally, without 
any previous intimation of our purpose, stepped into the shoes of 
Spain and opposed our overwhelming power to the accomplish- 
ment of their long-cherished hopes and aspirations. Mr. Pres- 
ident, our conduct then and there has no parallel in the history 
of the world from the beginning of time down to the present 
moment, If it be persisted in it will be worse than Punic faith, 
Beside it Punic faith will hereafter be considered as full observ- 
ance of honorable obligations. It is indescribable. To the honest, 
unperverted American mind it is inconceivable. I venture the 
assertion that there is not one American voter in a hundred 
who would not have repudiated as perfidious and dishonorable 
the proteesin put forth by the President of the United States 
and by the resolutions of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVER- 
IDGE], if they had been called upon with full knowledge of all 
the facts, to sanction them in the beginning and before the pe 
ent desolating war began.. The truth of the matter is that those 
pretensions have from the beginning and do now constitute a 
stain on the honor of this nation, which we may atone for if we 
will, but which can never be entirely wiped out. The man or 
men who have put us in this position before the world deserve and 
will receive the condemnation of the American people. That 
people have a conscience which stings and an honor which repro- 

tes when they see injustice beh spire by their servants and in 
their name on a helpless and deserving people. Those in high 
places who have stifled their own consciences at the dictation of 

litical expediency will learn that fact to their sorrow long be- 
re this deplorable chapter in our national history is closed 
orever, 

Mr. President, the President in his annual message to Congress 
redicated our right in the Philippines on the ground that we had 
one nothing and promised nothing to the inhabitants of those 

islands which precluded us in honor from acquiring them, and 
on the further ground that we had legally purchased those islands 
from Spain, their former owner, and he declared, therefore, that 
they are ours by every title of law and equity. I do not believe 
that they are ours by either title. If they were private posses- 
sions, any court of equity adjudicating between ourselves and the 
Filipinos, even Judge Day himself, in his capacity as a judge of 
the circuit court of the United States, omer | — Would 
be compelled to declare on the record that, in 0 trus- 
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tees of those islands under God, as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] thinks we are, we are in truth and in fact trustees 
de son tort, in fraud of the rights of the Filipinos. The suggestio 


falsi and the suppressio veri are both there for the purpose of con- 
stituting the equitable jurisdiction. Nordo I believeit liesin our 
mouth to say that we hold a legal title to those islands. Caveat 
emptor. How could we purchase from Spain something which 
Spain herself did not ? How could the Filipinos be bound 
by the empty act of Spain in undertaking to sell a sovereignty 
which they had wrested from her by the God-given right of revo- 
lution? If it be said that while Spain had lost her sovereignty 
de facto it still existed de jure, I say that as to usshe had lost 
her 3 both in law and in fact. We can not be per- 
mitted in any forum, either of law or conscience, to breathe both 
hot and cold to the Filipinos. Having assisted them to destroy 
the sovereignty of Spain, we can not permitted now to turn 
around and say that while it is true that that sovereignty had de- 
parted as a fact, it still existed de jure, for the purpose of pur- 
chase by us. And I call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that if we have any rights whatever in the Philippines, it is by 
purchase, pure and simple, and nothing else. At the time of the 
signing of the protocol, which ended the war with Spain, we were 
not in possession of a single foot of territory in the Philippines 
which had not before that been wrested from Spain by the vic- 
torious armies of the Philippine republic, and by them surren- 
dered to us as an act of comity toa friend and an ally. Judge 
Day himself places this matter right in a publication from him 
which I saw in the public prints a few weeks ago, and in which 
he points out that such rights as we do possess in the Philip- 
poe we acquired by purchase, and not by conquest. Iam sorry 
hat I have not the very full and satisfactory expression of Judge 
Day upon this subject to present to the Senate now in connection 
with my remarks. : 
It may be assumed by some that any discussion of the status of 
this ses rd | in the Philippine Islands from a logal standpoint is 
abstract an ee since our sovereignty has been declared by 
treaty and is therefore fixed in all our own forums. But is it so 
fixed, Mr. President? Neither that instrument nor any other to 
which the 9 were not parties can fix it in the forum of 
conscience. t forum finds its being in the Congress of the 
United States primarily, with right of appeal to the people of 
the United States in their collective capacity as the ultimate sov- 
ereign to whom all questions of conscience must in the end be 
submitted and decided. That people will determine hereafter, 
whatever Congress may now do, whether the Philippines ‘‘ are 
ours by every title of law and equity.” Our people are broad, 
generous, humane, and magnanimous, and their every instinct is 
for zigas and justice. Ican not doubt that. when the matter is 
submitted to them understandingly, they will render a just and 
righteous verdict. In the meantime, what a cause and what a 
forum for an advocate filled with holy zeal for justice and with 
righteous indignation against wrong perpetrated in high places! 
Oh, for a Burke, or a Fox, or a Pitt to demand justice for an out- 
raged ple, and to scourge with scorpion whip the cant and 
h that would oppress them under the guise of extending 
liberty and civilization. i 
Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana did not address him- 
self to our position in the Philippines from the standpoint of right 
and justice. His address was a rhapsody directed to our interests 
and our senses; and while it was very beautiful, he must pardon 
me for saying that it lacked that majestic harmony which can be 
evoked only when the nobler chords are struck. e now know 
from his address, if we did not before know, that the islands are 
both rich and beautiful, that their climate is salubrious, their 
waters healing, their soil fertile, their productions diversified, 
their position commanding, and that the opportunities to exploit 
them for our enrichment are many and manifold; but we do not 
know by what right Spain, after being expelled from them by 
their 10,000,000 inhabitants, could sell them and their inhabit- 
ants to us without the consent of the latter, nor do we know by 
what right the United States, after having assisted to expel Spain 
from those islands, could buy them and their 10,000,000 inhabit- 
ants without the consent of the latter. Nor does the Senator from 
Indiana tell us, unless he intends us to infer the right from the 
claim which he makes, that the Filipinos are a barbarous race of 
people and that the principles of liberty declared by our great 
political charter were never intended to have application to such 
a people. But the Senator must pardon me again if I ress 
doubt whether his op nities have been such as to constitute 
him an authority on the subject of the capabilities of the Filipino 
poopie; We all know that his ability to travel through the island 
of Luzon and to mix with its people was much restricted during 
his recent visit to the Orient, and the same may be said of all the 
other islands, unless bly we except that group governed by 
the Sultan of Sulu. Those islands, I believe, at the time of the 
visit of the Senator had been won over to friendly consideration 
by the ex i means which that great Oriental statesman, 
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Li Hung Chang, advised us to — 2 the efforts to pacify all of 
the islands. But there are others, whose opportunities have been 

eater than those of the Senator from Indiana, who tell us a dif- 
ferent story concerning the capabilities of the peg serge and I 
prefer, as I have no doubt the country will prefer, to believe them 
rather than to accept the version of the Senator from Indiana. 

Admiral Dewey tells us, from observation and hac pata with 
the Filipinos, that they are far more capable of -government 
than the natives of Cuba. He reiterated this in his views formu- 
lated for the information of our ce commissioners at Paris, 
In those views, which are published in Senate Document No. 62, 
on page 383, I find, among others, this statement from Admiral 
Dewey. It is very brief: 

Ina sent to the ent on June 231 
that fone prope are far pase esa their in sand more capable of 
self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both 
races.“ Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the Senator is speaking of Admiral Dew- 
ey’s testimony in connection with this matter, I should like to ask 
him if he has ever found in any official dispatch whether or not 
Admiral Dewey made a com with Aguinaldo as to the condi- 
tions on which the war should be ted? 

Mr, 1 5 have found nothing on that subject in the 

Mr. DLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether there is any evidence that 


ine 
the 


gents to take 


TURNER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If so, I should be very glad to be informed 
of it, because I had supposed there were none. 

Mr. TURNER, Ishall not take the time to turn to the letter 
now, but the Senator will find in this publication a dispatch from 
Consul Williams, at Manila, to Secretary Day, before the outbreak 
of hostilities between the United States and Spain, in which Con- 
sul Williams told Judge Day that there were 5,000 armed insur- 
gents then in and around the city of Manila. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave no doubt there were plenty of armed 


Filipino ins ts at Hongkong, but I have yet to see any reliable 
evidence that the insurrection at that TEMA E time one par- 
ticle of vitality in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. TUR Then the Senator has not read this correspond- 


ence, which I commend to his consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator will allow me, there were 
undoubtedly insurgents, inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, 
WiL arms WER T 
and assisted, as the Senator says, by the United States, but that 
the insurrection had any vitality whatever on the day of Dewey's 
victory I have never believed, 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the permission of the Senator from 
Washington, I will read from page 319 of Senate Document No. 
62, Fitty-fifth Congress, third session, a letter from Consul Wil- 
liams, dated February 22, 1898, in which he says: 

Peace was proclaimed, and since my coming festivities therefor were held; 
but there is no peace and has been none for about two years. Conditions here 
and in Cuba are tically alike. War e battles are of almost daily 
occurrence, am ces bring in many wounded, and hospitals are full. 


That was February 22, 1898, before we declared war. 
Prisoners are brought here and shot without trial, and Manila is under 


law. 

The Crown forces have not been able to dislodge a rebel army within 10 
miles of Manila, and last 5 19, a battle was there fought 
and five dead left on the field. Much of such information is found in my 
longer dispatch, referred to, and which is at your command. 


the 8 
to be paid to them as a reason for aban- 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator one question. I 
inquire if the Senator has formed his opinion on this subject in 
ignorance of that fact? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TALIAFERRO in the chair). 
Fh Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is entitled to the 

r, 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Wash- 

ington, I will read some additional testimony from Mr. Williams, 


under date of March 19, 1898, page 320 of the same document. 
He writes to the Assistant Secretary of State as follows: 

Sin: Matters are in a serious state here. I have daily communication 
cable and letter with Commodore Dewey, but we pass letters by British an 


other shi ters and by private Å 
3 — yp parties, cables letters are 


Insurrection is rampant; many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 
both sides. 


+ 


* * * — 2 + 
Rebellion never more threatening toSpain. Rebels gettingarms, 
and friends, and they outnumber the Spaniards, residen 5 8 
ably a hundred to one. 


If Mr. Williams was a liar, he ought not to have been there as 
the consul of the United States. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, to proceed with the tenor of my 
remarks and to return to the question of the capacity of the Fili- 
pinos for government, the next document to which I call the 
attention of the Senate is a dispatch from Consul Williams to the 

of State, found on 327 and 328, written a very 
short time after the battle o nila Bay. It is dated May 12, 
1898. He says to the Secretary: 

These natives are to be o: and led ji 
and the members of t cabinet chatted me 6 her all 
81 to and e follow our flag. They are brave, 
mdliness for me as our nation's only representative in 
of the world, I last week went on shore at Cavite with British con- 
sul, is launch, to show the ction wro t by our fleet. As soon as 


natives found me out, they crowded around me, hats off, shouting * Vival 
Americanos,“ thron; about dreds ki h ‘aver 


hun to shake either d, even 


ving to get even a finger to 
continuously with both hands.” The 


er trienseb Tw th escorted me to the launch amid hurrahs 
o 
feeling for —.— nation, hence I must 8 ~ Eeoa 

And it is these conclusions of Consul Williams, to which I wish 
the particular attention of the Senate: 

First. Our A 
ae squadron can force surrender in a day. Spaniardsareall cooped 

This was before our troops got there at all. 

d. S. ffi 
222. Salve mache or ee Sn eas 
FWF and from s and 

Third. Few United States troops will be needed for con: gone rene fewer 
still for occupancy. of Spaniards—naval, dvi tary, and 
clerics—will remove x civil government, crude in 
the beginning but better than the present, will be and be well received. 
while native e which there are many, San fully and with perfect 
acceptability meet religious requirements so far as present established 

ion is concerned. 

Consul Williams in this letter states to the Secre of State 
that the government of these insurgents, while crude in the be- 
ginning, would be better than that which was then being admin- 
istered by ee in that country. Can it be that a ome 
who could nister better government than the Spaniards are 

ble of administering can be truthfully said to be barbarians? 
he next evidence to which I shall call the attention of the Sen- 
ate on this subject is a letter from General King, very much in 
line with that of Admiral Dewey. This letter is dated San Fran- 
cisco, June 22, 1899. It is found published in Senate Document 
No, 66, and is as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, June 22, 1899. 


To the Editor of the Journal, Milwaukee, Wis. 

DEAR SIR: over your tel and uest of June 7, I find my- 
riom Au an officer of the Arm 4 

sons why 

long fi; is likely to continue, and thoughts as to America’s 

oy edd a 


The capability of the Filipinos for self. 
Stich men as Arellano, Aguinald 
hiy by caper nine-tenths 8 popie 
one way or another; are industri ——.— mporate, and, 
given a fair start, could look out for 9 indini 5 


— neg we hav 


my 
ni tow. we have given the right of suffrage. 
Very truly, yours, 
9 CHARLES KING, 
Brigadier-General 


After the surrender of Manila two of the officers of Admiral 
Dewey's fleet obtained leave of absence with a view of making a 
tour of the island of Luzon and of reporting officially to Admiral 
Dewey what they had observed during that tour. ose officers 
were Pa W. B. Wilcox, of the United States Navy, and 
Naval Cadet Leonard R. Sargent, also of the same service, They 

all of the months of October and November in the interior 
of the island of Luzon, traveling about from place to place. As 
officers of the United States, they were received in every commu- 
nity which they visited with the utmost friendliness and with the 
very highest honors which the people were capable of offering to 
them. After they returned they madea report to Admiral Dewey 
concerning what they had observed, and here is what they had to 
say concerning the education and intelligence of the natives: 


rd and 


53. The Philippine officers, both military and civil, that we have met in all 
the ces we have visited have. with very few exceptions, been men of 
in’ t appearance and conversation. The same is true of all those men 
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a r 
8 for learning. 


write. 


Further on in this report, concerning the popular sentiment on 
the subject of independence, it is stated: - 
57. Of the large number of officers, civil and military, and of leading towns. 
people we have met nearly overy man has exp in our presence his senti 
ment on this question. It is universally the same. They all declare they 
will accept nothing short of independence. They desire the protection of 
the United States at sea, but fear any interference on land. The question of 
the remuneration of our Government for the expense of establish: a pro- 
tec! te is never ed upon. On the subject of ndence is, 
in,a marked difference between the four provinces visited and those 
of Tocos Sur and Union. In the former there is more enth the senti- 
ment is more of the people; in the latter it is more of the higher class and of 
the army. In these provinces we have seen signs of actual discontent with 
the existing state of things. 

This report from which I have read was submitted by these 
officers to Admiral Dewey, and received from him this indorse- 
ment: 

FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, P. I., December 1, 1898. 
Drove and respectfully forwarded for the information of the Navy 
ment. 
pecial attention is invited to this interesting and carefull 
report, which, in my opinion, contains the most complete and ost A hg er de 
2 obtainable in regard tothe present state of the northern part of Luzon 


GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. N., Commanding Asiatic Station. 
One of these officers afterwards wrote an article for the Out- 
look, embracing in a more popular form the results of his obser- 
vations and those of Paymaster Wilcox while en din making 
that tour. This article is also published in Senate ument No. 
66, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. I desire to have read the 
arts of it which are found on pages 1 and 2 of the document 
own to the bottom of page 2, and I send the document to the 
desk for that purpose. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
THE BACKWOODS FILIPINO, 
[By Leonard R. Sargent.) 


It has been my privilege to have been intimately associated with the Fili- 
pino people for a short time at a most interesting period of their history. 


ith the permission of Admiral Dewey, I spent the ter part of the 
months of October and November of 1 in company with Paymaster W. E. 
Wilcox, United States Navy, in the interior of the northern part of the island 


of Luzon. It will be remembered that at that date the United States had 
not yet announced its 8 regard to the Philippines. The terms of 
the treaty with Spain were tiated by our commissioners at Paris, 
and the fate of the islands ligne A n the balance. In the meantime the native 
matters into their own ey gr had their inde- 

formes chy temas and had set up a provisional govern- 

oa 7 

is government has neyer been recognized, and in all ba- 

bility go out of existence without tion, yet it can not be Toa 
that, in a region occupied by many millions of inhabitants, for nearly six 
months it stood alone between anarchy andorder. The military forces of the 
United States held control only in Manila, with its environs, and in Cavite, 
and had no authority to pr further, while in the vast e wing HaT paino 
the representatives of the only other ized porer on the fleld were 
prisoners in the hands of their ised subje t was the opinion at Ma- 
nila 8 1 this anomalous od in our P ine relations, and possibly in 
the Unit hing 


om 
cuit th h the northern part of 
teristic and important district. In 
which some were under the immediate contro! of the central government at 
Malolos, while others were remotely situated, separated from each other and 
from the seat of government by natural divisions of land, and accessible onl: 
by lengthy and arduous travel. As a tribute tothe efficiency of “Aguinaldo’s 
vernment and to the law-abiding character of his subjects, 1 offer the fact 
t Mr. Wilcox and I pursued our journey eee security, 
and returned to Manila with only the most pleasing ions of the quiet 
re orderly life which we found the natives to be leading under the new 
gime. 


this way we visited seven provinces, of 


l 23 I think no deeper 
wound was ever inflicted apon the pride of the pino population t 
this exhibition, the knowledge of which seems to have spread 


low esteem in which the Filipino is held; his achievements certainly have 
never been well advertised, while his shortcomings have been heralded 
abroad. 

The actual, everyday Filipino is not as pictu ue a creature as the = 
rote. The average human imagination a remarkable affinity for ths 
poreus: and the commonplace citizen of Luzon is too often overlooked 

the presence of the en: savage. Ifthe observer's attention can 
be drawn to the former, however, much that is of interest will be found in 
his comparatively homely life. 

In our journey we traveled first across the of Nueva Icija, by far 
the poorest and least interesting of all the provinces we visited. And yeteven 
957 we wore greedy. eee by the 5 and refinement of the in- 


tants. hile our entertainment at first was Prony ged! want of the 
to provide a more generous one—we nevertheless detect 


wherewithal 


the same t of h 
the richer towns whi 


tality that found vent in elaborate manifestations in 

we visited later. 

We were 8388 struck by the dignifled 
ul manner i 


demeanor of our hosts and 
by the grace n which they extended tous their welcome. We had 
unlimited opportunities for conversation with the citizens of the towns, and 
we found everywhere a class that fare evidence of considerable culture and 
a certain amount of education. Their education included those branches 
only which were taught at the schools conducted by the priesthood at the 
SS Mla eaten wera ea 
tory, and the dead languages evidently formed its eating features. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Washington 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that the Senator from 
Washin would prefer to continue to-morrow, in view of the 
extended remarks he has made this afternoon; and with the Sena- 
tor retaining the floor, if there is no objection, I move that the 
Senate . to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like very much to have passed a bill to 
which I am sure there will be no objection. It proposes to divide 
one of the New York judicial districts, which is very much crowded 
with business and about which bill both of the New York Senators 
have spoken to me. If the Senator will allow that to be submitted 
to the Senate before making his motion, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I shall not make the motion until 
the Senator from Massachusetts has had an . ee to pre- 
sent the bill, if the Senator from Washington does not object. 

Mr. TURNER. Ihave no objection, if I may be permitted to 
go on to-morrow at the close of the morning hour and finish my 
remarks. I prefer to go on this afternoon and finish my remarks 
unless 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask unanimous consent to call up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 


i, “rag 5 the floor 

r. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow, 
after the morning business, the Senator from Washington may 
proceed with his remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Washington shall 
be entitled to the floor after the morning business is concluded 
to-morrow. 

Mr, SPOONER. To finish his remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the routine business. 

Mr. TELLER. After the routine business. 

Mr. SPOONER. After the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Ross] has pons aie notice of his intention to speak to-morrow, 

Mr. CHAND: The Senator from Vermont will speak after 
the Senator from Washington has finished. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 268) toamend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district òf New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pending 
causes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 9, at the end of line 2, 
page 5, to insert: 

And 
1 Bow denis — age Ce receive the salary and compensation now 

So as to read: 


All other officers who have been heretofore a ted for the northern 
district of New York who shall be in office at the of the taking effect of 
this act shall continue in office as officers of the district of their residence 
until the expiration of their respective terms, and shall orm the duties 
s receive salary and compensation now incident to their respective 
offices, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word act,“ in line 10, sec- 
tion 9, page 5, to insert: 

Or returnable thereto. 

So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to impair or 
the jurisdiction of the district court of the northern district of New 

York in any case, civil or criminal, pending therein at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act, or returnable thereto, but the same shall be proceeded in to 
final disposition as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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STATUE OF LAFAYETTE AT PARIS EXPOSITION, 
Mr. DEPEW. I am directed by the Committee on Industrial 
itions, to whom was ref the joint resolution (S. R. 55) 

authorizing the President to appoint one woman commissioner to 
represent the United States and the National Society of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Reyolution at the unveiling of the statue of 
Lafayette at the ition in Paris, France, in 1900, to report it 
with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was re- 
ported m the Committee on Industrial Expositions, with an 
amendment, in line 3, after the word President, to strike out 
“by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall” and 
insert ‘‘may;” and at the end of line 8 to insert and atthe 
sition then to be held;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the President ma i one woman commissioner 
to represent the United States and the National Society of the Daughters of 


the erican Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette and the 
presentation of a tablet for said statue at Paris, France, in 1900, and at the 


bial tee then to be h 
t said commissioner shall not be entitled to receive compensation for 
any services rendered in connection with this mission. 


The amendment was cr to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it was 3 understood by 
the French Government that there should be no female represen- 
tation at the exposition. If I am not very much mistaken, and 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will remember that 
uestion, it was understood that it was the desire of the French 
vernment that there should be no women representatives sent 
there on the part of the United States, and now, in direct viola- 
tion of that provision, this woman is to go there. She will go there 
as a representative of the Government at that exposition, the way 
the amendment reads. I make the suggestion whether or not it 
is proper, in view of the fact that the French Government does not 
want them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the fact that this ques- 
tion has arisen, I renew my motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator to kindly yield to me to 
have a bill . It will take but a moment. 

Mr. DEPEW. I did not, nor do I know, of any such restric- 
tion on the part of the French Government. The joint resolu- 
tion was prepared by the 1 of the American Revolution, 
of which the president-general is Mrs. Daniel Manning, widow of 
the late Secretary of the Treasury in Mr. Cleveland’s Cabinet, and 
it was presented to the Senate by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]. It came before our committee, and we thought that under 
the circumstances surrounding the testimonial presented it was 
a very admirable appointment to be made, Therefore we favor- 
ably re the joint resolution. 


Mr. WLEY. Isuggest that it lie over for a day. 
Mr. COCKRELL, It will lie over for a day, but I should like 
to have the Senator from Iowa speak in regard to the matter. It 


came up before him; he was present. I do not remember that 
there was any official SP bean egg but the Senator recollects 
the circumstances very distinctly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That question arose as respects commissioners 
to the Paris tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was a report u that question made 
by our commissioner, the commissioner who preceded the present 
commissioner-general, and I think it was understood that as re- 
spects the exposition itself there would be no opportunity for a 
representation of work of women distinctively, but that all the 
exhibits were to be placed in groups, and that woman’s work as 
such could not have a distinctive place; and our arrangement was 
for an appropriation in accordance with that understanding. I 
understand this to be a different matter. This relates to the un- 
ees the Lafayette statue. : 

Mr. DEPEW. If the Senator will excuse me, there is no appro- 
priation asked for in the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. I observe that there is no 
appropriation, but this is a proposition to have a woman repre- 
sentative present at the ceremony of the unveiling of the statue 
of General Lafayette, the principal amount of the cost of the 
statue having been contributed by the children of the United 
States. The Government, however, did contribute a portion of 
the amount—$25,000. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] reminds me of the fact that the Daughters of the Revolution 
were active in promoting the matter of the statue. I think if the 
Senator from New York will allow the joint resolution to lie over 
until to-morrow the matter can be adjusted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to a lady representative 
at that unveiling. I think that is very appropriate, so far as I 
am concerned, but the few little words put in at the end, ‘‘and 
at the e: ition then to be held,” I shall move to strike out. 

Mr. ON. I did not observe the last clause, which I think 
is rather an important one, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did observe it, and that is the reason why 
I called attention to it. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 23, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 22, 1900. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Thomas B. Hildebrand, of Albia, Iowa, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rampart City, Alaska, vice John C. W. Rhode, resigned, 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 


Daniel H. Wheeler, of Omaha, Douglas County, to be a super- 
es or the Twelfth Census for the Second supervisor's district 
of Nebraska. 


POSTMASTER, 

Frank W. Rollins, to be 8 at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine, in the place of H. H. Harden. 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. The nomination of 
ioe e W. Rollins to the above-named office is hereby with- 

awn. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 

PAY DEPARTMENT, 
A Cept: aes B, 8 3 saaa Saia ees 
0 paymaster wi er: of major, January 20, 1900, vice 
Hamner, retired from active service, 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. George M. Randall, Eighth Infantry, United States Army, 
January 20, 1900. 

Col. James M. ee e Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers (lieutenant-colonel Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), 


January 20, 1900. 
FORTY-VIFTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Charles McG. Sweitzer, Company B, Forty-fifth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 
19, 1900, vice Jones, honorably discharged. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 22, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Cavalry, which was sub- 
mitted to the Senate January 15, 1900, for promotion in the cav- 
alry arm, United States Army, with a view to his nomination 
with an earlier date of rank. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 22, 1900. 
SUPERVISORS OF TWELFTH CENSUS, 

Daniel H. Wheeler, of Omaha, to be a supervisor of the Twelfth 
Census for the Second supervisor’s district of Nebraska. 

Andrew J. S. Thomas, of Greenville, Greenville County, to be 
a su isor of the Twelfth Census for the Fourth supervisor's 
district of South Carolina. 

George M. French, of Hot Springs, Garland County, to be a 
supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Fifth supervisor’s dis- 
trict of Arkansas. 

POSTMASTERS. i 

Julius R. Langner, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Francis Ball, to be tmaster at Pocatello, in the county of 
Bannock and State of Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 22, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The 3 of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
prove 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

Leave was granted Mr. MCCALL to withdraw papers from the 
files of the House, without leaving copies, in the case of Martha 
W. Pollard, Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. FITZPATRICK, indefinitely, 
because of serious illness in his family. 


1900. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I want to call up the motion to re- 
consider the question of reference of certain portions of House 
Document No. 291, and, as I understand there isa chance for a 
good deal of time to be taken in discussion, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all action heretofore taken on the subject in dispute be 
rescinded and the whole matter left to the Speaker to refer, as 
in his judgment, after investigation, he shall determine to be 


right. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa asks that all action 
heretofore taken in this matter be set aside and the question of 
reference be left to the Speaker. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I did not understand the gentleman’s 
request. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all proceedings that ha\ 2 been had in regard to the 
spo of reference in this matter be set aside and the question 
of reference be left to the Speaker. > 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I presume that simply means that the 
Speaker will take it and refer it as an GARAT. proposition? 

Mr. HULL, That is na 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that there ought to be some un- 
derstanding as to whether there may be an ap , as in the usual 
cases, I mean; whether an exception may be taken from the action 
of the S er of the House, as exists in all cases of reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state in this connection 
that under clause 3 of Rule XXII, as the Chair understands it, there 
are three methods of referring a bill. One by unanimous con- 
sent of the House, which is usually submitted by the Chair; one 
on the motion of the chairman of the committee to which the bill 
has been referred, and one on the motion of the chairman of the 
committee that desires the reference. If this request be granted, 
the Chair would still feel compelled, under the rules, to follow 
the first method, namely, to submit the change of reference to the 
unanimous consent of the House. The Chair calls the attention 
of the gentleman from Iowa to what he considers the course he 
would have to pursue, 

Mr. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I understand that, but of course the 
ponr raised by the gentleman from Tennessee, under the present 

ecision of the Chair, would not deprive the House of any of its 
rights. The two items that are in dispute are the Rock Island 
Armory, at Rock Island, and the Springfield Armory, at Spring- 
field, for the manufacture of small arms. My only idea in pas 2h 
ing that ix Som) Mr. S er, was that it could be adjudicated 
by the § er after deliberation, and then if either party were 
aggrieved they would have their right of appeal to the House, 

he SPEA . The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] must 
bear in mind that there are three methods of reaching the change 
of an erroneous reference of a public bill. It is a matter that 
rests with the House. The Chair has indicated the three methods 
of reaching it, The Chair feels it his duty to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Iowa to that. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. My only idea 
was that it would save time, and the chances are very good that 
after the Speaker has investigated the matter his action will stand 
without any challenge from either of these committees. 

The action of the Speaker heretofore was this: In the ordinary 
course of business he referred it to the Committee on Military 
rig ne and then on the challenge of the Committee on Appro- 
priations—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what 
the gentleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order, 

Mr. HULL. I was just saying, Mr. Speaker, that my under- 
standing of the situation was that this document was sent to the 
8 and in the ordinary course of affairs was referred to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. On the challenge of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as to whether the reference was correct, 
the S er submitted to the House a 3 to take it from 
the Committee on Military Affairs and refer it to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and while I at the time tried to get in an ob- 
jection, I did not succeed, and the motion to reconsider has been 
entered for the purpose of bringing it before the House. Now,it 
will undoubtedly take considerable time to discuss the question, 
as a good many members are desirous of speaking upon it. In 
order to avoid that and in order to avoid the delay, I have asked 
unanimous consent that the whole action be rescinded and that 
the question be referred to the 8 as an original proposition, 
for him to make the reference. Of course either committee feeling 
aggrieved can bring it before the House if they desire to, but I do 
not believe that after the Speaker has given it the consideration 
that he will give before deciding either one of us will feel like 
challenging his action before the House. 

Mr, CANNON. In view of the statement of the gentleman, I 
am quite content to vacate the orders that have been made, and 


by unanimous consent to consider this document as on the Speak- 
er’s table, and then let the Speaker take such action as, under the 


rules, is his duty in his ju mt, with one further amendment, 
‘this 


because we want to have question settled by the Speaker, 
after investigation. Then, if either committee or any of the 
members of the House are dissatisfied, we can proceed further in 
the ordinary way. On page 135 of the Book of Estimates there is 
this item: 

Infantry, cavalry, and artille: uipments, including horse equipments 
for pica and artillery. Pe am -> * 

And the following words are added: 

machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the 
arse: 


Under the head of The manufacture of arms” are found the 
same words: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture. 

Now, these two items in principle are on all fours with the docu- 
ment to which the gentleman from Iowa refers, and I am willing 
to assent to his proposition for unanimous consent, with the addi- 
tion of these two items. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, they are in the Book of Estimates 
and have been referred to the committee, and are in the bill. 1 
am perfectly willing, if the gentleman desires to have it done, to 
leave that to the Speaker also. 

eee 

3 N of course either y, eved, can brin, 
the matter before the House if desired. g 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, they are all the same in prin- 
ciple, and I apprehend that after the Speaker investigates prob- 
ably neither committee nor any member of the House will object 
to his decision. I think it will save much time to have the unan- 
imous consent given, modified as I have suggested. 

The SPE R. Will one of the gentlemen now state the re- 
quest that is to be submitted to the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let it be stated, so that we can hear it. 

The SPEAKER., And the Chair asks that the House may be 
in order, so that all members may hear it. 

Mr. HULL. It is Executive Document No. 291. I do not under- 
stand that in this proposed action the Signal Service of the Army 
is also involved, is it? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. It is conceded that the Sig- 


nal Service of the Army properly belongs, without question, wi 
the Committee on Military i A 

Mr. HULL. Iam glad you do not question it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well—— 


Mr. HULL. The Rock IslandArmory, at Rock Island, III., and 
the Springfield Armory, at Springfield, Mass., together with the 
two items to which the gentleman has called attention, including 
tools and fixtures—I donot understand the gentleman to challenge 
the a os riation for the manufacture? 

Mr. ON. Oh, no; not at all. It is the two items, in- 
cluding machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture,” 
under the heading ‘‘ Manufacture of arms,” page 136 of the reg- 
ular Book of Estimates, and the same words on page 135 of the 
Book of Estimates, and the same words under the title For pur- 
chaso and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisition of 

oops.” 

Now, I understand that all orders touching the four items are 
to be vacated, and that the four items, two in the Book of Esti- 
mates and two in the document the gentleman read from, are b 
unanimous consent to be placed upon the Speaker’s table, for suc 
action under the rules as he sees proper to take, and that all 
orders heretofore made with reference to these items be vacated, 

Mr. HULL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that on page 135 the 
ba “including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manu- 

acture“ 

The SPEAKER. In justice to the House and to the Chair, if 
this matter is to be left to the Chair, it will be better to have the 
bash sary en reduced to writing. 

Mr. CANNON. Then Isuggest that the matter be temporarily 
laid aside, and the gentleman from Iowa and I can 9 the 
proposition in five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that an argument is 
really being submitted. instead of a po ition. 

Mr. MCRAE. Will the Chair be kind enough to state, so that 
members on this side can understand the question, what the pre- 
vious action has been on this subject, and what action is proposed 
to be taken now? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that in the usual course 
of business Document No. 291 was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Subsequently two of the three items in the 
document, namely, those referring to the Rock Island Armory 
and the Sprin; d Armory, were, by a request submitted by the 
Chair to the House, transferred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. These items have reference to the manufacture of small 
arms. As soon as this was done, and really before the matter had 
been completed, it seems that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
3 chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, addressed 

e Chair, : 
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The Chair, not hearing him, passed to other business arising on 


the right, and subsequently, on the tion of the Chair, in 
order to protect the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] in his 
rights, a motion to reconsider the reference then made by unani- 
mous consent was on that morning entered by the gentleman 
from Iowa. Subsequently the matter was called up, on Thurs- 
day or Friday last, and unanimous consent was given to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to discuss the proposition. At this sago ot 
the proceedings the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], shair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, asked that the matter 
go over until Monday—that is, until this morning. Now unani- 
mous consent is asked that all proceedings heretofore had be 
vacated, and that the reference be left to the Speaker, coupled 
with two new items, referred to in the Book of Estimates, which 
items the Chair has not been able clearly to understand. The 
Chair has now asked that this request be reduced to writing for 
the intelligent consideration of the House and the Chair. 

Mr. McRAE. If that consent is granted it leaves it with the 
Chair to refer the matter to either committee? 

The SPEAKER. A request for unanimous consent to vacate 
the order is submitted. e Chair desires the request to be sub- 
mitted in writing, as up to this time this morning it seems rather 
to be an a ent than a distinct proposition that has been sub- 
mitted. The Chair su ts to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that unless too much e is consumed about it this matter had 
better be 8 of, as the House does not seem to be crowded 
with work this morning. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to consume some time. I can yield 
at any e eee desire. 

The SP. Very well. With that understanding the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


RIGHT OF RAILROAD CORPORATIONS TO USE AND OCCUPY GOVERN- 
MENT GROUND. 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration House 
resolution 69, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, if not in- 
nt pe interests, be requested to furnish to the House of 
ves— 


compa: 
and definite information as to the zieht end title by 


resen! 
rst. Full, 
which the 8 and other railroad co’ tions occupy use the 


Government ares ied what is commonly reputed to be Government 
erty, within the District of Columbia, h what is known as the Mall.“ 
to and including the ground upan which the lvania depot now stands. 
Second. yes any, rentalis being paid for the use of said property. 
Third. What, if any, rental should be paid therefor if none is being paid. 

The amendments by the committee were as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words the Pennsylvania and other“ and insert 
the word “any.” 


In line 6, after the word “use,” strike out the word “the.” 

after the word * Columbia,” strike out the following words: 
what is known as the ‘ Mall,’ to and including the ground upon 
3 herr Pipes depot now 29 


words: 

“Third. What, if any, rental should be paid therefor if none is being paid.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ments. 

Theamendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, before the motion 
is put upon the passage, I would like to ask the gentleman from 

msin why, when dealing with the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the House should request“ them instead of 
‘directing ” them, and why the qualification is put in that is used 
in addressing communications to the Executive of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, ‘‘if not incompatible with the public 
interests.” It is a mere matter of form, but seems to be a matter 
of vital form. I would like to know if the gentleman from Wis- 
8 his committee had considered the form ‘‘ request” or 
si H ” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the resolution was no doubt drawn as resolutions of 
this class are drawn when ad to any one of the Depart- 
ments. That matter was not called to the attention of the com- 
mittee. I think it is not material. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I think it is a bad precedent, 
but I shall not make a motion to change it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why not have it modified as suggested by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BABCOCK: I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the reso- 
lution be modified in accordance with the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. Strike out the words ‘‘if not incom- 
patible with the public interests.” 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And substitute the word di- 
rected” for ‘‘requ Cad 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, that is identically what I 
propono to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin about. 

heSPEAKER. ithoutobjection, thesechanges will be made. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


The resolution as amended was then agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. S. — 

The SPEAKER. ill the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for 
a moment, in order that the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, may submit a request? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts submits 
the 3 ay a 

Mr. KNOX. r. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, and 
ask its immediate consideration by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be authorize: uring 
the sessions of the House. = Phe 


The resolution was agreed to. 
OPENING OF SIXTEENTH STREET. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 6777. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the wid and extension of Sixteenth 
street, in the District of Columbia. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of 553 of the United States 
ss assembled, That the Commissioners of the District of 


lumbia be, and they are here thirt 
days after t ication said District of tase ccnk et tein hae 


between Mili Ə District of Columbia boundary line, to 
institute proceedings to condemn the land necessary for the extension of Six- 
teenth street from Morris street to the District of Colum undary line 


with a uniform width of 160 feet, under the terms and provisions of an act 
entitled “ Anact to extend 8 street in the District of Columbia, and for other 
peak pment Bi t of the amount found due and awarded as dam- 
ages for and 


respec 
street, as in this section provided, not less than one-half thereof shall 


sessed by said jury in said proceeđin, a cone eces or 
ye fe oh lying on odin side of sai 8 . be 
een 


each 


to the District of Columbia for 
of said Sixteenth street any land or part thereof owned by such 
person of unsound mind or by such infant, or in which they may have an in- 
terest or estate, if, upon the application of such commi girdin, 
trustee, and after the testimony of witnesses shall be taljen and such other 
proceedings had as the court may deem proper, the court shall determine 
that such dedication will be to the interest and advantage of such person of 
unsound mind or such infant. 

S. a That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. 8 „I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee as to whether this provision in refer- 
ence to the condemnation of lands of persons of unsound mind or 
infants changes the law of the District in that respect? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iyield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
PEARRE] who reported the bill, and who will make an explana- 


and asa 


tion of its provisions. 
Mr. PEARRE. Mr. . this bill is nearly identical with 
ae joint resolution No. 61, which was introduced by Senator 
CMILLAN, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 
like to hear what the gentleman has to say. 

The SPEAKER. © point of the gentleman from Alabama is 
well taken. The House is not in order. It is simple justice to the 
House that order be restored. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with Senate 
joint resolution No. 61, which was introduced by Senator MCMIL- 
LAN, of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate. 
It now appears in the House as a bill from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia of the House. This bill is designed to cor- 
rect and obviate some difficulties which arose in the enforcement 
of the act approved March 3, 1899, providing for the extension of 
5S street. t act provided for the extension of Sixteenth street 
upon the dedication of the necessary land by the owners along 
the route. It has since ired that part of the owners either 
refuse or fail to dedicate the necessary land, and it has also been 
disclosed that the land, or a part of it, required for the extension 
of this street was in the ownership, part of it, of a lunatic, and 
another part of it in the ownership of infants, and that, therefore, 
oa special power was needed to condemn that portion of the 
route. 

For est ty ey of removing these difficulties this bill is intro- 
duced. e first section of it only alters the act of 1899, approved 
March 3, by providing that upon dedication by 75 per cent of the 


I would 


1900. 
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owners of the land the proceeding may take place; and the sec- 
ond section only provides for a remedy in the cases of ownership 
of the land by a lunatic or an infant. These are the only changes 
made, and these chan were made because it was necessary 
that they should be made to make the act of March 3, 1899, effective 
and operative. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 would like to ask the gentleman from 
Maryland whether there is not a general provision in relation to 
the condemnation of land of persons of unsound mind and of 
infants? Is there no general law in the District of Columbia to- 
day for such a 5 

Mr. PEARR I fancy there is a general act covering the sub- 
ject, a ae sufficient particularity as to cover this particu- 

e of it. 
. UNDERWOOD. Why is it necessary to make a particular 
rovision with reference to the condemnation of this land if there 

a general statute of the District of Columbia applying to it? 

Mr. PEARRE. Idonotknow exactly why such provision would 
be necessary, but, whether it be provided for in the general act or 
not, there can be no possible objection to giving this power, be- 
cause it gives nothing more than is necessary in such a case, 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PEARRE. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it will be found on examination that 
the act in the District of Columbia for the condemnation of 
public lands for highways is only the old act that applied to the 
condemnation of roads; that there is no general act for the con- 
demnation of private lands for public highways for cities, such 
as is usually found in every city in the country. For that reason 
we have passed special acts for the opening of streets. I think 

ou will find that there is no general act for the condemnation of 
and owned 4 Bi or pon of unsound mind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. the gentleman from Missouri exam- 
ined this bill? 

Mr. COWHERD, Tes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the rights of people of unsound 
mind and of infants are fully protected by it? 

Mr. COWHERD. Les; I think so. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to inquire if there has been 
any estimate made as to the cost of opening this street; and if 
80, how much it is? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I will say to the gentleman from Colorado 
that this is simply amendatory of an act passed last March. This 
is the most extensive street-opening case in the District, and in- 
volves a 7 8 72 amount of money. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. How much? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Eight hundred thousand or a million dol- 
lars. It is Sixteenth street from the White House to the line of 
the District. They have met with three pieces of und; two 
have refused to dedicate, and the third they can not dedicate un- 
der the law, because it is owned by infant heirs and an insane 
person. All this bill applies tois this third piece of land. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


ee BABCOCK, I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
ULL]. 

The SPEAKER, Has the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia any other bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, Mr. Speaker; not to-day. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk of the Clerk to 
have read my request for unanimous consent in relation to the 
change of reference of certain portions of House Document No. 291. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa submits a request 
for unanimous consent, to be reported by the Clerk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The oenn from Iowa [Mr. HULL] asks unanimous consent of the 
House that all orders touching so much of House Document No. 291, first ses- 
sion Fifty-sixth Con , as refers to the Rock Island Armory, Rock Taan 
III., and to Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass., and tonohia so much o 
the estimate of $750,000 for infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipment, sub- 
mitted on page 135 of the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1901, as includes 
machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals, and 
touching so much of the estimate of $1,100,000 for the manufacture of arms, 
submitted on page 136 of the Book of mates for the fiscal 1901, as in- 
cludes machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture, be vacated, and 
that the same shall be placed on the Speaker's table for reference under the 
rules, as though no ers had heretofore been taken by the House or the 
Speaker touching the reference of these items. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Ae a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered; and the proceedings here- 
tofore had are vacated. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn, 

: The motion was to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ab pg were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Big Sandy River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of project for improving the 
Southwest Pass of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ord to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriations for defraying the expenses of collecting 
the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
am the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the 
report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year ended June 
— ieee the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of let- 
ters and reports relating to the petition of the Allegheny Valley 
Railway Company for right of way through the Allegheny Arse- 
nal, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the SOLDR filed by the court in the case of 
James O, Earnest against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
seep and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 28) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 88); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5) to 
appoint a commission for the investigation of the pollution of 
water supplies where such pollution affects or threatens to affect 
the sanitary condition of the people of more than one State, re- 
pre the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

9); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Li , to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 54) 
3 a suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of John Tyler, 
ps the same without amendment, accompanied by a rt 
2 . 90); which said joint resolution and report were refe: to 


0 

e Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 59) to carry into effect 
two resolutions of the Continental Con . directing monuments 
to be erected to the memory of Gens. cis Nash and William 
Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 91); which said joint 
resolution and report were refe to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
s following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 7016) to provide for the pur- 

chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Richmond, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
_ By Mr. McCLELLAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7017) amend- 
ing the statutes relating to patents, relieving medical and dental 
practitioners from unjust burdens imposed by patentees holding 
patents covering methods and devices for treating human diseases, 
ailments, and disabilities—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7018) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to enter into a contract for 
the collection and disposal of garbage and dead animals in said 
District—to the Committee on the trict of Columbia. 
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By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill > R. 7019) to locate and 
pan . a oa Federal 5 at ay 8 Kans., 
and for other — e Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7020) to provide a gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Puerto Rico—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7021) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to cede a portion of cob-dock, navy- 
yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., to the State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution (H. Res. 110) relative to the 
eee of William A. Watson—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 7022) to pension Rhoda A. 
Patman—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7023) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joshua L. Sawyer—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 7024) granting a pension to 
Sarah Herriman—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7025) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Burton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7026) for the relief of J. G. Odell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7027) for the relief of Henry Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7028) for the relief of Robert P. Moore to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7029) for the relief of D. M. Simerly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7030) for the relief 
of Mary J. Greene—to the Committed on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7031) for the relief of John Ware Page—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7032) to increase the pension 
of William A. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7034) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Reuben Opp, deceased, late of Lafay- 
ette, Ind.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) to correct the military record of George 
Yeager—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7036) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Kimmel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7037) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Rogers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7038) for the relief of William P. Marshall— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Patterson Mehaftie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7040) ting a pension to Laura Newman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7041) gaung a pension to Minnie L. 
Gravis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7042) increasing the pension of John H. 
Jack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7043) increasing the pension of Richard C. 
Strumphford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) increasing the pension of Winfield 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7045) increasing the pension of Mary J. 
Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7046) increasing the pension of John N. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7047) to correct the mili 
record of David W. Smythe—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7048) for the relief of Charles 
Carr, of Jamaica, Vt.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7049) for the 
relief of John Barnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7050) granting an increase of 

msion to William J. Remington—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7051) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet 
A. Fergusson—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7052) for the relief of Henry 
H. Curtis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7053) for the relief of Mrs. Addie L. Potter 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pie Gantt JACK: A bill (H. R. 7054) to correct the military record 
0 


omas S. Byers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7055) granting a pension to John G. Barr 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7056) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to A. G. Beer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 7057) for the relief of the estate 
of Isaac Easterly, d late of Grundy County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) for the relief of the legal representa- 
Mrs of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) for the relief of Samuel Edington, of 
Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7080) for relief of Dr. R. Gordon 
Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7061) for the relief of loyal citi- 
zens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) for the relief of Joshua Sherwood and 
Elizabeth Gray, heirs of Lewis A. and Ellen Sherwood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7063) for the relief of Sal- 
vador Costa—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) for the relief of John Barfield—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) for the relief of Chester P. Knapp, of 
Escambia County, Fla.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7066) granting a 
pension to Hiram C. Childress, a soldier of the United States Army 
in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7067) ting a pension to 
Nicholas Tolmay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham T. Schenck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 7069) to correct military record 
of Joseph P. Swope and remove the charge of desertion there- 
from—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7070) to increase the pension of Joseph 
Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 7071) for the relief of 
Francis S. Davidson, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States 
bering Ae 4 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to 
Mary Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following e and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of H. C. Chapin and other business 
men of Union, Iowa, asking for the repeal of the bankruptcy law 
to the Committee on the Judi A : 

Also, petition of B. D. Herron and others, of Boone, Iowa, urging 
the p: of House bill No. 5029, to put wood pulp and printing 
paper on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Papers to accompany House bill to 
correct the military record of Joshua L. Sawyer to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4335, 
granting a pension to Sarah Robinson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of post-office clerks at Lincoln, 
Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclas- 
sification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that a franchise be granted to a com- 

eting cable company for laying a cable to connect the United 
Btates with Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: Papers relating to the claim of John P. 
McGraw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petitions of E. W. Gray, H. H. Palmer, H. B. 
Potter, a committee, and 66 others, of the State of Florida, favor- 
ing a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail 
Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of Branch No. 454, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Charleston, S. C., favoring the 

ssage of the bill to equalize the salary of letter carriers—to the 

mmittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 
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By Mr. GRAHAM: Report of the committee on city affairs to 
the New York Board of Trade and Tr. tion relating to 
the lack of mail facilities at New York—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of selectmen and 
other town officials and citizens of Wellfleet, Mass., asking for 
survey of harbor with view to its further protection and improve- 
ment—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Boston and Cape Cod railway postal clerks, 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of B. H. Adams, of Chelsea, Vt., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 8988—to the ioe 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to grey ed House bill No. 2682, in the matter of 
ponn a pension to Mary J. Lawrence—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of W. S. Morey and others, R. E. 
Reiniger and others, W. A. Gibbens and others, F. W. Roberts 
and others, H. Sarapen and others, all in the State of Iowa, 
against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Com- 
mittee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

IEn OE ties dake Wie, AUAU, E pascal nore AAA om te 
citizens of Rice e, Wis., ag a parcel- 8 — 0 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

et Ba McALEER: Petition of John D. Burg and others, of 
P elphia, Pa., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

rere report of the committee on city affairs to the New York 
Board of de and rtation, relating to the lack of mail 
facilities in New York—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of employees in the Bureau of 
Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr., asking for the modifi- 
cation of the rules governing leaves of absence and sick leaves— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of employees of the 
Haverhill, Mass., post-office, favoring the paemes of House bill 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON: Petitions of Voigt & Co, and T. R. Breston, of 
Chattanooga, Tenn., for the re of the 225 tax on proprie- 
tary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Citizens’ Business League 
of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of a naval training station at Mil- 
waukee—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of Benjamin White, of 
Montgomery County, Md., to refer claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. P. Sellman, administrator of the estate of 
W. O. Sellman, deceased, of Comus, Md., to refer claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Lewis W. Riddlemoser and Marion F. Rid- 
dlemoser, sole heirs of Ephraim Riddlemoser, deceased, late of 
Frederick County, Md., for reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Joshua Sherwood and Elizabeth 
Gray, heirs of Lewis A. and Ellen Sherwood, deceased, praying 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers to accompany House bill No, 6926, 
ee a pension to Orin A. Carpenter—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petitions of the Christian En- 
deavor societies of Grand Rapids; General Conference of Pastors 
of Grand Rapids; Woman’s Foreignand Home Missionary societies 
and Ladies’ Aid Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Lowell; Ministers’ Association of Ionia County; Thomas Young 
and others, of Orange; N. E. Gibbs and others, of Orleans; E. A. 
Rood and others, of BerlinCenter; Free Baptist Church of Grand 
Rupids; L. H. Davis and others; Methodist Episcopal Church of 
South Boston, and of the Mission Guild of Grand Rapids, all in 
the State of Michigan, against the seating of Brigham H. Roberts, 
of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Ionia, Mich., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4351 - to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Lewis S. Buzzard and 3 others, of 
Huntington, Ind., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4851— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THROPP: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 
the pension of Joseph Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Samuel Birdsall, M. D., and 2 
other physicians of Susquehanna, Pa., asking favorable action 
on clause in the Agricultural appropriation bill for investigating 
native drug plants—to the Committee on Ways on Means. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 23, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was Spensa with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

RENT OF OLD CUSTOM-HOUSE IN NEW YORK CITY; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the , transmitting cer- 
tain information relative to an appropriation of $109,847.12 to be 
included in the nt deficiency appropriation bill, to enable the 
Secretary of the cory ee pay rent for the use of property 
known as the old custom-house in New York City, formerly be- 
longing to the United States, from August 28, 1899, to June 30, 
1900; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widening and extension of Six- 
teenth street in the District of Columbia; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of the clerk of the 
council of Annapolis, Md., together with copies of resolutions 
and a petition from the mayor, council, and aldermen of that city, 
praying that an appropriation of $142,000 be made to improve 
the r at Annapolis and the Severn River in that State, in 
accordance with the estimate of tne Chief of Engineers of the 
War Department, as authorized in the river and harbor act ap- 

roved June 3, 1896; which were referred to the Committee on 
mmerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Puerto Rico, 
relative to educational affairs in that island; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry fourth-class 

ters of Berrien County, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an increase in the compensation of 
fo -class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Gen. C. C. Andrews, chief 
fire warden of the State of Minnesota, praying for the establish- 
ment of a national forest reserve in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

He also presented a petition of 82 railway mail clerks of St. 
Paul, Minn., and a petition of 4 railway mail clerks of Faribault, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease American shipping; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizin 
the appointment of a commission of business men to study an 

rt upon the industrial and commercial conditions in China; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Philadelphia 
and Lebanon, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal 
of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Altoona, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- offices; 
= was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a Steg of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the boarding of vessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition of Branch No. 28, National 
Association of Post-Office Clerks of the United States, of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the c cation of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
puh was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Fost- 


oads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Auburn, Jamaica, Mount Vernon, New York Citv, Westches- 
ter, Onondaga, and Oswego, all in the State of New York. prayin 


for the enactment of legislation providing for the classification o 
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clerks in first and second class post-offi 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


ces; which were referred 


He also presented the petitions of Mrs. S. D. Masse, of Niagara 
Falls; R. T. Booth & Co., of Ithaca; the Morgan Drag Company, 
of Brooklyn; the Packer Manufacturing Company, of New York 
City; the Pond’s Extract Company, of New York City; the Na- 
tional Remedy Company; the World's Di Association, of 
Buffalo; of i tard, of New York City, and of Samuel W. 
Fairchil > i ro of on ao. oT 2 in the State e pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stam x on proprie medicines, per- 
fumeries, and cosmetics; eg oe were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SIMON presented the petition of J. H. Johnston and sun- 
22 ͤ TAL en R 
on proprie mi 5 eries, cosmetics; w: 

was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
Gaara ci fan Zon, (ul. TEAT tor ths emits of DAE 

0 ose, ` or the enactmen on 
providing for the orane — of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANNA presented the memorials of Dr. John A. Murphy, 
of Cincinnati; Dr. Ralph J. Wenner, of Cleveland; B. G. Hannum 


and E. A. Hannum, of Cleveland, and of Dr. N. J. Esch, all in the | po 


State of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Colnmbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I 2 a memorial adopted by the 
fourth biennial convention of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, and as it is very short I will state the substance of it by 
reading it, without undertaking to boil it down. It is as follows: 

Whereas there is an attempt 
aries the toilin, ae 

Resolved, That while we do not object t to the raising of a sufficient volun- 
e Wb oes pon aso Tarat siaii Cea E a 
of peace, when neither our country nor its honor are in Jeopardy. Be it 

pood. That a copy of this resolution be sent to the United States Sen- 
ate, the House of Representatives, the press, and be printed in the Trainmen’s 


J 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tar 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Mary Bentley Thomas, 
president, and Margaret Smythe Clarke, secretary, on behalf of 
the Woman Suffrage Association of Maryland, praying for the 
adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PLATT of New York 8 the petition of Mariana W. 


e president, and Isabel Howland, secretary, on behalf of 
the Woman Suffrage Association of New York, praying for the 


omission of the word “male” from the 3 clause of the con- 
stitution to be framed for the government of Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto 
Rico, and the Philippines; w. was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman , 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry druggists of Rut- 
land, Vt., and a petition of sundry druggists of Burlington, Vt., 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee 
on nce, 

‘Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Missoula, Mont., praying for the enactment of e pro- 
viding for the ification of clerks in first and second class post- 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

‘ost-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Fergus Falls, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classitt cal 
ces; which was referred to the Committee on Post- Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of Mrs, M. K. East and 
Mrs. E. S. Willoughby, on behalf of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Consti- 


tution prohibiting the disfranchisement of citizens of the United 
States on account of sex. I present also with the petition a letter 
written by Susan B. Anthony. I should like to have the letter 


read. It is only four or five lines 1. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, 
Rochester, N. V., January 20, 1900. 
My DEAR SIR: Inclosed is a woman suffrage petition, duly signed by two 
other which I wish to ask 
ladies of State, on erage e — — — 


ong. 
Without objection, the letter 


your 
you to present in the 


tion of clerks in first and second class | po 


Since the right of petition is the only political means through 
women can speak to — 1 frast that you will present this appeal from 
— — with the most earnest request for its careful 


Hoping to hear from you favorably, I am, very 
Hon. SHELBY M. CuLLom, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the petition and letter be referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEITFELD ted the petition of C. L. Watrous and 
sundry other scientists, er ery fh nurserymen, and orchard- 
ists of the United States, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
2571, to provide rules and regulations governing the importation 
of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, cuttings, grafts, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fo 

Mr. 1 a petition of the Haller tary 
Company of Ne . praying for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 

‘erred to the Committee on Finance. 


was refi 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
shea ae, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

ereon. 
Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 346) granting an increase of sion to Mrs. 
Arethusa Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Edwin L. Field, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2100) ting a pension to Annie E. 
7000 and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsen- 
perg, T it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2034) providing for the repairing of and 
again placing in commission the U. 8. frigate Constitution, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 620) for the relief of Christopher Ellis, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 408) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser, submitted an ad- 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned CREE 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the ee. bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 
ve: bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

orse; 

A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur; 

A bill (S. 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C. De- 


laney; and 
A bin (S. 2314) to amend the act entitled An act granting pen- 


sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 


Pp s,” approved January 29, 1887. 
£ ALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the anka bills, pee them severally with 
amendments, and submi reports t : 
waa had 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 


Getchell; 

Ez bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hop- 
ns; 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 


sincerel: 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY. 


rn; 
2 —— (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 


uriat; 
A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell; and 
A bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported 
themseverally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A joint resolution (S. R. 39) to provide for payment of salary to 
certain retired officers of the Marine Corps; 
A bill (S. 1631) to encourage enlistment in the United States 


avy; 

A bill (S. 1535) to provide for the examination of certain offi- 
cers of the Navy, and to regulate promotion therein; and 

A bill (S. 1632) to amend An act authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved 
January 25, 1895. 
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Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill 8. 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
H. Hyndman, 8 it with a amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon. 

Ir. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2447) to place Lieut. Col, and 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of 
the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5042) to provide 
for improvements in the tax departments of the D ct of 
Coan reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

rt thereon. 
ps PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the folowing bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports eee 

A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Jennie A. Kerr; and 
an (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 

rath, 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, 

ed it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2259) for the relief of Jeronemus 8. Underhill, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 726) for the relief of Alice Walsh, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. TURLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to report a resolution in the case of Mr. Quay, 
setting forth that he is not entitled to a seat in this body as a Sen- 
ator from the State of Pennsylvania. I accompany the resolution 
with the report of the majority of the committee, and accompany- 
ing the report of the majority is also the report of the minority of 
the committee. I ask that the report may be printed. I believe 
the regular course of the resolution is to poorte Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The from Tennessee, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, reports a resolu- 
tion, which will be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution is at the end of the report. 
I ask to have it read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution, of course, will go upon the 
Calendar and the two reports will be printed. I ask that an order 
be made that a thousand extra copies may be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that a thonsand extra copies of the resolution and the 
report of the committee, with the views of the minority, be printed 
asa document. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR, The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCH- 
ARD] is one of the minority and signed the minority report, the 
A eshte copy, but the one now presented has come from the 

nter and has to be signed the second time, and the name of 
the Senator from North lina is not there. I should like to 
reserve the right for him to sign it at the desk when he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 1 will be held at the 
desk, at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts, until the 
Senator from North Carolina comes in. 

REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Superintendent of In- 
dian schools 1,000 additional copies of the report of the “Superintendent of 
Indian Schools,” in order to supply the demand therefor. 


FORESTRY PRIMER, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 34) 


authorizing the printing of 35,000 copies of Bulletin No. 24, De- 
partment of Agriculture, entitled ‘‘A Primer of Forestry,” for the 
use of C and the Department of Agriculture, to report it 


without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2623) for the relief of the 
owners or | representatives of the canal boats Swan and 
Lewis and Butler; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 2624) granting a pension to Mary Keen; 

A bill (S. 2625) granting a pension to Minerva eae and 

A bill (S. cog? granting a pension to Maria E. Mailley. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2627) granting equal priv- 
ileges to per diem employees in the United States Navy outside of 
Washington, D. C., with those employed at the Executive Depart- 
ment in Washin , D. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2628) granting a pension to Kate 
Pearce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read 
Ene aT their titles; and ref to the Committee on Claims: 


S. 2630) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope; and 

A bill (S. 2631) for the relief of G. W. Ebert. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2632) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John W. Miller; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

He introduced a bill (S. 2633) for the recognition of the 
military service of the “ First Union League Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers,” or Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Militia; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2634) granting arrears of - 
sion to William H. Cummings; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2635) authorizing 
solidation of the ind dent post-offices of Wollaston, Norfolk 
Downs, and Atlantic, „with the post-office at Quincy, Mass., 
and making appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its 
an and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2636) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Law; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2637) granting a to James 
Collins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2638) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enter into a con- 
tract for the collection and di of garbage and dead animals 
in said District; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill 6. 2639) to regulate insurance in the 
District of Columbia, and for other ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the ittee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2640) for the relief of the 
heirs of Gottlieb C. Grammer, deceased; w was twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2641) for the relief of esenta- 
tives of James Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2642) for the relief of Robert F. 
Thompson for services rendered by him for compilation of the laws 
relating to Indian affairs; which was read twice by its title, and 
ref to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S, 2643) for the relief of J. J. L. 
Peel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. pr kor pensions to certain 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service, and to their 
widows and minor children; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jerome 
M. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2646) 1 an increase 
of pension to Don C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2647) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Perry Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2648) to pay to Jesse M. Blue for 
grain and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 
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mittee on Claims, 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2649) for the relief of the Prot- 
acpi gre og Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.; which 
was r twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
scal read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ons: 

A bill (S. 2650) granting an increase of sion to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge; cia 

bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill; and 
A bill (S. 2652) to increase the pension of Louisa E. Baylor 


(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2653) for the relief of the 
estate of Benjamin D. Carpenter, d ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2654) to correct the military record 
of A. W., alias Washington, Huntley; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2655) to amend section 5 of 
an act to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps from the charge of desertion e August 14, 
1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also, introduced a bill (S. 2656) to prevent the failure of 
military justice, and for other p ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2657) for the relief of Fred- 
erick yon Baumbach, collector of internal revenue at St. Paul, 
Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr, CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2658) for the relief of 
Hudson Maxim and W. H. Graham in connection with various 
inventions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2659) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Robert V. Hancock; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2660) to amend the pro- 
viso of section 3148 of the United States Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2661) to remodel the consular 
service of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Hoyne; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74).author- 
izing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treas to reap the purchase of a site for the 
public building at Helena, Mont., at a cost not to exceed $19,500, 
and to pay for the same out of money heretofore appropriated, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

. MoCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

TREATY WITH SPAIN, 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT ACT, 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
investigate the effect upon labor, 8 and wages of the international 
cop iy — act approved March 891, and She ind the results of his inquiries 
to the mate, or through the Bulletin of the ment of Labor: Provided, 
That the investigation hereby authorized shall be carried out under the reg- 


ular appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, 
Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the re 
of Congress approved 


inted, pursuant to an act 


rt of the commission a 
to in te and determine certain 


3, 1890, 


facts with reference to the establishment of a free public hway in 
Yosemite National Park, heretofore submitted to the 55 te the tome, 
rior pursuant to law be 2 —— for the use of the Senate, and that the photo- 
graphs accompanying the same, illustrative and as a part thereof, be photo- 
engraved or stereotyped to accompany the said report as a part the: X 


TREATY OR AGREEMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol That the President is here uested, if not incompatibl 
the public interest, to send to the . Sire of the report eT re s 
panying papers of Brig. Gen. John C. Bates in relation to the negotiation of 
Aa a e cet e 8 E 

. rovides © 

will pay the following aa salaries: N. 


Per month. 
$250 


Out of what fund are these salaries paid? What services do these le 
perform for the United States that entitles them to be paid out of the 
ury of the United States? And are these officers, or any of them, under tho 
civil service? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iobject. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 


TREATY OF 1850 WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


is hereby, 5 in his opinion it is not incompatible with the 


to the treaty between the United States and Great Bri 
of April, 1850, which has passed 
fore communicated. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA, ETC, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by ms consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President be, and he 
is hereby, requested, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public 
interest, to furnish the Senate with copies of the correspondence with the 
ey Sachi of Colombia, in relation to the Panama Canal and to the treat: 
between this Government and New Granada, concluded December 12, 1844. 
not heretofore communicated. 


NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY OF FRANCE, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President be, and he 
hereby is, ap teragnie! to furnish the Senate, if in his opinion it is not incom- 
patible with the public interest, copies of all correspondence and communi- 
cations received by him, or by the tary of State, from the New Panama 
Canal Company of France, or any of its officers or attorneys. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. HALE submitted the 1 which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: $ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ temporarily an assistant clerk, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $100 per month. 


HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS, 


Mr. BATE. I ask leave to withdraw from the Committee on 
Claims the bill (S. 2309) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition of the bill 
does the Senator ask? 

Mr. BATE. I desire such disposition as I maymake of it when 
it comes to the Senate. Let it lie on the table and Ishall call it up. 
I want to amend it. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
simply desires that the committee shall be discharged from the 

er consideration of the bill, asthe Chair understands. 

Mr. BATE. The order may come in that form, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee will be complied with, and 
the bill will lie on the table for the present. 

PRINTING OF ADDRESS BY HON, GEORGE S. BOUTWELL. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Governor Boutwell, of Massachu- 
setts, a few days ago delivered an address in this city on the 
question of our relation with the Philippines and its bearing on 
business and labor. I ask unanimous consent that that address 
may be ee as a document, ; 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object, Mr. President. There must be a 
limit to the printing of political speeches here for gratuitous dis- 
tribution, and I think this is a pretty good place to stop. 


ua blic 

tion 
„signed the 19th 
between the two Governments, not hereto- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [should like to have the opportunity 
to say, in reply to the Senator from Rhode Island, that when pub- 
lic questions provoking general interest are discussed by men of 
eminence and character in the country it seems to me such 
addresses ought to be allowed to go to the public as the expres- 
sions of gentlemen who are on this floor. If there is no other way 
to get such things printed that come from men of eminence and 
character and force than to read them on the floor of the Senate, 
I suppose that method will have to be resorted to. But for one I 
think that this means of reaching the public with the addresses of 
men of character and standing ought not to be suppressed. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas or any other Sen- 
ator can adopt Governor Boutwell’s ideas and principles as his 
own, if he sees fit, and make them a part of his own argument at 
any time. Then there will be some responsible author here for 
them, and they can porny become a part of the public records, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam willing, for one, to assume the 

msibility for this address. 

r. ALDRICH, Then the Senator can read it or get some one 
else to read it. 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NATIONAL CITY BANK OF NEW YORK, 


Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate joint 
resolution No. 70, favorably reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, for the purpose of placing it uponits passage. It will 
not take a minute. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the mornin 
cluded before mre of that kind 
has not been exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further concurrent 
or other resolutions? If not, the morning business is completed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire tomakeaparliamentaryinquiry. What 
has become of the unfinished business coming over from yester- 
da eae 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will 


re 


business ought to be con- 
done. The regular order 


be stated. 
The SECRETARY, A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Senate copies of let- 


ters and the substance of any conversation or agreement he may 
have written or had with A. B. Hepburn, of the National City 
Bank of New York, in reply to a letter from Mr. Hepburn to him 
dated June 5, 1897, etc. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read, 
5 The Secretary read in part the resolution submitted yesterday 
y Mr. N 


ALLEN. 
i Mr. ALLISON, I do not ask for a further reading of the reso- 
ution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, upon which 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I referred on yesterday to a 
letter written by Judge Day explaining the nature of the title 
which we had nired to the Philippine Islands and eg Seas 
my regret that I did not have that letter with me at the e to 
refer to and from which to quote. I have the letter this morn- 
ing, a letter written by Judge Day to ex-Con an D. K. Wat- 
son, of Columbus, Ohio. It was read by the latter at a public 
meeting in that city. The portion of the letter to which I referred 
on yesterday is as follows: 


oie rane 
Islands as a matter of conquest. The United States has never unde: en, 


posi piae 
The capture of the er the signing of the protocol by General Mer- 
forces, whatever its le; effect may ha 
than we were entitl 
o 3 ediate peace, which, I need hardly 5 
of t importance at that time, there was a strong desire to treat Spain 
with a degree of magnanimity consistent with our national honor and pres- 
tige. following our national 3 in the treatment of Mexico for the 
cession of territory to us at the close of the Mexican war. 
CLEAR TITLE TO THE ISLANDS, 

By the cession, for a consideration, we obtained an indisputable title which 

must be respected by all other nations. 


The Secretary had just completed reading an extract from the 
article of Mr. Sargent published in the Outlook when I gave wa 
for an adjournment on yesterday. I am sorry that all of that arte 


cle can not be put in the possession of every American voter. It 
is most instructive and most interesting in the side lights which 
it throws on the character of the Filipino people and the details 


it gives of their daily life. 


It confirms fully all of the general 
statements of that gentleman which I caused to be read to the 
Senate on yesterday. That article and the other documents which 
I submitted to the Senate it seems to me conclusively establish the 
incorrectness of the nasi of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


BEVERIDGE] that the Filipinos are on a par with the North Ameri- 
can Indians and are entitled to the same and no other considera- 
tion. On the contrary, Mr. President, it appears to be true, as 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in this 
Chamber the other day, that this people are as fitted for self- 
government as were any of the peoples of this continent south of our 
own Republic at the time of the recognition of their independence 
by us. It may be possible, it is no doubt true, that their ideas of 
free representative government are crude, and that they are unfitted 
to administer government based on an Anglo-Saxon model; butit 
is an absurdity, if I D be pardoned the expression, to say that 
they are barbarians. They have a fair share of education and re- 
finement; they appear to be peaceable and law-abiding amon 
themselves and kindly and hospitable to strangers; they understan 
that the function of government is to protect life, liberty, and 
property, and that the duty of the citizen is to yield allegiance in 
return for that protection. Such a people are within the mean- 
ing of the Declaration of Independence; and no nation can under- 
take to enforce an unwilling government on them without making 
itself guilty of tyranny and, if it hold to the Declaration of Inde- 
panor without stultifying itself in the eyes of the world. I 

old, with Abraham Lincoln, that ‘‘the framers of the Declara- 
tion of Independence meant to establish a standard maxim for free 
society which should be familiar to all and revered by all, con- 
stantly looked to, constantly labored for, and, although never per- 
fectly attained, constantly approximated, and thereby constantly 
deepening its influence and augmenting the happiness and value 
of life to all people of all colors everywhere.” 

Li knows no clime, no color, no race, no creed. Its prin- 
ciples, as embodied in the immortal Declaration of Independence. 
comprehend all time, past, present, and future, and embrace all 
peoples to whom Almighty God has vouchsafed the instinct of 
association and the capacity, however limited, for orderly govern- 
ment. The North American Indians do not possess this instinct 
or this capacity, and the Senator from Indiana was doubtless cor- 
rect in saying that they were not comprehended within the Decla- 
ration; but the same thing can not be said of the Filipinos. They 
are a people who desire to live in friendly association with their 
fellows, and whounderstand that they and their fellows each possess 
rights which can only be perfectly protected and maintained bya 
higher power than individual might. In other words, theyarefitted 
for government, and are entitled to the God-given right declared by 
the Declaration of Independence, of determining for themselves the 
kind of government they want. This is the essence of all liberty. 
The Senator from Indiana was wrong in saying that this right is 
an incident of liberty and not its essence, and that any govern- 
ment which perfectly secures to man life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness gives him the fundamentals of liberty. The first 
fundamental of all liberty is the right to select your own form of 
government and your own rulers, The best of all governments is 
a ee if imposed on the governed without their consent. 

Mr. Webster well exp this idea when he said: 

We may talk of it as we please, but there is nothing that satisfies mankind 
in an enlightened age unless man is governed by own country and the 
institutions of his own government. No matter how easy may be the yoke 
of a foreign power, no matter how lightly it sits upon the shoulders, if it ba 
not imposed y the voice of his own nation and his own country, he will not, 
he can not, and he means not to be happy under its burdens. 

The right of any people at all fitted for government to establish 
a bad form of government if they want to, rather than a good one, 
toimperfectly administer either a good or a bad form of government 
for themselves, rather than to have one perfectly administered for 
them by some ey else, is, because of the fact so eloquently ex- 
pounded by Mr. Webster, as much a God-given right as was the 
right of the American people at the close of the Revolution to 
form the most perfect Government ever known to man. Mr. 
President, it is no impeachment of our own free institutions, nor 
of the governing capacity of our own people, to say that they can 
not govern any other people as well as the latter can govern 
themselves, or to say that to impose our government and our in- 
stitutions on another people without their consent is to deprive 
them of their liberty. I assent to and concur in the panegyrics 
which are being delivered upon our own free institutions and upon 
the liberty-loving instincts of our own people by the advocates of 
enforced government in the Philippines; but I can not understand 
their application to the question in hand, and I confess that I have 
but little respect for the intellectual processes of the man who 
thinks that he can see their application. They have one useful 
purpose, however. They serve to furnish the people with an ob- 
ject lesson showing how it is possible for the greatest of minds, 
when taken possession of by an indefensible idea, to become in- 
pores in hopeless contradiction and in the most palpable stultifi- 
cation. 

Mr, President, the Senator from Indiana indicates the kind of 
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government he would have us give to the Filipinos. It involves 
an American captain-general, with power to meet daily emergen- 
cies, with an advisory council having no pover except that of dis- 
cussion; American lieutenant-governors for the several provinces, 
with like councils; an American adviser for each district in that 
country, with a like council; an American board of visitation to 
visit the archipelago semiannually, with no power other than that 
of visitation and report; American judges to try all but the very 
smallest criminal offenses; the introduction of the English lan- 
guage throughout the islands, the teaching of it in the schools, 
and employing it exclusively in the courts. He would not have 
us to give that people this extremely liberal government imme- 
diately—the time is not ripe for that. At present military govern- 
ment is advisable. Along with this government, when finally estab- 
lished and backed by sufficient power to maintain and execute it, 
he expects Congress to legislate so as to bring about various bene- 
ficial reforms in that country, among which are a Philippine civil 
service, the abolition of duties on exports, the establishment of im- 
port duties on a revenue basis, with di inations in favor of 
American imports, so that we may compel the inhabitants to buy 
our calicoes; a complete reform of local taxation on a just and scien- 


franchises and concessions upon the theory of bagi an 


5 scheme of government involves 
both wise legislation and honest administration. It is not sur- 
prising that the Senator from Indiana expects to secure the latter, 
use one who has the high opinion of the virtue and intelli- 
nce of the ordinary American ward heeler entertained by the 
pated from Indiana could have no doubt of honest administra- 
tion in a foreign country by any class of our American citizens, 
But his hope and expectation of securing wise legislation by Con- 
gress, in view of the inaction of that y in every direction, save 
that of furthering the interests of the dominant political party, 
would hardly seem to me to be well founded. Our experience in 
Alaska and in Hawaii does not give much of hope and promise to 
the great majority of the Filipinos striving, according to the Presi- 
dent, to come r the dominion of this exceedingly liberal gov- 
ernment devised for them by the Senator from Indiana. 
The Senator from Indiana expects this government of his, when 
ut in operation, to prove a boon to ourselves as well as to the 
ipinos. When we shall have projected ourselves, as it were, 
on a living screen and seen ourselves in the act of administering 
it as others see us, he expects the example to have a very beneti- 
cial influence here in America. This strong and simple govern- 
ment in the Philippines is by a kind of reflex action to kick us 
into good government here at home. To paraphrase the biblical 
quotation employed by the Senator in this connection and to give 
it the meaning which he evidently intended it to have, ‘‘ that gov- 
ernment which we mete out to the Filipinos, it be meted 
out to us Truly a most wise and sapient ae of 
Holy Writ. Who our governor-general shall be when this Filipino 
83838 begun to have the boomerang effect predicted for it 
y the Senator from Indiana he does not indicate. t lan 
other than our own shall be employed in trying us for crime he 
leaves to conjecture. Who shall make our civil and criminal code 
for us, whatnation furnish us our judges, what country sell us our 
calico, what political system develop its ward workers into our 
liti tors, the Senator leaves in the dark. Itis not 
given to one finite mind to draw great outlines and at the same 
time to fill in the pettydetails. Nodoubt the future Kamchatkan 
statesman, who comes to us as our proconsul, will be wise and 
ust and humane and the highest example of the then Kamchat- 
an civilization. That is all we will have a right to expect, and 
no doubt we will be happy under the laws and the administrators 
brought with him for our government. We will have to be, in- 
deed, if his government comes, like that of the Senator from Indi- 
ana to the Philippines, backed with sufficient power to execute 
it.“ Salve imperator! 
Mr. President, already our experience in the Philippines is be- 
ning to have the boomerang effect predicted by the Senator 
om Indiana. There is a n people, a mere handful, Iiving 
in South Africa, pious and simple, brave and heroic, but careless 
of the great wealth lying under their hands, indifferent to its 
civilizing influences. and asking only to be permitted to live their 
own simple lives in their own simple way. 

They are the last link which binds us to one of the great heroic 
epochs in the world’s history, because they are of the same blood 
and, by reason of their long isolation, they may well besaid to be the 
same identical people who braved the power of S when Spain 
was mistress of the world in order that religious liberty might not 
perish from off the face of the earth, who fought for eighty years 
with a desperation and valor never before known in that sacred 


cause, who pulled down their altars and their firesides, piece by 
piece and stone by stone, and piled them up as breastworks against 
the approach of their invaders and op rs, who gave their land 
up to the cruel sea, time after time, rather than give it up to the 
scarcely less cruel Spaniard, who through it all saw their land 
devastated by fire and sword and rapine, drenched in blood and 
maimed with slaughter, but who faltered not, and who emerged 
from the long struggle torn, decimated, bleeding, and impov- 
erished, but rich in the right which they had won for themselves 
and the heritage which they had won for mankind—the right of 
each man to worship God after his own fashion. 

A great nation having racial tendencies similar to our own has 
seen the present backward and deplorable condition of affairs 
existing among those people, and has determined to regenerate 
and improve them, as we are now regenerating and improving 
the brave but simple fot inten Unhappily, they are not succeed- 
ing so well in their self-imposed task as we are doing. The 
‘Afrikanders are proving themselves to be worthy sons of heroic 
sires. If they had lived in that day, they might have sat in coun- 
cil with William the Silent and fought in the ranks of Maurice of 
Nassau. But living in this day, they are bun a struggle 
equally as heroic as their ancestors made and one which has won 
for them the wondering admiration of mankind throughout the 
entire world. 

Because of that which we, in common with mankind, owe to 
their blood, because they are bravely fighting for their homes and 
their firesides, because they are fighting for the God-given right 
to govern themselves and their affairs in their own way, because 
when they go down another republic will have perished, they un- 
doubtedly carry with them in their struggle the oe sym- 
pathy of the American ple. In other days t sympath 
would have been exp through governmental channels, Wo 
have frequently interposed in such struggles with less call upm 
our . and less justification for our interposition. But 
now we dare not. The ghost of Liberty, murdered in the Philip- 
pines, stands in the way. 

Truly we have cast our bread upon the waters. We can not 
even preserve a decent neutrality between those brave people and 
their assailants. The latter depredates upon our commerce on 
the high seas, attempts to destroy it, in fact—because no combatant 
people will long undertake to deal with another people lacking in 
the spirit or disposition to poeri their own noncontraband 
trade—and we accept an indefinite promise of some indefinite in- 
demnity in the future as full and complete reparation for the 
wrongs done to us. Then we permit this same combatant to come 
into our ports and make them the bases for provisioning and sup- 
plying its own armies without protest or shadow of protest on the 
part of our‘officials. Mr. President, civilization must go forward 
and our coadjutor in the great work must not be hampered or in- 
terfered with. It is yet permitted to us, however, as individuals, 
to avert our eyes, and as these noble people with their institutions 
23 to death and oblivion to say to them, as I now do, Thou 

t survivors of a heroic age, hail and farewell! 

Mr. President, it is not surprising that one holding the peculiar 
views of government entertained Sy the Senator from Indiana, 
and who, after they shall have fruited in the de ee expects 
to see their seed wafted back to our own shores, should become 
impatient of freedom of debate in our legislative halls and at- 
tempt to crimp it down to the dimensions of his twentieth-century 
Filipino government. Butas we are yet enjoying in this Chamber 
the {government devised for us by our eighteenth-century an- 
cestors, I ea) 3% it a remarkable thing when the Senator from 
Indiana turned to Senators who have been in public life for a period 
longer than he has been in existence, and who have honored them- 
selves and their country through it all by an upright bearing, and 
because they had spoken here freely and honestly, as the had a 
right to do and as they always ought to do regardless of conse- 
quenecs, should say to them: The blood of our dead and wounded 
boys is on your hands, and all the floods of all the years can never 
wash that stain away.” This statement was remarkable because 
of the fact stated and also because of its utter baselessness. Who- 
ever may be responsible for the precious blood shed in the Philip- 
pines, it can not be laid at the door of the men in this Chamber 
who sought to stay the hand of ion in that desolated coun- 
try. Everyone knows that if their advice had been taken the 
American le would never have been embroiled in war with 
their friends and allies in the Philippines. Surely, Mr. President, 
they had aright to give their advice. The blood of our young men 
is precious; nobody realizes that more than I do; but I am certain 
that they themselves would pour it out like water as alibation on 
the altar of their country rather than see freedom of debate in 
the legislative halls of their country abridged or denied, If the 
Senator from Indiana is looking for those whose hands are truly 
red with blood and whose minds should be haunted to the last 
moment of their lives by the rigid face of the dead American sol- 
dier in the Philippines, let him look elsewhere and he may possibly 
find them, but he will not find them here, 

While we are on this subject of bloodshed and the responsibility 
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therefor, I want to ask some man to tell this Senate and the Ameri- 
can Republic why it is that the envoys of the insurgents were re- 
ceived with ignominy and contempt when they appeared at our 
headquarters immediately after the initial outbreak, represented 
that the collision between their forces and ours was accidental and 
not designed, and asked for the establishment of a modus vivendi, 
whereby peace might be maintained pending the settlement of the 
fate of the islands by the American P Why was their 
reasonable request denied and they told since the war had 
been started it must now be continued to the bitter end? Why 
do we hear the same vindictive story from the President, from 
General Otis, from the Senator from Indiana, from the myriad 
newspapers subsidized to debauch the conscience of the country, 
that the war once started must now be prosecuted with unrelent- 
ing vigor until the Filipino people lie broken and helpless at our 
feet? Did we not owe something to that people? Were they not 
lately our companions in arms? Would it not have been generous 
and humane and magnanimous and American to have listened to 
their reasonable request for a cessation of hostilities until their 
fate had been determined by the American Congress? The Presi- 
dent has 8 as vaa the menet e one tor the 3 
of Congress. en why not permi gress to a - 
mination with that calmness and moderation which alone 
would have insured? Was it because there was fear that the con- 
clusion reached by Con he, We not be that which certain 
interests in this country shall not say so, Mr. President, 
but several things are certain. All the bloodshed in the Philip- 
pines since the first outbreak might have been avoided by listening 
to the reasonable request of the Filipinos for a cessation of hos- 
tilities. The American Congress might now be approaching the 
question of the fate of those islands in a spirit of justice and 
moderation and of thoughtful regard for the rights of the people 
of the islands, and there would be no cause, even if one could be 
found with temerity enough to try it, to attempt to put fetters 
upon freedom of speech in the American Congress by the parrot 
i? Fi’ „Blood, blood!“ 

r. President, I shall not enter apon an extended constitutional 
argument concerning the power of Congress to govern the Terri- 
tories. That power is undoubtedly supreme, with one limitation. 
The laws enacted for their government must conform to those 
certain provisions of the Constitution intended to have general 
application and to embrace all Territories of the United States 
wherever situated and whatever the form of government enjoyed 
by them. Those laws must not trench upon the guaranties in 
favor of the individual security of the citizen contained in that 
instrument, nor upon those provisions designed to secure, in all 
the possessions of the United States, uniformity in taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, nor m those intended to fix 
every where the status of ci of the Republic. 

It was strenuously denied at the last session of Con in this 
Chamber that there were any provisions of the tution hav- 
ing application to Territories other than that which gave Congress 
the power to make all needful rules and regulations for their gov- 
ernment. But that contention was in the face of al line of 
decisions by the Supreme Court of the United States which would 
have 3 anybody except one of our latter-day adepts in 
twentieth- century government. I have read all of those cases 
again since the debate at the last session, and I am that 
any lawyer who cares anything at all for his reputation should 
hazard it by such a contention. The very cases relied on as most 
strongly supporting the plenary power of Congress are cases in 
which tne revenue laws of the nation were extended over unor- 


Territories of the United States by virtue of the provisions’ 


of the Constitution requiring uniformity in taxation. 

In addition to the limitation on the power to gon Territories, 
there is, I believe, a limitation on the power of the Government 
to acquire them, namely, that they shall have fitness for and be 
intended for ultimate statehood in the Union of States. This lim- 
itation, however, is implied and has its sole sanction in the legi 
lative and executive conscience; and in this utilitarian , when 
even the tive written provisions of the Constitution chafe and 
irritate, it is not to be expected that this limitation would be 
looked on in some quarters with or even with toleration, 
Nevertheless, the Supreme Court of the United States on more 
than one occasion has declared that this limitation does in fact 
exist. 

Mr. President, if either of these limitations be admitted to exist, 
then it puts an end to our ees in the Philippines. No per- 
son on either side of the Philippine question has ever admi or 
will admit, I apprehend, that we can, after any possible lapse of 
time, admit the Philippine Islands into the Union as one or more 
of the States of the United States of America. While their peo- 
ple undoubtedly have some capacity for government, they have 
none whatever for Anglo-Saxon government, and never have. 
To admit 10,000,000 Filipinos now, or 20,000,000 or 40,000,000 in the 
indefinite future, as the case may be, to American citizenship 
through statehood would be the beginning of the end of the 


American Republic. I need not argue that proposition. If it 


be not true, every person in this country, at least, believes it to be 
true. Therefore, if we are limited in the acquisition of terri- 
tory to such as may ultimately be erected into States, we must 
either immediately withdraw from the Philippines or, if we 
determine to retain them, must immediately proceed to exter- 
minate their inhabitants. There is no middie course. I was 
about tosay that nobody in this country could be brought to con- 
template so frightful an alternative, but when I hear warfare upor 
the Filipinos justified upon the ground of theduty weowe to that 
people, I shall not hazard any opinion upon that subject. 

Mr. President, we are not any better off if it be held that this 
limitation on the to acquire territory to which I have 
referred does not in fact exist. The Constitution of the United 
States fortunately vet exists, although there is some demand for 
its partial abrogation by amendment, in order to enable us to 
meet this Philippine situation, and under the provisions of that 
instrument these people and their descendants would become citi- 
zens of the United States, although not citizens of any particular 
State. And under the 8 of the same instrument they 
would become citizens of any State the moment they entered into 
and became domiciled within its limits. Thus, while we might 
avoid Philippine statehood, we could not avoid an American 
Phili e Gtizenshi ip, with perfect right and title to flow into 
any of the already organi States and to there assist in con- 
trolling their destinies, and, through them, the destinies of the 
American Republic. I shall not stop now to cite the provisions 
of the Constitution and the decisions of the Su e Court of 
the United States expounding them under which this condition 
would be brought about, but I apprehend that no lawyer will 
— existence or their binding force. If any shall do so, I 
5 — be curious to hear the ground upon which he predicates his 

on. 

When we shall have finally annexed the Philippines many curi- 
ous and inconvenient consequences will ensue besides of 
debauching the citizenship of the nation. I shall refer now, how- 
ever, toonly one. The Filipino will become entitled to all the 
rights of citizens of the United States. He can come and go at 
1 here within the confines of the nation. He can 

ing or send oducts here as freely as Americans now inter- 
change their ucts between themselves and with the same 
exemption from taxes and duties. This will be to debauch the 
labor of the country, to pit the 10,000,000 ayes go and underfed 
2 against the mechanic, the artisan, and the laboring man 
of the land. If it be true, as claimed by the Senator from Indiana, 
that the Filipinos will not come here because the Dutch did not 
permit the Javanese to goto Holland, their products will come here, 
and that will be the same thing from the standpoint of labor. If 
this be a good thing to bring about, why is it that we have upon 
our statute books restrictions against the landing of Asiatics on 
our shores and against their right to apply for naturalization in 
ourcourts? It would seem that this rage for dominion growing 
so fast that it is notonly causing our people to be dissatisfied wit 
their own political institutions, but is causing them to reverse 
their policy in almost any and every direction. 

Mr. President, there is one way and only one in which we may 
continue to hold the Philippines and yet avoid the disastrous con- 
re cei to which I have referred. So long as we can main- 

a state of war in those islands the military rule will override 
the civil law, the law of the Constitution included. Inter arma 
silent leges. Certain advocates of the President's policy have rec- 

this fact, and, while urging the retention of the Philip- 
pines, are seriously insisting that Congress shall never legislate so 
as to give civil or political recognition to the Philippine Islands. 
These people, however eccentric their views of free government, 
are honest and well informed, and that which they insist on now 
will be ultimately insisted on by every advocate of the President’s 
policy. Not to insist on it is to contemplate with equanimity in- 
ternal disorders and radical national changes for which all the 
riches of the Philippines can not compensate. And I should like 
to suggest to these same advocates that the establishment of gov- 
ernment by the bayonet will also introduce radical changes in our 
national economy for which not all the riches and all the wealth 
of all the i in the world could compensate the American 
people. r. President, it is evident to my mind that those citizens 
are right who criticise the President’s policy and call it a policy of 
imperialism. To call it expansion is a misnomer, if for no other 
reason than that the population of the Philippine Islands is already 
so dense that there is no room for expansion there. There is room 
for the Filipino to expand on the American continent, but there is 
no room for American expansion on all the continent of Asia or 
any of its outlying and tributary islands. We do not want im- 
perialism or a government by the bayonet in any i pos- 
session. The American people do not want it. The craze for 


speculation and the rage for innovation may push us forward 
known and the 


things 


now when the obligations to pause are not 
understood, 


result of proceeding is not well But those 
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will become better known in the future, and then, if we proceed 
now, we will retrace our steps in sackcloth and ashes and with 
fervent thanksgiving to Almighty God that the way of retreat 


is yet left open to us. We have already now provisionally made 
the Filipinos citizens of the Republic. e only thing that keeps 
them and their products out of the country is the fact that a state 
of war exists in the Philippine Islands, and this enables General 
Otis to govern the islands as he pleases. If we now clinch our 
title there, the only way to keep them out of the country perma- 
nently is to continue to make war on them permanently. Mr. 
President, let the advocates of annexation examine this question 
carefully and see whether the results to which I have pointed are 
not those which must necessarily ensue if we 5 to carry out 
the President's policy in the Philippines; and if so, let them ask 
themselves whether they are prepared to pay the price required 
for the benefits of annexation. If they are not, they should imme- 
diately retrace their steps; the way is open to them. It is never 
too late to listen to the dictates of prudence, and it should be an 
easy task when honor points the way. 

Mr. President, I do not understand the position of those Sena- 
tors who profess respect for the fundamentals of self-government 
and would see them applied in the Philippines, and who yet insist 
that the war must be 1 with unrelenting vigor until the 
Filipinos have been whipped into submission, before making any 
9 on the subject. They must know, as everybody knows, 
that a declaration by Congress of its purpose to confer self-gov- 
ernment on the inhabitants of the 3 Islands will put a 
stop to warfare there instantly. Then why can not everybody 
who is in favor of making that declaration at some time unite in 
making it now and thus stop further bloodshed? Human life is not 
£o cheap, misery and suffering so insignificant, that we can afford 
to sacrifice the one and augment the other on a point of etiquette. 
I heard Senators at the last session of Congress declare, with a 
great deal of heat, that they would never consent to any declara- 
tion on the subject so long as the Filipinos were found with arms 
in their hands against our authority. Without intending to re- 
flect on any Senator, it seems to me that we can not at this con- 
juncture act or forbear acting on a view sosmall, sorepugnant to 
Christian charity and all the dictates of humanebenevolence. We 
are in the position of a strong man who has been attacked by a 
weak and puny child. What would be thought of such a man if 
he were to insist on continuing the fight until his assailant had 
been whipped into submission on the ground that his dignity 
would be injured and his prestige impaired by pursuing any other 
course? We ought now tostop this war if we can. Wecanstopit. 
We can stop it in a manner consonant with our own honor, with 
our own dignity, and with the interests of our own people, and to 
fail to stop it when it can be done so easily is to convict ourselves 
of a cruel pride and vindictive resentment unworthy the Ameri- 


can people, 

My own view of the course to be pursued at this conjuncture in 
the matter of the pine Islands is that we should a reso- 
lution, as simple and t as possible, declaring it to be the pur- 


pose of the American people to confer in mdence on the people 
of the Philippine Islands whenever they shall have shown them- 
selves fit for that great boon, on condition that they now lay 
down their arms and submit to the authority of the United States, 
and on the further condition that when we retire from the islands 
we have liberty to retain such parts of them for coaling, naval, 
and military stations as our interests in the far east may require. 
Such a resolution would immediately bring about peace, would be 
in consonance with our traditional political principles, and would 
leave us far stronger from a military point of viewin the Eastern 
Hemisphere than if we continue to hold the islands. I am very 
far from being unmindful of our interests in that 1 of the 
lobe. We have vast interests there which must be protected. 
0 a any nation or combination of nations to hem China in 
with a cordon of is to permit them to bar usout. Wecan 
not suffer that. China is our friend and neighbor and customer, 
and L. e on her under certain circumstances is ie ga on 
us. course we are not required to act the part of Don Quixote 
and go to the assistance of our celestial neighbors unless our own 
material interests are threatened. If it be true, as stated in the 
public prints, that the nations appearing to have designs on that 
country have made pledges to us of free and unrestricted trade in 
territory already occupied by them or which they shall hereafter 
occupy, that perhaps ought to be accepted as cient. It is not 
a very brave or generous thing to do, but probably it would be 
spirar by the resolutions of ——— But one thing is certain. 
It those nations have made us these pledges, or shall do so, it will 
be on condition that we make reciprocal concessions in our Eastern 
possessions. This, every lawyer knows, we can not do without 
amending our great reanl w. Thus we have the seeds of 
certain controversy in t quarter of the world which sooner or 
later will embroil usin war. Wecan avoid all this by granting 
sy aa to the Filipino, can win back his confidence in us 
d his gratitude to us, can make him our friend and ally for- 
ever, can secure by commercial treaties with him all the benefits 


of annexation without any of its burdens, and with restricted pos- 
sessions in that country, sufficient, however, for our naval and 
military power, we will be all the better ogres to compel that 
respect for our flag which the interests of our people there may 
require, This is all absurdly easy of accomplishment. All that 
it requires is a little generosity and magnanimity and a loyal ad- 
herence to the fundamental principles of our own Government. 
Senators, do not let the rage of faction defeat a consummation 
so much to be desired. Let us do theright thing and do it quickly, 
because the right thing, if it is to be done effectively, ought to be 
done quickly. We will never regret it. The nation will never 
regret it. On the contrary, succeeding generations will rise up 
and call us blessed. If I were called on to formulate a watch- 
word of American statesmanship at this juncturein our affairs 
I should say that justice to the Filipino, our friend and ally, and 
fidelity to ourselves, is the sentiment that should inspire every 
true American heart. 

Mr. President, one more thought andIam done. We do not 
need the city of Manila for the purposes of our trade and com- 
merce. If, as has been su , it shall become a second and 
ca Liverpool through our trade, it will be at the expense of 
agen Live: ls mioh should bo built u 3 our 2 coast, ae 
i profit prin y a motley pop on of foreigners, for 
whom we care nothing. Nor will the possession of that city add 
anything materially to our trade. These catchwords with which 
it has been sought to dazzle the multitude are music to the ear, 
but an inharmonious jangle to the sense. Manila is not the gate- 
way of the Orient forus. It does not command the trade of the 
Pacific for ce ass There is no royal road to either wealth or 


commerce. e only way to attain either one of them is by hard, 
constant, and unremitting labor. If we would control a large 
part of the trade of the we must manufacture cheaply, convey 


our goods to them in our own bottoms, and sell the goods to them 
there at their own doors for less money than any other nation can 
afford to sell to them for. In this way and only in this way can 
we control the trade of the Orient. i 

Let us go to work, then, and settle the questions of internal 
economy pressing on us, in order that the energies of the Ameri- 
can people may be freed to address themselves to the task of cap- 
turing the trade of China, There are enough such 8 
and they are of sufficient importance to engage our attention with- 
out dragging in theinterests of astrangeandanalien people. We 
may feel kindly toward that people; 1 am certain that we all do; 
but we owe them no duty except justice, and they ask no other 
boon at our hands. If we shall give them that, we will do more 
for their mental, moral, and political regeneration and that of their 
kindred races than we could do by a hundred years of political 
connection and association through such government as our in- 
terests would permit us to give them. We will do this by the force 
of example—the only way we can safely undertaké to promote 
self-government in another hemisphere—the example of a great 
and a free people, risen through the excellence of their institutions 
to a position of such s and van and stre ened by 
love of those institutions and the practice of their noble pen 
to such virtue, that while they fear no power on earth, however 
powerful, no power on earth, however weak, which is deserving 
needs to fear them or their strength. Oh, what a noble example! 
It has been ours to give ever since our fathers gave to the world 
the glory of the American}Republic. It is impossible to estimate 
the influence which it has exerted upon free government and the 
amelioration of hard political conditions during the last century. 
Let us pray that it may continue to be ours to give and that it 
may not be said of the American ple now, to be repeated in 
future in d tion of freedom, that they who have sat so long 
at the feet of Liberty were the first in their blindness to plunge 
a dagger into the heart of her youngest and latest devotee. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SIXTEENTH STREET, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HansprouGH in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widen- 
ing and extension of Sixteenth street, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be now considered. A similar bill was reported to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed, within thirty days after the 
dedication to rict of . within the lines 
ef Sixteenth street NW., as extended according to the hway plans, be- 
tween the Piney Branch and the Blagden and sis DOONOR the 
Military road and the District of Columbia bound line, to institute pro- 
: the extension of Sixteenth street 
rom. 
width of 160 feet, under the terms and Re 
to extend S street, in the District of umbia, and for other purposes:" 
Provided, That of the amount found due and awarded as damages for and in 
respect of the land condemned for the extension of Sixteenth street, as in 
this section provided, not less than one- thereof shall be assessed by said 
jury, in said pieces or Is of ground situated 
an 


those 
lying on each side of said Sixteenth street NW. between Morris street 
the en subdivision, and between the Blagden Mill road and the 


and 
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Rock Creek or Milkhouse Ford road, and between lots 7, 
Shepherd's subdivision, to the depth of 250 feet, or to such grea’ 
the benefits may be found by said uey to extend, measured on each side 
thereof from the building lines of said teenth street as extended. 

Src. 2. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia, sitting as an 
equity court, shall have authority to empower, order, and decree the com- 
mittee or guardian of any person of unsound mind, and the guardian or trus- 
tee of any infant, owning or having an interest or estate in any land within 
the limits above described, to dedicate to the District of Col 


jum bia for and as 
a part of said Sixteenth street any land or part thereof owned by such per- 


son of unsound mind or by such infant, or in which they may have an inter- 
est or estate, upo the 8 of such 9 or trustee, 
and after the mony of witnesses shall be taken and such other proceed- 
— 5 as the court may deem proper, the court shall determine t such 
de rp Sad ~ the interest and advantage of such person of unsound 
mind or suc! ‘an 

ao Ay That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, t 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask whether that bill has 
ever been considered in the Senate? It has just come from the 
House, has it not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill has just come from the House, but 
it is identical with the bill which was 3 at the instance of 
the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, on Which bill 
the committee has authorized a favorable report. The bill aims 
to make effective the law for the opening of Sixteenth street which 
was last year. It merely enables the Commissioners to 
condemn two or three small pieces of land which can not be do- 
nated, mainly because the present owners are incompetent to make 
a legal transfer. There is no cost to the Government, because 
the District pays half and the property half. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that Ishall 
address the Senate on Thursday, after the routine morning busi- 
ness, upon the resolution submitted by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] relative to the right of suffrage. 

OUTLYING DEPENDENCIES, 


Mr. ROSS. Mr. President, I ask leave to call up the resolutions 
submitted by me on the 18th instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. Ross on 
the 18th instant, as follows: 


re 


le of the United States and the inhabitants of the . 
rovisions of the Constitution; and over Cuba, under duty to ex- 


e 
— — it for the cation of the island. 
Resolved, That the successful discharge of this duty demands the establish- 
charge of all outlxi 


ment of a separate de ent of Government to e 
of a general law 


dependencies of the United States, and the passage 
appointments therein nonpolitical. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. President, I think it isentirely evident that all 
Senators do not take the same view of our relations to the Phili 
pine Islands, Puerto Rico, and our other dependencies, I shail 
present my own view. 

I have always thought it wiser to give attention to present con- 
ditions, and to the discharge of pen duties, than to dwell u 
transactions passed and closed, in an attempt to criticise or to find 
fault, or to poun out how they might have been more wisely con- 
ducted and have brought better supposed results, Early I learned 
that criticism and fault-finding could be set up on very limited 
capital, and that the better supposed results” are more 
than real, In forecasting his su results the critic rarely fore- 
sees, or can foresee, the new and important factors which would be 
brought into the problem if the changes demanded by his after-date 
criticism had been made. Allow me, therefore, to engage theatten- 
tion of the Senate briefly in considering what I deem to be present 
conditions and duties. 

First, then, let usinquire if the Constitution of the United States, 
ex propro vigore, unaided by treaty or act of Congress, extends 
to and covers the inhabitants of the territories acquired by the 
United States. 

This is an important question for consideration and determina- 
tion, especially by every Congressman, whose action may help de- 
termine the laws which shall govern the inhabitants of such 
territories, 

TREATIES. 


By the recent treaty with Spain sovereignty is ceded to the 
United States over Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands with 
this provision: 


The civil and political status of the native inhabitants of the territories 
hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress. 
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Cuba, over which Spain relinquishes sovereignty and title, the 
treaty leaves without any declaration in regard to the status of 
her inhabitants, or the righs of Congress further than to say 
that, upon its evacuation Spain, the island is to be occupied 
by the United States, and while such occupation shall continue 
the United States— 
will assume and discharge the obligations that may, under international law, 
result from the fact of its occupation, for the protection of life and property. 

I do not propose in this connection to discuss what the rela- 
tions of the United States to these islands are, further than to 
observe that the ceding power has imposed no conditions nor 
reserved any rights defined and secured by the Constitution to 
the inhabitants of thoseislands. This distinguishes this treaty 
from all others hitherto made by the United States by which she 
has acquired territory occupied by inhabitants. ‘The treaty of 
1803, for the cession of Louisiana, provides in Article III that 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, to the 8 of all the rights, 
advantages, and immunities of the citizens of the United States; and in the 
meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. 

The treaty of 1819, by which Florida was ceded to the United 
States, in Article VII has a provision of similar legalimport. So 
have the treaties by which New Mexico, Utah, California, etc., 
were acquired in 1848 and 1853, contained in Articles VIII and IX 
of the treaty of 1848 and brought forward into the treaty of 1853 
by Article V. The treaty of 1867, by which Alaska was acquired, 
has no provision for the incorporation of the Territory into the 
Union as a State or States. It divides the inhabitants into two 
classes. It provides that they may return to Russia within three 
years, and of those who do not return says: 


But if they should Kneen to remain in the ceded territory they, with the 
exception of the uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment 
ofall the rights, advantages,and immunities of citizens of the United States 

nd shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 


a 
property. and religion. The uncivilized tribes shall be subject to such regu- 


tions as the United States may, from time to time, adopt in regard toa 
riginal tribes of that country. 

Itis thus manifest that in every treaty by which the United States 
has po ae inhabited territory prior to the late treaty with Spain 
the ceding power has inserted a provision that the inhabitants, 
except uncivilized tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of 
all the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States, and all, except that by which Alaska was acquired, 
contain the further provision that they shall in due time, to be 
determined by Congress, be admitted as a State or States into the 


Union. 
SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 

It will be important to keep the provisions of these treaties in 
mind, especially when we examine the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in to the constitutional rights of the inhabitants of 
these territories. In his opinion in The American and Oceanic 
Insurance Cos. vs. 356 Bales of Cotton, Canter, claimant, Chief 
Justice Marshall quotes the sixth article of the treaty ceding 
Florida, which : 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shall 


as as 
stitution and admitted to the enjo the priviliges, rights, and im- 
munities of the citizens of the United States. It is unnecessary to inquire 
KOOTA DAT ISLAT in poltical powert they AAO dare in goverement ae 
Florida becomes State. (1 Peters, M2) > di 

The Northwest Territory and other territories ceded by sepa- 
rate States to the United States, when under the Articles of Con- 
federation or the Constitution, were ceded under a pledge from 
Congress in regard to their use and rights, Chief Justice Taney 
says in his opinion in the Dred Scott case: 

resolution October 10, 1 x 
lands were ceded as recommended, E 
mon benefit of the United States, to be settled and formed into distinct re- 
publican States, which shall become members of the Federal Union, and have 
res 3 rights of sovereignty and freedom and independence as the other 

This pledge acted upon is of equal force as the provision of a 
treaty, especially under the ordinance of 1787. 

These treaties and this resolution include all the territories of 
the United States, except that of Oregon, which came by dis- 
covery and occupation—in regard to which 1 know of no decision 
of the United States Supreme Court on the question under con- 
sideration—and, except that acquired by the annexation of Texas 
and Hawaii, until we come to the recent treaty with Spain. 

THE SCOPE OF THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 
By Article VI of the Constitution: 
All treaties made a the authority of the United States are made the 


supreme law of the lan 

Of the treaty- power the Supreme Court, in Geofrey vs. 
Riggs (133 U. S., 258), speaking by Mr. Justice Field, says: 

The treaty power as expressed in the Constitution is in terms unlimited 
except by those restraints found in that instrument against the action of the 
Government, or of its departments, and those arising from the nature of the 
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Government itself and that of the States; it would not be contended that it 
authorize what the Constitution forbids, or a change in 
Government, or F 


But with these 3 at is rete perceived that 
or Hylton (3 7 ); Chirac vs. Chirac (15 U. S., 2 Wheaton, 259); Hauenstine 
Sanborn 100 U.8., 488); Droit d A o (3 Ops. Atty. Gen., 417); People vs. 
It will not be claimed that the provisions of these treaties giving 
the inhabitants of the territories the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of citizens of the United States lie without the scope of 
the treaty-making power. It is a generally admitted proposition 
that the ceding power may properly require such a provision in 
ing its sovereignty over a territory, and that the 


its treaty grantin 
power accepting grant becomes solemnly bound thereby. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Inasmuch as one or more of the decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court is in rd to the constitutional rights of the 
inhabitants of the District of Columbia, it is proper to remark 
that the territory, now included in the District, when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted constituted parts of the States of Virginia and 
Maryland, and before being ceded, had become subject to the 
Constitution. By the cession the territory of the District was not 
taken from under the operation of the Constitution. If so, the 

rocess by which it was accomplished is unknown to me. 
ve I seen any suggestion OT anyoe that any change in its rela- 
tion in this respect was m: by its cession by the States to the 
United States. Š 
HOW DECISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT SHOULD BE CON- 
SIDERED. 

These observations are necessary for the proper understanding 
of the language used by various judges of the United States 
Supreme Court in their opinions touching the constitutional rights 
of the inhabitants of the District of Columbia and of these Terri- 
tories: for, as aptly and pertinently said by Chief Justice Marshall 
in Cohen vs, Virginia (6 Wheaton, 264, 399): 

ed that ex 
ion „ W 


is obvious. question 
and considered in its full 
in 


cases is seldom completely investigated. 
ing this caution by the eminent Chief Justice in mind, I 
fail to find any decision of the Supreme Court which fairly in- 
8 that W . hens United States, unaided by 
mgressional legisla or by treaty, ex proprio vigore extends 
to the territories acquired by the United Stakes. There are ex- 
pressions in several of the opinions which would indicate that 
such might be the view of the writer. Such ressions were 


Nor | J 


applies. Mr. Justice Brewer summarizes the decisions on this 
nt as follows: 
Whether the seventh 


ates, e proprio 
In Webster vs. 

with a jury in a certain class of common-la’ 
in the opinion, on Aer, fe oes seventh amendment was quoted, it was also 
said: “ w of tbe Territory of Iowa, by express vision and 
W reference, extends the laws of the United States, inclu he ordinance 
of 1787, over the Territory, as far as they are 

terms provided tha 


i of 
noted in Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540), as authorities to sustain the 1 


22 jury are in force in the District of Columbia. On the other d, in 
Bradl Pi) he? vies 3 ar a 2 i pr Lor the 

ey. $ or the court: Doubtless in or the 
Territories, N be subject to those fundamental limitations in favor of 


and direct a 
States (141 U. S., 174), it is held that the constitutional pro- 
vision in respect to the tenor of judicial offices did not apply to Territorial 

judges. à 


If what has been said in regard to the force of the treaties 
which these territories were ceded is sound, the cases were 
correctly decided. and justified, as is done in some of them, classi- 
fying the District of Columbia and Territories with States as pro- 
tected by this provision of the Constitution. 

There can be no doubt that the treaty with Mexico secured to 
the inhabitants of the territory ceded the rights, 8 and 
immunities secured by the Constitution. By its terms Mexicans 
who should prefer to remain in the territory could retain the title 
and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of citizens of the 
United States. If they remained without election fora year after 
the cession of the territory, they— 
should be considered to have elected to become citizens of the United 
States. shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and be admitted at the proper time to the 8 ment of allthe we ele of citi- 
zens of the United States, according to the oe of the Constitution, and 

be protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property. 

These terms of the treaty were accepted by the United States, 
and secured to the inhabitants of the territory the rights secured 
to citizens of the United States by the Constitution, Trial 
common-law jury was one of these rights. The fact that suc 
territory was secured the rights, immunities, and privi of 
the Constitution, and was in preparation, under the treaty, for 
becoming a State, justified the remark of Mr. Justice Bradley in 
Mormon Church vs, United States: 


We P Doubtless Congress, in legislating for the Territories, would be subject to 

r d er tex ea na e e 
i i i on an amen u jons w 

to find is tac q and decided, exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 


every 
case in which the court has decided that the party was entitled to 
be accorded the rights, pri , and immunities secured by the 
Constitution, such rights, pri and immunities had been con- 
ferred by the States which the territory was ceded, as in the 
case of District of Columbia, or by the treaty by which the 
territory was ceded to the United States; and 8 the rights 
thus secured had been confirmed by the act of Congress conferring 
territorial government. The resolutions and 8 by which 
several States ceded territory to the United States, including the 
Noepa Territory, were in legal effect treaties and of like bind- 
orce. 

Piho decisions of the United States Supreme Court most gen- 
erally relied upon to support the view that the Constitution, un- 

i or treaty, extends ex proprio vigore to 
all territories may, for convenient consideration, be divided into 


classes: 
(1) The right of trial by jury. 
Revenue, or the apportionment of direct taxes. 
tizenship. 


2) 
{3} Ci 
THE RIGHT OF TRIAL BY JURY. 


Of the first class are Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540); American 
Publishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464); ta 5 vs. 
Thomas (166 U. S., 707); Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 343), and 
some others noted in these decisions. Callan vs. Wilson clearly 
holds that a citizen of the District of Columbia has constitutional 

‘ht to trial by jury when charged with a crime. Although not 

ly stated as a ground for the decision, the case was correctly 
decided if, as I think the fact is, the Constitution was extended over 
the District while included in the States of land and Virginia, 
and was never su uently withdrawn. e decision of the 
American Publishing Company vs. Fisher was turned upon the 
point taken, that the act of the Territory which authorized a ver- 
dict rendered on the concurrence of nine or more members of the 
ury contravened the act under which Utah was constituted a 
erritory. It leaves undecided whether the seventh amendment 


which Con 
tion of its provisions. 


British subject. While the vessel was in harbor in Japan he com- 
mitted thereon a murder, By an act of Con passed — 1 
ably to a treaty between the United States an Jepan, he could be 
tried by a consular court in Japan, consisting of the American 
consul and four associates, The court and its proceedings were 
regular, if the act of Congress was constitutional. He was tried, 
conyicted, and sentenced to be executed, On the trial he prop- 
erly raised the points that he was entitled by the Constitution to 
be indicted by a grand jury and tried by a common-law jury, and 
that the consular court, as constituted, had no jurisdiction to try 


him. 

If the act establishing the consular court was unconstitutional 
when challenged by a citizen of the United States, it was so when 
challenged by him, though a British subject. By shipping as a 
seaman on a American vessel, he became entitled to be cane 


valid laws applicable to the trial of an American citizen. 
sentence was commuted by the President to imprisonment for 


1900. 
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life in the penitentiary at Albany, New York. After 


remaining 
incarcerated for a time, he brought habeas s, claiming that his 
incarceration was unlawful on the grounds by him on the 
trial. It was held that the American vessel, though on the high 
seas, common to all nations, was American terri , and under 
the treaty the consular court had jurisdication to him, and 
his conviction was lawful. I can see no escape from the conclu- 
tion that this decision establishes that Con has plenary power, 
unrestricted by the Constitution, in 1 ting for outside terri- 
tories. : 

REVENUE OR THE APPORTIONMENT OF DIRECT TAXES, 

Of the second class I have found but one decision which is 
claimed to hold that the Constitution, of its own unaided vigor, 
extends itself over the District of Columbia and Territories located 
outside the States, and tliat is Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
317). It was decided in 1820, Chief Justice Marshall delivering 
the opinion. The question for decision was whether an act of 
Congress including the District of Columbia in an apportionment 
of a direct tax, according to the census of the States and District, 
was constitutional. It was held constitutional. It could not be 
otherwise held if the District was then under the Constitution. 
The reasoning of Chief Justice Marshall, as I understand it, is 
that it was immaterial whether the District was under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution. In substance he reasons that if in 
levying a direct tax Congress should omit a State or not appor- 
tion the tax among the States according to the census, as pre- 
scribed in the Constitution, the tax would be unlawfully levied 
and void; that the same effect would not result if a Territory was 
omitted, because the Constitution does not require dir taxes in 
the Territories to be so apportioned; that in the Territories Con- 
gress exercises plenary power in levying direct taxes, and in the 
exercise of this power could apportion the tax as required by the 
Constitution among the States. I think the decision and reason- 
ing of the eminent Chief Justice, properly understood, does not 
support the doctrine, but the reverse. 

CITIZENSHIP. Fe 

In considering citizenship I shall not discuss the Slaughterhouse 
cases and some others which are upheld, because the acts of the 
States complained of as impinging upon the rights of citizens 
secured by the Constitution were held to be valid within the 
police power of the State, although some expressions in the opin- 
ions may give the careless reader the impression that the Consti- 
tution extends over the District of Columbia and the Territories, 
unaided by act of Congress or by treaty, for, if any such ex- 
pressions can fairly be held to have such force, they were clearly 
outside the points considered and decided, and are no more than 
dicta. In United States vs. Wang Kim Ark (169 U. S., 649) itis 
held that the defendant in error, born of Chinese parents in Cali- 
fornia while his parents were residing there, but were not and 
could not, under the laws of the United States, be naturalized, 
became a citizen of the United States under the fourteenth 
amendment. The case was decided by a divided court after very 
full consideration. The majority of the judges hold that the 
common-law doctrine in regard to birth in a country, from for- 
eign parents residing there, entitles the child to the protection of 
the country, and for that reason he owes to such country allegi- 
ance, and mes a citizen under the terms of the amendment. 

There is force in the dissenting views of Chief Justice Fuller 
and Mr. Justice Harlan, holding that the birth must be from 
parents who, by the laws of the country, could have become citi- 
zens by naturalization to give the child such a status. In the dis- 
cussion in the opinion representing the views of the court, some 
expressions are used which carry the impression that such a birth 
in the Territories, or wherever the United States has jurisdiction, 
renders the child a citizen. But no such question was before the 
court, nor does the opinion profess to consider such a question. 
The question involved may be correctly decided, and yet does not 
touch the doctrine that the Constitution extends to the District of 
Columbia and Territories of its own unaided vigor. These are the 
strongest representative cases claimed to indicate that the Con- 
stitution has such unaided power. 

THE CONSTITUTION. 

sed to its having such power are the nature and language of 
the Constitution and many decisions of the Supreme Court. The 
Constitution is that of a representative government of the people. 
It was formulated and adopted by representatives selected by and 
from the people of the different States to form a common govern- 
ment for themselves under the name of the United States. This 
name is used throughout the instrument to mean the States 
Saati or their combined power. The Constitution commences 

wi 


We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
union, * * * and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our pos- 
2 do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of 
America. 


United States as here used evidently is a synonym for the union 
of the States which should adopt it. The people of the States an- 
nounced in advance that, through their representatives, they form 


the Constitution, among other things to secure the blessings of 
liberty to themselves and their posterity, and announced no other 
purpose. It is almost invariably held that the acts and laws en- 
acted by the legal 8 of any municipality bind only 
the inhabitants of t municipality. Such acts and laws have, 
and are intended to have, no extraterritorial effect or jurisdic- 
tion. If any extraterritorial jurisdiction for such laws is in- 
tended, it must be clearly expressed, or the contrary will be pre- 
sumed. The several articles of the Constitution, and the first ten 
amendments adopted nearly contemporarily, establish the three 
departments of the Government, provide for the manner of their 
establishment, define their respective powers, some both affirma- 
tively and negatively; define what power the States yield to the 
General Government, and what they reserve, including its powers 
over the citizens of the several States, the relation of the States, 
and of the citizens of the several States, to each other, and to the 
General Government; how and by whom the Constitution can 
beamended; provide for the admission of new States; and specify 
the power of the Government over the Territory and other prop- 
erty of the United States. 

ot a sentence contained in the original articles, nor the first 
ten amendments, adopted nearly contem eously, more clearly 
to ify the scope and limitation of the powers named in the 
original articles, indicates that these provisions are sypia to or 
bind anyone except the citizens of the several States, who, through 
their chosen representatives, framed and adopted them and are 
given power to annul and amend them. Nor is there any such 
sentence in the eleventh and twelfth amendments. When the 
thirteenth amendment was framed and adopted it was therein 
clearly expréssed that its provisions should extend, not only to 
the States then included in the Union, or throughout the United 
States, but to any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

It is significant that this clause should be inserted into this 
amendment, and be nowhere found in the original articles, nor in 
the preceding nor succeeding amendments, if of their own vigor 
they extend wherever the United States exercises jurisdiction. 

pecially significant is the insertion of this provision into this 
amendment, and its omission from the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments following so soon thereafter and formulated by some 
of the same eminent constitutional lawyers. It clearly shows 
that the men who formulated it did not think that the other pro- 
visions of the Constitution, as then amended, extended of their 
own vigor into the territories. In confirmation of this view is 
the fact, that up to that time all treaties ceding territories to the 
United States contained carefully expressed provisions giving 
immediately its citizens the rights, privileges, and immunities of 
citizens of the United States, or providing that such rights, priv- 
ileges, and immunities should speedily be conferred and the Ter- 
ritories formed into States. The Commissioners who formulated 
those treaties, the Presidents who submitted them to the Senate, 
the Senators, or some of them at least, who ratified them, were 
eminent constitutional lawyers, and some of them ed in 
formulating and discussing the original Constitution. It can 
manny bo conceived as possible that this line of action should 
have been pursued for so many years, if the Constitution, of its 
own unaided force, extends to every territory acquired by the 
United States. 

TERRITORIES AND TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Such was not the view of Daniel Webster in 1828 when arguing 
anda ce Company vs, Canter (1 Peters, 511). Hethen 
said: 

What is Florida? It is no part of the United States. How can it be? How 
is it ted? Do thelaws of the United States reach Florida? Not unless 
2 
ae 


law o 


to 
g the future erec- 
tion of the territory into aState. the court at Key 
West come within the of the Constitution of the United States? 
If the Constitution does not extend over this territory, the law can not be in- 
consistent with the national Constitution. 


Such was not the view of Chief Justice Marshall, who delivered 
the opinion in that case and therein said: 


ugress to make all need- 
ful rules and 3 — the territory belonging to the United 
States. The ju iction with whi oe. are invested is nota of that 
7 power which is defined in the Third Article of the Cons tation put 
conferred by Congress in tho execution of those Geet powers which 
that body possesses over the Territories of the United States. Although ad- 
miralty jurisdiction can be exercised in the States in those courts only which 
are esta in pursuance of the Third Article of the Constitution, the 
In legislating for them 

powers of the general and of the State 


ed 
same limitation does not extend to the Territories. 
exe: 
government, 


combined 
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Nor was such the view of Chief Justice Chase, as shown by an 
extract from his opinion in Clinton vs, Englebrecht (13 Wallace, 
434), as follows: 


There is no supreme court of the United States, nor is there any district 
court ot the United States in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory of 


Utah. The judges are nota 


pointed for the same terms, nor is the jurisdiction 
which they exercise part o! 


e judicial power conferred by the titution 
of the General Government. The courts are the legislative courts of the Ter- 
ritories, created in virtue of that clause which authorizes 5 ed to make 
alt reed zus and regulations respecting the Territories mging to the 

The same doctrine has been adhered to by the Supreme Court, 
as shown by the opinion in McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S., 
174), where the cases on the subject, are reviewed. The courts 
brought under consideration in this line of cases are denominated 
legislative courts, courts established by Congress in the exercise 
of its plenary power over the Territories, or the combined power 
of the General Government and of the States, as it is sometimes 

ressed; courts which do not derive their authority from the 
judicial power of the United States, vested in the Supreme Court 
and inferior courts ordained agreeably to Article III of the Con- 
stitution, but derive their power from an act of Congress, even 
when it embraces the identical subject-matter—maritime—over 
which the Supreme Court is given jurisdiction by Article III of 
the Constitution. These cases are distinguishable from those that 
hold that the citizen of the District of Columbia, and of the Ter- 
ritories, is entitled to be tried by a common-law jury. No person 
has the constitutional right to be tried by a icular court, if 
the court which tries him accords all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities secured to him by the Constitution, 

CITIZENS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND OF TERRITORIES. 

Of like tendency and force are the decisions of the Supreme 
Court holding that a citizen of the District of Columbia or of a 
Territory can not sue in the United States courts a citizen of a 
State, nor be sued in such courts by such citizen of a State, because 
the Constitution gives such courts jurisdiction only of suits be- 
tween citizens of different States; that the District of Columbia 
or a Territory is not a State within the terms of the Constitution, 
whatever it may be internationally. (Hepburn vs. Ellezy,2Cranch, 
445; New Orleans vs, Winter, 1 Wheaton, 91; Barney vs. Baltimore, 
6 Wallace, 280.) These cases establish, if they establish anything, 
that the term State in the Constitution means one of the States of 
the Union and no other municipality. By parity of reasoning, 
United States, when used in that instrument, should mean the 
States united and nothing more, unless clearly asserted, as in the 
thirteenth amendment. 

DRED SCOTT DECISION. 

The Dred Scott decision is not opposed to these views. Chief 
Justice Taney, as furnishing the foundation for holding that the 
plaintiff in error was not entitled to sue in the United States 
courts, defines who are included as citizens of the United States 
within the terms of the Constitution. He says: 

The words Pg of the United States” and citizens“ are onymous 
te: and mean the same thing. They both describe the ponn pody who, 

to our republican institutions, form the sovereignty and hold the 
power and conduct the Gevernment through their representatiyes. They 
are what we familiarly call the“ sovereign people,“ and every citizen is one 
of this le, and a constituent member of this sovereignty. The question 
before us ts, whether the class <p (ne; ) described in the plea of 
abatement compose a portion of this people and are constituent members of 


this sovereignty. We think they are not and are not included, and were not 
intended to be included, under the word citizens of the United States. 


This portion of the decision has not been criticised nor over- 
ruled to my knowledge. Under this definition of citizen he must 
have a part in the exercise of the sovereignty. Other portions of 
the opinion, if not overruled, have been ignored, especially that 
8 which holds that the clause in the Constitution in regard 

o the power of Con over territories applies only to the terri- 
tories belonging to the United States when the Constitution was 
adopted, or such as might be acquired to be developed into States. 
The case clearly holds that until the adoption of the Fourteenth 
Amendment there might be born and residing within the 
United States, subject to its powers and having a yee to demand 
its protection, who are not citizens because not entitled to partici- 
pate in the sovereignty. Thatamendmentenlarges this definition 
only to the extent of all persons born in the United States and 
subject to its jurisdiction. The term United States here must 
mean the territory of the States united to form the National Goy- 
ernment. The words and subject to its jurisdiction” are not 
words of ement, as in the Thirteenth Amendment, but words 
of limitation of the class born in the United States, and were in- 
serted to exclude children born of ts who were residing in 
the United States as the representatives of other nations, 

DECISIONS IN REGARD TO THE RIGHTS OF INDIANS. 

Of like legal tendency and effect are the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in regard to the rights of Indians, as shown in United States 
vs. ers, 4 Howard, 567; United States vs. Kagama, 118 U. S., 
875; vs. Wilkins, 112 U.S., 94, and other cases relating to the 
relations of the United States to the Indians. In the last case 
named the plaintiff was an Indian, born among the tribe to which 


he belonged. He sued the defendant for refusing to enroll him as 
a voter in the city of Omaha. He alleged that he was an Indian, 
born within the United States; that for more than a year prior to 
the grievances complained of he had severed his tribal relations 
to the Indian tribes, and fully and completely surrendered himself 
to the jurisdiction of the United States; that he was a citizen of 
the United States by virtue of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, entitled to all the rights and privileges of the citizens 
of the United States, and had been a bona fide resident of the State 
sue R for a period of time more than long enough to entitle him 
vote. 

These allegations were admitted by demurrer. It was held 
that he was not a citizen of the United States by virtue of the 
fourteenth amendment, because born with his tribe, and there- 
fore owed subordinate allegiance to it. The peculiar relations of 
the United States to Indians were discussed, and statutes shown 
which allowed them to be naturalized. On this branch of the case, 
and respecting the allegation that he wasa citizen, it was held that 
this allegation and the allegation that he had severed his tribal 
relations and completely surrendered himself to the jurisdiction 
of the United States and of the State, were not sufficient to enable 
him to recover, unless accompanied, as they were not, by the 
further allegation that the United States or State had accepted 
his surrender, had naturalized him, or recognized him as a citizen. 

United States v. Kagama establishes the right of this nation to 
govern the Indians by acts of Congress instead of by treaties while 
they maintain their tribal relations on an Indian reservation within 
the limits of a State; that, because within the geographical 
limits of the United States, they are necessarily subject to the laws 
which Congress may enact for their protection and for the protec- 
tion of people with whom they come in contact; that the States 
have no such power as long as they maintain their tribal relations; 
that they owe no allegiance to the State, and the State gives them 
no protection. The opinion recognizes and discusses the peculiar 
relations of the Government to the Indians; that Indians, while 
maintaining tribal relations, owe a subordinate allegiance to the 
tribe and a paramount allegiance to this Government. 

It would seem that in regard to citizenship ount allegi- 
ance ought to control. Sovereignty and allegiance are interde- 
pendent. Sovereignty is the paramount power which governs 
and 1 From Sgn aps arises subjection, or duty to obey, 
or allegiance. It is difficult to discover any satisfactory reason 
distinguishing this case from In re Wang Ark Kim, except that 
the latter was born within a State, and therefore within the opera- 
tion of the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution, and 

on an Indian reservation, over which the State within 
whose limits the reservation was had no jurisdiction, and there- 
fore was outside the operation of that amendment. Both were 
born under the sovereignty of the United States. The protection 
furnished by the exercise of that sovereignty raised the duty of 
obedience to the laws of the United States in both, the duty of 
protection and duty of obedience being interdependent. he 
subordinate control of the tribe over him did not amount to sov- 
ereignty within its meaning in international law. 

INTERNATIONAL LAW RESPECTING CEDED TERRITORIES. 

Again, it is international law, everywhere admitted and recog- 
nized, that the cession of sovereignty over a country by one na- 
tion to another affects only the political relations of the inhabitants 
of the ceded country, and es them subjects thereafter of the 
nation receiving the cession; that while the inhabitants of the 
ceded coun change their allegiance, their relation to each 
other and their aE —— of 8 remain undisturbed. The ces- 
sion of a country does not affect the rights of property. (Vattel, 
book 8, chap. 13, sec. 200; United States vs. Perchman, 7 Peters, 51; 
Mitchell vs. United States, 9 Peters, 711; Strather vs. Lucas, 12 
Peters, 410; American and Ocean Insurance Co. vs. Conter, 1 
Peters, 511.) 

Laws, usages, and municipal regulations in force at the time of 
cession remain in force until changed by the new sovereignty. 
The new sovereignty may deal with theinhabitantsand give them 
what law it pleases, unless restrained by the treaty of cession, but 
until alteration be made, the former law continues. (Calvin’s 
Case, 7 Co., 17; Campbell vs, Hall, Cowper, 209; Mitchell vs. United 
States, 9 Peters, 711; Cross et al vs. ison, 16 Howard, 164.) 
Cross vs. Harrison holds that this international law prevails in this 
country. The Constitution, therefore, can not, of its own inher- 
ent force, extend itself over such territory. It might be widely 
at variance with the law of the ceded territory. Henceit follows 
that the Constitution, with the exception of the thirteenth amend- 
ment, does not extend, ex proprio vigore, into the newly ceded 
dependencies, and the contracting nations could properly except 
uncivilized tribes from the rights, privileges, and immunities of 
citizens in the treaty by which Alaska was acquired. Hence the 
Supreme Court properly has held that Congress has plenary 
power in e or territories, unless restrained by the ap 
ulation of the treaty, whether that power is derived impliedly 


from the treaty-making power—that the nation must have power 
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this section as an expression of this power. By it territory is 
treated, not as a part or portion of the United States, but as prop- 
erty belonging to the United States, and Congress is given plenary 
power to di of it, which it has no power to doif it consti- 
tutes a portion of the United States covered by the Constitution. 
If it were a part of the United States within the meaning of those 
words as used in the Constitution, on the fundamental principles 
on which the Government is founded the inhabitants of such ter- 
ritory should be clothed with the power of legislation under the 
Constitution, be represented in Congress, and have a voice in alter- 
ing and amending the Constitution. In whatever light it is 
viewed it is manifest that the Constitution, with the exception 
named, unaided, does not extend to Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
pine Islands, and that Congress, with this exception, is clothed 
with plenary power to legislate in regard to them; to make such 
rules and regulations respecting them as it regards needful, con- 
sidering their situation and circumstances, untrammeled by the 
other provisions of the Constitution which secure particular 
rights, privileges, and immunities to citizens of the United States 
whose property these islands are. s 
If the Constitution, with the exception named, does not invade 
these islands of its own force, it is manifest that its other pro- 
visions will not become operative there without an act of Con- 
ess. The treaty did not put them in operation there. It has 
n claimed that Congress by some indefinable process impliedly 
puts them in operation as soon as it enters upon legislation for 
the islands, even without having passed any act to that effect. 
In quite a number of instances the Supreme Court has said that 
in legislating for the Territories Con has plenary power, or 
the combined power of the Natio: Government and of the 
States. Such combined power must be absolute and unlimited, 
the power of any nation over such territories—except in 1 
to allowing slavery—or, in the language of section 3, Article IV, of 
the Constitution: ; 
Power to n rules and lations 
the TCC to the United States. ee 
The power of the States in enacting laws is not confined within 
the liinits prescribed for the National Government by the Consti- 
tution. It is absolute except in the particulars surrendered to the 
National Government. There are numberless decisions of the 
Supreme Court to this effect on the subject of due process of 
law” or the law of the land.“ In Missouri vs, Lewis (101 U. S., 
22,31) Mr. Justice Bradley says: 

We might go still further and say, with undoubted truth, that there is 
nothing in the Constitution to prevent any State from adopting any * 
of laws or judicature it sees fit for all or say part of its territory. the 
State of New York, for example, should see fi adopt the civil law and its 
methods of procedure for New York City and the surrounding counties, and 
the common law and its methods of procedure for the rest of the State, there 
is nothing in the Constitution of the United States to prevent its so doing. 

And Mr. Justice Brown, in Holden vs. Hardy (169 U. S., 366), 
after quoting the foregoing, says: 

We have seen no reason to doubt the soundness of these views. In the 
future growth of the nation, as heretofore, it is not impossible that congrua 


may see fit to annex territories whose jurisprudence is that of the ci W. 
One of the considerations moving to such annexation might be the very fact 
tions, 

t would be a narrow con- 


that the territory so annexed should enter the Union with its 
laws, and tems of administration unchanged. I 
struction of the Constitution to uire them to abandon these, or to substi- 
tute forasystem which represented the growthof generationsof inhabitants 
a jurisprudence with w. they had no previous acquaintance or sympathy. 
These decisions are forcibly to the point that Congress, in the 
exercise of the combined powers of the National Government and 
of the States, has unlimited power in legislating for these islands, 
with the exception of 1 slavery, and does not thereby im- 
pliedly confer upon their inhabitants the other rights, privileges, 
and immunities secured to the citizens of the United States by the 
Constitution. Doubtless the citizens of the United States, fully 
imbued with the principles of the Constitution, will see to it that 
no Congress will ever exist which will not confer upon the inhab- 
itants of these islands all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
secured by the Constitution, so far as they are applicable to their 
condition and circumstances. 


RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES TO THESE DEPENDENCIES. 


While, under these views, Congress enters upon the government 
of these dependencies unrestrained by the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, nevertheless it will exercise this power under the obliga- 

tion of a general duty, to be discharged faithfully and honestly for 
the highest welfare of their inhabitants, and of the inhabitants of 
the nation. Every function of government is a duty so to be dis- 
charged. As opone to Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands the 
duty is general, 


It isso left by the treaty. 
RELATIONS TO CUBA. 
In regard to Cuba the duty is particular. It is so constituted 
by the resolutions antedating the war and by the provisions of 
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govern what it may lawfully acquire—or from section 3 of 
Article IV of the Constitution, 

The cases hold that it is immaterial from which source the 
power comes. It is plenary or unlimited, from whichever source 
it springs. The cases following the Dred Scott decision refer to 
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the treaty. The preamble of the joint resolution of Congress a 
pave April 20, 1898, counts upon the abhorrent conditions whi 

ave existed in that island for more than three years, shocking to 
the moral sense of the people of the United States, a disgrace to 
Christian civilization, culminating in the destruction of the Maine 
with 266 of its officers and crew, and thereupon it is solemnly re- 
solved, (1) That the people of the island are, and of right ought 
to be, free and independent. (2) That it is the duty of this Gov- 
ernment to demand, and it does demand, that Spain at once re- 
linquish its authority and government of the island. (3) Author- 
izes the President to use the entire land and naval forces, and to 
call out the militia to enforce the demand. (4) The United States 
disclaims any disposition or intention to exercise sovereignty, 
jurisdiction, or control over the island except for the pacification 
thereof, and then asserts its determination to leave the govern- 
ment and control of the island to its people. 

These were followed by the act approved April 25, declaring tha 
a state of war had existed between the United States and Spain 
since April 21, and directing and empowering the President to use 
the entire land and naval forces and to call into the service the 
militia of the United States in the prosecution of the war. The 
President exercised the power conferred, obeyed the direction, 
prosecuted the war to a successful termination, resulting first in 
the protocol and then in the treaty ratified by the Senate, by which 
Spain relinquishes her sovereignty over Cuba, and the United States 
announces to the world that she is about to occupy and, while the 
occupation continues, she— 
will assume and discharge the obligations that may, under international law, 
result from the fact of its occupation for the protection of life and property. 

The United States is now in the exercise of such occupation. It 
has been claimed that she did not take sovereignty over the island; 
that on the relinquishment by Spain it vanished into thin air to 
some place unknown, or, as one eminent writer on international 
law has said, was in abeyance until the inhabitants of the island 
should be in condition to receive and exercise it. 5 
supreme or paramount control in the government of a country. e 
United States is now, and has been since the signing of the pro- 
tocol, in the exercise of this controlin the government of the island. 
It has not been a divided control, as sometimes happens in the con- 
flictof arms. Her control has been unquestioned and undisputed. 
I think the United States, upon the surrender of sovereignty over 
the island by Spain, immediately following the signing of the pro- 
tocol, took sovereignty over the island, not as her own, nor for her 
benefit, nor for the people of the United States, but for the inhab- 
itants of the island, for the ified and particular purpose of 
pacification of the island. What is meant by the pacification of 
theisland? It may be difficult to determine. 

Persons and nations may differ in r to the state of things 
which must exist to have this accomplished. The Cubans may 
say that they are pacified, in a state of peace now, and therefore 
it is our duty to withdraw and allow them to set up such a gov- 
ernmentas they may choose, Wemaysay that pacification means 
more than absence of a state of war; that, considering the state 
of things that had existed for three or more years, it means until 
the inhabitants shall have acquired a reliable, stable government, 
Are the Cubans capable of establishing and maintaining a stable 
Saleen gd Who shall decide? If that be the meaning, what 

ind of a government? A monarchy, a despotism abhorrent to 
the fundamental principles that have ruled and inspired this 
nation from its origin? o can tell? Then the announcement 
makes no proyision for any return by such government, when 
established, for the expenditures and obligations incurred in prose- 
cuting the war and inistering the sovereignty. Is the United 
States to receive such compensation? She became a volunteer in 
the war, and announced herself such volunteer in taking the sov- 
ereignty until ification is accomplished. As such the United 
States stands 8 before the civilized nations of the world. 
The inhabitants of Cuba are the beneficiaries of this voluntarily 
assumed duty, and when a difference arises between this Govern- 
ment and , whether the duty has been performed and 
whether this nation is to be compensated for the expense of its 
administration, have a right to arraign this nation at the bar of 
nations and demand that it give account of the stewardship 
which it voluntarily assumed. The determination of the rights 
of this nation and of the Cubans under this assumed duty may 
involve many nice questions and many difficulties, 

SHOULD THE UNITED STATES EXTEND THESE RELATIONS TO PUERTO RICO 
AND THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS? 

Yet there are those who earnestly urge that Congress should 
make a declaration that the nation holds Puerto Rico and the 
Philippine Islands under the same undefined, yet in a sense par- 
ticular,duty. In my judgment, such a course is beset with com- 
plications and difficulties. By adopting it the nation would court 
these and invite the inhabitants of the islands to engender perplex- 
ing questions and entanglements. Under the treaty the nation 
takes the sovereignty of Puerto Rico and of the rity axe Islands, 
under the general duty to useit in such a manner as Congress may 
judge will best subserve the highest interests of their inhabitants 
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I would announce no other 


2 115 in meee paps of get nation. ee Boe 
u regard em. Many more complications and en e- 
ee may arise in the discharge of the particular duty to Cuba 
than are likely to arise in the discharge of the general duty to 
Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 
CONGRESS SHOULD ANNOUNCE NO POLICY EXCEPT THE FLAG. 
It is urged that this nation should announce the policy of its 


p e in the administration of the sovereignty. The of the 
nation has been planted on those islands. That is the emblem of 
its policy, and ever has been, even when at half-mast, mourning 
the loss of her sons slain in its defense. The flag never did, and I 
hope never may, represent but one policy. That policy is indi- 
vidual manhood; the right to enjoy religious and civil liberty; 
the right of every man to believe in and worship God according to 
the dictates of his own conscience; the right to stand protected 
equally with every other man before the law in the enjoyment of 
freedom, of personal rights, and of property. Let the flag, as the 
representative of these principles, be planted and become domi- 
nant on and over every island and every inhabitant. Noother, no 
better, policy can be proclaimed. In no other way can this Con- 
and nation disc its duty to the people of the United 
States and to the people of the islands. should proclaim 
this policy by its acts and make no attempt to do what it has no 
wer to do—to pledge or limit the action of future Congresses, 
What future Congresses shall do is for them to determine and pro- 
claim. ‘ It can not be ved ey that weon oe win the 
present Congress, nor it is any part of its duty to proclaim 
what future Congresses shall do. Sufficient unto the day is the 
duty thereof, 
CONSENT OF THE INHABITANTS OF ISLANDS NOT REQUIRED. 


If these pins are enforced as far as a plicable to the gov- 
ernment of these islands, the inhabitants w. blessed, whether 
they consent thereto in advance or not. In a representative gov- 
ernment the right to govern is not derived from the consent of the 
governed until they arrive at a stage of advancement which will 
render them capable of giving an intelligent consent. Four-fifths 
of the inhabitants of this country have given no consent except 
representatively. The consent of women, as arule, and of minors 
is never 8 ot nor allowed to be taken. Wives and children 
are assumed to be represented by husbands and fathers. Boys are 
to be educated, trained, and ripened into manhood before they are 
capable of giving consent. Doubtless the boys of fifteen in this 
country are better prepared to give an intelligent consent than are 
the inhabitants of those islands. This is not their fault. After 
having lived for more than three hundred years under a govern- 
ment of oppression and practical denial of all rights, it is not 
wonderful that they are not capable of judging how they should 
be governed. They are to be trained in these principles; first, by 
being allowed, under rienced leaders, to put them in practice 
in the simpler forms of government, and then be gradually ad- 
vanced in their exercise, as their knowledge increases. 

All accounts that the administration of justice in the 
islands through the courts has been a farce; that no native could 
establish his rights or gain his cause, however righteous, against 
the Spaniards and priests; that therein bribery and every form of 
favoritism and oppression prevailed. Under such training and 
abuse falsehood and deceit have become prevalent. These most 
disco ing traits of character can not be changed in a genera- 
tion, and never except by pure, impartial administration of justice 
through the courts, ess of who may be the parties to the 
controversies. In my judgment, the people of this nation obtain 
more and clearer knowledge of their personal and property rights 
through the administration of justice in the courts than from all 
other sources. 

WHAT EXPERIENCE TEACHES. 


All experience teaches that the uirements and impartial 
practice of the principles of civil and religious liberty cannot 
speedily be acquired by the inhabitants, left to their own way, 
under a protectorate by this nation. The experience of this na- 
tion in governing and endeavoring to civilize the Indians teaches 
this. For about a century this nation exercised, in fact, a pro- 
tectorate over the tribes, and allowed the natives of the country 
to manage their tribal and other relations in their own way. 
The advancement in civilization was very slow and hardly per- 
ceptible. During the comparatively few years that Congress has, 
by direct legislation, controlled their relations to each other and 
to the reservations the advancement in civilization has been ten- 
fold more rapid. This is in accord with all rience. The 
untaught cannot become acquainted with the difficult problems 
of government and of individual rights, and their due enforce- 
ment, without skillful guides. 

No practical educator would think of creating a body of skilled 
mechanics by turning the unskilled loose in a machine shop. He 
wouid place there trained superintendents and guides to im 
information to their untaught brains, and to guide their unskilled 


hands. It is equally true that they would never become skilled 


without using their brains and hands in operating the machines, 
So, too, if this nation would successfully bring the inhabitants of 
these islands into the practice of the principles of religious and 
civil liberty, it must both give them the opportunity to be taught 
in, and to practice them, first in their simpler forms and then in 
their higher application, but under competent and trained teach- 
ers and guides placed over them by this nation. It is equally true 
that the laws and customs now on must neither be pushed 
one side nor changed too suddenly. They must be permeated 
gradually by the leaven of civil and n liberty until the 
entire 8 is leavened. To accomplish this without mis- 


take, in the interest of the people of this nation and of the inhab- 
tants of the islands, is a most difficult task, demanding honesty, 
intelligence, and the greatest care and good judgment. e task is 


rendered much more difficult because the people of the islands 
have hitherto been governed by the application of the direct op- 
posite of these principles, and are composed of great numbers of 
tribes, speaking different dialects and languages, and governed by 
different customs and laws. 

SEPARATE DEPARTMENT OF GOVERNMENT DEMANDED. 

The successful solution of this problem demands accurate 
knowledge of the pens conditions of the entire population, and 
of the different classes, of their ive habits, customs, and 
laws. As the principles of civil and religious liberty are gradu- 
ally intermingled with their present customs, habits, and laws, 
changes will be constantly going forward. An intimate knowl- 
edge of these changes will also be necessary for their successful 
government. Hence, as a first step to a successful discharge of 
this duty, Congress should create a department of government, 
charged with the sole duty to become accurately acquainted with 
and to take charge of their affairs, and place exact knowledge of 
them before Congress for its guidance. They should not as now, 
be left in charge of departments overloaded and overworked. 

APPOINTMENTS MUST BE MADE NONPOLITICAL. 

The second step to be taken is to remove all civil appointments 
in theislands from the realm of politics, The nation will utterly 
fail in the discharge of its duty if the islands are made political 
footballs subject to change in government with every political 
change in the Administration. The administration of the sov- 
eignty must be intelligent, honest, and uninterrupted. A faith- 
ful, intelligent man, with a full knowledge of the situation, must 
not be displaced to give place to one ignorant of the conditions, 
however capable otherwise. The duty rests gre the entire na- 
tion. It must be discharged for the interest of the whole nation. 
There are honest, capable men in ey: political party. These 
should be sought out and given place in the administration of 
this sovereignty, as nearly as may be in proportion to the 
strength of the several political parties in the nation. Then, when 
there is a political change in the Administration, there will be no 
inducement to make extensive changes in the administrative ap- 
pointees of the sovereignty. 

CONCLUSION, 


Difficult as is the administration of this soverei , if honestly 
and intelligently undertaken such admistration, I believe, will be 
beneficial both to the people of this nation and to the inhabitants 
of the islands. Difficulties which have come as these have come 
unsought—honestly and faithfully encountered, bring wisdom 
and strength. The struggle for nearly a century in this nation 
over slavery gave wonderful wisdom, strength, and clearness 
of insight into the great princlples which the nation is now called 
upon to apply to these oppressed islands. Stagnation is decay 
and ultimate death. Honest struggle, endeavor, and discussion 
bring light, growth, e ce and strength. The 33 
object to be attained by the harge of this duty is the elevation 
of the inhabitants of the islands physically, mentally, and mor- 
ally; to make them industrious, honest, intelligent, liberty- 
loving, and law-abiding. This end attained, the secondary object, 
commercial and material growth among them and among the sur- 
rounding millions, will surely follow. The first unattained, the 
second, at best, will be spasmodic and of little worth. 

The intelligent, thoughtful observer sees more in nature, and in 
the ordering of the affairs of this world, than the unguided plans 
and devices of men and nations. For him the wisdom of the 
Eternal shapes the affairs of men and of nations, sometimes even 
against their selfish plans and desires. For such, His hand planted 
the seed of individual manhood, and for centuries watched over 
and cared for it in its slow growth amidst infinite sufferings, 
struggles, and conflicts, until, at length, planted on these shores, 
not entirely in its purity, but at last brought to full fruitage in 
the terrible struggles and conflicts which ended with the civil 
war. Under Him, no man, no nation, lives to itself alone. If it 
has received much, much must it give to the lessfavored. Under 
His guidance, I believe, the discharge of this great and difficult 
duty has fallen, unsought, to the lot of this nation. Then let the 
nation take up the duty, which the Ruler of men and nations has 
placed upon it; go forward in an honest, unselfish, intelligent, 


1900. 


earnest endeavor to discharge it for the highest interest of the 
nation, and of the islands, in the fear and under the direction of 
the Supreme Ruler, who guided the fathers and founders; and the 
nation will not, can not, encounter failure. 

During the delivery of Mr. Ross's speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will 
suspend fora moment. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside, so that the Senator from Vermont may proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the request I was about to make, 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, If 
there be no objection, it is so ordered, and the Senator from Ver- 
mont will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Ross’s speech, 


HUGO O. LOEWI. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, and on motion of Mr. 
Davis, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate; 


e u 
spondence which has bee 
against Haiti since the response to the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ana mensage from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewitha report from the 5 State, with accompany- 
ing papers, with reference to the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph 
Company, a British corporation, for com tion of the expenses incurred 
in repairing the damage done to its cables and property by United States 
forces during the war with Spain. 

I recommend that, as an act of equity and comity, vision be made by 
the Congress for reimbursement to the company e actual expenses in- 
curred by it in the repair of its lines and property. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 23, 1900. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is some question about its reference. I 
think it ought to go to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It ought to go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. DAVIS. It should go to the Committee on Relations with 
Cuba. I move that if be so referred, 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. McENERY. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate reso- 
lution No. 68, and that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
ag . indicated by the Senator from Louisiana, which will 

read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resol That an enactmen co! „ 
which 8 the right to saree ae e 
scent from certain persons or e of persons, and excludes other citizens 
because they are not descended from such persons or classes of persons, hav- 
ing all other qualifications prescribed by ri in the opinion oft the Senate, 
is in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments tothe Constitution 
of the United States and of a fundamental principle of our republican form 
of government. 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, the solution of the race ques- 
tion in the United States is one of the most serious problems that 
ever confronted a nation. It is confined to no locality, Evy 
State is affected by it. The social, political, and industrial wel- 
fare of the South have influences on other sections of the country. 
We are but on the threshold. No man can predict what is be- 

‘ond. So far the best intellects of the South have endeavored to 

d some remedy to make the South prosperous notwithstanding 
the presence of a vast number of ignorant blacks, to make her 
social position clear and defined in the separation of the races, 
and to pee her on a political basis that will insure stability to 
her institutions; make the ballot box the sacred depository of the 
liberties of the people instead of the charnel house where under 
negro domination they were assassinated; to prevent them by 
means of the ballot and superior numbers from again getting 
control of the State and inaugurating the era of terrorism 
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io ai which prevailed under this Government from 1868 to 


The recollection of that period is like a hell-born dream, and 
one is almost unnerved at the mention. It is the darkest and most 
shameful period in the history of the human race. The wonder 
now m that by force it was not sooner terminated by an outraged 
people. 

Annul the legislation of Louisiana which has for its sole object 
the advancement of both races, the progress of the State socially, 
politically, and industrially, and inaugurate again negro domina- 
tion in that State, the apie period of 1876 will be reenacted. 
The white Republicans of Louisiana make no complaint agai 
the provisions of the present constitution regarding su 
The more intelligent ae accept it as a wise settlement of the 
question of suffrage. The ignorant of the negro race are indiffer- 
ent about it, as they have long ceased to have any political affili- 
ations except those which were momentarily created by the 
purchase of their vote. 

There never has been any disposition on the part of the people 
of Louisiana to deprive the negro of any of his political or civil 
rights. There has been and will continue to be determination, 
fixed and unalterable, to deny him social privileges on ba rag 
with the whites, to prohibit him from aspiring to an equality in 
social life, which nature forbids. 

1 the so-called National Republican pete in Loui- 
siana held a meeting of its executive committee. The chairman, 
H. P. Herwig, of the regular rk EES party of Louisiana, was 
present and evidently the controlling influence in shaping the pro- 
ceedings of the National Republicans. There was a combine made 
between the two organizations, The following resolution was 


adopted: 
Resolved, That all mblicans, and all other persani who are qualified as 
electors under the constitution and laws of this State, without distinction as 


to race, color, ere oe nativity, or former political affiliation, who condemn 
the usurpation of 1896, who favor free, fair, and honest elections, who believe 
in the selection by the of their 8 voters and of all other elec- 
tion officers, and who desire to strip the executive of the power to dictate 
to and control, through ä all conventions, registrations, and 
elections are invited to participate in the selection of delegates to the con- 
vention which is called by this committee. 

The following agreement was entered into between the two 
organizations: 

Itis between P. F. Herwig, chairman of the State Republican com- 
mittee of the State of Louisiana, and W. E. Howell, chairman of the State 
Republican committee of the State of iana, that there shall be a joint 

issued by the presided over by the said H and Howell 
for a primary election to elect delegates to a State convention to be held ata 
time and giso to be agreed on, say, not later than the — day of February, 
1900, for purpose of n a Republican State ticket and for dele- 


e 
tes at — to the national Bopa convention called to meet at Phila- 
del hia on the 20th day of June, 1900. 
ublican qualified electors 2 the constitution and laws of Loui- 


be enti to pate 3 
Rules and tions for the conduct of said to be agreed on by 
a committee of five from each A 

The said Herwig and Howell ob themselves to appoint a committee 
of their respective committees to report to their respective State committees 
the means adopted to carry out the purposes aforesaid. 

and purpose of this agreement is to . differ- 
to present a united front to the common enemy an 


d up a 
strong ublican in this State. 
ee agreement isto be had by the respective State com- 


P. F. HERWIG, Chairman, 


W. E. HOWELL, Chairman. 

NEW ORLEANS, January 6, 1900. 

No complaint was made of the suffrage article in the constitu- 
tion of Louisiana. It was, in fact, approved, One member of the 
committee went so far as to claim t the Republican 
Louisiana was responsible for the suffrage clause, as it h 
the Democrats to adopt it, and that the Democrats had no right 
to claim credit for it. 

It will be observed that this was a primary election, and under 
the call the Republicans asked only that those who were qualified 
electors under the constitution of the State of Louisiana should 
have the right to vote. 

From the day that the negro was enfranchised and negro domina- 
tion prevailed in the State until 1876, when it was overthrown, there 
was an era of ag ote vice, and tyranny not equaled in any 
age. Congressional investigation and reports prove this. Asan 
initial step to this corrupt era the Freedman’s Bureau was organ- 
ized. The negro was made to believe that he was under the spe- 
cial protection of the Government and its Army, and that the 
white man was his inferior, and that any personal grievance he 
had would at once be righted by the Bureau and the offending 
white man who dared to insult him would be summarily pun- 
ished. This too often happened on the unsupported testimony of 
some oe imagined he was offended and his new-born lib- 


ureau t exacted from every planter a large sum of 
money for the privilege of employing negroes, reaching in some 
instances, to my personal knowledge, the sum of fifteen hundred 
dollars for the year. Negroes became justices of the peace, con- 


legislators, State officials, lieutenant-governor, 


, sheriffs, 
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generals of the militia. Even the high office of governor was 
awarded to him. They were ignorant, insolent, and oppressive, 
and corrupt beyond mention. The State debt in eight years in- 
creased from four to fifty million dollars. They were police jurors 


in es and councilmen in the towns and cities. parochial 
and municipal indebtedness increased in the same proportion that 
the State debt had increased. The State expenses alone went to 
$19,000,000 a year, when the legitimate expenses ought to have 
been then, as now, one and a quarter million of dollars. 

It is well known that laws were enacted during recess. They 
were promulgated after the adjournment of the legislature as 
having been passed, when they never were presented to that body. 
The journals were fraudulently manipulated in order to show 
that they went through the sg. pase course of legislation. The 
courts asa rule were corrupt. Negro jurors were impaneled, and 
no white man had an opportunity in criminal cases for a fair trial. 

A drunken judge on the United States bench at midnight signed 
an order organizing the legislature of the State, and no member 
was ee to enter the statehouse without a permit signed 
by the United States marshal. Polling places were before dawn 
taken on of by negroes, who stood in long lines, and it 
was with great difficulty and humiliation that a white man could 
vote. White men under arrest for some fancied wrong were 
brought to the polls undera guard of United States soldiers 
to encourage, edify, and amuse the negro yoters. The entire 
State was a military camp, and United States troops were almost 
daily eg a as political agents. Detachments were furnished 
sheriffs and constables to make arrests on warrants issued by 
courts of record and justices of the peace. The parties in many in- 
stances were turned over to the military authorities and, under the 
pretense of a rescue, kept under a military guard. United States 
marshals forged by the hundreds the names of United States 
commissioners to warrants and arrested with United States cav- 
alry the most respectable citizens on fictitious charges and placed 
them in irons and confined them in loathsome dungeons. 

The Republican Representative from the Fifth Congressional 
district of Louisiana had the boldness to publish in a Republican 
paper called the Intelligencer, in order to give him greater | pes 
over the negroes, that these troops had been furnished at his re- 

uest, on the uisition of the Attorney-General of the United 

tates, for the sole p of keeping the Republicans in power. 
Peoplelivedin terror. Every man wentarmed, expectingan attack 
at any moment from the negroes. It was the time of drunken 
negroes riding along the roads to fire into dwelling houses. Prior 
to an election they became more turbulent. The people could no 
longer stand such a condition of affairs. For some months prior 
to 4 e . election of 1876 they became unusually violent 
and unruly. 

The consequence was that the indignation of the people broke 
into fierce energy and overthrew the ne bag domination, 
At its end the State was in a pitiable condition. Tax collectors had 
stolen the collections they had made. The State treasury had been 
looted and the auditor's books made way with in order to prevent 
prosecution. Levees which had been built for 81 per square yard, 
When they ought not to have cost more than 19 or 21 cents per 
square yard, were found to be full of barrels in order to give them 
bulk. State credit was at the lowest ebb; warrants on the State 
treasury went begging on Carondelet street at 20 cents on the dol- 
lar, State bonds at 50 cents on the dollar. Demoralization and 
distrust were everywhere. 

Under white rule the State recovered rapidly. 
been rebuilt; bonds have gone above par. The State treasury is 
full; warrants are at once cashed. hools are p ous for 
both white and colored. Peace prevails everywhere. e whites 
and negroes are on cordial terms. Crime has d ; courts 
speedily and impartially administer justice. Officers are com 
tent, careful, honest, and diligent. White immigrants from the 
West have come to Louisiana in large numbers since the over- 
throw of negro ee co = Soient and es 

tbagger, none ven ere before that time. © people 
of atte noe have been watchful that there be no return to that 
era of debauchery and crime which I have described. Only one 
serious attempt has been made to go back to it. The negroes 
as they were in 1868-1876, but the energy of the white 


Levees have 


were 
people prevented this 1 8 to go back to that period; and so 
they will ever prevent it. No reasonable or intelligent man can 


find fault with them for this determination. 

It has been an absorbing question with the people of Louisiana 
to regulate the suffrage so as to eliminate the ignorant negro as 
well as the ignorant white man who has no conception of our 
form of government. The regulation of the suffrage in the pres- 
ent constitution does not alone affect the negro. It affects a large 
number in New Orleans who have emigrated to the State since 
the civil war. The controlling motive in the adoption of the 
constitutional provision was to eliminate an impersonal mass 
from the electorate—a mass that exists in all large cities as well 
as in the fields of Louisiana. It is a dangerous power, one which 
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has been a potent factor in the overthrow of governments and the 
destruction of nations. Its elimination from electoral power is 
the surest means of preserving republican government. It is 
corrupt. It is unreasoning. It has no intelligence. It has no 
thought. It is a dead weight and is moved by an external force, 
It has no personality, no individuality. It falls under the power 
and dominion of one man or a faction, and is moved irresistibly 
in a course that a directing will orders. 
The bestowal of political power upon mere numbers—the im- 
personal mass—can not be justified. It is not the government of a 
ree people. It will degenerate into absolutism. The exclusion 
of this im 
ative law. 
the whole. 
The multitude is everywhere dangerous to the State, but the bestowal of 
pee upon it is to place the arms of her arsenals in the hands of the blind. 


is the unreason of the State when it calls upon ignorance, vice, and crime 
to determine its career. 


The writer from whom the above quotation is taken says: 


The object of every political constitution is to exclude this element that is, 
the ome roy mass—from authority in the State. The reference of power 
toitsubjects the orgunization of society to brutal force, while the whole effort 
of civilization has been to wrest it from that blind and unthinking sway. 

Democratic government is a representation of a person by a per- 
son, and not an inert mass by a person. Every tor has a per- 
sonality which finds representation in the government. 

In the very able and interesting address recently made before 
the Senate by the distinguished junior Senator from Indiana he at- 
tempted to show that the Filipinos were incapable of self-govern- 
ment. He read many statements from intelligent men residing 
among them, showing that if they had the right to vote they 
would vote according to the will of a leader or of their employers. 
They have no will of their own, no individuality, no personality, 
and are an impersonal mass. The views entertained by the dis- 
tinguished Senator are those of a majority of Republican Senators 
in this Chamber, and, I presume, of the Senator from North Car- 
olina, who offered the resolution. 

If a people is incapable of self-government it is not entitled to 
be intrusted with electoral power. This is self-evident. The de- 
scription of the Filipinos is exactly that of the negro race in Louisi- 
ana. Sig! Aka the experiment of government and made a great 
failure. Whilesome of the authorities quoted by the Senator from 
Indiana say the Filipino might be intrusted with municipal gov- 
ernment under restrictions, the negro experiment in 3 
showed that the negro was unsafe when in charge of the munici- 
palities of Louisiana. Why, then, do some of the ublicans in- 
sist upon inflicting upon Louisiana and North Carolina a govern- 
ment that they will not tolerate in the newly uired territories? 
If it is to secure the negro vote for the Republican party, they 
will not succeed, unless you withdraw a part of the Army from the 
Philippines and again make a military camp of the entire State. 

Review the history of negro suffragein Louisiana. When first 
exercised by the negro, he fell under the power of the carpetbag- 
ger. The entire negro vote was moved by one influence; it was 
one aggregation. It was kept solid by continuous, unremitting 
attention, by promises of land and mules, by threats of a return 
to slavery, by promises of social equality with the whites, by the 
encouragement of race prejudices. When the power of the car- 
petbagger was broken, the negro fell under the domination of 
the whites. He was as tractable as when under the power of the 
carpetbagger. He voted just as his immediate employer in the 
country dictated him to vote. He had no will of his own. In 
some localities it was so well known that the entire vote on the 
plantation would be cast according to the views of the proprietor 
that the presence of the negro at the polls was dispensed with. In 
the cities and towns, where they were not employed in large num- 
bers by any one person, they soon learned the money value of 
E votes, and through a chosen leader would sell to the highest 

idder. 

The Republican party existed only in name, com of a few 
3 in New Orleans who kept up a simulated organization 
for the purpose of sending delegates to the Republican national 
convention. It is only since the tion of the suffrage that 
the begins to show some vitality, by attracting to it some 
intelligent and respectable white citizens and negroes who have 
sufficient intelligence and respectability to exercise the right of 
suffrage. Old-time put respectable Kepublicans and Democrats 
and the more intelligent of the n demanded a change in our 

litical conditions and a reformation of the suffrage. e mem- 

of the convention which adopted the constitution of 1898 were 
able and conscientious. They were confronted with a serious 
problem, and, in my opinion, they solved it. The suffrage article 
of the constitution provides that every male citizen 21 years of 
age, a bona fide resident of the State for two years, of the parish 
one year, and of the precinct six months, shall be entitled to vote 


nal mass is therefore no violation of any represent- 
Its inclusion in the electorate is the degradation of 


if he can read and write, or if he owns property, real or personal, 
assessed to him to the amount of $300. 


The qualification to read 


1900. 


and write is tested by the ability of the voter to fill out the blank 
application to register, which is as follows: 


Iam a citizen of the State of Louisiana. My name is —. Iwas 
born in the State (or county) of , parish (or county) of , on the 
— of in the year ——. I am now years months and 

p Pee of age. I have resided in this State since + in this parish 
since and in precinct No. ——, of ward No. —, of this parish, since 
Preys and I am not disfranchised by any provision of the constitution of 

State. . 


This test is simple enough. The disfranchisement has refer- 
ence to article 202, which enumerates the causes to be conviction 
of crime the punishment of which is imprisonment at hard labor; 
inmates of charitable institutions, except the Soldiers’ Home; 
those actually confined in any public prison, interdicted persons, 
insane or idiotic persons. 

With the exception of this disfranchised class, any citizen, white 
or colored, who has the qualification of residence can vote if he 
be able to read and write or possesses property assessed to him of 
the value of $300. No constitutional objections can be urged to 
these qualifications. The constitution, section 5, article 197, ex- 
cepts a certain class from the qualifications above stated. It is 
this article against which complaint is leveled, because it is said 
it discriminates against the negro. A like provision is contained 
in a proposed amendment to the constitution of North Carolina, 
which is the occasion of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
that State. Section 5 is as follows: 

No male person who was on January 1, 1867, or at any date prior there 
entitled to vote under the constitution or statutes of any State of the Uni 
States wherein he then resided, and noson or panon of such person not less 
than 21 years of thi 

rson of foreign 

shall be denied the 
his failure to theeducati or propert: bed 
this constitution: Provided, He shall have eve in this State for five years 


next ate jee the date at which he shall apply for ee, and shall 
have registered in accordance with the terms of article prior to Septem- 
boc yn i and no person shall be entitled to register under section after 


The inclusion of this class does not exclude the negro from vot- 
ing. He has the right in common with the white people on the 
conditions alike applicable to both races, that he can read and 
write, or that he owns a certain amount of real or personal prop- 
erty. He is deprived of no right of suffrage by the conferring of 
it upon another class, If the suffrage amendment, because it con- 
ferred the right to vote upon certain citizens, is to be interpreted 
as a discrimination against the negro, then no privilege could be 
granted to any white citizen by a State unless a negro was granted 
the same. The fourteenth amendment declares that the privi- 
leges or immunities of citizens of the United States shall not be 
abridged by any State. This amendment was intended to protect 
the negro, so that he could not be discriminated against in public 
pa of amusement and on public conveyances and in the courts. 

uppose a State should for some reason or other provide for the 
free transportation of some of its citizens on a public conveyance, 
then, according to the views of those who complain of the suffrage 
ea ge in te 1 of Touma i na the 3 be 

und to grant the same privilege to an equal number of negroes. 

Amendment fifteen of the Constitution of the United States says: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. 

Wherein is the denial or the abridgment of the negro’s right 
to vote by the inclusion of one class into the electorate? The 
right to vote still remains to him unimpaired. No one will say 
that the educational or property qualification provided for both 
racés denies or abridges his right to vote under the fifteenth 
amendment. The gravamen of the complaint is that the same 
exemption from the educational or property qualification was not 
accorded the negro. If this had been done, the educational and 
property qualification would have been useless and the suffrage 
would have been in the same condition as it was before the adop- 

tion of the Constitution. 

The Constitution of the United States does not confer the right 
to vote on anyone. This is left exclusively to the States. Iam 
not aware of any restriction upon the State as to the persons it may 
admit to the electorate. Its power is unlimited. The only restric- 
tion imposed by the Constitution of the United States is that the 
right to vote shall not be denied or abridged on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. As I have stated, the 
State, in the exercise of its exclusive power to confer the right to 
vote, does not deny or abridge or deny the right of other citizens 
to vote by exempting a certain class from the qualification pro- 
vided for the great ont of electors. 

There is nothing in the text of the suffrage clause quoted to 
show that there is any denial or abridgment of the right to vote 
on account of race, color, or previous condition, TheState, being 
the sole judge of the qualifications of electors, can discriminate 
among the illiterate as to electoral capacity. This is what the 
State of Louisiana has done. 


in the country parishes who served the State with fidelity who 
could not read or write and who did not own property. The 
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descendants of these people had no opportunity immediately after 
the war to obtain an education, as the struggle for an existence 
was hard. They had been voters. They attended public meetings 
punctually and heard discussions on 9 affairs. They knew 
who was ident, governor of the State, and how they were 
elected, and had a very good comprehension of the principles of 
the Government and the duties of public officers. They were 
incorruptible. 

No money or other consideration akin to bribery could influence 
them. They had a personality. They did not vote en masse at 
the dictation of anyone. It was right. it was just, that they should 
be continued as voters. The exemption is not partial to the white 
race. Itdeprived a great many people in the city of New Orleans 
of the right to vote. Since the close of the war between the States 

numbers of foreigners have come to New Orleans and man 
have gone into the sugar district who can not read and write an 
who have not the property qualification. Prior to the constitution 
of 1898 they were voters, even after they had filed a declaration of 
intention to become citizens of the United States, and were influ- 
enced and controlled by leaders and voted en masse as directed. 
This class has been disfranchised, and will remain so until they 
become 5 7 voters. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana pardon an in- 
terruption for a moment? 

Mr. McENERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is now pending in my State a proposed 
suffrage amendment, to be voted on next August, containing the 
same ‘‘ grandfather clause” of the Louisiana amendment already 
adopted in that State. This grandfather clause, which is section 
5, is, in my opinion, clearly unconstitutional, and I had under- 
stood that the Senator from Louisiana held to the same opinion; 
but it seems from his present remarks that he is now undertaking 
to defend tliat monstrous absurdity. 

Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I should like to ask him if 
he was not of the opinion when this amendment was pending in 
his State that it was clearly unconstitutional, and if he did not 
so advise the convention of his State, and if he did not also advise 
them that the ablest constitutional lawyers of this body held to 
the same opinion? 

Mr. McENERY. Yes, sir. When the constitutional convon- 
tion was in session Iwas 1 to know what was my opinion 
of this section 5. I replied to that telegram that in my opinion it 
was unconstitutional. I then received another telegram, after its 
adoption, to know if, when it was attacked, I would defend it in 
15 3 of the United States, To that telegram I replied that 

would, 

Istand, Mr. President, always ready to defend the people of Loui- 
siana when their character is attacked. I stand ready to defend 
them when their interests are in peril. Istand ready to defend 
them when their laws are assailed. 

It is the same way, Mr. President, in reference to my duty to 
the Government of the United States in regard to the war that is 
now being waged in the Philippine Islands. 1 do not stop to in- 
Pare whether the people of the United States are right or wrong. 

do not stop to inquire whether or not the first volley was fired 
by the Filipinos or by the troops of the United States. It is 
enough for me to know that the authority and power of this Gov- 
ernment is assailed and that it is the duty of every citizen, no 
matter what were his convictions, to rally to the support of the 
Government, not only to send its ships abroad and its armies upor 
the field and to supp y money and munitions of war, but with our 

t sympathy and whole will and heart to stand by the Presi- 

ent of the United States and uphold his hand until the enemies 
of this Government are brought under subjection. That same 
motive, Mr. President, induces me todefend to the best of my abil- 
ity the constitution of the State of Louisiana when it is assailed. 

But, Mr. President, although that was my opinion at that time, 
since then I have studied the question more carefully, and I hope 
the reasons which I assign are a sufficient justification for that 
change of opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think I now understand the 
Senator. He said the amendment was unconstitutional; but he 
also said in another letter that if his people adopted it, he would 
do his best to defend itin the United States Senate. I do not wish 
to interfere with his speech; but if the Senator does not object to 
the interruption, I haye in my hand both of his letters, to which 
he has referred, and an editorial from the New Orleans Times- 
Democrat, from which I should like, with the permission of the 
Senator, to read. 

The Senator's first letter is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1898. 
To the Times-Democrat: 


In answer, I say that section 5 is grossly unconstitutional. I have sub- 
mitted the same to some of the ablest Democrats of the Senate, who are able 
constitutional lawyers. They all concur in my opinion that if adopted, the 
effect will be to lose in our representation in Congress and in the electoral 


vote of the State. 
S. D. McENERY. 
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The second, to which the Senator himself has referred, is also 
addressed to the New Orleans Times-Democrat and is under date 
of March 19, 1898, The Senator has already stated the substance 
of that letter. He says that after the amendment, which he op- 


and denounced as ly unconstitutional,” was adopted 
e would try to defend it when it was attacked, 
That letter is as follows: 


[Special to The Times-Democrat.] 
I know of no better plan fora article in the constitution than an 
educational or property qualification. is was recommended for adoption 
as an amen t to the present constitution. 


dmen 
It was defeated not because of its def but for other reasons. There 
versal regret at its defeat, and ints made Democratic 
th Car Itis an 
ear 
us. 


erate voterans rotected by provision ad- 
mi them to vote without $ is inclusion of one class 
and not the exclusion of another. In answer toa telegram from delegates, 
I say that in the Senate I would support any plan adopted when attacked. 
My duty to the people of Louisiana would demand 
8. D. McENERY. 


I understand that the Senator is now simply carrying out his 
to support whatever they adopted, even though it were 
1 unconstitutional.“ 
connection I will also read a short extract from an edi- 
torial in the Times-Democrat from its issue the next day after 
ey unconstitutional amendment was adopted, commenting upon 
same: 


After themselves disowning and fiercely denouncing section 5, a 
of members of the constitutional convention: — Seen 


and voters in 1808 can be 
qualifica: 


+ * * And the convention, oi 

the fact that the ab in 

it to be unconstitutional. CAPFERY and M ERY have protested 
against its passage, and have declared that it contravenes the Federal Consti- 
tution. In this by such wart Democrats and un- 


oar Skates" righ 1. — Turpie of Indiana, LINDSAY of 
Kentucky. Vest of Missouri, Berry of Arkansas, Walthall of pi, 
TURLEY of Tenfiessee, PETTUS of bama, and MCLAURIN of South Caro- 
lina, and many members of the House of Representatives. 

Now, Mr. President, this same constitutional amendment, this 

ition ‘‘ offensive to political honesty and to Americanism,” 
now to be voted upon by the people of my State. My opinion 
about it is the same as that expressed by the Tim es- Democrat and 
by the Senator in his letter to that paper. But I am glad to hear 
any arguments as toitsconstitutionality. But the Senator is now 
discussing the evils of negro domination more than the constitu- 
tionality of this amendment. If the Senator had before this body 
a proposition to abrogate the fifteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, then I would be ready to discuss with him the advisability 
of negro to consi: its evils and how to remedy or to 
preot the negro domination which he has said he has had in 
is State, or which might exist anywhere else. There is no negro 
domination in my State, and never will be, for we haye more 
than two white voters for every negro voter. 

However, that is not the question now before us, as I under- 
stand it. It is a legal question that confronts us. As long as the 
fifteenth amendment stands I consider it the duty of every Sena- 
tor and of every citizen—— 

ge unt Loree to sien Ti tie Seat AAE com Se ge D 
was j g 0 3 e r me to go on. 

Mr. BLE. If the Senator will let me Rea this sentence, 
I will listen to him with a great deal of interest. I say it is the 
duty of every State not to violate the fifteenth amendment as 
long as it stands as a part of the ic law of the land. In 
face we can not violate it, for our attempts to do so will be de- 
clared void by the courts. 

Ishall be glad to have the Senator address himself, also, toanother 
poan of this question in which he is interested in his State and 

which the people of my State are interested, and it is this: If 
section 5 is unconstitutional, as the Senator advised the conven- 
tion of his State that it was, even though he agreed to try to de- 
fend its unconstitutional action—— { 

Mr. McENERY. I will follow my own course of reasoning, so 
far as that is concerned. 

Mr. BUTLER. But it is not the Senator’s reasoning, but the 
probable action of the Supreme Court, of which Iam now going to 
speak, If section 5 is unconstitutional, then, Mr. President, the 

uestion is, Will the court knock that out—that section—leaving 

e remainder of the amendment stand? If it does, then the illit- 
erate white citizens of the Senator's State, to whom he has just 
paid such a fine tribute, would be then disfranchised and be pow- 
erless to remove that provision from the constitution of his State. 

The same thing faces the people of my State. There are over 
60,000 illiterate white voters in my State who would be disfran- 
chised, as large a number as there would be of negroes, if section 


5 is unconstitutional; and if the courts should follow the usual 
construction and knock out the objectionable leaving the 
remainder of the constitutional provision, which would, without 
section 5, make a constitutional scheme of e p by an 
educational qualification applying to both races e, to stand. 

Mr. President, this is a ger that should appeal to everyone, 
even though he is willing to violate the fifteenth amendment, 
unless he desires to see the poor and illiterate whites also disfran- 
chised. I hope to hear the Senator discuss this phase of the ques- 
tion before he concludes. 

Mr. McENERY. In the opinion in the case of United States 
vs. Reese et al. it said by the organ of the court: 

If citizens of one race, having certain qualifications, are permitted by law 
to vote, those of another having the same qualifications must be. 

This is the strongest language in the opinion relating to the 
denial or abridgment of therightof the negroto vote. This state- 
ment means that where the general law prescribes the qualifica- 
tions to vote the negro who has these qualifications can not be 
denied the privilege. The State of Louisiana has a provision in 
its constitution prescribing qualifications for all voters, white and 
colored, and the violation of the fifteenth amendment must nec- 
essarily be in the denial of the act of voting, by a refusal to per- 
mit the negro to register or to deposit his vote on account of bis 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, The exception of 
a certain class from the qualifications provided by the Constitu- 
tion in no way affects the negro’s vote, nor does it affect the right 
to vote of white men who were not voters in Louisiana or any one 
of the States of the Union in 1867 or prior thereto. 

It has been held by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
the Constitution of the United States has not conferred the right 
of suffrage upon anyone, and that the United States has no voters 
of their own creation in the States. (21 Wall., 178; United States 
vs. Cruikshank et al., 92 U. S., 542.) the latter case it was said 
i the court, after having quoted from United States vs. Reese et 

„ 92 U. S., 214: 

this it a t the ri a 
FDD 
ise 0! N on account o! etc., m 
(United States vs. Cru: k, 2U. 8.78450 9 

The fact is, that all negroes who can read and write, and who 
have the qualifications of residence, are in the electorate, and all 
will be when they acquire these qualifications. From this it will 
ap: that the article was striking at ignorance among both white 
and colored, and not at the negro race. 

The word “ white,” which would show a discrimination on ac- 
count,of color, etc., is not in the article regulating the suffrage. 
Affirmatively it confers the right to vote on the negro, (Ex parte 
Yarborongh, 110 U. S., 651.) 

The right to vote in the State comes from the State; but the 
right of exemption from the prohibited discrimination comes from 
the United States. The first has not been granted or secured by 
the Constitution of the United States, but the latter has been. The 

rovisions in the constitution of Louisiana in regulating the suf- 

do not express any discrimination on account of race, color, 

or previous condition of servitude. It is not enough to infer or 

suspect that the suffrage article in the Constitution discrimi- 

nates. In McPherson vs. Blacker (110 U. S., e 1) it was said, 
reviewing both the fourteenth and the fifteenth amendments: 

The right to vote intended to be protected refers to the right to vote as 

blished by the laws and constitution of the State. There is no color for 
Beate being a citizen of the United States, has, from the timo of his majomity, 
a right to vote for Presidential electors. 2 

The State therefore having the exclusive power to say who shall 
be electors, has the right to discriminate between its citizens as to 
capacity for electoral nee provided it makes no discrimination 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, 
(Williams vs. Mississippi, 170 U. S., page 213.) 

The State has the 8 right of prescribing qualifications 
for the voter. It has prescribed them, and every negro in the 
State can vote if he has these qualifications, which in the general 
law are common to him and the white man. 

In the State of Louisiana the who can not read and 
write are those who were slaves. ey are fast passing away, 
leaving a generation behind them who can read and write, and 
who have learned to do so in the schools established for colored 
people by the State of Louisiana. The election law of Louisiana 
is of the Australian kind, and every voter can now have his vote 
counted and an expression of his will enforced. There negroes 
can register and vote without interference. 

The State of Louisiana has done a great deal for the negro. It 
has elevated him morally and intellectually. He pays no taxes of 
any amount, yet the le of that State cheerfully and generously 
contribute for his sc s and his churches. Schools are in every 
neighborhood. The State has organized a prosperous university, 
where there is industrial training and facili ities for a higher edu- 
cation, As the negro will not patronize a school where white 


1900. 


_ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1067 


teachers are provided, a normal school has been provided to edu- 
cate their teachers. Besides the university shed and sup- 
ported by the State, there are several colleges of a high order with 
able faculties. 

Had the negro continued in power, the State would have been 
one vast sea of desolation; values of all kinds would have been de- 
stroyed, fields uncultivated, improvements of all kinds delayed; 
schools would have been closed, and he, the tool of unscrupulous 
3 would be now sunk in moral degradation and mental 

ess. 

The people of the South availed themselves of the first oppor- 
tunity, after the white 8 gained the ascendency, to rebuild 
their shattered fortunes. 1870 there were 4,352,317 bales of 
cotton, with an aggregate value of $326,032,066; in 1880, 6,605,750 
bales, of an aggregate value of $344,555,920; in 1890, 8,652,597, 
worth $369,118,787.02; in 1898, 11,119,994 bales, worth $243,399,668, 
but because of the low price of cotton—4} cents pound—this 
enormous increase was worth $100,002,200 less n the crop of 
1890. From 1870 to 1890 the population of the South increased 
100 per cent. From 1880 to 1890 the South made an advance of 37 
per cent in farm products as against a gain of 50 per cent for all 
the rest of the country. The total value of farms for the South 
in 1880 was $660,000,000; for the rest of the country it was $1,555,- 
000,000. In 1890 the South had gained $107,000,000, or 16 per cent, 
while the rest of the country gained only $141,000,000, or 9 per 


cent. 

During the year just closed there were established in the South 
industrial enterprises to the number of 1,938, comprising icul- 
tural, forestal, and mineral industries. In nine Southern States 
there are 4,773 knitting machines; in five there are are 57 woolen 
mills, devoted to making all wool and mixed wool. Several of the 
Southern States are manufacturing furniture from native woods, 
said to be as as that made elsewhere. Cotton factories are 
being established everywhere near the fields of production, and 
during the past year there was consumed 1,400,026 bales. Coal 
and iron mines have been opened and furnaces and rolling mills 
established. Railroads now cross every section of the country. 

The opportunities of the South are those of the nation.” t 
her alone and her eee for the future can only be conjec- 
tured. They are limitless. 

The rapid industrial progress of the South was impossible under 
negro domination. Restore to the negro indiscriminately the bal- 
lot and invest him with power, and there will not only be a check 
to the progress of the South, but the 1 gained will be lost. 

There can be no admixture of the races. is is a law of nature. 
They must work out their destinies on lines, which can 
not come together. The Angio Daron bi and brain will always 
be the superior and can not be subordinated to the negro, 

The negro, unfortunately for the country, is here to stay. His 
deportation is im ible. He has strong local attachments which 

keep him in the South. He must move along in his own line 
of development, directed, encouraged, and assisted by the Anglo- 
Saxon. ə will become more intelligens, more self-sustaining, 
and better ey y= for work along all lines of industrial devel 
ment. Since the supremacy of the white le has asserted i 
the negro is becoming more tractable, a be laborer, a better 
mechanic, and in some instances has attained a respectable stand- 
ing in the professions. These intelligent negroes are in the elec- 
torate and are helping to shape the destiny of the State. It would 
be a cruel wrong to again throw them back into race hostility and 
prejudice and to consign those who have the opportunities for 
advancement to again the idea that they are “Wards of 
the nation,” better than a white man, and are entitled to Govern- 
ment eRe and to live in idleness and dissipation. 

We of the South are making the negro's condition better every 
day. He has been treated so as to destroy, to a great extent, the 
antagonism engendered by carpetbag government. He is re- 

rded as a factor in the South’s future development. He is not 

lebarred from work because he is a negro. ə fields, the work- 
shops, the factories, and the professions are to him for his 
development. We do not deny his political rights because he is a 
negro. We regulate the suffrage because he is ignorant, and at 
present the majority of the negro race has no electoral capacity. 

The course of civilization has been in the su of the white 
race. 


every 

soil where the white man has ap , he has asserted supremacy. 
The African and the Orien all under his dominion, and the 
ulations are moved and controlled as he directs. It is so to-day 

in India, in Africa, and is rapidly crystallizing into a fact in the 
far east, in China, and in the islands of the Pacific. The concep- 
tion of this power and strength in the white race, whose distino- 
tion is in the separation of the races, is the hope of civilization 
and the enlightenment of the world. Language and art and 
science and architecture and all modes of culture will bear the 
impress of the white man’s supremacy. It is a universal law. It 


is ey sped here and everywhere, and no act of Congress can sus- 
pend it. 

The greatness of a republic consists in the representation of 
peoe Political power in a representative government must be 
n the organization of electoral action, so that there may be an 


expression, a realization of personality in the government. 

There is no basis for electoral rights where there is no capac- 
ity for electoral action.” In the impersonal mass, where there is 
an absence of ee and personality and an absence of 
electoral capacity, it is the duty of the State to lift the individuals 
composing the mass from an indifference to electoral power and 
to educate them for its exercise. It is the duty of the State to de- 
velop in each member of the community personal power as an 
elector. This is what the State of Louisiana is accomplishing. 
It provides for the negro and theignorant emigrantschools where 
they can learn the elements of an education. It goes further and 
provides for higher education. The State is trying from among 
this class the formation of an independent manhood, so that he 
who has reached his majority in years is always in his political 
majority.” When this shall have been accomplished the voter 
can exc „I have not e with the multitude to do evil.” 

It is thus also that Indians are excluded from voting; not be- 
cause they are not taxed, but because they are subservient to the 
will of a chief; and absolutely controlled by it they are without 
freedom. They also exist in a tribal relation, the organization of 
a race, which isolates them from the organic and moral being of 
the nation; but in withdrawing from the tribal relation they come 
upon a national position and should be regarded as mem of 
the nation.” 

The 8 in the Philippines, as we learn from the junior 
Senator from Indiana, are wanting in personality and fall under 
the control of some superior mind, and are not fit to be intrusted 
with electoral power. And this may be truly said of the mass of 
the negro population in the South. Every person should have 
representation in the State, but this means every actual person 
one who is possessed of sufficient intelligence to separate imself 
from the mass and who is invested with a personality, showing a 


tg) wees for electoral action. 
e qualifications of an elector are defined in a general law, but 
they may be more exactly defined as the State p In de- 


a the qualifications of an elector under the Constitution of 
the United States the State has the power to exclude those who 
have no will of their own, and to keep them so excluded until they 
attain the qualifications prescribed by law. It can more exactl 
define the qualifications of electors by including a class which it 
deems of sufficient intelligence to be admitted to the right of suf- 
frage. The fact that the admission of the class:designated in sec- 
tion 5 of the constitution of Louisiana to the right of suffrage, 
and that it increases the number of electors and may give an ad- 
vantage in number to the white people, is no evidence that the 
ee the negro to vote has been denied or abridged. g 
State of Louisiana undoubtedly has the power to enact a 
law declaring that, for the love and reverence of the people of 
Louisiana for the late General Beauregard, his descendents, as a 
mark of distinction, shall have the right to vote and be exempt 
from the clause of the Constitution. This would not 
deny or abridge the right of the ne; to vote. But under the 
theory of the Senator from North lina it would, unless a 
ni was given the same distinction. Some negro general of 
tia of the reconstruction era would have to be thus honored, or 
the law would be a violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

The fifteenth amendment never intended to place the negro on 
a perfect of equality with the white man, so as to deny privy- 
ileges to the latter without giving the same to the former. It 
means only that the right to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
because of his race, color, or previous condition. 

In our democratic government the A pene rules. This is not 
tyranny. There is no power so devoid of tyranny as the political 
majority. All tyranny has sprung from the minority acting be- 
yond and outside of thelaw. It has been said that 300 persons 
inaugurated the reign of terrorin France. A few carpetbaggers 
controlling the negroes inaugurated a reign of terror in the South, 
In Louisiana, after the disappearance of the carpetbag negro gov- 
ernment, one man controlling sometimes 100 ne voters exer- 
cised a dangerous power. He overthrew the will of voters who 
lived in another section of the State where no such power was 
attainable, because of the absence of the negro from those sections. 
With the mass of the negroes as voters there was no panaon 

ority in Louisiana. A minority necessarily governed use 
of the preponderance of the negro population and the ability to 
absolutely control it by one or more persons. The remedy is a 
principle of representation 8 right of all as against 
„„ of a few controlling an impersonal mass of 
vo 

In the constitution of 1898 for arbitrary action of an individual 
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or class there has been substituted the well-being of the whole 
against the design of a few. There may be to the unthinking an 
aaa wrong in the inclusion of one class of voters into the 
electorate, but this inclusion was of a class who have freedom of 
will, independence, and capacity for political action. The inclu- 
sion of the negro, as I have described his capacity for the suffrage, 
would have been a greater wrong and a detriment to the whele 
electorate. The State of Louisiana was compelled to change this 
condition in its political affairs so as to avert grave disaster in the 
paralysis of power and will and to give strength and energy and 

ower and authority to the government. It was compelled to 

ook among its citizens for a higher personality in order to bestow 
electoral power upon them. It had the sole and exclusive right 
to do this. Its judgment can not be questioned unless you find 
that for arbitrary reasons the negro was excluded from the elec- 
torate simply because he was a negro. 

The question raised in the resolution offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina is a judicial one. Congress has the power, 
but it has not the right, to delare any law or constitutional pro- 
vision of a State unconstitutional. Under the Constitution of the 
United States this is the exclusive prerogative of the judiciary. 
If the resolution should pass, it would be meaningless in the face 
of a decree of. the Supreme Court of the United States declaring 
such a provision in the constitution of a State constitutional, not 
being in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 
Congress can pass no law coercing a State. If, under the — 
anty of a republican form of government to the States, any State 
should organize a government not republican, but hostile to that 
of the United States, then the State would be virtually placing 
itself outside of the Union, and Congress, by the military power 
of the Government, if necessary, would undoubtedly have the 
right to rehabilitate the State and organize a government repub- 
lican in form. 

But because a law or an article in the constitution of a State is 
invalid, because of its conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States, gives Congress no right or authority to declare the law or 
the article in the constitution null and void. It would be the 
usurpation of judicial authority and in itself unconstitutional. 
Suppose the judicial d ent should decree that the article in 
the constitution of the State is null and void. The effect of the 
decree would be to reinstate the suffrage as it was before the con- 
stitution was adopted. Then, if a negro should be denied the right 
to vote—the exercise of the act of voting—because of his race, 
color, or previous condition, the fifteenth amendment would be 
violated, and the individual or person 8 the act of voting 
would be liable to be prosecuted un any law of Congress en- 
acted to carry out the provisions of said amendment. 

In my opinion Congress can only enact a law to act upon the 

n or persons who deny or abridge the right to exercise the 
act of voting on account of race, color, or previous condition. It 
can not punish the State. It can not deprive the State of any of 


its constitutional rights. Its laws must be respected until they 
are declared unconstitutional by the judiciary department of the 
Government. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have just been told that while I 
was absent from the Chamber the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. BUTLER] had a newspaper article read in which it was stated 
at I had given an opinion that the provision of the Louisiana 
constitution in question was unconstitutional. I wish to state that 
I never gave any such ev At the time the newspaper article 
referred to was printed I had never seen the provision in the Loui- 
siana constitution and had not discussed it. 
ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 602. It is a bill which is of very great 
importance to a great many people in the South. It was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Minnesota Tee Davis] and a favorable 
report submitted on it to the Senate. Ishall be very much obliged 
if the N a allow the bill to be taken up and put on its pas- 

at this time. 
athe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
en from South Carolina what is the Calendar number of the 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Calendar number is 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
Order of Business No. 18. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act 
to provide for the collection of abandoned property and the pre- 
vention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and acts amendatory thereof, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this bill leads to any discussion I shall cer- 
tainly haye to object to it. 

Mr. TIL I only wish to ask that the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] who introduced the bill may have an oppor- 


tunity to make a brief explanation. If it leads to any debate, of 
course we will have to submit to the will of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. DAVIS, Mr. President, about a year ago my attention was 
called to these claims, and I gaye them and their history a very 
careful examination. The result of that examination was that I 
came to the conclusion that they were not only just, but that it 
was the bounden duty of Congress to provide for their settlement. 
I will proceed to state in a very brief way what the history of this 
business has been and what led me to that conclusion. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question before he goes 
on with his statement. I notice in reading the bill that it is pro- 
vided that judgments under the bill shall be paid not as ordinarily 
by appropriations made by Congress, but out of the fund of cap- 
tured and abandoned property. Will this bill under any circum- 
stances or any construction cover what have been known and what 
have been discussed heretofore as the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty claims in the South, for cotton and other kinds of property? 
Mr. DAVIS. I think it does. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator thinks it covers them? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. That, Mr. President, amounts to ninety or a hun- 
dred million dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS. But the amount of the disbursement is strictly 
limited to the fund in the Treasury, 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will let me go on now—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has answered my question. I did not 
oa it covered the question of captured and abandoned cotton. 

r. DAVIS. Mr. President, in regard to the captured and 
abandoned cotton, the claim is strictly limited to what the prop- 
erty produced. In 1863 an act of Con was passed as to ca 
tured and abandoned property, by which it was provided thatit 
should be sold and the pr , after paying the expenses of the 
sale and transportation, should be deposited in the Treasury asa 
fund, and that within two years from the ending of the rebellion 
pana having a rr ap rag 8 in ies 8 of Claims 

or the p of obtaining judgment against the fund; provided, 
however, that they should make proof of loyalty, that they had 
never given aid or comfort to the rebellion. 

The result_of it was that the net fund produced by the sale of 
this captured and abandoned preys I can not impress 
upon Senators too strongly the fact that this bill is limited to that 
fund—was $20,000,000 in round numbers. Under the act of Con- 
gress to which I have referred, where loyalty had to be proved 
and where the limitation was two years, suits were brought 
whereby judgments against that fund of $20,000,000 were ren- 
dered for about $9,000,000, and which judgments were paid out 
of that fund. 

In the meantime the two years had ela The provisions in 
regard to the proof of loyalty were kept in force. any people 
Whose property unquestionably had Rone into this fund were not 
able to make the proof requisite. ey were barred by limita- 
tion, and for other reasons, They had not brought their suit, or 
the suit, if brought, had been thrown out, some on the ground 
of limitation and some on the ground that they had not furnished 
proof that they had not given aid and comfort to the rebellion. 

So, Mr. President, that fund is in the Treasury, not Government 
poen, not money of the United States at a fundi 3 

va trust for the Federal Government, which is its holder, to 
which citizens have been declared to be entitled by a decision of 
the Supreme Court, to which I shall presently call the attention of 
the Senate. It remains there and has remained there for twenty 
ears, the Government having the use of it since the statute of 
imitations barred it in 1868, 5 

Now, in regard to the nature of this property and the relations 
of the Government to it, whether it has covered into the 
Treasury, to use the common expression, or whether it was a fund 
impressed by trust, there was much discussion and considerable 
litigation, until it finally came before the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of Klein vs, United States, reported in 18 
Wall., 138; and it was held: 

1. That it was not the intention of Congress, by the enactment of that 
55 the title to property seized under it should be divested from the 

2 That the proceeds of the property should go into the Treasury without 
change c ownership. 


3. t the same intention prevailed in regard to the property of owners 
who, — 77 85 then hostile, might ova ae rp become loyal. 
4 That it was for the Government itself to determine whether those pro- 


ceeds should be restored to the owner or not. 

5. That the President's ation of pardon and amnesty, with restora- 
tion of rights of property, and particularly that of July 4, 1868, was a decision 
on the part of the Government which decided affirmatively the right of all 
the owners of such property to the proceeds thereof in the ury; and 
the restoration of proceeds became the absolute right of the persons 


ed. 
6. ‘And that “the Government constituted itself the trustee for those who 
by that act were declared entitled to the proceeds of captured and aban- 
3 property, and for those whom it should thereafter recognize as enti» 


| 
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In this opinion the court used this language: 


That it was not the intention of Con; that the title to these proceeds 
should be divested absolutely out of the original owners of the property 
seems upon a comparison of different parts of the act. 

We have already seen that those articles which became by the simple fact 
of capture the property of the captor, as ordnance, munitions of war, and 
the like, or in which third parties acquired rights which might be made 
absolute by decree, as ships and other vessels captured as prize, were 
e excepted from the operation of the act; and it is reasonable to 
infer that it was the purpose of Congress that the proceeds of the . 
for which the special provision of the act was made should go into the 
ury without change of ownership. Certainly such was the intention in 
respect to the property of loyal men. That the same intention prevailed in 
regard to the property of owners who, though then hostile, might subse- 
quently become loyal, — probable from the circumstances that no 

rovision is anywhere made for confiscation of it, While there is no trace in 
The statute book of intention to divest ownership of private property not 
3 from the effect of this act otherwise than by proceedings for con- 


tion. 
It is thus seen that, except as to 8 used in actual hostilities, as men- 
tioned in the first section of the act of March 12, 1863, no titles were divested 
the insurgent States, unless in pursuance of a judgment rendered after 
due legal proceedings. The Government to the fullest extent the 
humane maxims of the 


to 
of all rights of property decided hort! peat a e | us to all persons 
who availed themselves of the proffe: pardon. * * * The restoration of 
the p s became the absolute right of the persons pardoned, on applica- 
tion within two years from the close of the war. It was, in fact, pro an 
equivalent. Pardon and restoration of political rights were in return” 
for the oath and its fulfillment. 


The court adds the following language: 

To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astoun 
to abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised to 
in their freedom. 

Mr. President, bearing in mind that up to a certain time there 
was a limitation upon the right to sue by the necessity to prove 
loyalty, I ask the attention of the Senate while I give the history 
of the proceedings by which proof of that fact became entirely 
immaterial, and in fact could not be required: 

Under the act of J 1862, known as the confiscation act, the President 


ul 
was authorized at an Sine thereafter, by proclamation, to extend to persons 
who may have participated in rebellion in any State or thereof pardon 


than 
tain 


and repens? f with such exceptions and at such time and on such conditions 
as he should deem ex ent for the public welfare. 
On the 8th day of ber, 1863, the President issued his proclamation, in 


which he referred to the act of 1 relating to 9 and abandoned 
property, and offered pardon and amnesty, with tion of all rights of 
property, 3 as to slaves and property to which third persoon ac- 
quired rights, to all persons who h cipated in the rebellion who would 
take an oath to support the Constitution and the laws. Certain classes were 
excepted from the benefits of pardon and amnesty under that proclamation. 

On the 29th of Mey, 1865, another proclamation was issued, extending par- 
don and amnesty, with a full restoration of be hats de . except as to 
slaves, etc., to rsons who had participa’ in the rebellion. A similar 
— . 14 classes of persons were excepted from the benefits 
$ On the 7th of September, 1867, another similar proclamation of 1 and 
amet Bic issued, which reduced the excepted classes from 14 to 7, 

And here is the important point, on the 4th day of July, 1868, 
after the two years’ limitation provided for in the act of 1863 had 
closed upon the parties who otherwise would have been benefited, 
another similar 8 of pardon and amnesty was issued, 
which reduced the excepted classes from 14 to 7. j 

Finally, on the 4th da ot July, 1868, a proclamation was issued by the 
President extending on and amnesty to all, with some exceptions, who 
had participated in the rebellion, with restoration to all rights of property, 
except in slaves, and on the 25th day of December, 1868, without exception, 
unconditionally, and without reservation. No oath was required. 

Now, what was the situation, Mr. President? Little by littleas 
time went and the feelings of resentment were , and 
wiser views and considerations of public policy, as it was then 
thought, prevailed, by proclamation after proclamation the Presi- 
dent granted amnesty until finally, on the 4th 8 of July, 1868, a 
very appropriate day, universal amnesty without restriction, 
without qualification, a clean and clear pardon as was ever 
EEEN by ruler to men, was issued by the President of the 

nited States, by which no oath of allegiance, proof of loyalty, or 
disproof of disloyalty were required. 

ut in what situation did it leave these parties? Those who 
had remained under the restriction in the previous proclamation 
or in the statute of 1863, who did not bring their suits because 
they knew they could not prove loyalty, by the time the proclama- 
tion of 1868 was issued had become barred by the statute of limi- 
tations. So the word of promise was held forth to the ear, but 
broken to the hope. A right was declared and a remedy with- 
held. The Government is in possession of a fund in the 
amounting to $9,000,000 which the Supreme Court has de 


is still the property of the owners, from whom it has never been 
divested, as to which the Supreme Court declared this Govern- 
ment held the relation of trustee. It there remained and has 


remained for twenty years undisposed 
tributed, the property of private citizens throughout the United 
States, made perfectly free and clear to claim their rights in the 
aE as I ever was or any other Senator on this floor. 

ow I read from the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Padelford Case, reported in 9 Wallace: 


of, unappropriated, undis- 


In the case of Garland this court held the effect of a on to be such 
“that in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent as if he had never com- 
mitted the offense; and in the case of Armstrong's foundry we held that 
the general ee granted to him relieved nim froma penalty which he had 
incurred to the United States. It follows that at the e of the seizure of 
the petitioner's pr ty he was purged of whatever offense against the 
laws of the United States he had committed by the acts mentioned in the 
findings and relieved from any pasy unon he might have incurred. It 
follows, further, that if the property been seized before the oath was 

the faith of the Government was pledged to its restoration upon the 
taking of the oath in good faith. We can not doubt that the petitioner's 
right to the property in question at the time of the seizure was perfect, and 
id a perfect, Borer yee the seizure. 


proceeds of his pro „the 
roof of pardon a complete substitute for proof that L. ve no aid or 


eg tera of the petitioner's property for his benefit, and 
having been y reimbursed for all expenses incur: in that character loses 
nothing by the judgment, which simply awards to the petitioner what is his 
own. 


Mr. President, I might go on and cite other decisions cumula- 
tive in their nature, but to the same effect. This bill has received 
the favorable reports of committees in four successive Con- 

, I think. e report made last year was made while the 
* from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I some conference with him about it at 
the time, and he assured me this afternoon of his entire confidence 
and belief in its perfect justice. : 

To recapitulate briefly, the situation is just this: There went 
into the Treasury net $20,000,000, the proceeds of property the 
title to which had never been dives from the owners, and 
which has remained and still is a fund representing that property 
and their title just as much as if it never had been taken from 
their hands, the Government holding it as a trustee. 

This is no mere matter of individual speculation or le tive 
opinion. Such are the solemn, recorded, and repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It was held fora 
time, so that the loyal owners could recover, and they only, but 
while that time ran on the Supreme Court said that that which 
belonged to ere owners was held in the same undivested sha 
of property by the United States as trustee, for the owners who 
might once have been disloyal might su uently haye become 
loyal. That time came. ally, on the 4th day of July, 1868, 
long after the two years’ statute of limitations prescribed by the 
act of 1863 had closed upon all parties alike, the President of the 
United States issued a proclamation of general, unconditional, 
and unrestricted amnesty, which required no oath and put every 

roperty owner, loyal or disloyal, in whatever category he might 
be. upon an equal footing to claim restoration of his property. 

But while that was done the statute of limitations had run, and 
the pending bill is asked for to perfect this act of justice, and no 
clearer act of justice was ever required of any body of men, in my 
judgment. When this was done the statute of limitations enacted 
in 1863 was setup asa bar. Consequently these parties are reme- 
diless against a trustee who the power of legislation to 
open the gates of relief to them. Why should it not be done? 

Mr. President, in regard to the apprehension or 3 
that this bill opens the sluiceway for the letting out of indefinite 
amounts of money upon so-called cotton claims, it does nothin 
of thekind. This bill is limited to the distribution of the $9,000, 
undistributed of that net fund of $20,000,000 which was realized 
to the Treasury by the capture and sale. That is all there is to it. 
It sets no precedent whatever for n legislation as toclaims 
which have not taken the shape of being realized and turned into 
the Treasuryincash, The kind of claims that have awakened the 
apprehension of my friend the Senator from Maine are not in- 

uded, are not contemplated, and can not be covered by this bill. 

I have not a particle of interest in this matter more than the 
ETER interest and desire to see the right and proper thing done. 

do not know that any constituent of mine has the least interest 
in the world in it. I introduced this bill, the same bill which has 
been introduced by others before, because upon an examination 
of what my fellow-citizens were entitled to and what has been 
denied to them so long by this Government I became thoroughly 
and perfectly convinced that they were right and were entitled to 

this measure of long-deferred relief. 
i t, I think I have said all I want to say upon this 
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Mr. COCR BELI; Will the Senator from Minnesota yield toa 


Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest that in line 25—the Senator has 
the bill there—after the word the“ 
Mr. HALE. Let me su t to the Senator from Missouri that 


the bill is not up yet. It 
eration. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought that had been given. 

Mr. HALE. It has not been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought it was given. I ask the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent was given 
prior to the * 

Mr, HALE. y for its reading. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; unanimous consent was given for its con- 
sideration, 


Mr. HALE. Oh, no. That is not customary in the Senate. I 
never knew a bill that paid for a peddler's cart that was sought to 
be thrust through the House on the claim that when consent is 
given that the may be read—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I am not trying to thrust any bill through the 
House or an of the kind. 

Mr, I do not understand that the Senator from Minne- 
sota is in of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave been in some way or other put in charge 
of the bill at the request of the Senator from South Carolina, who 
moved its consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand it was the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will assume charge of it. ; 

Mr. HALE. I certainly do object to its being claimed now, at 
this hour, in a thin Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota introduced the 


bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I introduced the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but I do object to its being claimed here now 
that because consent was given for the reading of a bill of this 
kind, which even its advocates admit takes $9,000,000 out of the 

, the bill shall be considered as before the Senate, when 
nobody has consented to its being before the Senate. The rule 
invariably is that the bill is read for information, and when it is 
read for information the question is asked, Is there objection to it? 
and that question has not been asked since the bill was read and 
since any cer here outside of the committee knew a single 
thing about its tean 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maine objects, 
and the bill goes over. 


unanimous consent for its consid- 


OLMEDO ALFARO, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg attention for a single moment. I have 
a little bill here to report from the Military Committee of a class 
that has never been objected to, and there are many precedents 
for it. They haye been considered matters of courtesy. The 
President of Ecuador desires to send his young son to the West 
Point Academy. It can only be done by the consent of Congress. 
There have Deen: many young men admitted in that way, and their 
own government pays their expenses. 
thout amendment the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 


Ireport back 
129) authorizing the Secre of War to receive for instruction 
at the Military Academy at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecua- 
dor. Our minister to Ecuador says he is the son of a wise man, a 
good President, and is himself a fine young fellow. 


Mr. as Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me a 
momen’ 

y Mr. HAWLEY. Iam done now, if the Senate would just say 

aye. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connec- 
ticut yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would let this matter be 
finished. It will not take five seconds more. It is considered a 
matter of always. 

Mr. DAVIS. ore that is done, I wish to make a request. I 
ask that the bill to which objection was made may retain its place 
on the Calendar without prejudice. 

Mr. HAWLEY and others. Agreed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order. 
. I ask for the reading of House joint resolution 

o. 129. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
129) eee er, the Secre of W. 


ar to receive for instruction 
2 the Military Academy at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecua- 


The joint resolution will be read for information, 


Mr. HAWLEY. The joint resolution has passed the House, and 
I now report it from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which has been read? 

Mr. MASON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

5 Why do you do that? I will withdraw the 
repo: 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at5o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate e, until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 24, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 23, 1900, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—CAVALRY ARM. 


Second Lient. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Ca to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 13, 1899, vice Slavens, Fourth Cavalry, appointed 
assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commission only. 

Second Lieut. Charles McK. Saltzman, First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899, vice Williamson, Ninth Cavalry, 
appointed assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commis- 
sion only. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander William W. Kimball, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the Sth day of December, 1899, vice Commander 
Charles P. Howell, deceased. 

Lieut. William S. Hogg, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander William W. 
Kimball, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William P. Day, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899, vice Commander 
Edward P. Wood, deceased. 

Lieut. Robert I. Reid, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William P. Day, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John C. Wilson, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899, vice Commander 
John F. Merry, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Hatton N. T. Harris, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from = 2ist day of October, 1899, vice Surg. Louis W. Atlee, 


resi, 

tient, Col. Henry C. Cochrane, to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the IIth day of January, 1900, vice Col. Robert W. 
Huntington, retired. 

Maj. Allan C. Kelton, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 11th day of January, 1900 (subject to the exami- 
nations 5 by law), vice Lieut. Col. Henry C. Cochrane, 

omoted. 
aines Lincoln Karmany, to be a major in the Marine Corps, 
from a liith day of January, 1900, vice Maj. Allan C. Kelton, 
promoted. 

Samuel.A. W. Patterson, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 11th day of January, 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Herbert J. 8 of North Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the e Corps, from the 11th day of January, 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps, 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 23, 1900. 


Clark Grier, to be postmaster at Dublin, county of Laurens, in 
the State of Georgia. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1900. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 

Thomas H. Callan, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the 5 in and for the District of Columbia (assigned to the city 
of Washington). 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Third Lieut. John Mel, of California, to be a second lientenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Abert H. Buhner, of California. to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 


1900. 
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Japhet F. Lehman, to be postmaster at Berne, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana. 
John A. Hall, to be master at Cicero, in the county of Ham- 
ilton and State of Indiana. 
John C. Twombly, to be postmaster at Denver, in the county of 
Arapahoe and State of Colorado, 
Nicholas N. Nock, to be POSURE at Bel Air, in the county of 
Harford and State of Maryland. 
William Hobson, to be postmaster at Campbellsville, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Kentucky. 
Thomas J. Ochiltree, to be postmaster at Morning Sun, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 
Daniel Anderson, to be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Iowa. 
John P. Scott, jr., to be postmaster at Delray, in the county of 
5 Beg and State of Michigan. 
Elisha N. Clink, to be postmaster at East Jordan, in the county 
of Charlevoix and State of Michigan. 
Daniel O'Riley, to be postmaster at Leitchfield, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Kentucky. 
Ira C. Richardson, to be postmaster at Chief River Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota. 
Warren D. Harden, to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Mower and State of Minnesota. 
Henry C. Whitmer, to be postmaster at Colon, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State of Michigan. 
Henry J. Crider, to be postmaster at Maitland, in the county of 
Holt and State of Missouri. 
William B. Strom, to be postmaster at Hector, in the county of 
Renville and State of Minnesota. 
Samuel C. Stanchfield, to be postmaster at Camden Place, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
John S. Hoover, to be 3 at Blue Hill, in the county of 
Webster and State of Nebraska. 
Jesse C. Ricker, to be postmaster at Havre, in the county of 
Choteau and State of Montana. 
Walter Alderson, to be postmaster at Red Lodge, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Montana, 
Sanford R. Razee, to be postmaster at Curtis, in the county of 
Frontier and State of Nebraska. 
John M. Mills, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Cedar and State of Nebraska. 
James L. Lashbrook, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Furnas and State of Nebraska. 
Robert G. Anderson, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 
Louis O. Fullen, to be tmaster at Carlsbad (late Eddy), in 
the county of Eddy and Territory of New Mexico. 
Richard F. Williams, to be ter at St. Edward, in the 
county of Boone and State of Nebraska. 
Casper Kennedy, to be aster at Sisseton, in the county of 
Roberts and State of South Dakota. 
Ezra H. Woodward, to be postmaster at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon. 
John R. Smith, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Oregon. 
Clinton J. Farrell, to be postmaster at Vernon, in the county of 
Wilbarger and State of Texas. 
Kittie L. Edwards, to be postmaster at Smithville, in the county 
of Bastrop and State of Texas. 
Charles R. Bone, to be 88 at Beaumont, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Texas. 
J. W. Shot well, to be postmaster at Lufkin, in the county of 
Angelina and State of Texas. 
Jeannette D. McConnell, to be postmaster at Jacksboro, in the 
county of Jack and State of Texas. 
Frankie Houssels, to be postmaster at Childress, in the county 
of Childress and State of Texas. 
Charles Frantz, to be postmaster at Kenosha, in the county of 
Kenosha and State of Wisconsin. 
George A. Blakeley, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county 
of Green and State of Wisconsin. 
Charles E. Haddox, to be master at Cairo, in the county of 
Ritchie and State of West Virginia. 
Charles Settergren, to be master at Baldwin, in the county 
of St. Croix and State of Wisconsin. 
Joseph E. Parry, to be postinaster at Florence, in the county of 
Florence and State of Wisconsin. 
Joseph E. Parmelee, to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 
county of Lacrosse and State of Wisconsin. 
William C. Campbell, to te postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California. 
John A, Watson, to be poban at Kaukauna, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 
Frank Tucker, to be eee at Princeton, in the county of 
Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, January 28, 1900. 
te House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
er. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupes, D. D. 

The W of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prove . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in wee the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 

uested: : 
TE: 268. An act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pending 
causes. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill was taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate committee as indi- 
cated below: 

S. 268. An act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pend- 
ing cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
wascommunicated tothe House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

W. W. RILEY, 


Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. 


iley. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay to W. W. Riley. of Ackerman, Miss., $464, bein; 
the amount of United States money-order funds which was stolen from 
safe October 13, 1896, when he was postmaster at Ackerman, Miss., and which 
amount he paid into the United States Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi allow me 
a question? Has this been reported by the committee? 

. FOX. It has. Iwill ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
GRAFF] to make a statement abont it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear some explanation of the bill 
before consent is given. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. FOX. ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] 
to make a statement about the facts in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires that a statement ba 


made, 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] I desire to say that House bill 
No. 1806, for the relief of W. W. Riley, who was postmaster at 
Ackerman, Miss., in 1896, was before the Commit on Claimg 
to-day and favorably reported. I learn that the wife of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox] is dangerously sick, and for 
that reason he has been recogni for the consideration of the 
bill at this time. 

There was absolutely no objection to a favorable report of the 
bill before the committee. The facts as shown before the com- 
mittee are that W. W. Riley, while acting as postmaster at Acker- 
man, Miss., a town of about 700 pt pence received a registered 
2 containing 8458; that on the day he received it he and 

s clerk were both sick; that it would have been their du 
to have transmitted this tered package on the next mail; 
that there was one mail per day through that town, and that the 
88 on account of the sickness of his clerk and of himself 

ailed to transmit that package on the next mail. Therefore the 
only delay that can be imputed to the postmaster was the failure 
to transmit it within twenty-four hours, and he had but one oppor- 
tunity to do that and was prevented by sickness. 

The facts show that the package was stolen that night, together 
with Bargo sum of money which belonged to the postmaster 
personally. 

When a post-office inspector came to the office for the purpose 
of investigating the matter, the postmaster paid the $458. After- 
wards he submitted a claim to the Post-Office Department, and 
the Post-Office De ent refused to pay the claim, not because 
it lacked equity, but because under the law it pertained to the 


loss of a registered package, instead of to the loss of United States 
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funds which were in the hands of the postmaster as postmaster. 
However, the committee had in their possession a report from 
the Postmaster-General to the committee in favor of the passage 
of this bill, and also a favorable report from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, both of whom had before them the 
facts concerning the claim. 

The bill, as I understand it, was mistakenly introduced by the 
gentleman from 1 for the sum of 8464, when in fact, as 
the proof shows, the ac amount in the registered package was 
$458. Hence, the committee to-day tavoratiy reported the bill, 
with the recommendation that it be amended by striking out 
“ sixty-four ” and inserting in lieu thereof “fifty-eight,” to make 
the amount agree with the amount contained in the registered 


package. ae 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FOX, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to be present on 
Saturday last when eulogies were delivered on the life, character, 
and services of the Hon. Mr. Danford, of Ohio, I desire unani- 
mous consent to print remarks on that subject in the RECORD. 

The SP . The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SOUTHARD] 
asks unanimous consent to print remarks upon the life and death 
5 tag late Mr. Danford, of Ohio, his colleague. Is there objec- 

on 

There was no objection. 

REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. S er, I call up the resolution 
from the committee on the case of Brigham H. Roberts. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution offered 

tleman from Ohio, chairman of the Special Committee 
oberts Case. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
minority and the majority of the committee have agreed that the 
vote be taken on the substitute and on the resolution on Thursday 
next at half past 4 o’clock, and that in the meantime the discus- 
sion continue, to be under the control of myself and the gentle- 
man who 5 5 50 the minority. 

. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in this 
part of the House to understand what the gentleman from Ohio 


is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be restated. The House 
will be in order, and gentlemen will please resume their seats. 
hfe the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] restate his proposi- 

on 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The arrangement between the minority 
and the majority of the committee is that a vote be taken on 
Thursday at half past 4 o'clock on the substitute offered by the 
Ge 14 of the committee, andif that be lost, upon the resolution 
offered by the majority; that the debate continue from now until 
that hour, and that the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon the resolution and the substitute, I ask unanimous consent 
for the carrying out of that arrangement. 

The SP. R. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] 
states that an agreement has been reached between the majority 
and the minority of the committee in the Roberts case, whereby 
it is proposed to have general debate until 4.30 on Thursday next, 
when a vote will be taken, first upon the substitute, and if lost, 
then upon the original resolution, and that the previous question 
be considered as ordered upon both the original resolution and the 
substitute. Is there objection to this proposition? 

Mr. LACEY, I object, unless opportunity be given to offer the 
following amendment—— 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, objection is made, I 
think we will proceed, and I will move the previous question at 


ky time, 
Mr. LACEY. I think perhaps the gentleman will not object to 


this pro 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not consent to it. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio objects, and ob- 
8 is made to his request. The gentleman from Ohio is rec- 
ogni 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Does the gentleman from Ohio object 
before he knows what the proposition of the gentleman from 


Towa is? 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If there is a desire on the part of the 
House that any amendments should be offered and we have oppor- 


tunity to discern what they are and what they mean 
UME BAILEY of Texas. I ask that the proposed amendment be 
read, 
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Mr. LACEY. Let it be read for information. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, But the gentleman from Iowa has ob- 


jected. 

Mr. LACEY. I have not. My objection was conditional, and 
my request is that a third proposition not involved in the two 
propositions here may be pending. Perhaps when my friend 

ears it he will consent to it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I may consent to it, but I will not con- 
sent to it at this moment. It has not been proposed to the com- 
mittee. No member of the committee, as far as I know, knows 
What it contains, and we are certainly not giving consent to a 
5 about which we are not Bases y 

r. LACEY. Why not let the House know what it contains? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. There is a way in which we might 
have been informed, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isuggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
the 1 be read for information. 

The SPEAKER, The matter in order now is the reading of the 
i proposed by the majority of the committee. The Clerk 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. 
Roberts, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not there or 
hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I ask for the reading of the resolution 
offered by the minority of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol F ha been duly elected 
2047 In the Fifty-sixth Congress robes having be of U x with Aarah r paa 
tions requisite for admission to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitu- 
tional right, to take the oath of office prescribed for members-elect, his 
status as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording 
constitutional ground for expulsion, but not for exclusion from the House. 
And it the House shall hold with us and swear in Mr. Roberts as a member, 
we shall, as soon as ition can be had, offer a resolution to expel him 
as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives. 
4 — LACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 
es 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 
Mr, LACEY. The gentleman yielded the floor for the amend- 
ment which has just been read. 
The SP . Does the gentleman from Ohio yield for an- 
other amendment? 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I do not. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects, and is rec- 


ognized. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I may be pardoned for a 
word personal to myself in this relation. Some weeks ago the 
duty was laid upon me to make an investigation of the law relat- 
ing to the rights of the member-elect from Utah, and I undertook 
that work. I did so without prejudice in any respect, and I was 
not aware, nor am I now, that I was then moved by any so-called 
emotional impulse respecting what the member-elect from Utah 
is supposed to represent. 

I started in that investigation with the 5 that the proper 
course for the House would be to admit the member: elect from 
Utah to his seat, and then, if his life or his conduct had been such 
as to justify it, that we should ning him. Butwhen I progressed 
with my investigation, as large judicial as any investigation 
ever was, I came to the conclusion that under the facts of the 
case as then 3 to me this House would make itself ridicu- 
lous before the eyes of the world if it adopted that method. 

The committee have found that Brigham H. Roberts is, and has 
been for many years, a gamist, in defiant practice of the 
habit and condition, with knowl of the laws of the land, 
and that he is in that condition, as we believe, to-day; and as re- 
cently as last month declared that he would not give up the rela- 
tions which he said he had taken before the law spoke, although 
he knew that the law had spoken; he claims for himself that it did 
not speak for him. i ~ 

Mr. Chairman, the members of this committee entertain varying 
views, not because of any larger fund of knowledge or any differ- 
ent de of mental force they but rather on account of 
what I may call their intellectual temperament. Every member 
has reached an unbiased and deliberate conclusion; unaffected by 
any party feeling or any public clamor, Every man goes into a 
scientific and philosophical investigation with some certain intel- 
lectual bent, though unaffected by any kind of prejudice respect- 
ing the subject o cr eal It is often necessary that we under- 
stand what that bent 

The microscope is useful and often necessary, but the micro- 

must be laid aside when the process of synthesis and gen- 
eralization i We must not imagine that we survey the 
whole area of related facts, when we shut ourselves up in the val- 
ley, or lose ourselves in the forest. I will be pardon 8 
int o 


view as I can designed to clear the atmosphere and widen 


if I present a few general observations from as high a 
reach, 


1900. 
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the scope of vision. We may then the more justly and correctly 
appraise the more specific observations that are to follow. 
Chief Justice Waite, in the Reynolds case, in 1878, speaking ci 
the claim that polygamy was justified as a religious practice, said: 
To permit this wonld be, in effect, to permit every citizen to become a law 
untohimself. Governmentcan exist only in name under such circumstances. 
And Mr, Justice Matthews, in the Ramsey case, in 1884, declares 
in substance that— 
A free, self-governing commonwealth is founded on the idea of the family 
as consisting in and springing from the union for life of one man and one 
woman in the holy estate of matrimony, and that all 
to be withdrawn from those who are practically hos 
If we are to attach any importance to these fundamental obser- 
vations, we must declare, no matter what moral question may be 
involved, that this case presents, in bold relief, a question of gov- 
ernmental life the basis of which is law. 
It springs from the geo 
ves 


tical influences are 
o to its establishment. 


This is a representative Government. 
ple, from the people who make the law, and their representa 
are such because they are believers in the law and subject to the 
law, and as 740 can not stand for deflance of any law, so much 
the more must they stand as the respecters of and obedient to such 
laws as have proceeded from the people, at the people's initiative. 
Now and then we have a law which springs from the united voice 
of a united people as an expression of the civilizing forcein which 
practically all of them believe and which is necessary to the ex- 
istence of that civilizing force. 

Of the more than 75,000,000 American citizens all but the merest 
handful believe, and believe with a mighty fervor, in the kind of 
commonwealth which Justice Matthews declares is founded on the 
8 relation existing for life between one man and one woman. 
That idea has been for many years crystallized in solemn and de- 
liberate law, whose principie and form have been approved by the 
highest judicial authority. 

These propositions are fundamental and self-evident. They lie 
at the root of things. They are the bed rock upon which constitu- 
tions rest. They precede constitutions. Constitutions assume 
their preexistence and perpetualexistence. They are institutional. 
If the Federal Constitution had explicitly declared that all per- 
sons should be eligible for Representativein Congress who denied 
that the Constitution was the supreme law of the land, that Con- 
stitution and the government which it sought to create could not 
have endured a single day. It follows that if such specific decla- 
ration could not have been made, it can not be implied. 

Neither the presence nor the absence of certain words in the in- 
strument can imply a certain meaning if it is impossible that such 
meaning could have been expressed. If the claimant to this sea 
is eligible, he is eligible because the Constitution so makes him, 
either by its express language or because it is necessarily implied. 
The words “n implication ” mean—and I ask the careful 
attention of the House to this—the words n implication” 
mean that if the framers of the Constitution had had in mind the 
particular exigency to which the words applied, they would, if the 
proposition was approved, have written into the Constitution the 
words that are necessarily implied. : 

For example, if we say that under the Constitution, as it now 
stands, there can be po ae qualification for Representative in 
Congress, then we read into the clause respecting qualifications 
the words and no person shall be rendered ineligible by any 
property qualification.” 

the constitutional provision by implication, which for the 
sake of this discussion I admit, means that no educational quali- 
fication shall be required, then when we get down to the last 
analysis and demonstrate the correctness of that proposition, we 
read into the Constitution the statement that no educational 
qualification shall be required of any candidate for Representative 


in Congress. 
The Constitution says: 


This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land. 

If the member-elect from Utahis eligible to bea Representative 
in Congress, then for the purpose of his case we must read into 
the Constitution other words which are now said to be implied, 
so that it will read: ‘‘No person shall be a Representative in Con- 
gress unless he shall have attained to the age of 25 years and been 
seven years a citizen of the United States and who shall not when 
elected be an inhabitant of that Statein which he shall be chosen, 
provided that no person shall be ineligible to a seat as such Repre- 
sentative, although in form and substance, in word and act, in 
life and practice, he defies the Constitution and the laws and denies 
their validity and supremacy.” 

It matters not whether this proviso be attached to the clause 
referred to or to some other, it must be written into the Constitu- 
tion somewhere if the claimant is eligible. 


Thus stands the case. If the minority be right, the framers of 


the American Constitution, if they had foreseen the Roberts inci- 
XXXIII— 68 


dent with its defiance of the Constitution and the law, and its de- 
nial of their validity and supremacy as to him, would have said, 
Brigham H. Roberts is eligible and must take his seat.“ There 
is no other rule by which to determine what the makers of the 
Constitution mean than to ask what would have been their dispo- 
sition of such a case; and if what they would have done is abso- 
lutely free from doubt, we can understand what it is that is implied, 
though not expressed in words. 

The majority of the committee are fixed in their conviction that 
in view of the status of Brigham H. Roberts, not because of any 
moral question that may be involved, but because of the ques- 
tion of governmental right involved, in view of his defiant viola- 
tion of law, in view of his denial of the validity and supremacy of 
the law of the land, has no right to take his seat in this body, and 
should be excluded therefrom. 

The minority, on the other hand, attaching more value tothehusk 
than to the ear, seeming to conceive that the shadow is to be more 
taken care of than the substance, declare that we must let him 
go through the hollow form, the sacred form of taking an oath, 
and then expel him; to rob him of that which is substantial, but 
that we must not deprive him of that which is a mere shadow. 
They say, You may come zp. and enter our front door, in order 
that we may kick you out of the back door, but we cheerfully de- 
clare, with the Constitution before us, that we can not kick you 
down the front steps.” 

We believe that that is absolutely untenable as a proposition of 
law and absolutely unsupported by precedents. 

I want to make these preliminary statements respecting that. 
First, upon the doctrine of exclusion. 

The language of the constitutional provision, the history of its 
framing in the Constitutional Convention, and the context clearly 
show, whatever else may have been true, that it did not intend to 
t this disqualification for crime or for defiance of the Con- 
stitution and the laws. The overwhelming authority of text-book 
writers on the Constitution and of judicial declarations on the 
subject harmonizes with this view. The House of esentatives, 
in all the years of its existence, has never denied that it had the 
power and the right to exclude, 

In many instances it has exciuded for disloyalty and for crime, 
In 1862 Congress passed the test-oath act, which in effect disquali- 
fied hun s of thousands of American citizens, and thousands of 
Representatives in this body went to the bar of the House under a 
1 that was not removed until they tcok the test 
oath, an oath substantial in its character and superadded to the 
constitutional oath. And this very House in 1869 adopted a gen- 
eral rule of order providing that no person should be sworn in asa 
member against whom the objection was made that he was not 
oe to take ae ee pi F re ; 

e p: ition of expulsion I present general observa- 
tions:- That the ablest lawyers from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment down to this case, but of course not including it, have insisted 
that neither the House of Representatives nor the Senate has the 
right to expel a man unless the thing for which he was expelled 
occurred in connection with his election or while he was a member, 
and was inconsistent with his trust or duty as a member. 

I lay that proposition down as absolutely sound and as not con- 
tradicted anywhere; and both Houses of Co have in many 
instances refused to expel members where the proof of guilt was 
absolutely clear, because the acts complained of were unrelated 
to the members as such, because the acts complained of were not 
inconsistent with the trust and duty of the member as such. 

Neither House has ever ed a member for any other cause. 

So I say this here and now: To exclude is to be in harmony with 
principle and t; Cae! is to do violence to principle and 
Apes mt. T. is aep . = in the 1 9 eee 

is no in merican Congress for expulsion 
under such circumstances as exist here. 
Three reasons are asserted why this man should not be permit- 
ted to enter the House of Representatives. 

First, because of his violation of the Edmunds law and the dis- 
ualification created thereby. 

Second, independent of any statutory ineligibility, independent 
of any joint action of the two Houses in the passage of a law, but 
because of the inherent power of the House, by that inherent 

wer which in all cases of exclusion has been invoked—and the 
ouse has never excluded for any other reason except for that 
which it itself declared, independent of any statute law—that this 
man was a defiant violator of law; his declarations, words, and 
acts that he was above the law, that the law did not speak to him, 
in the very necessity of things, make him ineligible; and 

Third, because the State of Utah was admitted into the Union 
under the express understanding that polygamous practices were 
at an end and would not be renewed. And now it sends as 
its Representative the most conspicuous example, the most con- 
spicuous practitioner of the very thing the abandonment of which 
was the condition precedent to its admission into the Union, 
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This question, then, meets us at the threshold: Does the con- 
stitutional provision naming qualifications for members of Con- 
gress preclude the imposition of any other kind of disqualification? 

Must it be said that the constitutional provision, phrased as it 
is, really means that every person who is 25 years of age, and who 
has been for seven years a citizen of the United States, and was, 
when elected, an inhabitant of that State in which he was chosen 
is eligible to be a member of the House of Representatives and 
must be admitted thereto, even though he be insane, or disloyal, 
or a leper, or a criminal? 8 

Is it conceivable that the Constitution meant that crime could 
not disqualify? The whole spirit of government revolts against 
such conception. y 

I want to distinguish between that guaca non which is of 
the character of age, citizenship, and inhabitancy, such as prop- 
erty and education, and those disqualifications which arise out of 
the criminal or wrongful practices of an individual who willingly 
puts himself within prohibited class. 

Isay this: Whatever general statements may have been made, 
no commentator on the Constitution, no court, and neither House 
of Congress has ever questioned the propriety of the distinction 
between disqualification arising from improper life or criminal 
practices and qualifications within the usual meaning of that 
word, 


In caz opinion the law is correctly stated, and as comprehen- 
sively as this case needs to state it, in 5 his work on 
Political Science and Constitutional Law, w. he says: 

I think it certain that either House might reject an insane person or might 
exclude a grossly immoral person. 

Now let us look for a moment at where the claimant himself 
stands. What is he? What picture does he present as he stands 
at the bar of the American House of Representatives? 

In 1862 first a law making the act of polyga- 
; but it did not make the practice of 


y has always been odious among the north: 
and until the establishment of the Mormon Church was 


recommended 
tes the declaration of the bill of 


rights that all men have an equal, nat- 
enable right to the free ex 


ercise of to the 
preamble, “it hath been doubted whether bigamy and 
rth this Commonweal From that iy to this we 


may 
has not been offense against society, cognizable b; 
civil courts al penthabie wih wake or less severity. 7. 
And, continuing the quotation: 
Marriage hoe from its very nature a sacred obligation, is neverthe! 
nations, tract, and usually lated by law. 


ins mary d 
on with monogamy. 

y striking and profound. 

to the contrary because of his religious 

Pallet oazeckee to the law of tie land, and in olfect to pertat every citieen to 

o law è an effect to permit every n 

become a law unto himself. Government could exist only in name under 

such circumstances. 


So also in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 45). Construing the 
Edmunds Act, Justice Matthews says: 
rtainl and necessary 
inthe „ rea commonwealth, fit to take rank as 
one of the coordinate States of the Union, than that which seeks to establish 
it on the basis of the idea of the family, as consisting in and springing from 
the union for life of one man and one womanin the holy estate of matrimony; 
the sure foundation of all thatis stable and noble in our civilization; the best 
is the source of all beneficent 
suitable than those provided by this 
act, which endeavors to with: Ww ail political influence from those who are 
practically hostile to its attainment. 

How cogent and prophetic are these words. How applicable to 
this situation, that all political influence ought to be withdrawn 
from those why eee hostile to the establishment of a ‘‘ common- 
wealth on the basis of the idea of the family as consisting in and 
eee from the union for life of one man and one woman in 

e holy estate of matrimony.” : 

There was no machinery for enforcing the act of 1862 until 1882, 
when Con what is knownas the Edmundslaw. This 
act defined and punished bigamy and 
terms as the act of 1862, but punish: 


in the same 
unlawfal cohabitation, 


and declared ineligible for office any person who maintained the 
status of a polygamist or who cohabited with more than one 


woman. 
Section 8 of that act is as follows: 


ha 
„nd iea puna Fa Ean nap of tie pe ons described as 
over w. e 
election held in any such AE berie or other place, 9 bed mrp 
or appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for tory or place, or under the 
United States. 

This law had not only the force of a public law, but it was the 
outcome of years of agitation and reflection. It crystallized the 
sober sense of the American people; it represented the settled 
views 6 our wisest and most conservative statesmen, and later 
received the stamp of approval from the Supreme Court of the 
United States in many well-considered cases, and was made the 
subject of felicitous proclamation by the President. 

Prior to 1882 the mant to this seat married his first wife. 
Abont 1885, after the of the Edmunds law, after the 
Supreme Court had declared that law valid in all of its parts, while 
the Territory of Utah was fairly ringing with the blows of that 
act, Brigham H. Roberts married a second or plural wife, one 
Celia Dibble by name. With her he has lived ever since. She 
has borne him six children, the last of whom were twins, born in 
1897. This woman he married with full knowledge of the law 
openly, publicly, notoriously holding her out as wife and 
rearing children by her. 

This second wife he married in defiance of the Edmunds law. 
He declared by his act that he 3 no binding rule upon 
him of a law of Co ; he dee by it that he recog- 
nized a higher law. e Con of the United States was to 
him an object of contempt. e Supreme Court of the United 
States might declare the law for others, but not for him. He 
laughed at its futile decrees and spurned its admonitions. The 
Executive which had declared in solemn messages its gratification 
that polygamy seemed gone forever he defied and despised. Of 
what consequence to him were laws of Congress and declarations 
of the highest court and proclamations of Presidents as against 
his sensual interpretation of a sensual doctrine? 

And all the time the Edmunds law declared not only polygamy, 
but cohabitation with more than one woman unlawful. berts 
not only bigamously married a second wife, but he in 
5 deflantly trampling under foot every other provision 
of the ac 

But he had not sufficiently shown his contempt, his utter and 
absolute contempt for the American people and for this body. He 
defied it by word and by act, and in order to show how utterly he 
defied and despised the national authority and the American Con- 
gress, a little while later he married a third wife. We do not 
know whether he married her before 1897 or not. He held her ont 
as his wife in 1897, and not before. And if that be about the time 
wien be 5 3 eee 1575 ee became a State 
an r the cons onal pro on of polygamous marriages. 

The claim is made, not by any sworn testimony, that he married 
her prior to the manifesto of 1890, which prohibited further plu- 
ral marriages in the church. 

If that be true, he managed to marry a third wife within a year 
after he got out of the penitentiary for marrying a second wife. 
Thisis the gentleman whoserights under the American Constitution 
are so sacred that he must be invited before the Speaker of the 
House and asked to hold his hand up before high Heaven and swear 
to obey the Constitution and laws which in his life and practice he 
declares that he defies and whose macy he denies. 

The amnesty proclamations of 1893 and 1894 never embraced 
him. There was never a moment when its provisions were com- 
plied with by him. There has never been a moment since he 
married Celia Dibble down to the present moment when he has 
not been a persistent, notorious, defiant, 8 audacious 
violator of every provision of the State and Federal law relating 
3 its attendant crimes. And this is the man who 

ission to this bod 


y. 
It was declared in the Kentucky cases, and in the Thomas case 
in the Senate, and in the test-oath act of 1862, that disloyalty 
created ineligibility; that fidelity to the Constitution was a neces- 
sary qualification to membership in this body. What is loyalty? 
It is faithfulness to the sovereign or the lawful government, A 
mere violator of the law may not necessarily be disloyal. One 
may violate the law and still recognize the vache and the law- 
fulness of the government. His only concern may be that he shall 
not be found out and punished, But that man is surely disloyal, 
and in the fullest sense disloyal, when by his words, his acts, and 
his istent practices he declares unequivocally in this wise: 
“You have solemnly enacted certain laws; you have crystal- 
lized into statute the will of the sovereign people. I bid de 
to your law. I will not recognize it. I here and now before 
your very eyes do the things you say I shall not do, I recognize 
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a higher law than your man-made law—no law of yours can re- 
lieve me from the obligations which I thus take in defiance of 
your enactments. The only thing I promise not to do is to take 
a fourth wife.” J 

The case of a bribe taker, or of a burglar, or of a murderer is 
trivial, is a mere ripple on the surface of things, compared with 
this far-reaching, deep-rooted, audacious lawlessness, 

What was the case of Whittemore, who was excluded, as here- 
after set out? He had not been convicted of any crime, but a 
committee had found that he had sold a cadetship. He did not 

retend that he was wiser or greater than the people, or that he 
bad the right to sell cadetships and was above the law. The acts 
of Roberts are essentially disloyal. They deny the sovereign; they 
repudiate the lawful government. Lock at them from whatever 
point you will, they are subversive of government. They do not 
merely breed anarchy, they are anarchy. i 

Now, whataretheduty and the power of the House? The Consti- 

tution has a provision which I have heretofore read in the hearing 
of the House, declaring the qualifications for Representatives in 
Congress. I assert that that is not exclusive in so far as it pre- 
vents the House from asserting any ground of disqualification 
which goes to the vitality of this body as such, or which in the com- 
mon judgment of mankind ought always to exclude from the 
legislative body a person who is thus charged. 
T hiara not the time to go fully over the reasons that have 
brought conviction to my mind and to the minds of my colleagues 
of the majority, but I shall refer to them to such an extent as I 
think will convince this House. y 

Three methods present themselyes by which to test the sound- 
ness of this view: 

First. On principle, and this involves— 

(1) The nature of the legislative assembly, and the power nec- 
essarily arising therefrom. è 

(2) The express language of the constitutional provision. 

(3) The reasons for that language, > 

(4) Its context and its relation toother parts of the instrument, 

(5) The obvious construction of other portions of the same in- 
strument e subject to the same rule of construction. 

Second. The text-books and the judicial authorities. 

Third. Congressional precedents. These are of two classes— 

(1) Action respecting the rights of individual members. 

(2) Acts of Congress and general resolutions of either House, 

As to the first proposition, what is the argument on principle? 
I think it will be undonbted that every legislative y has un- 
limited control over its own methods of organization and the 
qualifications or disqualifications of its members, except as spe- 
cifically limited by the organic law. I do not think tha i 
proposition needs amplifying; it is axiomatic. It is apparent 
that every deliberative and legislative body must have supreme 
control over its own membership except in so far as it may be 

ifically limited by a higher law. There is a distinction to be 

wn between the legislative power of a legislative body and its 

organizing power, or those things which relate to its membership 

and its control over the methods of performing its allotted work. 

That is to be distinguished from the legislative power to be ex- 
pressed in its final results. 

When our Constitution was framed there was practically no 
limit to the right and power, in these respects, of the pee Sr ar- 
liament. Such power is necessary to the preservation of the body 
itself and to the dignity of its character. In England it was at 
one time admissible to permit the admission into the House of 
Commons of minors, of aliens, and of persons not inhabitants of 
the political subdivision in which they were elected. To this day 
it is well known that an inhabitant of London may be elected by 
a Scotch constituency, and a member has been elected by more 
than one constituency to the same Parliament. 

The framers of the Constitution, familiar with these facts, pro- 
posed to prevent their happening in this country. They knewalso 
that a similar latitude of choice had been exercised in the original 
colonies and in the States of the Federation, and it was — ers 
to put a stop to it so far as irc in was concerned. A very lumi- 
nous argument was made on subject by John Randolph in the 
House of Representatives in 1807. 

I quote as follows from his remarks: 

If the Constitution had meant (as was contended) tohavesettled the quali- 
fications of members, its words would haye naturally run thus: “Every 

rson who hasattained the of 25 years and been seven years a citizen of the 


nited States, and who , when elected, be an inhabitant of the State 
from which he shal! n, shall be eligible to a seat in the House of Rep- 
resentatives."" But so far from fixing the qualifications of mem of 
Honse, the Constitution merely enumerated a few disqualifications within 
which the States were left to act. 

It is said to the States: You have been in the habit of electing young men 
barely of age; you shall send us none but such asare fiveandtwenty. Some 
of you have elected persons just naturalized; you shall not elect an 
House who have not been some seven years Citizens of the Uni 
Sometimes mere sojourners and ent have been clothed 


legislative authority. You shall elect none whom your laws do not consider 
as inhabitants. 
In pursuance of the idea ‘n the mind of the framers of the Con- 
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stitution we have the peculiar words, No person shall be a Bep 
resentative who shall not have attained,” etc. How happy, indeed, 
are these words if we give them precisely the force and meaning 
for which we contend. How unhappy and how misleading, how 
impossible, in fact, to the masters of the English language who 
wrote them if they were intended to exclude all other le re- 
quirements or disqualifications. We might admit such construc- 
tion if suitable language was difficult to find or frame; but note 
how easily such a purpose could have been served in fewer words 
and with unmistakable meaning—thus: ‘‘Any person,” or ‘‘a per- 
son,” or every person may be a Representative who shall have 
attained the age of 25 years,” etc. 

The provision seems to be worded designedly in the negative, so 
as to prevent the suspicion that it was intended to be exclusive, 
and so as to prevent the application of the rule, the expression 
of one thing is the exclusion of another.” The immediately pre- 
3 is affirmative, and says: The electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications,” etc. With some show of propriety 
it can be claimed that this provision isexclusive. It at least does 
not have the negative form to condemn such construction. 

Story says (Constitution, section 448): 


and the scope of 
„can properly determine the rule of construction. 
that an tive grant of powers in many cases will 
imply an exclusion of all others. : 

It is a notable fact that in the first draft of this constitutional 

ee which provides for qualifications of Representatives in 
gress language was aflirmative and positive, and that 
when it was finally presented for adoption it appeared in the form 
in which we now find it. 

The slight contemporaneous discussion in the Constitutional 
Convention was upon the provision in the affirmative form. Why 
was it changed to the negative? Surely not for the sake of 
Gg ae And certainly not to make it more explicitly exclusive. 

the report of the committee of detail, submitting the first 

draft of the Constitution, this section read in the affirmative and 
as follows: 

member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 25 

years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least three 

before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resident of 

e State in which he shall be chosen. 

In the discussion Mr. Dickinson opposed the section altogether, 
expressly because if would be held exclusive, saying he— 
was against any recitals of qualifications in the Constitution. It was impos- 
sible to make a complete one, and a partial one would, licati: 
the hands of the Lesisiature —— — 8 ae om, Ho up 

Mr. Wilson took the same view, saying: 

a enumeration of cases will disabl 0 

Al partial —— — e the Legislature from 
_ The next day after this discussion, and when the clause respect- 
ing age, etc., ao; in its general sense, aini a rid poke ras 
a pro’ sec ee Fee a property q cation was 

. Mr. Wilsonsai (MadisonPa, rs, volume 5, page 404) that 
hethought it would be best, on the whole, to let thesection go out; 
this particular power would constructively exclude every other 
power of . What did Mr. Wilson mean 
if the result of the di ion in which . on the pre- 
ceding day was to “‘ constructively excl 
regulating qualifications?” 

n view of the objections urged by Dickinson and Wilson and 
their opinions as to the construction that would result and the 
8 thereof, the conclusion seems reasonable, if not ab- 
solutely irresistible, that the change from the affirmative to the 
negative form was intentionally made, and with the very purpose 
of obyiating such objections, and hence that in being negatively 
stated it was considered by the Convention that the cular 
qualifications mentioned would not be exclusive and would not 
render impossible the ‘‘ disqualifying odious and dangerous char- 
acters” and would not prevent supplying omissions.” 

This section was, y reported and adopted in the negative 
form in which it now appears. The report of the committee 
seems to have been elaborately discussed. 

Where do we find ourselves in such a case as this? Suppose 
that Brigham H. Roberts, instead of being charged with polygamy, 
was charged with treason, not constructive treason, but actual 
treason, and suppose that a witness appeared before the commit- 
tee—a credible witness, whose testimony was undisputed—who 


every other power of 


that | testified that he had seen Brigham H. Roberts wage war against 


the United States in the Spanish war, giving aid and comfort to 
Spain, not constructively, but actively; and sup that Roberts 
appeared himself before the committee and said, ‘‘All that this 
man says is true; I did wage war against the United States; I did 
give aid and comfort to its enemies in time of war against a for- 
ign foe, and I glory in it.” 

ow, in that state of facts the law could not lay its hand upon 

him for the crime of treason, for the Constitution provides 
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no person shall be convicted of treason excepi upon the testimony 
of two witnesses to the same overt act or by confession in open 
court. So that under the state-of facts thus presented he could 
not be convicted of treason. 

Suppose he was here with a certificate of election from a great 
State and demanded ađmission. 

There, then, we have a spectacle, the spectacle of a man not 
amenable to the punishment for treason, glorying in his treason 
as between th‘s country and a foreign foe, but having the consti- 
tutional qualifications for ce, paper in Congress; and our 
friends of the minority will tell you on the floor of this House, if 
they are asked, that Mr. Roberts, thus spitted before the commit- 
tee and the House, must be sworn in, in order that the House may 
thereafter expel him. I say that the House would thus find itself 

werless to protectitself and its own dignity and be made ridicu- 

ous before the eyes of the whole world. 

Another illustration. Suppose that on the Ist day of January, 
1899, two months after his election and two months before his 
term as a Representative should commence, he had been convicted 
of the crime of bigamy or of 1 either one of which is a 
felony under the statutes of Utah, for an offense, we will pre- 
sume, committed prior to his election, so that it can not be charged 
that after his election he voluntarily put himself in that position, 
and he was tried, convicted, and sentenced to the penitentiary for 
a term of two years; and it so occurs that his term of imprison- 
ment should expire on the 8d day of March, 1901, the day before 
his term as Representative in Congress expires. Suppose he pre- 
sented himself on the 3d day of March, 1901, no action having 
been previously taken in his case, would the House have to admit 
him, or would not the proper proceeding be, while he was still in 
the penitentiary for such an offense, for the House to declare his 
seat vacant; that he ought not to have or retain a seat in the 
American House of Representatives? 

Suppose another case: That in the midst of the organization, 
and before beng sworn in, a member-elect should so indecently 
and outrageously conduct himself before the eyes of the House 
and the assembled multitude as to demand and justify expulsion 
if he had so conducted himself after he had beenswornin. What 
would the House do? In the midst of his outrageous misconduct 
must the House, with tender persuasiveness, beg him to honor it 
by being sworn in so that he may be turned out, or would it 
refuse to swear him in and proceed to declare his seat vacant? 
Could the strictest constructionist of the Constitution deny that 
the Constitution was substantially complied with if he was ex- 
cluded by a two-thirds vote, even if he did not assent to our view 
in all respects? 

Suppose that the claimant to this seat, while enjoying through 
the co of the House the privilege of the floor, should declare 
his contempt for this body and for the Government; that he re- 
spon none of its decrees or the laws of the land as having any 
binding force upon him; that if he became a member of the House 
he should become so merely for the purpose of obstructing its 
business and to tear down the Government. What would the 
House do? Swear him inthat it might have the ineffable privilege 
of turning him out? Or would it declare him unfit to have a seat 
in that body and declare his seat vacant? 

As Judge Shaw says in Hiss vs. Bartlett (3 Gray, 473), It is 
ne to put extreme cases to test a principle.” 

So much for illustrations upon that question. Look, now, at 
the last paragraph of Article VI of the Constitution: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of 
the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirma- 
tion to support this Constitution. 

Here is an affirmative declaration that a certain oath shall be 
administered to certain officials, If the theory of exclusion is ap- 
plied to the qualification clause as to Representatives, it must be 
applied to this clause, and therefore Congress has no power to de- 
mand any other oath or superadd to this oath any other provisions. 

And yet the very oath we took as members of this House has 
additional provisions. Congress passed also the test-oath act in 
1862, making vital additions to the constitutional oath, and,indeed, 
adding a new ground of disqualification for members of Congress. 
This act was passed by a large majority, and compelled members 
of Congress to submit to that oath formany years. Chief Justice 
Marshall, the great expounder of the Constitution, in the case of 
McCulloch vs. Maryland, declared that He would be charged 
with insanity who should contend that the ature might not 
superadd to the oath directed by the Constitution such other oath 
or oaths as its wisdom might suggest,” and the whole opinion in 
— 5 pea is addressed in principle to the very doctrine that is here 

vocated, 

If Congress could add to the constitutional oath, the same theory 


of construction must permit it to add reasonable qualifications to 
the requirements for members of the legislative body, at least to 
the extent of declaring disqualifications which in their nature 
ought to bar a man from entrance into a great legislative body, 


The same clause to which I have just referred has this pro- 
on: 


But no re ms test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under the United States. 


If the Constitution had laid down all the qualifications which 
Congress or any other power had the right to impose it was un- 
necessary to go on and declare that no religious test should be 
required. That great instrument is inconsistent in its parts and 
contradictory of itself if it be true that it meant that no disquali- 
fications should be provided except those named. Nor was it 
necessary, if the proviso means an oath merely, that such excep- 
tion should be made, for the preceding words of the paragraph 
set out the required oath. 

The effort to make the negative declaration of minimum quali- 
fications exclusive of all others, whatever the necessities of the 
House may be, falls to the ground if we admit that the paragraph 
representing oaths is in the same instrument as that which defines 
the qualifications of members of Congress. 

Let me now proceed with what I have called the text-book and 
judicial authority. 

There is a statement in Story’s work on the Constitution to the 
effect that the clause in the Constitution describing the qualifica- 
tions for Representatives in Congress would seem to imply that 
other qualifications could not be added. 

Now, whether or not that be sound, these two observations are 
to be made upon it: 

First. That is dismissed in a very few words, Justice Story 
himself disclaims explicitly in his work that he gives his own 
opinion as to what the Constitution means, but asserts that he 
undertakes merely to give the statements of others. 

Second. This statement of Judge Story does not at all interfere 
with the proposition we have laid down—that the power of the 
House to exclude from its membership a person who is, for in- 
stance, disloyal, a criminal, insane, or infected with a contagious 
disease, is not superadding any qualification within the meaning 
or Pons such as a property qualification or an educational quali- 

cation, 

We find, however, that Story’s expression, if it means all that 
is claimed for it by the minority, does not accord with the opinion 
of other commentators, with the courts, or with the Congressional 
precedents. We have rai guot, and will not now repeat, 
what is said by Prof. John W. gess, professor of history, po- 
litical science, and international law, and dean of the universi 
of political science in Columbia College, New York. This ambi- 
tious work, published in 1896, must be considered an authority 
on the subject of constitutional law. 

In Pomeroy’s Constitutionat Law, third edition, page 138, is the 
following: 


the ion that the two Houses ther, as one House, can not pass any 
statute containing a general rule by which the qualifications of members as 
bed in the Constitution are either added to or lessened. 


Such a statute would not seem to be a judgment of each House upon the 

ualifications of its own members, but a judgment upon the qualifications of 
the members of the other branch. The power is sufficiently broad as it 
stands. Indeed, there is ee no restraint upon its exercise except the 
responsibility of the Representatives to their constituents. Under it the 
House inquires into the 8 the elections, going behind the certificates 
of the election officers, examin g the witnesses, an 
sitting member or the contestan 
House also applied the test of personal loyal 
duly elected Representatives, deeming this one of the qualifications of which 
it might judge. 

Pomeroy is discussing the power of the House, not stating what 
somebody may have said. 

Throop on Public Offices, section 73, says: 

The general rule is that the Ly hagas has full power to prescribe qualifi- 
cations for holding office in addition to those prescribed by the Constitutio 
ifany, provided that they are reasonable and not opposed to the constitutio; 
provisions or to the spirit of the Constitution. 

Who shall say that the exclusion of Roberts on the ground of 
polygamy is ‘‘ opposed to the spirit of the Constitution?” 

ing (Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, page 195, 
section 477) says: 

To the disqualifications of this kind may be added those which may re- 
pah from the co on of some crime which would render the member 

What have the courts said on similar propositions? We first 
have the case of Barker vs. The People (3 Cowen) [New York]. 
In that case it was held that every person not specifically disqual- 
ified by the Constitution was eligible to election or appointment 
to office. Insofar as that particular statement goes, it is a denial 
of the broad right to su d to the constitutional provision as 
toqualifications. But that statement, as applied to this case, loses 
all of its applicability, for two reasons: 

(1) Because it was not the question that it had to decide. 

(2) Because the judge distinctly and positively declares—and 
that was the point involved in the case—that notwithstanding 
that want of power in the Legislature to add to the Constitution 
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qualifications it did have the right to disqualify for crime, He 
proceeds to say that it might disqualify for crime upon conviction 
thereof, We apprehend that that is unimportant here, for if the 


House of Representatives has a right to disq for crime it 
has the power and the right to determine for i whether the 
crime was committed, and not to depend upon a judicial convic- 
tion. The necessity for a judicial conviction is the more ap- 
parent where the person who seeks to take office undertakes to 
assume an executive office to which he has been elected or ap- 
pointed, for there may not be any other than the ordinarily con- 
stituted court in which to try the question of his guilt of the 
offense that created his ineligibility. $ d 

But ìt is not the settled doctrine of the law that disqualification 
for crime must be first adjudicated in the courts. The author- 
ities are, the most of them, against that proposition, and for the 
sake of convenience we shall refer to them here, 

I quote from Royall vs. Thomas (28 Gratton (Va.), 180). The 
syllabus is as follows: 


Under the constitution and statute of Virginia a party who has aided and 

ted in a duel fought with deadly weapons may be removed from office 

by B g of quo warranto, or if that writ be notin use, by information 

in the nature of a quo warranto, though he has not been convicted of the 
offense in any crimi prosecution him. 


The court in this case say that the principal authority relied on 
in 0 of the ee position to that stated in the syllabus 
is the Kentucky case of mmonwealth vs. Jones. 


It was held in that case that the clause of the Kentucky constitution impos- 
the disqualification for office of the offense of dueling is not self-execut- 
ing, except so far as it prevents those who can not or will not take the 
uisite oath from 33 upon office. It was there held that a ci 
wiftin to take such oath could not be proceeded against for tion of 
paoi 0 — — oo he had been first indicted, tried, and convicted of the dis- 
u offense. 
p It eas found. however [said the Virginia court in the Gratton case], on 
examination, that much of the reasoning of the court in the Jones case turns 
upon the peculiar phraseol: of the Kentu constitution, in which it is de- 
that the offender be deprived of the right to hold any office, post, 
or trust under the authority of the State. 
The court agreed that if, instead of the words “shall be deprived,” the 
“shall not be eligible’ had been used, some of the difficulties attend- 
ing the Arens to show that the provision is self-executing would haye 
o i 
In the case of Cochran vs. Jones, involving the same question, the board 
for the determination of contested elections arrived at a very different con- 
clusion upon the same clause of the Kentucky constitution. It will thus be 
seen that even in Kentucky there is such conflict of ger in respect to the 
true interpretation of the constitutional provisions in question as deprives 
the decision relied on by the defendants of the weight of being considered 
even persuasive autho: Sr 
The provision in the Virginia constitution is as follows: “ No person who, 
while a citizen of this State, has, since the adoption of this Me pron 
— 8 iy a duel with adeadly weapon, sent or accepted a challegne to fight a due 
with a deadly weapon, shall be allowed to vote or hold any office of honor, 
profit, or trust under this constitution.” 


The court goes on to explicitly hold that previous conviction 
was unnecessary, arguing it with great force. 

The same doctrine is held in Mason vs, The State (58th Ohio 
State), where Mason, who had been elected probate judge of a 
county in Ohio, had expended more money to bring about his elec- 
tion than the corrupt practices act allowed, and as this act dis- 

ualified such person from holding the position to which he was 
elected, the supreme court held that he could be thus disqualified 
and kept out of office without conviction, 

To the same effect is the case of Commonwealth vs. Walter (83 
Pennsylvania State, 105). 

Proceeding with the enumeration of authorities as to the exclu- 
sive effect of the constitutional provision defining or declaring 
qualifications for office, the next case to which I call attention 
is Rogers vs, Buffalo (123 New York), I quote from page 184: 


The case of Barker vs. The People (3 Cowan, 686) has been cited by counsel. 
That case holds the act to suppress dueling, which provided as a punishment 
for vending a challenge that the person so sending should, on con m, be 

ualified from holding any public office, was constitutional. 

he chancellor, in the course of his opinion, said he thought it entirely 
clear that the legislature could not establish arbi exclusions from office. 
or any general c N requiring qualifications which the Constitution had 
not uired. at he meant by such expression is rendered clear by the 
example he gives. lation would be an infringement upon the Constitu- 
tion. he thought, which should enact that all physicians, or all persons of a 
particular religious sect, should be ineligible to hold office, or that all persons 
not g a certain amount of property should be excluded, or that a 
member of assembly must be a freeholder, or any such re; tion. 

But, in our judgment, legislation which creates a board of commissioners 
consisting ot to or more persons and which provides that not more than a 
certain proportion of the whole number of commissioners shall be taken from 
one oes not amount to an arbitrary exclusion from office, nor to a 
general regulation requiring ee not mentioned in the Constitu- 
tion. The “qualifications” which were in the mind of the learned chancellor 
were obviously hoso Which were, as he said, arbitrary, such as to exclude 

i 


resented, and if its provisions are apt for 
such purposes it would be difficult to say what e is 
violated, or wherein its spirit is set at naught. 


And again, on page 188: 


It is said that the 8 had no right to enact that a person who shall 
be appointed to a public office shall have the qualifications preg? d to en- 
able him to discharge the duties of such office, nor to provide that the fac 
that he does possess such qualifications shall be ascertained by a fair, open, 
and proper examination. 

Nothing but the bare oath mentioned in the Constitution can be asked of 
any applicant for an appointive office is the claim of the appellant. We do 
not think that the provision above cited was ever intended to have any such 
broad construction. Looking at it as a matter of common sense, we are quite 
sure that the framers of our o: c law never intended to im a consti- 
tutional barrier to the right of the me through their legislature to enact 
laws which should have for their sole object the possession of fit and proper 


people. 

And, again, on page 190: 

In this case we simply hold that the imposing of a test by means of which 
to secure the qualifications of a candidate for an appointive office, of a nature 
to enable him to properly and intelligently perform the duties of such office, 
violates no provision of our Constitution. 


This opinion was deliyered by Justice Peckham, now a member 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Another instructive case is that of Ohio ex rel. Attorney-General 
vs. Covington (29 Ohio State, page 102). The opinion is by Judge 
Mclivaine, one of the ablest and most careful judges that ever sat 
in the supreme court of Ohio, He says: 


The last objection made to the validity of this act is based on section 4 of 
article 15 of the constitution, which declares: ‘* No person shall be elected or 
ge toa to any office in this State unless he possesses the qualifications of 
an elector.” 

The question arises under the fourth section of the act (which the court is 

g), which provides: Each member and officer of the palos force 
shall be a citizen of the United States, and a resident citizen for three years 
of — 3 in which he shall be appointed, and able to read and write the 


ere is no claim made that the qualifications prescribed in the act,in view 
of the nature of the duties to be poor man are unreasonable, or even unnec- 
essary, to the disch of the duties. The point made is that di fica- 
tions areimposed by the statute which are not imposed by the co tution. 

It is apparent that this statute is not in conflict with the terms of this con- 
stituti provision, It does not authorize the appointment of a person who 
is not an elector. The express provision of the constitution is that a person 
not an elector shall not be elected or 3 to any office in this State. 
Now, unless the clear implication is that every pan who has the qualifica- 
tions of an elector shall be eligible to any office in this State, there is no con- 
flict between the statute and the constitution. I do not believe that such im- 
plication arises. 

There are many offices the duties of which absolutely require the ability 
of reading and writing the English language. There are many electors who, 
from habit of life or otherwise, are wholly unfit to discharge the duties o 
many offices within this State. If the framers of the constitution 
intended to take away from the legislature the power to name disqualifica- 
tions for office other than the one named in the constitution, it would not 
have been left to the very doubtful implication which is claimed from the 
provision under consideration. The power under the general grant bein 
wee and certain, a statute should not be declared void because in confli 
with an alleged implication, unless such implication be clear and indubitable. 


We find the same doctrine in the case of Darrow vs. The People 
(8 ees page 417), The syllabus relating to this question is 
as follows: 


The statute cing git) 3 8 of taxes as a necessary qualification 
e board erm: 


of membership in en is not in conflict with section 6, arti- 
cle 7, of the constitution. 


The provision of that section is as follows: 


No person except a qualified elector shall be elected or appointed to any 
civil or military office in the State. 


The court says, on page 420, that it is argued that this provision 
by implication inhibits the legislature from adding the property qualifica- 
on under consideration. There is nothing in the constitution which ex- 
pressly designates the 8 of councilmen in a city or town, and this 
section contains the only language that can possibly be construed asapplica- 
ble thereto. But it will be observed that the lan used is negative in 
form—that it simply prohibits the election or appointment to office of one 
nota pegs elector. There is no conflict between it and the statute. By 
providing that a supervisor or an alderman shall be a taxpayer the le; 
ture does not declare that he need not be an elector. Nor is the provisionat 
all unreasonable. On the contrary, it is a safeguard of the highest impor- 
tance to property owners within the co: 
The right to vote and the right to hold office must not be confused. Citi- 
p and the requisite sex, age, and ence constitute the individual a 
legal voter; but other qualifications are absolutely essential to the efficient 
performance of the duties connected with almost every office. And certainly 
no doubtful — ates should be favored for the purpose of denying the 
right to demand such additional qualifleatious as the nature of the cular 
office may reasonably require. edo not believe that the framers of the 
Constitution, by this provision, intended to say that the right to vote should 
be the sole and exclusive test of han tees to all civil offices, except as other- 
8 the instrument itself: that noadditional qualifications should 
ever be demanded, and no other qualifications should be imposed. 
LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS. 
I 8 now to the legislative precedents upon this matter of 
exclusion, 


without admitting the person objected to to be sworn in, 


ration. 
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JEREMIAH LARNED. 

One Jeremiah Larned, as long ago as 1785, was elected to the 
legislature of Massachusetts, but it turned out that he had vio- 
lated a law that that legislature had passed. And what was it? 
On election day he headed a riot for the purpose of 8 the 
collection of taxes. What did the fathers of that day do? e 
were not men who were regardless of human rights; they hel 
that inasmuch as Larned had violated the law he was unworthy 
to take a seat upon that floor, and they kept him out, 

JOHN M. NILES. 

In the first session of the Twenty-eighth Congress, on the 30th 
of April, 1844, the credentials of John M. Niles as a Senator from 
Connecticut were presented to the Senate and objection was made 
to the oath being administered, Mr. Jarnagin submitted a reso- 
lution referring the credentials of Mr. Niles to a select committee, 
which was instructed— 

To inquire into the election, return, and qualifications of the said John M. 
Niles, and into his ca —— this time to take the oath prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Jarnagin himself made a speech at that time, in which he 
took the view that it was a question of eligibility that was raised, 
and that a man who was insane was ineligible, and of course in- 
capable of taking the oath. There was some discussion about it, 
and some doubt raised, and Mr. Niles’s colleague said he had no 
objection to the matter going to the committee. 

m May 16 following, the committee reported in favor of per- 
mitting Mr. Niles to take the oath, which was then administered. 
It appears from the report that Mr. Niles had been suffering 
from severe bodily afflictions which impaired his mind to such an 
extent that he was removed to the insane asylum at Utica, N. Y., 
where he remained until April 1, 1844, after which he was dis- 
charged as improved, but not completely restored to health. The 
committee re ed that While Mr. Niles was laboring under 
mental and physical disability, he was not of unsound mind in 
the technical sense of that phrase. 

If this case establishes anything, it establishes the right of the 
Senate to protect itself against a person of infirm or unsound 
mind; that it recognized that it had the right to exclude a person 
8 of every qualification which the Constitution required 

he was not of sound mind. 

PHILIP F. THOMAS. 

Another case in the Senate was that of Philip F. Thomas, of 
Maryland, in the Fortieth Congress. His credentials were pre- 
sented on March 18, 1867, and the following day were refe to 
the Judiciary Committee. There was a very elaborate debate. 

The charge against him was that he had been disloyal, and that 
he was therefore incapable of taking the test oath which was pro- 
vided for in the act of July, 1862. 

The resolution which was then adopted, and under the provisions 
of which Thomas was excluded from the United States Senate, 
was as follows: 


ven aid, counte- 
ty to the United 


land, or to hold a seat in this body as such 
Senator, and that the President pro tem of the Senate inform the gov- 
ernor of the State of Maryland ofthe action of the Senate in the premises. 

The vote for exclusion was 27 to 20. Among those vo in the 
negative was son fame Trumbull. He did so use he thought 
the proof of oyalty was unsatisfactory. 

position on the question involved had, however, been clearly 
and unmistakably defined in the case of 
BENJAMIN STARK, 
who was appointed a Senator from Oregon early in 1862. 

There were ex affidavits as to Stark’s disloyalty. He was 
not permitted at first to take the oath, and his case went to a com- 
mittee, which reported in favor of letting Stark be sworn in, but 
without g at all on the facts. The discussion of the case, 
however, showed that it would be impossible to take proof before 
the legislature of Oregon elected his successor. The state of the 
ee Was so unsatisfactory also that on the resolution to expel 

tark not even a majority voted in the affirmative. On the pre- 
liminary question Mr. Trumbull, February 7, 1862, made an able 
and conclusive report. He said: 

That an avowed traitor, a convicted felon, or a person known to be disloyal 
to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted into the body 
would imply that the Senate had no poya of protecting itself—a power 
which, from the nature of must be inherent in every legislative body. 
Su a member sent to the Senate, before being sworn, were to disturb 
tha body and by violence interrupt its proceedings, would the Senate be 
compelled to allow such a person to be sworn asamember of the body before 
it could cast him out? Surely not, unless the Senate is unable to protect 
itself and preserve its own order. The Constitution declares “that each 
House may determine the rules of its proceedin, punishits members for 
1 behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 


The connection of the sentence in which the power of expulsion is given 
would indicate that it was intended to be exercised for some act done asa 
member, and not for some cause existing before the member was elected or 
took his seat. For any crime or infamous act done before that time the 
appropriate remedy would seem to be to refuse to allow him to qualify, 
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which, in the judgment of the unde ed, the Senate may properly do, not 
by way of ad the cations b; 
By ay eee 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of dis- 
loyalty had been stronger Stark would have been excluded. The 
weakness of the case in that respect is manifest when we remem- 
ber that less than a majority voted to expel him. 

KENTUCKY CASES. 

On the 8d of July, 1867, the members-elect from the State of 
Kentucky presented their credentials to the House. They were 
not then permitted to be sworn in, on the d that they had 
been disloyal or had expressed disloyal sentiments. 

If there is any criticism to be lodged the action of the 
House at that time, it is not thatthe theoretical ground upon which 
they based their action was untenable, but that they undertook to 
exercise the power to exclude a man for disloyalty years after he 
had been disloyal, as alleged, and after the e in which alone 
he could have been disloyal. 

The Committee on Elections, which took jurisdiction of the case 
under the order of the House, made several reports, all of which . 
were of the same general character and all of which were sus- 
tained by the House. The reports were carefully prepared and 
were most elaborately argued. 

f Torg the report filed by Mr. Dawes, as chairman, I quote as 
ollows: 


The committee are of the opinion that no puson who has been engaged in 
armed hostility to the Government of the United States, or who has given 
aid and comfort to its enemies during the late rebellion, ought to be per- 
mitted to be sworn as a member of this House, and that any specific and ap- 
parently well-grounded charge of personal oyalty made against a person 
claiming a seat as a member of this House ought to be investiga 
ported upon before such person is permitted to take the seat. 

A second report was filed, in which it is said: 

The committee adhere to the views expressed in the former report, that 
no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government 
— 8 W by force of eos 82 who has voluntarily ton 

, coun ce, counsel, or encouragemen’ rsons so engaged, 
be admitted to a seat in this House to make laws for the nation he bes traitor: 
ously sought to destroy; and it is apparens that there must be power in this 
House to prevent th: the House g th a judge of the cations of its 
members, of which fidelity to the Constitution is one, and that this end can 
only be certainly accomplished by the inves ting of any specific and ap- 
parently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a person 
Pryce g his — as a member of House before such person is permitted 
e the gen 

The House concurred in this view of the committee by adopting the reso- 
Iution under which the committee is now acting. The principle upon which 
this preliminary investigation was ordered was adopted by Congress when 
the oath of office to be taken by members of this House was prescribed b. 
law, and the preliminary investigation of specific and apparently well: 
founded charges against a person claiming a seat in this House is onl 
ditional mode of attainin o same result sought to be secured by requiring 
the oath to be taken by all persons who become members of the House, 
From time to time after the objection was made to the swear- 
ing in of other members-elect, the House assumed jurisdiction, 
tried the cases in advance of administering the oath, and where, 
as sometimes had been the case, it appeared that the claimant had 
2 pe disloyal he was of course sworn in; in other cases he was 
exci 

As showing that the House in acting in the Kentucky and other 
cases in the Fortieth Congress was not precipitate and wanting 
in deliberation, I call attention to the resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives on the 22d of March, 1869. This was 
four years after the war and nearly two years after the Kentucky 
cases arose, when it may siny bo said that a deliberate judgment 
had been reached respecting the right of Congress in a proper case 
to exclude a member-elect. 

On the 22d of March, 1869, the following was adopted as the 
permanent rule of the House: 

Resolved, That in all contested-election cases in which it shall be 
bya party to the case, or a member of the House, that either claimant unable 
under the act approved July 2, 1862, entitled An act to prescribe the oath of 
office, and for other it shall be the duty of the committee to ascer- 
tain whether such ility exist, and if such disability shall be found to 
exist the committee shall so report to the House and shall not further con- 
sider the subject without the further order of the Ho and no compensa- 


tion will be allowed the House to any claimant who shall not have been 


entitled at the time of the election, and whose disloyalty shall not haye been 


removed by act of Congress. 
This rule, it will be observed, is independent of the mere dis- 
ed to exhibit the matured 


E cation for raed sa but is inten 
etermination of the House of Representatives to insist. not only 
upon the oath required by the act of July 2, 1862, but also that 
the person claiming the right to take the oath should show his 
right to do so. 

he test-oath act only required that he take the oath, but the 
House held that it had a right to inquire whether he had the ca- 
pacity to take the oath, which was an exercise of an original 


y an ad- 


power, not based upon any statute. 
WHITTEMORE CASE. 

Again, in the Forty-first Congress the House of Representatives 
asserted its right to exclude from membership a Representative- 
elect with a peroo certificate and possessing all of the so-called 

qualifications: This is the case of Whittemore, 


constitutio 


1900. 
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from South Carolina, It must be remembered that Whittemore 
Was a Republican and that he 8 certificate to a Repub- 
lican House of tatives. iously, on the 24th day of 
February, 1870, he had resigned in order to avoid a vote on a res- 
olution of expulsion which had been re to the House. 

It was charged against him that he had sold a cadetship, and 
that therefore he was unworthy to continue to be a mem of 
the House. His resignation, however, prevented action upon the 
resolution of expulsion, and the House contented itself with the 
adoption of a resolution of censure. Whittemore returned to his 
constituency, a special election was ordered, and he was reelected 
and returned to the same session of Congress, with his certificate 
of election under the brcad seal of the State of South Carolina. 
Objection was made by General Logan, and after some discussion 
the matter was postponed until June 21. General Logan made a 
powerful speech, in which he asserted the right to exclude a man 

ilty of an offense such as Whittemore had committed. In this 
ebate he said, among other things: 

It is said that the constituency had the right to elect such a member as 
they — think proper. Isay no. We can not say that he shall be of a cer - 
tain politics, or of a certain religion, or anything of that kind; but, sir, we 
have the right to say that he shall not bea man of infamous . Heis 
not merely a representative of the constituents who elect him, but his vote 
in the House is a vote for the whole nation. It is a vote for the people of the 
whole country, and every district in the United States has the same interest 
in his vote that his own district has. 


of le, Are we to be told that Congress has no right to prevent any- 
thing of this use of the right of any constituency to w. - 
soever they please? 

* s + > = s 


s 
It is not that the le shall not be represented. Not at all. It is this: 
That the people of the country have no right to 5 own liberties 
beating Congress with men who, from their conduct, themselves capa- 
ble of the destruction of their Government. 
* * a * * „ 
Congress, being the re tatives of the whole le, are entitled tosay 
that the rights of the whole country shall not be destroyed by one or more 
districts 8 here a man, or set of men, capable of their destruction; 
and that, havi owledge of the facts, and the power to prevent the mis- 
chief by exercising the right of exclusion, they have a right to exercise that 


er, and thereby protect the interests of the country, to preserve 
of destroy the right of representation. 
„ * * > 2 * + 


is the 
to protect the interests of the 


Democrat or a Republican, C 
omination: but, str. it is a crime for a man to 


coun b. 
crime an nst tide bode. hak ie the greed DOR ann the 
theory I stated. 

The principal ground of objection was to immediate action, and 
the claim was made that the case ought to be sent to a committee 
to determine Whittemore’s right to swornin. Logan e 
that the House was in possession of all the facts. He withdrew 
the demand for the previous — and the debate proceeded. 
Later on he said he supposed if there were not more than seven- 
teen or eighteen who wanted to speak, of course it would not take 
much time, and that the House could vote down the previous ques- 
tion if it wanted more discussion. He said he did not care 
whether the House sustained the demand for the previous question 
or not. But the House seemed to be much more insistent than 
Logan, for the previous question was ordered and the vote on the 
main question was 130 to 24. No doubt some of those who voted 
in the negative were opposed to exclusion. 

But the most of them must have felt as did Mr. Farnsworth, 
who said: 

I do not know but that when this matter is properly investigated I shall 
also vote for excluding Mr. Whittemore from a seat, but I it ought to 
be first investigated by a committee. 

The resolution in this case provided for the return of his cre- 
dentials to Whittemore and his exclusion from the House. 

Now, what do our friends say about that case? Well, that is 
not authority either, they say. They whistle down the wind the 
Whittemore case as they whistle down the wind everything else 
that does not accord with their views. The Whittemore case is 
absolutely sound. The speech of General Lo; expresses the 
principle with clearness and cogency upon which, with propriety, 
that man was excluded, and the most eminent men in the House 
of Representatives voted for it,among them Garfield and Randall 
and S. S. Cox and Judge McCrary and many others. 


GEORGE Q. CANNON. 


The case of George Q. Cannon, who was excluded from the 
Forty-seventh Congress as a Delegate on the ground that he was 
a polygamist, on principle clearly sustains the proposition of ex- 
clusion of a member. 

It is true that when excluded Cannon was merely a Delegate- 


on the ground of crime. It is not |. 


elect from the Territory of Utah, and not a person elected to an 
office created by the Constitution. 

Nevertheless, we assert that on principle that case can not be 
differentiated from the case at bar. 

Allen G. Campbell was a candidate for Delegate from the Terri- 
tory of Utah t Q. Cannon in 1880. Campbell received 
about 10 per cent of the votes cast, and the governor issued a cer- 
tificate to him on the theory that Cannon was ineligible to be a 
Delegate in Congress. Campbell's seat was contested by Cannon. 
The committee, in January, 1882, made a very elaborate report. 
All but one united in declaring that Sampal, not having re- 
ceived a majority of the votes, was not entitled to a seat, and the 
dissenting member finally with the majority, that what- 
ever Cannon’s rights might be, Campbell ought not to be seated. 

A considerable majority of the committee further found that as 
Cannon was a polygamist, he was ineligible and disqualified to be 
Delegate in Congress. At this time the Edmunds law had not 
been passed, and there was no statutory ground of ineligibility. 

Some members of the committee undertook to differentiate be- 
tween the right of the House to exclude a Member and its right 
to exclude a Delegate, while other members insisted that, while 
there was a distinction to be drawn between a Member and 
a Devens yet that in so far as the matter of ineligibility on the 
grou m polygamy was concerned, the same principle would 
apply to 

This, then, was the condition of the Cannon case before the 
Edmunds law was . The committee was unanimously of 
the opinion that Cannon was duly elected a Delegate from the 
Territory of Utah, and therefore that he was entitled to hold the 
certificate of election; that he stood in the attitude of a man ap- 
pearing before the bar of the House with the proper certificate of 
the governor of the Territory of Utah and with no infirmity ex- 
cept that which went to his disqualification, namely, the fact of 
polygamy. 

Before the case was taken up in the House for discussion and 
action the Edmunds law was passed. Mr. Cannon in hiss 
says that there were some members of the House who had told 
him that while they would not have excluded him under the re- 
port of the committee, they would then vote to exclude him be- 
cause of the provisions of section 8 of the Edmunds Act; and Mr, 
Ranney, of Massachusetts, a member of the Committee on Elec- 
tions, who had dissented from the majority report, declared that 
he felt compelled to vote in favor of the exclusion of Cannon be- 
cause of the of that law. 

Nevertheless, the fact appears, and I believe it to be the just 
inference from what occurred from the report of the committee 
and the debate on the floor of the House, that Cannon would have 
been excluded if the Edmunds law had never been passed. The 
vote in favor of allowing him his seat was 79, and against it 123. 

When we look at the arguments made on both sides of this 
House, it will be discovered that he would have been excluded if 
the House had come to pass upon it before the passage of the 
Edmunds law. 

STATUTORY PRECEDENTS. 


I come now to the statutory declarations where disqualifications 
have been imposed. 

Section 21 of the act of April 30, 1790, is as follows: 

That if any person shall, directly or indirectly, give any sum or sums of 
money, or any other bribe, present, or reward, or any . — contract, 

m, or security, for the 8 or delivery of any money, present, 

or reward, or any other thing, to obtain or ero’ the opinion, AE sa 
or decree of any judge or ju of the United States, in any suit, contro- 
eee or cause depe: before him or them, and shall be thereof 
con „and so forth, shall be confined and imprisoned, at the discretion 
of the court, and shall forever be disqualified to hold any office of honor, 
trust, or profit under the United States. 


Section 5499, which was passed in 1791, provides: 


any sum of money or other bribe, etc., shall be 
tohold any office of honor, trust, or profit under 


IS A MEMBER OF CONGRESS AN OFFICER? 


Before citing other acts of Congress, it-is proper to discuss the 
88 as to whether a member of Congress is an officer within 

e meaning of the statute. 

If a member of Congress is not an officer, if the qualifications 
of a member of Congress are only those named in the Constitu- 
tion, then, of course, the makers of the Constitution meant that 
nobody could be made ineligible for Congress, either by law or by 
the act of either body, even though laws passed immediately after 
the adoption of the itution made him ineligible for all other 
positions under the Government. 

Now, upon that proposition I make these observations, as to the 
meaning of the word ‘‘office,” 

First. Undoubtedly under the Constitution, in one or two in- 
stances, the word “ office” does not include Representative in Con- 
gress, as, for example, the last paragraph of section 6, Article I: 


No person holding any office under the United States shall be a member of 
either House during his continuance in office. 
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In that case the words holding any office means an office other 
than a member, but the context is absolutely unmistakable, and 
no person is in danger of assuming, even if a member of Congress 
hold an office, that it meant to say that no member of Congress 
shall be eligible to be a member of Congress. 

In the second place, the provision in the last paragraph of sec- 
tion 8 of Article II, relating to the duties of the Patne that he 
shall commission all the officers of the United States, does not 
mean that he is to commission members of Con but he is 
himself an officer, and he does not commission himself, nor does 
he commission the Vice-President, who is also an officer under the 
United States. 

So also paragraph 2, section 1, Article II: 

But no Senator or Re 5 person holding an office of trust or 
profit under the United States, shall be appointed an elector. 

There the distinction is made, ‘‘ No Senator or Representative, or 
person holding an office of trust.” 

But under the Constitution the word “office” must include in 
certain of its provisions a Representative in Congress. 

It is inconceivable that in the Constitution the word office“ 
never includes amember of Congress. Lookat the last paragraph 
of section 3; Article I: 

8 in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than to re- 
moval from office and ualification to hold and enjoy any office of honor, 
trust, or profit under the United States. i 

Is it conceivable that the framers of the Constitution meant 
that a man might be adjudged guilty in case of impeachment 
and that that eet of guilty could carry with it a judgment 
disqualifying him from holding any office save only to be a Rep- 
resentative or Senator in Congress? 

Paragraph 8, section 9, Article I, is as follows: 

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States, and no person 
TTT 
whatever, from any king, AA aig or foreign state. x 

Did the Constitution mean that Representatives and Senators 
in Congress could receive emoluments, presents, office, or title 
from some king, prince, or foreign state, but no other person 
holding an office could without the consent of Congress? 

But in the next place, as to statutes. Whatever may be held to 
be the meaning of the word “office” in the Constitution, it does 
not follow that the same meaning must be given to it in the 
statutes. We find a varying meaning in the Constitution, and we 
find a varying meaning in the statutes. The act of 1790 has al- 
ways been assumed to cover members of Congress, 

Section 5500 of the Revised Statutes, originally passed in 1853, 
and now in substantially the form in which it was when orig- 
inally passed, provides: 

au „„ 5 8 eee are 8 
security for the payment of money. * either before or after he has 
taken his seat as such member, with intent to have his 
y question, matter, cause,or proceeding * * * pend- 
ing in either House, * * * shall be punished by a fine, etc. 

Section 5502 is as follows: 


Every member, officer, or person convicted under the provisions of the 
two preceding sections who holds any place of profit or trust shall forfeit 
his office or pi and shall thereafter forever disqualified from holding 
any office of honor or trust or profit under the United States. 

This section applies licitly to a member of Congress, and 
brings forfeiture of the o or place held by him. If office in 
this section does not include a member of Congress, the word 
place“ must include him. 

ow, the word “office” in that concluding part of this section 
must refer to member. First, because the word “office” is used 
in the preceding line as necessarily including a place that is held 
by a member. It can not fail to include that, for it refers to a 
„member“ and what shall happen to him. In the next place, 
because it is not conceivable t the legislative body intended 
that the violation of that law by a member should forfeit the posi- 
tion that the member had and then not intended to disqualify him 
from being elected again as a member of the House when it dis- 
ualifies him from holding all other offices or places under the 
United States. 

But that is not the only statutory construction of the word 
“office,” It is still more explicitly declared in the test-oath act of 
July 2, 1862: 

That hereafter every person élected or crated, to any office of honor or 

rofit under the Government of the United States, either in the civil, mili- 

. or naval departments of the United States, excepting the President of 

the United paneja, before entering upon the duties of such office and 

before entitled to any of the salary or other emoluments thereof, take 
and subscribe the following oath or affirmation: 

“I, A B, solemnly swear (or affirm) that I have never voluntarily borne 
arms against the United States since I have been a citizen thereof; that I 
have voluntaril: 


there 


“And I do further swear (or affirm) that to the best of m: l and 
— 2 ene- |. 


ability I will support the Constitution of the United States 


mies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that I take this o! tion freely, without any mental reservation or 
eee that 1 will well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office on which I am about to enter, so help me God.” 

Which said oath, so taken and ed, shall be preserved among the filesof 
the court, House of Congress, or to which the said office may 
appertain. 

Any person who shall falsely take the said oath shall be ty of perjury, 
and on conviction, in addition to the penalties now prescril for that offen: 
shall be deprived of his office and rendered incapable forever thereafter o 
holding any office of trust under the United States. 


It will be noticed that the only person required to take that oath 


is an officer, a person elected or appointed to any office of honor or 
profit, but it does not include in this phraseology a member. 
By reference to the concluding portion of the act it will appear 


that the word office“ does include a member of Congress: 


Which said oath so taken and signed shall be preserved among the files of 
the court, House of Congress, or partment to which the said office may 


appertain. 

We not only have the use of the word Con ” as indicat- 
ing to what the word office appertains, but also the universal, 
unquestioned construction by the acts of the Senate and of the 
House in compelling the test oath to be taken year after year until 
it was repealed. Each House of Congress ized that that 
oath was an oath to be taken by a Representative in Congress, 
notwithstanding the fact that the act passed made it apply only 
to a person elected or appointed to an office of honor or trust in 
the United States. 

I quote this section here as well for the purpose of showing the 
Congressional precedents imposing a substantial qualification or 
disqualification upon the members of Congress any substantial 
in its character, as the facts of history show, as to exhibit what 
is meant in the statutes by the word office.“ 

There are many other statutory provisions, from time to 
time since 1790, disqualifying for office of trust or profit under the 
United States persons guilty of the several crimes defined in those 
statutes. I do not refer to them specifically, but they are illus- 
trated by the statutes already quoted. 

It ought also to be said that section 8 of the Edmunds Act, 
whatever meaning may be given to it, evidences the legislative 
will to disqualify Ro apa for office. It indicated the legisla- 
tive purpose so aptly described by Justice Matthews, in the - 
sey case, when he said that no more cogent or salutary method 
could be taken than was taken by the Edmunds Act, which under- 
took to withdraw from all political influence those persons who 
showed a practical hostility to the development of a common- 
wealth based upon the idea of the union for life of one man and 
one woman in the holy estate of matrimony. 

The statutory declaration, if I may use that form of expression 
as applicable to the joint action of the House, coupled with the 
President's approval, is only a more solemn declaration by both 
Houses of the principle that it has the right to exclude under cer- 
tain conditions; that either House may do it. That very point 
was made in the discussion on the test oath in the Senate—that of 
course that law could not with certainty bind any succeeding 
Senate or any succeeding House, but that it was apparent that 
so long as there existed any necessity for such an oath, andin 
the very nature of things the time would come in a few years 
when it would not be necessary, either House would respect its 
requirements and <n a submission to it; and that was the 
action of the Senate and House for nearly twenty years. 

THE INELIGIBILITY CREATED BY THE EDMUNDS ACT. 


Having in mind that portion of this rt in which I have 
heretofore set out the status and condition of Brigham H. Roberts, 
I would inquire where the specific provisions of the Edmunds 
e en pertinent to this inquiry 

o facts appear as nen in 4 

First. That he was convicted in 1889 S aaria] cohabitation 
under that act and served a term in the penitentiary therefor, 

Second. That he has been ever since 1885, and is now, a polyga- 
mist, as that word is used in section 8 of the Edmunds Act and 
defined by the Supreme Court of the United States in the cases of 
Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15) and Cannon vs. The United 
States (116 U. S., 55). Section 8 is as follows: 

No . bigamist, or 
3 cohabiting wlth any of the persons described aatoro- 
said in this section in any Territory or other place over which the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any election 
held in any such Territory or other place, or be e le for slection or 
appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or p of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 
the United States. 

Reading that act as applicable to this case, eliminating the ir- 
relevant portions, it appears as follows: 

Ln cia DEES T a EN 

In the Ramsey case, above referred to, a ific distinction is 
made between a polygamist and a person 9 with more 
than one woman. A polygamist is a person having a certain 
status ing more than one woman. 


The condition, therefore, of a polygamist may be merely passive 
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and requiring no affirmative act. To cohabit with more than one 
woman is, however, to do an affirmative thing. The result is that 
one who has two or more wives that he holds out to the world as 
such is a polygamist, wherever he may be, while one who cohabits 
with more than one woman is not cohabiting except in the place 
in which, of necessity, cohabitation must occur. 

In the Ramsey case the court illustrated its definition of a 
lygamist as being a status or condition like any other qualification 
for elector, or for office, and declared that it was as if Congress 
had undertaken to make a married man ineligible. It would be 
the status in that event of being a married man which would cre- 
ate and continue the ineligibility. 

It therefore appears that the fact that a man is a polygamist is 
a fact that inheres in him and stays with him, and persists in 
remaining with him wherever he may go, so long as he is the pos- 
sessor of more than one wife; and just as one who is a married 
man in the State of Maryland continues to be a married man if 
he leaves his wife at home and comes to the District of Columbia, 
so Mr. Roberts, being in the condition or status of a . in 
the State of Utah, does not leave that status behind, nor does he 
dissociate himself from that status or cast off the garb of a polyg- 
amist by leaving his wives at home and traveling from that State 
into the District of Columbia. 

In the very nature of things the House of Representatives, 
wherever it is as a House of Representatives, is in a place under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States; therefore when 
Roberts comes into the District of Columbia, in the status of a 
polygamist, he is enans under the Edmunds Act to hold any 
office or 2 under the United States, and therefore ineligible 
to hold the position of member of the House of Representatives. 


THE COMPACT OF STATEHOOD. 


I come now to the third main proposition, that his election in- 
volves a breach of the compact and understanding by which Utah 
was admitted to the Union. 

Utah was admitted to the Union with the distinct understandin 
upon both sides that 8 practices were under the ban o 
the church, 3 and practically eradicated, both as a prac- 
tice and a belief, and that they would not be renewed. 

The effort is made to alarm ie upon this proposition that 
somesimilar objection might be made to representation from States 
in which the claim might be made that the right to vote was de- 
nied to some citizens. It is a sufficient answer to this to say that 
$f such ground of complaint exists the Constitution cally 
tells us what our remedy is; and declares precisely, in the four- 
teenth amendment, what we may do in any event when the right 
of suffrageisimproperlydenied. There is no possible escape from 
that position, even assuming that there was anything in the bogy 
man, 

But as to Utah, she was admitted on the express statement that 
the practice of polygamous living was interdicted by the church, 
was practically abandoned by the people, and eradicated as a be- 
lief. Of course, that sporadic instances of the violation of the law 
against cohabitation might occur no one doubted. 

The manifesto forbidding plural marri and enjoining obedi- 
ence to the laws relating thereto was issu by Wilford Woodruff, 

resident of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 

tember 25, 1890. 

me doubt having arisen as to whether that manifesto oe 
ited association in the plural marriage relation as well as the con- 
tracting of plural marriages as a ceremony, President Woodruff 
himself testified under oath as follows: 


. Did you intend to confine this declaration and advice to the church 
solely to the question of forming new es, without reference to those 
that were existing—plurai marriages? 

A. The intention of the proclamation was to obey the law myself—all the 
laws of the land on that subject—and expecting that the church would do the 


same. 

Q. You mean to include, then, in your general statement}, the laws forbid- 
ding association in plural marriages as well as the forming of new marriages? 

. Whatever there is in the law with regard to that—the law of the land. 

Q. Let me read the language, sayon will understand me, perhaps, better, 
“Inasmuch as laws have been en d by Congress forbidd: ng p ural mar- 
ria * * * I hereby declare,” ete. Did you intend by that general 
statement of intention to make the application to existing conditions where 
the plural marriages already existed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

g As to living in the state of plural marriage? 

Yes, sir; that is, to the obeying of the law. 

9: In the concluding portion of your statement you say, “I now publicly 
å re that my advice to the Latter-Day Saints is to refrain from contract- 
ing any marriage forbidden by the laws of the land.“ Do you understand 
that that — Was to be expanded to include the further statement of 
living or associating in plural marriage by those already in the status? 

A. Yes, sir; I intended the proclamation to cover the ground—to keep the 
laws, to obey the law myself—and expected the people to obey the law. 


The significance of this statement by the spiritual head of the 
church is the more apparent when we remember that it was made 
but a short time before the question of the admission of Utah was 
debated in the House of Representatives. 

Is it to be an occasion for wonder, therefore, that the proclama- 


tion of amnesty issued President Harrison, January 4, 1893, 
should contain these words: 


church, pledging the membership thereof to the faithful obeyance of the 
laws against plural marriages and unlawful cohabitation, app! 
grant amnesty for past offenses against laws. 


Is it strange that the House Committee on Territories in 1893 
should report that ‘‘ polygamy is dead?” And if that is not fully 
convincing, let the unprejudiced mind consider the following ex- 
tracts from the debate in the House of Representatives on the ad- 
mission of Utah, December 12, 1893: 

Mr. Rawtns, the Delegate from the Territory, seems to have 
hypnotized the House by his eloquence, I quote a sentence or two: 


Mr. Morse. The twin relic of barbarism—polygamy—still lives; and while 
it does live and is in the ascendency I can never vote to admit Utah as a State 
of 2 Union. 


in the Territory of proceeds my: 
“It is not denied by the advocates of admission tha polygamy is 8 


e 
be solemnized, that in the near future 


e 
polygamy 

the Ernon peoplethat polygamy had been forbidden by the Mormon Church, 
and they asserted that ewan no 

Mr. Morse. Will the tleman allow me to ask a question right there? 

Mr. RAwLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morse. Is it not a fact that prior to the election of the gentleman the 
1 ld of Utah sent here as their representative Mr. Cannon, who had six 

ves 

Mr. RAWIINS. No, sir. 

Mr. Morse. How many wives did he have? 

Mr. RAWLINS. You mean George Q. Cannon? 

Mr. Morse. He was a poly; was he not? 

Mr. RAWIANS. That is ancient history, my friend. Mr. Caine has repre- 
sented Utah here; he was my dap na meee as the Delegate from the Territory. 
He served here ten years. Mr. Caine is not a 8 In 1882 Mr. Can- 
non, the polygamist you speak of, was excluded from his seat in Congress on 
account of his polygamy. 

Mr. Morse. But he represented the sentiment of those people all the 
same, because they elected and sent him here. 

Mr. RAWLINS. ‘ 3 him in years gone KE I am not denying, my 

ear friend, that in 1853 or 1860 or 1875 or 1 Po gamy was practiced in 
Utah. Iam not deny: that the people of tha Territory elected polyga- 
mists to office in those old days: But the gentleman does not seem to know 
that the world does progress. . There is nothing under the sun 
that isnot changeable and subject to alteration. 


„Why,“ said Mr. Raw ins, “ just let that noble commonwealth 
into the sisterhood of States and then we will show you the mag- 
nificent specimens of Utah manhood we will send down here,” 
Well, they have sent the predicted specimen. [Laughter.] 

And so the enabling act was passed. Every in ulous mem- 
ber who cast doubt upon the sincerity of polygamists in Utah was 
whistled down the wind. Every legislator who doubted if the 
funeral of polygamy had really taken place was laughed to scorn. 
Polygamy was dead! That was the battle cry, and on it the bat- 
tle was fought and won. 

What would have become of the bill if Mr. Rawiins had de- 
clared that the State of Utah, just about to be born, would reserve 
the right to send a polreamiss to Con ? His bill would have 
been buried beneath an avalanche of votes beyond the hope of 
resurrection, : 

The language of the enabling act is, Provided that polygamous 
or plural marriages are forever prohibited.” 
he understanding was that those words prohibited the practice 
of living in the status or condition of polygamous marriage. 

Bouvier's Law Dictionary says: 

acaba, aap contract made in due form of law by whicha man and woman 
reci en; to live with each other during their joint lives, and to 
dischar ward each other the duties imposed tA ad on the relation of 
husband and wife. e, as distinguished from the os feos to marry, 
the mere act of becoming married, is the civil status of one man and one 
woman united in law for life, for the d; to each other and the com- 
munity of the duties legally incumbent on themselves. 

* Marr “is the I status or condition of husbands and wives just as 
infancy is the legal relation or condition of pens underage. (1 American 
and English Encyclopedia of Law, volume 14, page 470.) 

The act of marr having been once accomplished, the word becomes 
5 N to denote the relation itself. (Schouler on Domestic Relations, 


Senator Raw ins was asked before the committee on this case 
the following question: 

Without reference to any assumed facts in this omo, do ou think that 
Congress would have admitted Utah to statehood if it m predicted 
that Utah would send here in a few years a man as her Representative who 
was polygamously living with more than one wife? 


He answered: 


Ido not think the 
if the 
woul 


Congress of the United States would have admitted Utah 
at that time had believed that a revival of the practice of polygamy 
occur, 
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5 e cline eee eee in Utah, 1 adi “esc f 
0 ygamous in or sporadic ces 0 
wful cohabitation had come to light, that that would bea vio- 
lation of the agreement; but we take it that it is in the last degree 
a violation of the agreement or understanding when that State 
sends to Congress a man who is himself engaged in the persistent 
ractice of the very thing the abandonment of which was the con- 
Rition precedent to its a on; and that man the most conspic- 
uous defier of the law and violator of the covenant of statehood to 
be found in Utah. 

As bearing on this, I here quote the manifesto issued a few 
days ago by the Mormon Church and presented by Senator Raw- 
LINS to the Senate: 

accordance with the manifesto of the late President Wilford Woodruff, 


conf 
171717! ß 
thereof has . whatever to or enter 
into such a tion. Nor does the ch unlawful 
cohabitation on the part of any of its members. 

In other words, the Mormon Church has left it to us and not to 
the church to say what shall be done with Mr. Roberts. Is the 
House of Representatives to respond in any uncertain tone? 

THE RIGHT TO EXPEL. 

U this alternative proposition that the proper method of 
AtS ty to DARIA the clatinant $0 DONNU ta. andl DAN: ifa 
two-thirds vote can be obtained, to expel him, I desire to call 
aean first of all to what Story says on that subject, section 


The next clause is, “Each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
Sa pee its mem for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence 
of 5 member.“ No person can doubt the 8 of the 

on au Ne etermine the rules of OTa proosaa 
d not exist, it would be utterly im ble 3 trans- 
, deliber- 


the councils of the nation of a 


Bu tory unless it was coupled 
with a or to punish for disorderly behavior or disobedience to t 
rules. And ht be gnity and duty as 
to disgrace the grossness of his conduct, or interrupt its delib- 
erations by perpetual violence of clamor, the power to expel for very aggra- 
vated misconduct was also indispensable, not as a common but as an ultieate 
redress for the grievance. 

And again, section 838: 

What must be the disorderly behavior which the House 8 
what punishment other than ulsion may be inflicted, do not appear to 
have been settled by any authoritative adjudication of either House of Con- 

A learned commentator su: that members can only be - 

for misbehavior committed during the session of Congress, either 

within or without the walls of the House, though he is also of opinion that 
expulsion may be inflicted for criminal conduct committed in any place. 


And after a reference to the Blount case, Story says: 


It seems, therefore, to be settled by the Senate upon full deliberation that 
expulsion may be for any misdemeanor which, though not punishable by any 
statute, is inconsistent with the trust and duty of a Senator. 

On the subject of expulsion, Rawle says, second edition, page 48: 


Senate and the House of Re: tatives possess the usual power 
re he of their own members, to pated 


them for disorderly behavior, which may be carried to the extent of expul- 
provid: two-thirds concur. It had not been yet precisely settled what 
must be the beha’ the punishment, nor what kind of 


punishment is to be ected. * * © 

Paschal on the Constitution, page 87: 

It seems to be settled that a member may be expelled for any misdemeanor 
which, though not onan by any statute, is inconsistent with the trust 
and duty of a member. 

We do not need to call particular attention to the phraseology 
of the constitutional provision, nor do we think it very important 
to consider the evolution, from the standpoint of punctuation, 
through which that provision went in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion. It now appears as following in the same sentence as the 
provision for disorderly behavior, with only the rhetorical separa- 
gry that th language of th vision fi ulsi 

us appears 0 of the provision for on, 
in the view of the ablest commentators, furnishes clear and cogent 
reasons for its construction, and that neither House ought to ex- 
pel for any cause unrelated to the trust or duty of a member. 

This has been the uniform practice of both Houses of Congress. 

The case of Hiss vs. Bartlett (3 Gray, 468) is cited as showing 
the unlimited power of a legislative body to l. 

A casual ing of this case, whìch a careful reading confirms, 
will show that it 5 tly sustains the position of the majority. 

As there was no constitutional provision in usetts re- 

ting expulsion, the legislature of that State was, of course, 
clothed with all the powers incident to expulsion which are in- 
herent in a legislative body whose powers are not limited by a 
constitution. 

In addition to that, Hiss was expelled on the ground that his 
** conduct on a visit to Lowell, as one of a committee of the house, 
was highly improper and disgraceful, both to himself and to the 
house of which he was a member.” 


Everything said by the court had relation to such a state of 
facts. The case is one of exp for gross uduct as a 
member and in the performance of his duty as a member. 

Neither House has ever expelled a member for any cause unre- 
lated to the trust or duty of a member, 

Both Houses have refused to expel where the proof of guilt was 
clear, but where the offense charged was unrelated to the trust or 
duty of a member. 

HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 

The Senate in 1796 refused to expel Humphrey Marshall, of 
Kentucky. He was ch with the commission of a grave of- 
fense against the law of his State. The Senate refused to expel, 
on the ground that it had ‘‘no jurisdiction” to do so. 


WILLIAM N. ROACH, 

In 1893 proceedings were set on foot in the Senate looking to 
the expulsion of William N. Roach, a Senator from North Dakota. 
A long and rs interes discussion followed, but the 
proceeding was abandoned without co: to a vote and Roach 
served out his term. Not a solitary ent in the American 
Congress was cited in support of the proposition to expel. There 
was no precedent, 

O. B. MATTESON, 


Matteson had resigned in the 3 before a 
resolution of expulsion was passed. He was charged with a grave 
offense—an offense inconsistent with his trust and duty as a mem- 
ber. He was reelected to the Thirty-fifth Congress and took his 
seat without question or objection. 

In the Thirty-fifth Congress a resolution of expulsion was pro- 
posed f The case went to a committee, and that com- 
mittee, of which our honored colleague, Mr. Grow, was a mem- 
ber, in a somewhat elaborate 5 paperon against the 
expulsion of Matteson on the ground that the ty- Congress 
had no K to expel, because the offense was committed in the 
previous Congress, and did not relate to any violation of his trust 
or duty as a member of the Thirty-fifth Congress. 
rted was to the effect that it was inexpedient 


The resolution 
for the House to take any further action in regard to the resolu- 
tion propesine t6 expel O. B. Matteson, and the House never did 
take any further action, excepting to 


lay the resolution on the 
table, and Matteson served through the Thirty-fifth Congress. 
BROOKS AND AMES CASES. 

In the next place, we have the Brooks and Ames cases, They 
were cases in which ch: had been made against Oakes Ames 
and James Brooks of corruption in connection with Credit Mo- 
bilier, and a special committee of five took the cases and reported 
in favor of expulsion. 

Thereupon, the Judiciary Committee, which had taken up a 
resolution respecting Colfax, reported on the Ames and Brooks 
cases, with an elaborate argument setting out that the Honse had 
no right to expel, and gave many reasons, among others that it 
was an imposition of a qualification not fixed by the Consitution. 
They laid down the same proposition that can rightfully be ur; 
against expulsion here, if the minority of this committee is sia xin 

On February 18, 1873, the special committee submitted an elab- 
n report, concluding with the following preamble and resolu- 

ons, viz: 

1. Whereas Mr. Oakes Am r ‘ghoc lpey in this House from the State 
of Massachusetts, has been Fanz of selling to members of Conereee 
of stock in the Credit Mobilier of America for prices much be 


owt 
value of such stock, with intent thereby to infiuence the votes and d 
of such members in matters to be brought before 


fore, 
Resolved, That Mr. Oakes Ames be, and he is hereby, expelled from his seat 
as a member of this House. 

Whereas Mr. James Brooks, a Representative in this House from the 
State of New York, did 8 the Credit Mobilier Leyes gee f to issue and 
deliver to Charles H. Neilson, for the use and benefit of said Brooks, 50 
shares of the stock of said com yata much below its real value, well 
knowing that the same was so ed and delivered with intent to influence 
the votes and decisions of said Brooks as a member of the House in matters 
to be brought before Congress for action, and also to influence the action of 
1 a Government director in the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany: refore, 

Resolved, That Mr. James Brooks be, and he is hereby, expelled from his 
seat as a member of this House. 
Mr. Sargent, of California, offered the following substitute: 
Whereas by the report of the mittee herein it appears that the 


com: 
acts as offenses against 5 of this House in connection with 
the Credit Mobilier occurred more than five years ago, and long before the 


election of such persons to this two elections by the people having 
intervened; and whereas grave doubts exist as to the rightful exercise by this 
House of its power to e a member for offenses by such 


mem- 
and not connected with such election: 


Resol That the special committee be discharged from the further con- 
8 of this subject. 


a member of this House from M usetts, in seeking to procure Congres- 
sional attention to the affairs of a corporation in which he was interested, 
and w in directly 2 poe the legislation of Congress, by 
inducing members of Congress to invest in the stocks of said corporation. 

Resolved, That this House ey, condemns the conduct of James 
Brooks, a member of this House from New York, for the use of his position 
of Government director of the Union Pacific and of member of this 
House to procure the assignmen 


ber long before his e ion 
Theref. 


t to himself or family of stock in the Credit 


1900. 
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Mobilier of America, a corporation ha 
Railroad, and whose interests depended y upon the legislation of Con- 


gress, 

They could not say that the things complained of were unrelated 
to these men as members, because at the time of their occurrence 
they were members not of the House that was then considering 
the resolutions, but of a previous House, The result was thatthe 
resolutions did not refer to any claim that these facts had no 
relation to Ames and Brooks as members. The resolution de- 
claring in its preamble the grave doubt of the House as toits right 
to expel under those tances was substituted for the original 
resolution by a vote of 115 to 110. Thereupon, a motion was made 
to lay the preamble of the substitute on the table—that is to say, 
the proposition was made to vote down the ciple declared in 
that substitute, that the House had no j ction, 

That motion was lost by a vote of 79 to 123,and Mr. McCullough 
was the only person who, in the pro of the vote, gave his 
reasons for Voting no,“ and he said he voted “no” because he 
doubted the power of the House to oe n, a motion 
was made to adopt the preamble, and that motion failed to carry 
by a vote of 98 to 115, a very much smaller majority than that by 
which the motion to lay it on the table was lost. The inference 
from these two votes is that as to this particular tion there 
was uncertainty in the minds of the members and they were not 
ready to make a definite declaration. Thereupon, the House by 
AR overwhelming majority adopted the resolu of condemna- 

on. 

The sum and substance of it all is, that the House in the Ames 
and Brooks case, where, as we apprehend, history and allauthority 
declare the proof of guilt was 5 conclusive, refused to 
adopt the report of committee in favor of expulsion, 
merely censured the offending members, 

As indicating the views of eminent and able members of the 
House on this question, we quote the following from the debate 
on the Ames and Brooks case: 


Mr. McCrary. Now, sir, in this if the facts which the committee 
have found are true, the purpose and object of these 
was to secure influence not alone in the Fortieth Congress, but in su uent 
Son i — ede e 5 ot legislati bat ther 8 
0 Mer ex ire, perhaps no — 
to prevent n legislation in all these at have no doubt 
that sie would pave been glad if they had had power to prevent this 
resent inv ion. 
yi Without discussing the general question of jurisdiction, about which I con- 
fess I have some difficulty, I am perfectly sa to rest the jurisdiction of 
the House in this case upon the ground which I have just stated. 
Mr. Farnswortu. Mr. Speaker, since I first examined the subject of the 
right of the House of Representatives to expel a member under that pro- 
on of the Constitution which authorizes each House to“ its mem- 


and 


bers for disorderly behavior,” and “with the concurrence of two-thirds ex- 
— member,“ my conviction has been growing st: and stronger that 
House bas no jurisdiction of an offense commit by a person before 


he was a member of this body. I do not propose to enlarge upon that sub- 

ject. In reference to this question, I concur in the conclusion of the Judi- 

cary Committee, whose report in another case was yesterday read to the 
use, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Gentlemen in this connection have referred to Story. Ido 
not propose to read at any great length from him. I am not unmindful of the 
fact that this lamented man, so full of learning, often crowded into his 
so much of the text of others with whose writings he was familiar a 
doubt often arises as to his true and certain meaning. But I do not hesitate 
to say that every thoughtful man in America who reads the text of S 
to the conclusion that upon the question under consideration 


pa nota REA, of the — 1 t 

; not a mem Thirty: Congress; 
members for disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of 
expel a member.“ + + 


ticable to transact the business 
decency, deliberation,and order. The humblest assem- 
bly of men is unders' to ess this power; and it would be absurd tode- 
prive the councils of the nation of a like rand, en But the power to make 
rules would be nugatory unless it was coupled with a power to punish for 
disorderly behavior or disobedience to those rules.“ 


Now, how could a man who was not a member of your body at all be 
gt of misbehavior as a member of it or of disobedience to your rules be- 
oro he came to be a member of it? It is useless to waste w. u 


proposition. Story goes on: “And as a member might be so lost to all 
sense of dignity and duty e 


aggravated con 
redress for the 
From whom? From a member of this For what? For misconduct, 
for crime if you piao too grievous to be put up with or borne while he was 
a member of that body. Gentlemen have referred to Rawle. Rawle refers 
to the same provision of the Constitution, and says: 


iovange.“ 


It has not been precisely settled what must be the disorderly behavior to | al 


incur punishment, nor what kind of punishment is to be inflicted; but it can 

not be donbted that misbehavior out of the walls of the House or within 

1 it is not in session would not fall within the meaning of the Con- 
on. 


There is an authority cited by the committee. I think it too far, but 
it does not sustain the committee. I stand upon the ground that a member 
of this body during his membership may be expelled for any crime he may 
have committed against the Jaws of hiscountry or against the rules and au- 

after his election to this, not to another 


thority and dignity of this House 


a contract with the Union Pacific | House. And that is as far as, 


under the obligations of my oath, I dare go. 
And I venture the that when the question comes to be understood 
by the American people, that will be as far as any House of Representatives 
= GEORGE Q. CANNON. 


But I think a more significant case still than that—significant 
in more senses than one—was the case of Cannon, in the Forty- 
third Congress. George Q. Cannon had the certificate as Dele- 
gate from Utah. A feeble effort was made to prevent his being 
swornin, There was no evidence that he had ever violated an 
law, and nothing more than a moral objection could be 
against him. Maxwell contested his seat on the theory that Can- 
non was ineligible, and that he, Maxwell, being the only eligible 
candidate, was therefore elected. His pretensions on that ground 


were promptly of against him. 
The committee mght in a report that Cannon was elected 
and returned. This was in May, 1874. The minority of the com- 


mittee insisted that he was entitled to the seat which he occupied. 
The resolution of the minority was adopted by a small majority, 
as the resolution that he was elected and returned. Some 
of the best, strongest, and ablest men in the House voted no“ 
on that proposition; among them, of those who are now in public 
life, were BURROWS, FRYE, HARMER, and Hoar. : 

The suggestion was made that the proper roceeding was to ex- 
pel, if Cannon was a polygamist; and the House permitted itself 
to believe, since Cannon was already in his seat, that that was the 
proper course. 

A committee was at once appointed to examine into the question 
as to whether or not he was a polygamist in order that they might 


expel him. 

Phat committee was appointed in May, 1874, and on the 2ist 
day of January, 1875, it reported in favor of what they called ex- 
clusion, but what was, of course, expulsion, because he was 
already in. They found he wasa polygamist. The minority re- 
port, which accompanied the majority report, opposed expulsion 
on three 3 

First. use the House had in the preceding session declared 
that Cannon was entitled to a seat. 

Having declared that he was entitled to his seat, it would be 
inconsistent to expel him, since there was no intervening circum- 
stance which changed hisstatus at the date of this report from his 
status when the House confirmed his right to a seat. 

Second. That when Utah was created as a Territory it wasa 
Mormon community, and Congress knew it and had a right to ex- 
pect that it would send a Mormon Delegate. It therefore had no 
right to protest now that the Mormon had come. 

d. We here quote the language of the minority: 


But a graxer question than those we have considered is the question 
whether the House ought, as a matter of policy or to establish a preceden 
expel either a Delegate or a Member on account of alleged crimes or imm 


practices un: with their duties or o tions as Members or Dele- 
. Member possesses all the qualifications to entitle 
sen 


There is more along the same line in this report. 

Three weeks later this case was called up for consideration. 
Mr. Lou dge, of Iowa, raised the question of consideration, 
and the House refused to take it up by an overwhelming vote, 
was fehe members voting in favor of it. 

us we see that the House, which vpn in May that it 
might p itself or protect itself just as well by expulsion at a 
later day, vered that the very action which it taken was 
turned into a weapon inst it when it undertook at that later 
day to beie about expulsion, and Cannon sat until the end of his 
term. Will history repeatitself? It took the House several years 
to rid itself of Cannon. Will it be as deliberate in this instance? 

SCHUMACHER AND KING. 

This was a case where Schumacher and King, members of the 

House, were charged with corruption in connection with the China 


service. 
The report of the Committee on the Judiciary was filed August 


9, 1879. 
In declaring against the right of expulsion, it said: 
Your committee are of opinion that the House of Representatives has no 
„ü. oe 
a pu a ve yanden y 
unsuited for. the trial of crimes. z 
The fifth section of the first article of the Constitution authorizes “each 
House to determine the rules of its proceed: punish its members for dis- 
orderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.” 
This a g Anbos is evidently given to enable each House to exercise its constitu- 
function of legislation unobstructed. It can not vest in Con a 
urisdiction to try a member for an offense committed before his election; 
or such offense a member, like any other citizen, is amenable to the courts 


one. 
Within four years after the adoption of the first ten amendments to the 
Constitution, Hum Marshall, a Senator of the United States from Ken- 
pee y. Pehar by the legislature of his State with the crime of perjury, 
and memorial was transmitted by the governor to the Senate for its ac- 
tion. The committee to whom it was referred reported against the jurisdic- 
tion of the Senate, and say: 

That in a case of this kind no person can be held to answer for an infa- 
mous crime un ona 3 or indictment of a grand jury, aud that 
in all such prosecutions accused ought to be tried by an im: jury of 
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consent of the party can not give it, and that therefore the said memorial 
ought to be dismissed.” 
The minority report did not combat the position of the majori 
5 80 far as case is concerned, as the following extract wi 
OW: 


That the only question now presented to the House is the question of ju- 
risdiction, ‘which question arises under the last clause of section 5 of Article I 
of the Constitution: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers for disorderly vior,and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 


a member. 

It will be seen that there are no words of limitation on the power to expel, 
which seems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House. 
In other wi does not the Constitution refer rather to the fitness of the 


member to hold the office, resting on derations of public justice and 
icy, than to the time of his election? Yet the undersigned do not deny 
t that there are limitations on the power of House from the 


circumstances of particular cases and the relations of this House to the con- 
stituency of an accused member; therefore, as will be seen, the undersigned 
need not go further in this case than to assert jurisdiction, because the offenses 
complained of were not known tothe constituents of the members in question 
until after their electi 


on. 

Much is said, Mr. Speaker, about the moral side of this ques- 
tion. Doubtless it has such a side; and if that were the only con- 
sideration before us, the House might take the same action it will 
take. I do not hesitate, Mr. Speaker, to submit this proposition 
to the candid judgment of the House and before the bar of his- 
tory. lam profoundly conyinced that I am right and history 
will so declare it. The House can no more safely part with this 
power than it can part with any other power it 

This touches its very vitality; if it loses it, it is in certain con- 
ceivable instances absolutely powerless. We are told it is a power 
that may be abused. What power does the House possess that it 
has not atsome time abused? What branch of the Government 
is it that, ha power, has not abused it? What man, what 
body of men, clothed with a little brief authority has not made 
an unwise use of that authority? But shall they therefore be 
shorn of power? It is a mighty question, it is a question of goy- 
8 life, not to be lightly dealt with or inconsiderately 
answered. 

The case of Roberts sinks into insignificance in its presence. If 
wono not exclude this ene te 8 lcd ue e ware! cee: 
and necessary powers tha ong to a le ve body. no 
such a thing be done. If it is not Wwe may be sure that never 
again while the spirit of civilization dominates this Republic will 
any defiant violator of the law, under cover of religion or any 
other claim, thrust himself into pane view, nor will any poly, 
mist knock for admission at the door of Congress. [Applause. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD rose. 

Mr, LANHAM. Will the 3 from Maine yield to me 
for a moment? Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, inasmuch 
as the 8 from Maine may occupy more than an hour, 
that he be allowed to complete his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro Pompo (Mr. RICHARDSON). The gentle- 
man from Texas asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Maine may be allowed to conclude his remarks, Is there objec- 
tion? [Aftera Be The Chair hears none, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. S. er, the minority of your com- 
mittee, unable after a long, arduous, thorough, and laborious in- 
vestigation of this case, to with the majority, beg leave now 
to submit, with all due and ming modesty, their views upon 
the legal Bi ste oo involved. The minority freely concede to 
the majo dustry, integrity, honesty, and ability, but we can 

not surrender to them our judgments. We understand that we 
were invested by the House with a duty andatrust. It was that 
of investigating the right of the gentleman from Utah to a seat 
in this House, This involved upon the part of the committee the 
ascertainment of the facts and the law, not as we might wish 
them to be, not as anyone else might wish them to be, but as they 
in fact exist. We have discharged that duty so far as we have 
been able, and I propose in the time allotted to me to submit our 
views upon these propositions. Upon the facts we agree. 

We believe that the House of Representatives is now sittin 
under the clause of the Constitution which makes it the judge o 
the election, the return, and the ‘‘ qualifications of“ the gentleman 
from Utah. We believe that it is the duty of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to now sit as a judge, to determine what qualifications 
are required and whether or not the gentleman from possesses 
those qualifications. We do not believe, when this House sits as 
this great constitutional court, that it sits here to legislate and 
create disqualifications. We believe it sits here to ascertain and 
determine, to ascertain what qualifications are prescribed by the 
Constitution, to determine whether or not the gentleman kon 
Utah these qualifications. A 

The qualifications prescribed by the Constitution are age, citi- 
zenship, and inhabitancy. 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of twenty-five years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and 


who shall no 
be chosen.—(| 


The report of the committee finds that the gentleman from 


when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall 
tution, Article I, section 2.) 


Utah these qualifications. Here the majority and the 
minority part 5 The majority hold that this House sit- 
ting here, alone, of its independent action, can add to the qualifica- 
tions mentionedin the Constitution. The minority hold that they 
can not add to them. The minority hold that when this House 
sits as this great constitutional court and ascertains the qualifi- 
cations required, and ascertains that the gentleman from Utah 
possesses these qualifications, that it is its duty under the Consti- 
tution to render a judgment in accordance therewith, no matter 
what the consequences may be, because we believe the Constitution 
to be, to quote the language of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER], the supreme law of the land.” 

I call attention to the several propositions relied upon by the 
majority, in order that we may understand at the outset the ques- 
tions which divide us. 

The ani ite iate, first, that they propose to exclude the gentle- 
man from Utah— 

By reason of his violation of the Edmunds law. 

Second—and this is the main ground: 

By reason of his notorious and defiant violation of the law of the land, of 


the decisions of the Supreme Court, and of the proclamations of the Presi- 
dents, holding himself above the law and not amenable to it. No govern- 


ment could bly exist in the face of such practices. He is in open war 
acan the laws and institutions of the country whose Congress he seeks to 
enter. 


This proposition, seppe of its verb and rhetoric, simply 
means that this House of Representatives, here and now, can create 
and imposequalifications or disqualifications not mentioned in the 
Constitution, by its own independent, individual action. 

This is the proposition of which, as I understand, the majority 
are 3 enamored. 

They say, on page 40 of their report: 

The principles underlying the second main ground of d i 
hereinbefore — ioe iready been fully discussed, but poe 
appropriately restated at this poin 

o assert before the House, the country, and history 

It seems that history is standing around here somewhere look- 
ing at us— 
that it is absolutely and im bly sound, not to be effectivel 
consonant with every l ve precedent, in harmony with 
with the text-books on the subject. 

This is the first proposition to which I propose to address my- 
self. It involves the construction of the Constitution and tran- 
scends in gravity and im ce all other questions, Reflect for 
a moment. Let us see what the proposition is. This House by its 
own independent action can add a disqualification or a qualifica- 
tion not mentioned in the Constitution. 

At this time it is proposed to add the disqualification of poly 
amy. At a future time it may be caw tee to add the disqualifi- 
cation of adultery, of fornication, At another time it may be 
proposed to add the disqualification of membership in a trust or 
an octopus, or the attorney of a trust or an ye ber or any mis- 
demeanor or obnoxious conduct, and so on ad infinitum. 

No man when he is elected to this House under this proposition, 
suggested by the majority, can ever tell whether he possesses the 
qualifications, or is affected by the disqualifications, that are thus 
to be asserted. It is only when he stands at the threshold of the 
House and knocks at the door, that he discovers that the House of 
Representatives, in the exercise of its wisdom, deeming him obnox- 
ious, thencreatesandd ualification that may exclude 


attacked. 
e law and 


es thedisq 
him. Noconstituency can know whether its choice is eligible; in 
fact, between the election, and . excitement 
may demand the imposition of a disqualification, before unthought 
of, and their choice, though qualified when elected, would be ineli- 
gible when he presented himself for admission, And inasmuch 
as it is suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], 
and well suggested, and in accordance with the law, that the 
action of this House does not conclude the action of another, the 
man who is admitted to-day may be excluded to-morrow. 

The man who is excluded to-day may be admitted to-morrow. 
Isubmit that this proposition, so general and so indeterminate, 
can only be justified by the ‘‘ general-welfare” clause in the Con- 
stitution. In order to be accurate and perspicuous, I propose, as 
Igo on with these suggestions, to allude to this proposition as 
the ‘‘ general-welfare ” proposition. 

To this nebulous, elastic, dangerous ‘‘ general-welfare” propo- 
sition, indefinite as space, without limit or boundary, we enter 
our absolute dissent. As against it, we place ourselyes upon the 
sound bed rock of the Constitution. e say that the right and 
the privilege of becoming a member of this House is a great right 
and a high e we believe that that right is defined and the 
conditions prescri by the Constitution; that it is surrounded 
by legal rules, protected by legal principles. It is not a varyin 
rule, to be affected by the vicissitudes of changing political majori- 


ties, or to be affected, if you please, by fickle and evanescent, publio 
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agitation. The rule that we rely upon is plain, simple, and well 
settled. He may run that readeth it.” 

It stands tindisturbed by the mutations and changes of time. 
It is without variableness, neither shadow that is cast by 
turning. Except as it may be modified by constitutional amend- 
ment, it is the same yesterday, and to-day, and forever.” It 
changes not, when the majority changes in this body, nor does it 
change, when the morality changes in this body. Against its 
foundations the waves of popular, transitory, agitation beat in 
vain. Itisa distinct, well-defined right. aie 

Bearing in mind, if you please, the proposition of the majority, 
that this House, alone, can establish a disqualification, I wish to 
ask the House to allow me to review the historical conditions that 
surrounded the founders of this Government, when they built the 
Constitution under which we live. It is well and fitting. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the great constitutional 
case of Kilbourne vs, Thompson, in order to ascertain the limita- 
tions on the power of the House of Representatives to punish for 
contempt, and to define the rights and privileges of its members, 
went back to an English statute of 1688. I take the House back to 
1762. That year signalized a great period in the development of 
English liberty. John Wilkes then became famous, in the strug- 
gle for liberty and freedom. 

In 1762 and 1763 he published a series, or what were then called, 
libels. In the main they consisted of caustic criticism and ter- 
rible 3 of the ministry which was then controlling the 
destinies of England. They were drastic, severe, pointed; because 
John Wilkes wielded a pen that was the mortal foe of oppression 
and autocracy. 

Shortly after April 23, 1763, the date of the publication of No. 45 
of the North Briton, a 3 was begun against him for 
the publication of two libels—the ‘‘ Essay on women” and No. 45 
of the North Briton—and he was summarily committed to the 
Tower. He was then a member of the House of Commons. Upon 
habeas corpus I he was immediately released, because 
his arrest was held to be a violation of his privilege as a member. 

Shortly after that Wilkes left England and went to Paris. In 
1764, after he had thus fled the Kingdom, in order to escape the 
consequences of these prosecutions, he was expelled from the 
House for the first libel, his Essay on women.” Let it not be 
forgotten that Wilkes was then fighting the great battle for free 
thought and free 1 liberty and freedom of the press 
the right to publish, subject to legal responsibilities, just, fair, 
honest, and truthful criticisms of public men or measures. That 
right was vindicated by Wilkes, he payin with his person” in 
1769. In these days all concede, that the liberty and freedom of 
the press, is amp indispensable to the preservation of the liber- 

ties of a free people. The very presence here in these two Halls 
of Congress, of the representatives of the press, is of the greatest 
value to the Republic, for the conservative influence that it exer- 
cises upon national legislation. The right of the press in this land 
to-day to criticise, and condemn if need be, every officer, from the 
President of the United States down to the humblest h ve or 
field driver, is the result largely of the courage and resolution of 
John Wilkes. 

In 1769 Wilkes, having returned to England, received his sen- 
tences for two libels and was committed to prison in the execution 
thereof. Hehad been electeda member of the Parliament which sat 
in 1768, not the same Parliament from which he was expelled in 
1764, but a subsequent Parliament. He published a short criti- 
cism of a letter written by Lord Weymouth. He was again ex- 
pelled, and I will read the resolution of expulsion, because I want 
the House to understand from this historical source the origin 
of the contrast between, this power of exclusion and expulsion, 
as it rests upon sound historical foundation. His second expul- 
sion was February 3, 1769, and the resolution read as follows: 

That John Wilkes, esq., who hath expressed himself the author and pub- 
lisher of an insolent, scandalous, and seditious libel— 

That was the article prefacing and criticising the letter of Lord 
Weymouth— 
and who has been convicted in the Court of Queen's Bench of having printed 
and 33 aseditions libel and three obscene, seditious, and impious libels, 
and n sentenced to twenty-two months’ imprisonment, be expelled this 
House, and that a warrant be issued for a new ection — e Life of 
John Wilkes, Volume II, page 37. 

I beg the House to note this: This resolution of expulsion, Feb- 
ruary 3, 1769, expelled Wilkes, among other things, for an offense 
for which he had already been expelled in 1764, and for two offenses, 
both of which had been committed at least five years before that 
Parliament sat, and for which he was then a remo, so that he 
could not appear in the House of Commons. t was the expul- 
sion of February 3, 1769, What was the next step in this struggle? 

Wilkes was returned again immediately, and unanimously, from 
the county of Middlesex. What did the House of Commons do 
then? On the 17th day of February, 1769, they passed a resolu- 
tion reading as follows: 


Resolved, That John Wilkes, in this session of Parliament 


esq., having been 
epela this House, was, and is incapable of being elected a member to serve 
in vendish, Deba; 281. 


present Parliament. Ca tes, Volume 1, page 


Note the language: 


Was and is incapable of being elected a member, and that the late election 
1s a void election. 

Not an expulsion, but the declaration of the House of Commons 
on its own motion that Wilkes, by reason of having been expelled, 
was ineligible to a seat in the House of Commons—exclusion. 

In opposing the adoption of this resolution, Edmund Burke said: 


I rise to obtain some information upon this great constitutional point. 
You are going to make a disqualification of a member to sit in Parliament; 
you are going to make a disqualification contrary to the unanimous opinion 
of a whole ponuky: Words have been thrown out by the noble lord importin 
that this is the law of Parliament. Is that, sir, a fact? Is this the law 
Parliament? I wish to have that law established on the ground which estab- 
lishes all laws. Has it acts of Parliament? It has none. Has it records? 
Hasitcustom? Ihave not heard a variety of precedents used.—Ibid., page 281. 


Here it will be seen that of all who took any part in that debate, 
the only man who lives in history, made the specific point that the 
House of Commons was adding, in violation of law, by its own 
action, a ualification in Wilkes's case. 

On the 17th of March, 1769, Wilkes having been returned again 
as a member of the House of Commons, with an overwhelming ma- 
jority, his election having been opposed by a Mr. Dingley, the 

ouse adopted a resolution which read as follows: 


That the election of John Wilkes, who hath been by this House adjudged 
incapable of being elected, etc., is null and void. (Ibid., page 53.) 


On the 15th of April he was returned again, Henry Luttrell op- 

posing him in the election. The Commons then adopted a reso- 
ution amending the return, inserting Luttrell’s name in place of 
Wilkes, and dec Luttrell elected. 

This is the history of the Wilkes case in the House of Commons. 
He was twice expelled and three times excluded. The second ex- 
pulsion was in part for offenses committed six or seven years before 
the Parliament from which he was expelled, sat. For one of them 
he had already been expelled, and for both of them he was then 
suffering imprisonment in the Tower. In 1782, after the House 
of Commons had recovered its liberty and been emancipated from 
the control of the ministry and the King, it adopted, on the motion 
of Wilkes himself, this resolution: 


That the said resolution [that of February 17, 1769, declaring him incapable 
of being elected] be unged from the journals of this House, as being sub- 
versive of the ts of the whole body of electors of this Kingdom. (Hun- 
sard, volume 22, page 1409.) 


They resolved to expunge what? I beg the House to notice 
the resolution of February 17, 1769,” declaring him ineligible. 
Why? Because it was“ subversive of the rights of the whole body 
of electors of this Ki i 

That the significance of this resolution and its vital importance, 
as declaring the lack of power of one branch of the legislature to 
add a qualification, was fully appreciated at that time clear] 
appears from the discussion on its adoption. While Fox concedi 
the principle, he thought the resolution unn as it would 
not have the force of law and would not change the doctrine. 
The lord- advocate a with Mr. Fox and ke principallyto 
the idea of excluding anyone from a seat in that House by a 
mere resolution of the House, and without the concurrence of the 
other branches of the legislature. Such a resolution would be 
tontrary to all law and to the very spirit of the constitution, 
according to which no one right or franchise of an individual was 
to be taken away from him but by law.” 

Wilkes was a man of almost supernatural resources in the line 
of fighting his battles against the Crown and the officers of the 
law. He had writs of error, habeas corpus petitions, and every 
artifice known to the law; but at no time during that whole pe- 
riod of twenty years from 1762 to 1782 did either Wilkes, or any 
champion of his, make say complaint as to the impropriety of the 
action of the House, in the two expulsions. Bear this in mind: 
The original historical distinction between “‘ expulsion ” and ex- 
clusion.” This is not all. These things were not done in a corner. 
. England during that period was No. 45!” Wilkes 
an rty!” 

It was the battle for freedom of the press, free thought, and free 
speech. This period gave rise to all of those e speci- 
mens of polemical literature known as the Junius Letters. I read 
what Junius said in his most famous letter, the letter to the King, 
upon this proposition of the right of the House of Commons to 
create a disqualification; I it in connection with this same 
proposition now pending before the House upon the part of the 
majority. 

He says: 

The Commons have 
BP adeno tg k Beans gg ap their vote an authority equal to the act 


The proposition was emphasized during the whole of the period 
of Wilkes and liberty.” s = 


The most serious objection urged was that “the law of the land,” which 
entitled Wilkes to his seat as the choice of the electors, had been put aside 
by a resolution of a single branch of the legislature, instead of by the joint 
action of the three. 
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This is a single branch of Congress. The Senate and the Presi- 
dent are the other branches that must concur before this body 
can make any law of the land. 

It was thus that a warm burst of Mr. Henry Cavendish's became a regular 


toast at political banquets: “ I do from my soul detest and abjure as uncon- 
stitutional and illegal the damnable doctrine that the House of Commons can 


suspe: r al ate the law of the land.” This really ex- 
presssd hae Whee aa it is called “ina nutshell.” Piteyerald's Life of Wilkes, 
volume 2, page 45. 

There is the history of ‘‘ exclusion” by one branch of the great 
legislature. In1215 the barons of England, on thefield of Runny- 
mede, wrested from King John, Magna Charta. In 1664 and 
1665 the liberties of the people of England were being ruthlessly 
trampled under foot by a dissolute, infamous ministry and a 
profligate king, Cromwell, at Marston Moor and Naseby, vindi- 
cated and preserved them. During this period, from 1762 to 1782, 
John Wilkes was paying the penalty in his own person” and 
rendering great services to the cause of English liberty. 

The practical demonstration of the lack of power on the part of 
the Commons alone to make, alter, suspend, or abrogate the law” 
is a t milestone, along the paar blazed by a free people, 
in achieving civil and religious liberty. 

Such proceedings were proved by unanswerable arguments to 
be illegal.” (May's Parliamentary Practice, tenth edition, 1893, 


54. 
Dachbe Poy concede to the majority the credit and the glory, if 
credit and glory there be, of resurrecting and in invoking, in these 
closing hours of the nineteenth century, for the purpose of exclud- 
ing a polygamist from the House of Representatives, a doctrine 
which was declared during that eighteenth century conflict, by 
liberty-loving Englishmen, to be detestable and“ damnable” and 
at poy of right of the whole body of electors of the 
om. 

e congratulate the House upon being given the opportunity 
eee lace itself upon record before fit apie 
and history,” as it , if it adopts their resolution, as indorsing an 
approving a doctrine that history declares to have been an infa- 
mous instrument of oppression and tyranny. We can not con- 
sent to thus turn the time hand backward on the dial plate. Let 
the House of Re ntatives adopt the policy ted by the 
majority in the light of these historical facts and principles, 

PROCEEDINGS OF FEDERAL CONVENTION. 

Let us examine the processing: of the Federal Convention, held 
when? In 1787, only five — after the termination of this great 
controv in England, in which Wilkes pla: so important a 
part. If the gentlemen of the majority now permit me, I 
will correct an error which they make in the report they submit 
to the House. They say, referring to the discussion in that con- 
vention, on page 15: 


Now, I state to the House that after the report of that commit- 
tee of detail, no man raised his voice in the Federal Convention to 
object to that clause in any way, and the records bear me out. 
What, then, becomes of this suggestion, based upon an erroneous 
statement of facts, that the clause as to qualifications was changed 
from affirmative to negative to meet the objections of Mr. Wilson 
and Mr. Dickinson to this cluuse, in the report of the committee 
of ers when neither of them made any objection to it in that 
re i- 

e whole case, of the right to add qualifications is based upon 
the fact that such qualifications as are prescribed are negatively 
expressed. The juxtaposition of the affirmative and negative 
clauses, it is said, has some significance. It does not appear that 
any of the court’s, elementary writers, or lawyers, that have had 
occasion to insist upon this, have ever availed themselves of the 
debates in the Federal Convention, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution. While this pre- 
caution has not hitherto been observed, common fairness and a due 

ard for a . require that these great men, 
whose handiwork so well withstood the assaults of time, 
should now, and upon this important question, be allowed to s 
for themselves, inquiry as to the origin of this clause will not 
only be interesting and instructive, but possibly determining. 
This course is stated by Cooley to be proper. (Cooley’s Constitu- 
tional Limitations, page 80.) 

And e in his great work on the Constitution, makes con- 
stant use of the debates in the Federal Convention. 

In the report of the committee of detail giving the first draft of 
the 5 augu A Souen Papers, 15 A poe s 
page 376), the paragrap uestion appears as an indepen 
section—i. e., section 2, Article TV—and reads: si 

SEC. 2. Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age 
of twenty-five years at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States 
for at least three years before his election, and shall be at the time of his 
election a resident of the State in which he be chosen. 

It is significant that this section is affirmative, and is therefore 
exclusive, as is conceded, in its character. It is important to in- 
quire whether the change in phraseology was made for the pur- 
pone gf onsa ing its legal effect. Thatit was understood by the 

of the Constitution to be exclusive will, I think, clearly 
appear. The first consideration which indicates this is the incor- 
poration in the same draft of the Constitution of section 2 of Ar- 
ticle VI, which reads: 

Sec. 2. The Legislature of the United States shall have authority to estab- 
lish such uniform qualifications of the members of each House with regard 
to property as to the said Legislature shall seem expedient. 

The inference that the framers of this draft must have under- 
stood that section 2 of Article IV was exclusive, and that in order 
that the Legislature might have any power at all over qualifica- 
tions it was necessary to confer it by a later and 1 1 4 75 provision, 
is necessary and obvious. The debates confirm this idea. 
Madison opposed the proposed section 2, Article VI— 


roper and dangerous power in t ture. The 
qualifications of 2 and elected ye 3 pone Be narepublican 


£ regulating qualifica: i 

the discussion in which he pated on the seceding 

ey A pkar 5 “constructively exclude every other power of regula quali- 
ons!“ 

In view of the ob ions urged by Dickinson and Wilson and their opinions 
as to the constru that would result and the consequences thereof the 
conclusion seems reasonable, if not absolutely irresistible, that the canes 
from the affirmative to the negative form was intentionally made, and wi 
the very purpose of obviating such objections, and hence t in being 
tively stated it was considered by the convention that the particular q - 
cations mentioned would not be exclusive and would not render impossible 
the“ d nalifying, odious, and dangerous characters and would not prevent 

ng ons.“ 


It was because Mr. Wilson objected to the report of the com- 
mittee of detail, that this clause was changed in the Constitution, 
they say. Let me call the attention of the majority to the fact, as 
I hold m's Debates in my hand, that the speeches made by 
Wilson and Dickinson in that Convention were not made on the 
report of the committee of detail, but upon a proposition which 
was to be submitted to, and reported upon, by the committee of 
detail. The discussion was on July 26. August 10 the second 
speech was made by Mr. Wilson, which the committee say was 
made one day after the discussion—an error of only fourteen days, 
a mere trifle for the majority. d 

Many more errors will be seen before I finish this discussion, 
The proposition under discussion that was to be submitted to the 
commi of detail reads: 

That the committee of detail be instructed to receive a clause requiring 
certain qualifications of landed and citizenship of the United States 
in mem of the National Legislature, and alsqualitying persons having 
unsettled accounts own being indebted to, the United States from being 
members of the National Legislature. 

The objection that both Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Wilson made to a 
provision as to qualifications was made at that time. It was re- 
ported finally by the committee of detail, and when it was re- 
ported by the committee of detail it read as follows: 


Every member of the House of Re mtatives shall be of the age of 25 
at least; shall have been a cii of the United States for at least 
ears before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resi- 

dent of the State in which he be chosen. 


verted into 
upisina ie number capable of being elected as the num authorized to 
all cases where the ntatives of the lo will have a per- 
t from that of their constituen ere was the same 
reason for being jealous of them as there was for pon hed upon them with 
full confidence when they had a common interest. was one of the for- 
mer cases. 

Gouverneur Morris moved to strike out! with regard to prop- 
erty,” in order, as he said, to leave the Legislature entirely at 
large ”—precisely what is now claimed without any such consti- 
tutional provision. This was objected to by Mr. Williamson on 
the ground that should— 

ori © Legisla posed particular d 
of ENTO e oe ier mye nA pect wn Os * 
ture elections might be secured to their own body. 

Mr. Madison further observed that the British Parliament 
possessed the power of regulating the qualifications both of the 
electors and the elected, and the abuse they had made of it was a 
lesson worthy of our attention. They had made changes in both 
cases subservient to their own views of political or religious par- 
ties.” (Madison Papers, etc., page 404.) 

This article was not agreed to. 

Note the significance and primal importance of Mr. Madison’s 
assertion that ‘‘the qualifications of electors and elected were 
fundamental articles in a republican government and ought to be 
fixed by the Constitution,” as otherwise the Legislature might 
“ subvert the Constitution.” 

What did the House of Commons say in 1782? They said that 
the attempt on the part of the House of Commons, in violation of 
the law of the land, to add a qualification was ‘‘subversive of the 
rights of the whole body of electors of this Kingdom.“ It is not 
surprising that James Madison, with a knowledge of these facts 
in his mind, saw that exclusive regulation of qualifications by 
the Constitution, was vital. 
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His insistence iais these reasons, prevented the adoption of the 
y 


provision that only conferred this power upon the legislature in 
one particular, and the convention thus evidently adopted his 
yowa as to the exclusiveness of the provisions of Article IV, sec- 
tion 2. 

Again, when the original proposition, which resulted in Article 
IV, section 2, was under discussion prior to the draft reported by 
the committee of detail, Mr. De ee the section alto- 
gether, expressly because it would be held exclusive, saying he— 


Mr. Wilson took the same view, saying, Besides, a partial 
enumeration of cases will disable the Legislature from disq - 
ing odious and dangerous characters.” (Ibid., page 878.) 

hen this section in the draft was under ussion, after 
“three” had been stricken out and“ seven“ inserted as to citizen- 
ship, Alexander Hamilton moved ‘‘that the section be so altered 
as to require merely citizenship and inhabitancy,” and suggested 
that “the right of determining the rule of naturalization will 
then leave a discretion to the Legislature on the subject which 
will answer every purpose.” (Ibid., page 411.) 

Here it is clear that,as Hamilton construed this provision, with- 
out this latitude as to naturalization, the Legislature had no dis- 
cretion or power. From the affirmative language of this pro- 
vision, then, as it stood in the report of the committee of detail, 
and the understanding of the framers of the Constitution, it is 
clear that it was exclusive. This section was not changed to the 
negative form by amendment, or as the result of any debate. In 
its affirmative form, with other sections that had been finall 
acted upon, and their construction and terms definitely settled, 
it was referred to a committee to revise the style of an ange 
the articles which had been a to by the House,” and this 
committee consisted, among others, of Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Gou- 
verneur Morris, and Mr. Madison. (Ibid., page 530.) 

This committee had no power to make any change in the legal 
effect of any of the clauses submitted to them. ey were sim- 
ply to revise the style of and arrange.” Certainly, with his 
very pronounced views, Mr. Madison would not have made a 
change in Article IV, section 2, that would, in his opinion, have 
placed it within the power of the Legislature to “subvert the 
Constitution.” 

Yet, when the committee reported the Constitution as it now 
stands, Article IV is rearranged so as to be included in Article I, 
and the original affirmative section 2 of Article IV appears in the 
negative form as the second Independen paragraph of Article I, 
3 pos, Dai it is true, but in mos 8 eden or 

ependent upon the preceding ph, whic an improve- 
ment in phraseology, is section1 of Article IV of the draft. This 
deprives the argument sought to be derived from the juxtaposi- 
tion of all significance. (Ibid. 559.) 

An examination of the finished work discloses the fact that the 
rearrangement and changes in phraseology by the committee were 
extensive. The object unques 5 to make the arrange- 
ment more orderly and lucid, and the language more perspicuous 
and felicitous. To hold that in . any change was in- 
tended to be made in the legal effi eee e 
men whose characters are of the most illustrious in our history. To 
assert that they unwittingly made such) changes, is a much more 
grievous assault upon their intelligence and ability. 

Moreover, we are not left to inference as to how this clause in 
its present form was interpreted by the most eminent of its 
framers. The Federalist, as is well known, was published while 
the Constitution was undergoing public discussion, and while it 
was being ratified by the States, It had been ratified bysix States 
only when the numbers of the Federalist hereafter referred to 
appeared. The author of No. 52 evidently assumes that all of the 
qualifications of Representatives has been very properly consid- 
* and regulated by the convention.“ 

e says: 


Under these reasonable limitations, the door of this of the Fi 
open to merit of every description, whether native or adoptive, 
whether young or old, and without regard to poverty or wealth or to any 
particular profession of religious faith. 

If the learned author had supposed that any limitations in ad- 
dition that might a poal to the 5 9 5 of a legislature could be 
added, he would hardly have used the term these reasonable lim- 
itations,” as he evidently did, as descriptive of all of the limita- 
tions to be imposed. In No. 57 a general reference to this clause 
is made, which evidently proceeds upon the idea that the qualifi- 
cations to be required, are stated in the Constitution. It reads: 

Whoare to be the objects of popularchoice? Every citizen whose merit may 
recommend him to the esteem and confidence of the country. No qualifica- 
tion of wealth, of birth, of religious faith, or of civil professions is permitted 
to fetter the judgment or disappoint the inclination of the people, 


How could he know that, unless the Constitution settled the 
ualifications? The authorship of these two numbers is in doubt 
tween Madison and Hamilton. Hamilton is conceded to be the 
author of No. 60, and with many no authority is greater than his; 
and this, so far as his authority goes, settles it beyond cavil, He 
says: 
ea cbecataatat ers tie DAOIS qonbnentcen or PUET mikes tee 
those who may each og ba nto Iie TNU forms no pack OF io power TO 


conferred upon the National Government. Its authority would be 

y restricted to the regulation of the times, the places, the manner of 

elections. The qualifications of the persons who may choose or be chosen, 

as has been remarked upon other occasions, are defined and fixed in the Con- 

stitution and are wnalterable by the legislature. The term “legislature” is 
used in the Federalist as synonymous with Congress. 

This unequivocal declaration was made after the negative form 
was used. It is not believed that the Federalist was a determin- 
ing factor in securing the ratification of the Constitution, though 
it was undoubtedly published for that purpose. So far, however, 
as this clause weighed in the public mind, as this is the only con- 
struction that appears to have been placed upon it, it may be in- 
ferred that this construction was adopted by the States which 
afterwards ratified. 

Here is the crucible out of which the Constitution came; here 
the hist that surrounded it, the conditions under which it was 
made, and the declarations of the men who framed it. 

In the light of these facts it is to be deplored, that exigencies 
arise, which are oof Sage to justify a construction, in direct con- 
flict with the intention and interpretation of those who framed 
and assisted in ratifying the Constitution. It seems clear that 
the negative form of expression has no interpretive Hi dir nn 
and as it affords no support for the proposition which involves 
the right to add qualifications, that proposition must fail with the 
erroneous construction upon which it is based. 

The gentleman from Ohio admitted that this provision reported 
by the committee on detail, being positive in form, was exclusive. 
I would like to have some metaphysical, hypercritical member 
give this House the distinction between the expressions at least” 
and“ shall not have attained "—“ he shall not haveattained twenty- 
five years of age” and at least twenty-five years of age.” Why 
is “at least” any more pregnant witb the idea of exclusiveness 
than “shall not have attained”—‘‘shall not have attained” 
twenty-five years; in other words, must be at least” twenty- 
five? are they not in essence synonymous? 

This is the whole proposition upon which these gentlemen rest 
their case, that they can add, not only in legislation by 8 
but by the act of this House alone, a disqualification that is not 
mentioned in the Constitution. Let them stand here—some mem- 
ber with an anal mind—and explain the distinction between 
the words“ not have attained” and ‘‘at least.” It may be 
substantial, but I do not believe they will attempt it. 

Sound reason does not sustain this claimed right. If the con- 
struction contended for is admitted, it must be conceded that the 
power of adding qualifications is unlimited, as there is nothing in 
the Constitution which circumscribes it. The suggestion in 
Barker vs. (3 Cowen, 636) that the only power to add is in 
case of a conviction of crime is purely arbitrary and gratuitous, 
and absolutely no constitutional authority is given therefor. 

The rigid confinement by the court of the right to break away 
from the Constitution, to a conviction for crime, must have been 
in the nature of spaan a satisfying of the judicial conscience 
for the departure thus made from the tution. If the power 
exists, it must be unlimited; and therefore, while you can not 
take from, or narrow, the first two specified elements, you have 
unlimited power to add to them. For instance, unless a man is 
at least twenty-five years of age he is not eligible; therefore the 
Constitution does not undertake to say that a greater age may not 
be required. In fact, the necessary inference is, that only the 
minimum limit as to age has been established and the Legislature 
has unlimited power to add to that qualification, and hence may 
require all Representatives to be years of age. The same 
course could be pursued with reference to the seven years’ citi- 
zenship clause; you can not act within the domain to which the 
—— has confined itself. Outside of it you can do any- 

ing. 

But we do not stop here. If this provision in the Constitution 
which is now under discussion is not exclusive, why is it that in 
1866, the American Congress, by reason of an experience through 
which it had recently been—why is it that the American Congress 
saw fit to propound an amendment to this Constitution, adding a 
op terse ec Why observe the solemn form of submitting it to 

e States for ratification? 

Isubmit this to the common sense of the House. Was that act 
of the American Congress, when ratified by the requisite number 


of States, a solemn farce,a vain ceremony, or was it necessary to 
amend the Constitution in order to exclude men who were there 
denominated as traitors? Such men had been excluded, were be- 
ing then excluded, but why amend the Constitution if this tre- 
mendous power exists, existed then, this general-welfare“ power 

yids and everything under heaven that this body happens 
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to want to do, when it meets a man it does not like, and sees fit to 
read a disqualification into the Constitution and exclude him? 


e fourteenth amendment? I read section 3: 


Why pass 
No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of 
President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, under the 
United States, or under any State. who, having previously taken an oath, as 
a member of or as an officer of the United States, or as a member 
of any State | ture, or as an executive or judicial officer of any State, to 
na aay the Constitution of the United States, shall have en; in insur- 
—- or rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies 
Was it necessary to adopt that amendment to the Constitution? 
If it was not necessary, why was it done? I say if this great 
power existed, could not this House invoke it in the case of the 
application of a traitor to be admitted within its walls, as my 
friend here suggests, without a Constitutional amendment? 

The House and Senate had both exercised the power to exclude 
traitors without an amendment to the Constitution in great emer- 
gencies. Does not the fact that this amendment grew out of that 
crisis, demonstrate that both the House and Senate knew that 
their action in thus excluding, was unauthorized by the Constitu- 


tion? 

Let me suggest another consideration to my friends. Here is 
this fourteenth amendment, that limits the disqualification to per- 
sons who have taken an oath, only those. ere were a great 
many traitors at one time in this country who had never taken an 
“oath as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United 
States, or as a member of any State legislature, or as an executive 
or judicial officer of any State to support the Constitution of the 
United States.“ What about that vast body? When there isa 
constitutional provision limiting the disqualification to those who 
had taken such ‘‘ oath,” would this committee and this House hold 
that they could go further, and exclude any and every traitor, irre- 
spective of his having taken the oath? hy. they ny they can 
now. Here is a clause in this Constitution t provides for the 
method to be adopted when a man who is disloyal stands at the 
door and knocks. 

And what does the chairman of this committee say? What 
does the tleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] say? He says the 
member from Utah, Mr. Roberts, is “disloyal.” Well, if he is 
8 does he not come under the fourteenth amendment? Has 
this House, in the plentitude of its power, or rather in the plenti- 
tude of its determination, the power and the right to do anythin 
that it sees fit, under any circumstances, when this constitution 
amendment confines the right to exclude, toa man who has taken 
such oath? And there is no pretense that the gentleman from 
Utah has taken an oath, and there were thousands and thousands 
of traitors who never have taken the oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Let me see, has something been said 
about the sacredness of the Constitution? The minority of your 
committee stand here to say, that they take the Constitution as it 
reads, and stand for its interpretation upon reasonable, logical, 
common-sense principles, 

M'CULLOCH vs. MARYLAND. 


Thecaseof McCulloch Maryland (4 Wheat., 416) is, on the 
part of the gentleman from Ohio, said to have very great cance 
in 5 this provision of the Constitution; and as Iremember, 
when he made his speech to the House on the second day of the ses- 
sion, he said he shuddered to think what Judge Marshall would 
have said, if some one had su ted that you can not add to this 
provision of the Constitution relating to qualifications. If the gen- 
tleman had taken a little and the opinion throngh. he 
would have found that Chief Justice Marshall was discussing a sec- 
tion of the Constitution (section 8, Article I), which confers various 
powers upon Congress. That section concludes with this provi- 

on: 


Jo make all la h shall be necessary and r for carrying into exe- 
cution the fi — ba wanes aud ait other y Swern vested by this Constitution 
the Government of the United States or in any department or officer 

That is the section of the Constitution that Chief Justice Mar- 
shall was discussing—in relation to the powers vested in Congress, 
and the right to execute those powers and carry them into effect, 

Purely as a dictum, made by way of ulustration, when discussin 
the powers reasonably to be implied from the concise and genera 
provisions of this section, necessary, appropriate, and plainly 
adapted to effectuate its purposes, he said that— 

He would be charged with esac A who should contend that the legisla- 
ture might not superadd to the oath directed by the Constitution, such other 
oath of office as its wisdom might suggest. 

This does not impress me as entitled to much weight in con- 
struing a provision of the Constitution, which the court was not 
considering, and to which the doctrine that a government in- 
trusted with such ample powers, on the due execution of which 
the happiness and prosperity of the nation so vitally depends, must 
also be intrusted with ample means for their execution,” can have 


little, if any, application. 
Now, the gentleman in effect says, that the opinion of Chief 


Justice Marshall in McCullough Marylandis to be used in 
construing every provision of the Constitution. If this be true, the 
annotator of the Constitution should have repeated that citation 
under every section, instead of placing it only under those which 
related to the powers conferred on Congress by section 8, article 1. 
If the gentleman from Ohio could see the awful shade of Chief 
Justice Marshall, when he first learned that the language he had 
used, a dictum, by way of illustration, in respect to the construc- 
tion of section 8, was to be applied to this section of the Con- 
stitution under discussion, the gentleman from Ohio would shudder 
before he had time to think. [Laughter.] 


TEST OATH AS A QUALIFICATION, 


It is suggested that the existence of the clause but no religious 
test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public 
trust under the United States,” which is fonnd 5 Article VI of 
the Constitution, in a paragraph relating wholly to oaths, has a 
direct tendency to show that the previous p aph in Article I, 
section 2, prescribing qualifications, was not intended to be ex- 
clusive, inasmuch as this ph in Article VI is said to adda 
qualification, which is entirely inconsistent with the idea, that the 
prior paragraph was exclusive. Reflection, however, leads me to 
the conclusion that this paragraph in Article VI has no proper 
connection with, or relation to, the paragraph in Article I, section 
2. I think the word “qualification” in connection with religious 
test,“ is used in an entirely different sense from that in which 
the word „qualification“ is used in Article I, section 5. It is 
ee ee to and is a description of the “religious test,” and 
must be construed in connection with that phrase, no ‘religious 
test * * * asa qualification.” The clause is found in a para- 
graph which relates solely to the oath to be administered. 

Qualification, when used in discussing the elements which a 
member-elect must possess in order to be entitled to enter upon 
the office, is synonymous with eligibility. This is substantially 
the definition of legal lexicographers—Bouvier, Rapalje, and An- 
derson. This test oath” came from the common law. It is 
clearly defined in Rogers against Buffalo, 123 N. V., pages 189-190. 

Most, if not all, of the provisions of the Federal and State constitutions, 
which are of the nature of a bill of rights, were placed therein with reference 
to lish history and the struggles for eal A which such history recorded. 
Declarations, on and tests as a condition for holding office had been fre- 
ed sey shaa to by the Parliament of Great Britain for the purpose of 
promo the prosperity or one religion orinsuring the downfall of another 


And, after referring to several histories— 


It can not be doubted that the facts mentioned in them were mt to the 
minds of the framers of our original Constitution, from which this provision 
isextracted. They meant that no such oaths, dec! ti or tests as above 
described, nor any other of like nature, should be ordained as a condition for 
the holding of any public office. The Federal Constitution has declared that 
“no religious shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or 
public trust under the United States.” That provision was undoubtedly in- 
serted for the same reasons which led to the insertion of the somewhat 
similar one of our State constitution, and now under discussion. Attorney- 
General vs, Detroit Common Council (58 Mich., 217); Anderson's Dictionary of 
Law, Test; Test act? Test oath.” 


The English test acts (25 Geo. II, c. 2) required persons holding 
office within six months after appointment to take the oath of alle- 
giance and supremacy, and subscribe a declaration against trans- 
substantiation, and receive the sacrament according to the usage 
of the Church of England. The gence of a religious 
test” thus prohibited relates clearly to something “required” to 
be done by an officer when entering upon, or after having entered 
apa the office, and not to qualifications or elements of eligibili 
which he must possess, or ualifications, or elements of ineligi- 
bility, which he must not possess, before he can enter upon the 
office. Qualification or disqualification, eligibility or ineligibility, 
is a status that either does, or does not, exist at the time of entering 
upon the office. The qualification ot a religious test has no ex- 
istence as a status; it is not a status, it is simply a condition to be 
performed. No member can change his status as to the elements 
of eligibility, or qualification as defined in Article I, section 2, at 
the time of entering upon the office; but if the qualification of a 
zeh paas test existed, every member could, if his conscience were 
sufficiently elastic, comply with the test. One is predicated upon 
the past, the other upon the future. One relates to things done, 
or not done; the other to things to be done. 

After the rendition of a judgment of the House holding that a 
member-elect possesses the qualification to entitle him to take 
the oath, and only then, could the test oath as a qualification” 
be applied. 

6 of the constitutional history of this clause fully 
corroborates this view. The last aph of Article VI, with 
the exception of the clause as to the test oath and the word “‘affir- 
mation” (which was added by amendment), is substantially 
Article of the first draft of the Constitution as reported by 
the committee of detail August 6, 1787. ras Madison Pa ` 
containing debates on the Confederation and Constitution, volume 
§, 381; iot's Debates. ) s 

The clause in question first appears in the proceedings August 
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20, 1787, and was introduced by Mr. Pinckney as an independent 
proposition to be referred to the committee of detail, and then read: 

No religious test or qualification shallever be annexed to any oath of office 
under the authority of the United States. (Ibid., 446.) 

That the word qualification“ as here used related to the oath, 
and to nothing else, is too clear for argument, and that it was not 
used in the sense in which it was used in Article I, section 5, is 
likewise clear. This conclusion is emphasized by the fact here- 
tofore noted, that it was at one time proposed, by an independent 
constitutional provision, to confer ap the legislature express 
authority to add one qualification. e effort failed, and it is 
hardly to be supposed that they would do indirectly by this clause, 
what they had directly decided, not to do. Later, when Article XX 
was being considered, Mr. Pinckney moved as an amendment to 
the article, his original proposition in precisely the language in 
which it now appears in the Constitution. (Ibid., 498.) 

There is nothing in the proceedings to indicate that by a change 
in the phraseology he intended any change in its meaning. The 
selection Dy him or amendment, of the clause as to the oath, and 
not that relating to the qualification, is in harmony with this view. 

For these reasons it seems to me that the clause relating to re- 
ligious tests can serve no legitimate purpose in enlarging that pre- 
scribing the elements of eligibility. 

AUTHORITTES. 


I wish to call the attention of the House to the authorities re- 
lied upon by the majority in support of the right to add qualifica- 
tions to the Constitution, I read now from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio, delivered in this House on the second day 
of the session, when he was proposing to halt the gentleman from 
Utah at the bar of the House, 

a Our State courts in many instances have construed exactly similar provi- 
ons. 

I will read now from the report which the majority of the com- 
mittee make to the House: 
ava with Lrusiinal AAEN inclared suai kay PON AIER DATON, 
tion of the Constitution. 

The House was informed, and I presume in aH candor, that 
there were ‘‘many instances in the courts of this country where 
they had construed similar provisions.” It dwindles down now 
to several States” with practical unanimity;” and as there 
are just two, that makes several States,” and as it is a fact, 
that those two agree, we have practical unanimity.” All of the 
cases now relied on were mentioned by the gentleman from Ohio 
in his first speech, but, I submit, with the air that they were 
ay a sample, of the great array of cases to follow. 

They rely upon Rogers inst Buffalo, I want to say to the 
members of the House that I think the gentleman from Ohio was 
inadvertently led—mark you, I do not say that he intentionally 
stated—into a stronger statement of the law than this authority 
3 The gentleman from Ohio said, that the supreme 

of the State of New York in the case of Rogers against 
Buffalo, in an somon drawn by Mr. Justice Peckham, who now 
adorns the bench of the Supreme Court”—and, by the way, have 
you noticed that any judge, or elementary author who, tends to 
sustain the position of my friends of the majority either adorns 
the bench, or is a distinguished jurist or an eminent man?—The 
gentleman from Ohio says Justice Peckham held— 
that a provision of the constitution of New York 1 — quali- 
fications for office was not exclusive and did not bar thel ture from im- 
posing new, reasonable, and proper qualifications. 

I am obliged to question the accuracy of that assertion. If the 
gentleman from Ohio had read the opinion of the court in ers 
against Buffalo with diligence enough to find in it anything but 
the obiter dicta that suited his own use, he would have discovered 
that when Justice Peckham wrote the opinion there were no pro- 
visions in the constitution of New York that prescribed qualifica- 
tions. I read from the opinion. 

Here is the first proposition: 

This last provision, preventing the formation of a civil-service board of 
commissioners from one pores i ty is cited as a violation of Article I, 
section 1, of our constitu . which declares that no member of this State 
shall be disfranchised or deprived of any of the sights or privileges secured 
to any citizen thereof unless by the law of the d or judgment of his 
peers.” (Page 181.) 

Are there any qualifications prescribed in that? 

Here is the next one: 

The provision is also claimed to be a violation of section 6, Article I, which 
declares that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property with- 
ont due process of law. (Page 181.) 

Is there any qualification prescribed in that? 

The next proposition reads: 

Still another ground of invalidity is all by the appellant. He says 
that the statute conflicts with Article 12, which provides for taking of an 
oath of office by members of the ture and all officers, executive and 
judicial, before they enter on the duties of their respective offices, w. 


hich 
oath is therein set forth, and it is then stated that as a qualification “no 
be required nin 


other oath, declaration, or test shall asa qi cation for any 
. 187, 188). 


office of public trust (pp. 


XXXTII—69 


I have already shown that Judge Peckham has determined that 
an oath or test was nota qualification. It was a test and an oath, 
Is there any qualification in that? And those are all the provisions 


of the constitution of the State of New York that were 
strued by the court in that case. 

So I submit the original suggestion by my friend from Ohio in 

to that case, when he says that Justice Peckham held 
that a provision of the constitution declaring certain qualifica- 
tions for office was not exclusive and did not bar the legislature 
from imposing new reasonable and proper qualifications,” can 
not be sustained for a moment. 

I read a little further to show what he did hold in that case. 
Not only was there no provision in the constitution of New York 
8 qualifications, which were being considered by Judge 

eckham, but Judge Peckham in that opinion several times said 
that he did not decide it on any such ground. He says: 

his t th tion that citi 
has agit, which fs protectad by the Constit Soc, tote regarded aa cligitie 
to hold any office, unless the constitution has itself prescri certain quali- 
fications for such holding— 

The opinion discloses the fact that no such qualifications were 
prescribed in the Constitution— 

He then asserts that the statute in question violates this constitutional 
right. Jt is not necesary, in the view we take of this statute, to decide upon 
the correctness of the claim as to the es, rien Arey citizen to hold office as 
made by the appellant under the provisions of the Constitution. e will 
simply, for the purpose of this discussion, assume it to be correct. (Page 182.) 


Again— 

But, in our judgment, legislation which creates a board of commissioners 
consisting of two or more persons, and which provides that not more than a 
certain proportion of the whole number of commissioners shall be taken 
party, does not amount to an arbitrary exclusion from office, nor to 
ageneral regulation requiring qualifications not mentioned in the Constitution. 

In the light of these facts, what justification is there for the 
confident assertion that Mr. Justice Peckham sustains the major- 
ity contention? As to decided cases, they rest solely upon Ohio 
and Colorado instead of ‘‘our State courts in many instances.” 
In Ohio vs. Covington (29 Ohio St., 102) the court were pass- 
ing upon the right of the defendants to hold the offices of police 
commissioner and member of the board of health for the city of 
Cincinnati. The constitution provided that— 

No person shall be elected or appointed to any office in this State unless he 
possesses the qualifications of an elector. 


The court distinctly held that— 


The defendants, as members of the board of police commissione: 
are officers for whose election and appointment no provision is m 
constitution of the State or of the United States— 

And were therefore such as the legislature had, by the express 
provisions of the constitution, authority to create. When the 

egislature created the offices in question it attached to them the 
condition that each officer should be— 

A resident citizen for three years of the city in i 
pointed, and able to read and waite the Poors Rives — he shali ES oe 

The offices in question were creatures of the statute and not of 
the constitution. It is familiar law that whatever office the 
legislature creates it can create with such conditions, limitations, 
qualifications, and restrictions as it sees fit to impose, and this 
was all that it was necessary for the court to say in that case, in 
upholding the validity of the statute. It is true, that it did go 
further than that, further than the case required, and held that 
no implication arose, from the negative language of the constitu- 
tion, that other qualifications could not be added by the legis- 
lature. Inso far, however, as the opinion goes beyond the re- 
8 of the case, it is certainly doubtful 1 It 

ould be stated that this case has been fully approved in the re- 
cent case of Mason vs. State (58 Ohio St., 54). 

The case of Darrow vs. People (8 Colo. , 420) relied on is also sub- 
ject to the same criticism as State vs. Covington, as the office there 
considered was that of alderman, the creature of the statute. 

That is all there is left of the ‘‘many instances in the courts of 
this country” which they claimed sustained, this proposition. 

ELEMENTARY AUTHORS, 


I examine briefly the elementary writers relied upon. They 
rely upon Burgess upon Political Science and Constitutional Law. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] says that I suggested 
that Mr. Bur, was not entitled to any consideration as an 
authority. I do not remember ever having made any reflection 
upon the distinguished gentleman who writes, what the distin- 
guished tlemen of the majority suggest, is “a very ambitious 
work.” Ce y the minority views contain no such reflection, 
The majority say, it must be considered an authority on the sub- 
ject of constitutional law.” 

I do note the fact, that Mr. Bur, „in his work on Political 
Science and Constitutional Law, cites no authority for the very 
loose propositions that he lays down in an ex cathedra manner. 


ing con- 
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I waste no time on Throop on Public Officers. He suggests no 
authority to sustain his text that relates to, or is in any way con- 
nected with, the construction of any provision in the Constitution. 
Any member of the bar can examine the work and see whether 
or not my suggestion is correct. 

Pomeroy suggests the extraordinary e that Congress 


can not, but that one House can, add qualifications. He does not, 
however, state it to be the law, but says he is “ strongly of the 
opinion,” etc. If you will read what he says the House does under 
this power, you will be in doubt as to what he did think on the 
element of qualifications. 

Now, I wish to call attention to what Mr. Justice Miller says, 
and I think I can rely Spon what Mr. Justice Miller says, because 
I find in the report of the 3 this splendid and significant 
certificate of Justice Miller's acter. e majority say: If a 
profound constitutional authority like Justice er had believed, 
etc.” Now, what did Justice ersay? He said: 

Though it might be conceivable that Congress— 

Not the House of Representatives, not the Senate, but that 
Congress 
might make some conditions or limitations concerning the eligibility— 

Now we are finding out from profound constitutional author- 
ity what qualifications mean 


the eligibility of its members, it has not been done and the constitutional 
8 alone regulate that subject. Miller on the Constitution, page 


Mark that language! 

He was a profound constitutional authority,” and every law- 
yer in this presence recognizes it, and reveres memory of that 
magnificent jurist. He says it has not been done and the con- 
stitutional qualifications alone regulate that subject.” I submit 
to the industry, and skill, and care, of the gentlemen on the part of 
the majority, that it might have been well for them to have ex- 
amined the chronology of that statement, before they cited it as an 
authority before the House, on the proposition that this act of 
1882, known as the Edmunds law, excluded the gentleman from 
U 


tah. 

When was this lecture of this distinguished jurist delivered, in 
which he says ‘‘it has not been done and the constitutional quali- 
fications alone regulate that subject?“ That lecture was delivered 
in 1889 and 1890. This statute that they now claim is a disquali- 
fication was enacted in 1882. It can not be said that Justice Mil- 
ler did not know that there was any such legislation, because 
the great Ramsay case (114 U. S.), which defines the status of 

lygamists or persons unlawfully cohabiting, was announced in 

884. . after this act was passed, and five years before 
Justice Miller said that conditions or limitations” had not been 
added. Justice Miller took part in that decision as a member of 
the United States Supreme Court, 

There is your authority. There is the judge, whosays, concern- 
ing the elements of eligibility, ‘‘It might be conceivable that Con- 
gress might make some conditions and limitations,” but who also 
says: 

It has not been done, and the constitutional qualifications alone regulate 
that subject. 

An it might be conceivable” is hardly the foundation for a 
change in the Constitution. However, if Justice Miller is an au- 
thority, and if he knew enough at that time to state the law as it 
was, there is nothing for our friends to stand upon in relation to 
this Edmunds Act. They can come back to their ‘‘ general-wel- 
fare” proposition—that is, they have found something that they 
do not like in some man; hence ineligibility. It is one thing to- 
day; it may be another thing to-morrow; but they have found 
what they fecal rr this case; they now declare it, and they now 
pro} to i 

That is all I have to say about the authorities relied upon by the 
majority. Only two State courts and only three writers, Burgess, 
Throop, and Pomeroy—Pomeroy, in fact, does not state it, be- 
cause he states an entirely different proposition—only these can 
be relied. upon. I leave out Cushing, as he writes on both sides, 
We present to the House, on the other hand, every case we have 
been able to find in the courts, In the case of People vs. May (3 
Mich., 598). 

The court said: 

We concede to the fullest extent that it isnot in the power of the judiciary 
or even the 2 to establish arbitrary exclusions from office or annex 

ualifications to when the constitution has not established such exclu- 
ms nor annexed such qualifications. But it is the question to 
assume that the act of construing the constitution has effect (610). 

In Thomas vs. Owens (4 Maryland, 223) the court said: 

Where a constitution defines the qualifications of an officer, it is not within 

th ture to it, unless the power be 


And in Page ys. Hardin (8 Ben, Mon., 661) the court said: 


We think it entirely clear that so far as residence is to be regard 
8 for recei or retaining office, the constitutional provision on 


ject covers the w. and is a denial of power to the 
C 


In Black vs. Trover (79 Va., 125) the court also said: 


Now, it is a well-established rule of construction, as laid down by an 
eminent writer, that when the constitution defines the qualifications for 
office, implied nst — inter- 


is an prohibition 
or add to the qualifications thus defined. 

I call attention right here and now to the suggestion that Mr. 
Justice oT is the first man upon whom we rely, and what our 
friends of the majority say about J wigs Story? Judge Story 
happens in this instance to state the law flatly, squarely, and dis- 
tinetly, contrary to the contention of the majority. What do they 
95 First, that it is dismissed in a very few words.” They say, 
Justice Story himself disclaims explicitly in his works that he 
gave his own opinion as to what the Constitution means, but asser ts 
that he undertakes merely to give the statements of others.” Here, 
in this year of our Lord 1900, in this debate, the profession and 
the courts are advised, that this great commentator on the Consti- 
tution, Justice Story, did not write a commentary upon that in- 
strument, but simply narrated what somebody else said or simpl 
what some other man thought. He is the Boswell of the Const. 
tution [laughter] and no longer an authority. 

Well, now, I submit for the consideration of my distinguished 
friend, that this is in the nature of a revelation to the courts, and 
the profession in the United States. I had occasion while I was 
investigating this question, upon an allied Fe to examine 
the opinion of the court carefully, in Kilbourne against Thom: 
son, that case to which I have already alluded as establishing the 
constitutional limitations of this House in the exercise of its power 
to commit for contempt, and I noticed that the counsel in his brief 
cited to the court twelve instances where this great, powerful 
body had, in the plenitude of its mighty power, commi for con- 
tempt. And I noticed that the counsel! on the other side cited one 
Story, the Boswell of the Constitution.” 

J also noticed, that when the justice of the Court came 
to write his opinion, he did not even so much as allude to the 
alleged precedents of this tbody; but, being neither oppressed, 
or impressed, by this new hallucination as to Mr. Story, inadvert- 
ently referred to him in terms of t as an authority. [Ap- 
pie and laughter.] I do not imagine it is necessary for me, an 

umble member of the legal profession, to stand here to defend 
the memory of that distinguished man. May I submit for the 
consideration of the majority that long after all of us who shall 
take part in this debate, in our weak and feeble way, shall have 
been covered by the protecting mantle of oblivion, the ma 
cent intellect of Ju et win continue to illumine the juris- 
prudence of this, and other ? [Applause. 


They gane what Mr. Bingham said about Mr. Story. I sub- 
mit it is hardly a proper at the hands of men who wish to es- 
tablish in a disinterested manner, a tion. John A. Bingham, 


of Ohio, if 1 remember aright—a gentleman from Ohio, [Laugh- 
ter.] It seems a good many things come from Ohio. This l 
criticism of Justice Story seems to have originated in Ohio. This 
is from a speech of John A. Bingham, of Ohio. Speaking of Mr, 
Justice Story, he says: 

Gentlemen in this connection have 3 8 ap. 


into his pages so much of 
he was familiar that a doubt often 
arises as to his true and certain meaning. 

“ This lamented man,” how painful. Here seems to be the ori- 
gin of this proposition, in Ohio [laughter], and when it was first 
started in Ohio, the objection was that Ju Story would narrate 
what other great men had said, and you could not tell on that 
account where Judge Story undertook to say anything himself. 
The idea is now improved, and the objection is that he never 
gives his own opinion, simply narrates what other people said, 
and is therefore unq i , the Boswell of the Constitution. 

Let me read what Justice Story said on the provision under 
discussion, and let the House say whether in the used he 
is undertaking to repeat what any other men have said, He was 
discussing this very provision. He says: 

It would seem but fair reasoning upon the plainest principles of int e- 
tation. that when the Constitution pie ed certain E Pirr arri as hat mini 


sary for o 

Now mark! 
it meant to exclude all others as prerequisites. From the very nature of 
such a provision the affirmation of these tions would seem to imply 


a negative of all others. Stor on the Constitution, section &. 

Who said that? Is that the report of what somebody else said, 
of some constitutional sewing circle, or is that the sound learn- 
ing of Justice Story? This was the utterance of a great lawyer, 
and no man ever was & lawyer who unde to claim for 
himself all knowledge and information and speak in adogmatic, au- 
tocratic manner on a legal proposition. Itmay be that Judge Story 
had read what Madison had said; it may be he had read what 
Hamilton had said, because his significant language 5 
harmony with what they did say. Attention has y been 
called to what they did say. 

Again Justice Story says: 

But as the qualification of members were thought to be less carefully de- 

uniformity than 


fined by the State constitutions, and more susceptible of 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1091 


883 electors, the subject was thought proper for regulation by the 

n 

STe: $s observable that the positive qualifications are few and simple. They 
section 616.) 


respect only age, citizenship, and bitancy. (Ibid., 

In another part of his great work Judge Story discusses nega- 
tive expressions and the — to be given them in ini eting 
the Constitution. The same Story that lays down those principles 


as to negative expressions, and bearing them in mind, makes the | te 


positive 8 about the specific provision of the Constitu- 
tion under discussion, just quoted. He declares that though neg- 
atively stated, they are positive qualifications.” What, then, 
from the history of the Constitution and the opinion of this com- 
mentator becomes of this ignis fatuus of a negative form of 
expression? The majority, however, still insist upon it. Is not 
their position well illustrated by the distich from the reader? 


Amidst the mists 


aughter.] 

fy wish in passing to read, for the information of the House, the 
modest declaration in the preface of Story’s works, upon which I 
suppose my 5 friend determined, after having learned 
that John A. Bingham had ventured upon that ground, that he 
would eliminate Se udge Story as a legal author. [Laughter.] 

My object will be sufficiently attained if I shall have succeeded in bringin; 
before the reader the true view of its powers, maintained by its founders an 
friends and confirmed and illustra‘ by the actual practice of the Govern- 
ment. Thee: tions to be found in the work are less to be od as my 
own opinions than as those of the great minds which framed the Constitu- 
tion or which have been found from time to time called upon to administer 
it. Upon subjects of government it has always appenred: 3 to me that meta- 
physical refinements are out of place. 

I commend this closing sentence to my friends: 

Metaphysical refinements are out of place. 

The minority of your committee stand upon this provision of 
the Constitution precisely with Judge Story. They read it as it 
stands, plain and simple, clear and direct, as the fathers made and 
understood it, unimpaired by mea rece refinement, furnishing 
a constitutional bulwark to the right, for which every true patriot 
would not only undergo imprisonment, but render he Shir itself. 
We say that a right so precious can not rightfully be frittered 
away by any general-welfare” construction of this provision of 
the Constitution. 

Cooley certainly stands next in authority to Story, and he says: 

Another rule of construction is that where the Constitution defines the 

ms 


ised, 
the specification is an lied pro! l 
add to the condi: or to extend the to other cases. On 
it has been held by supreme court of 


required of Representatives in Co: 
within the State in which they shall 


place, that it is not competent for Con, Pp any further qualifl- 
cations, or to pass any law which shall operate as such. Cushing on Law 
and ice of Legislative Assemblies, second edition, p. 27, sec. 75.) 


John Randolph Tucker, one of the latest writers on the Consti- 
tution, is explicit on this point: 

Nor can the nor the House change these qualifications. To the 
latter no such power was delegated, and the assumption of it would be dan- 


as invading a right which belonged to the constituent body, and not 
— the y of which the Represen 
r— 


tative of such constituency was a mem- 

Ihe principie tiust AMAN House Ina the righ’ to ieipcats cesliGcation upon 
0 p ouse a 
its 9 which is not prescribed in the Constitution, if established, 
might be of great danger to the Republic. It was on this excuse that the 
French Directory procured an annulment of elections to the Council of Five 
Hundred, and thus maintained themselves = of the 
0 


r against the will 
3 pao accepted the despotism 8 as a relief. Foster 
e 1 


tion 307. 
It is a fair 5 that where the Constitution prescribed the — 
cations it intended to exclude all others. Fuschal's Annotated Consti 


8 305, section 300. 
When the tution prescribed the qualifications for an office, the Leg- 
foe sant — not add others not therein preseribed.—McCrary on Elections, 
8 

McCrary also takes the ground that statutory and constitu- 
tional provisions making ineligible to office any person who has 
been guilty of crime presuppose a conviction before the ineligi- 
bility attaches. (Ibid., page 345.) 
7 081055 in his work on elections, takes the same view (pages 

Upon this great sig pa as to whether or notit is legitimate 
apon the part of this House, by its own unaided 3 thus 
change and make uncertain that which should be certain a funda- 
mental law, I wish to invoke the authority—though not precisely 
in pan’, still significant—of the immo: Webster, the defender 
and expounder of the Constitution. 


His is striking and bears upon the general proposition 
as to the of any majority of this House undertaking to 
amend, and sup ent, the Constitution. He says, in discuss- 


ing a similar question, fundamental in our system: 


Suffrage is the delegation of the of an individual to pone agoak 
This being so, then follow two o great principles of the ican sys- 


m: 
1. The first is that the right of suffrage shall be guarded, protected, and 
secured t force and t fraud; an 
2. oat second is mas its exercise shall be 


prescri we 
der as widely from the American track as the 
said that it 1s one principle of the 
rincipl ally tru F pekarna 3 to jud tof things, 
principle, equally true and ce „and. according to my ju en 
ally in hey os bonia 


6 bas been established. it is 
it is an anomaly which, I believe, can scarcely be fi 
While the great Webster was not discussing this provision of 
the Constitution, I submit that in prophetic language he pe to 
this House a fundamental principle, which on its oath and its con- 
science it must not gee pnb in determining the rights of the 
ntleman from Utah, i se ora of conditions, unconstrained 
y desires or wishes, unaffected by majorities, undisturbed by 
* sudden impulses” of the people, and undeterred by influences 
outside or inside of this House. 

Upon this great question, whether this House, under the lead 
of the majority of this committee, can of its own motion declare 
a disqualification that has not heretofore existed and impose it on 
the gentleman from Utah, or whether it can be done by an act of 
Congress, we stand, and I trust we may be pardoned if Isay we take 
pride instanding, with Burke, the lawyer, orator, ee of the 
eighteenth century; with Wilson, Dickinson, Morris, Madison, 
and Hamilton, framers and interpreters of the Constitution, who 
have hitherto received, and will continue to receive, the universal 
h and admiration of mankind for their great services in es- 


ta g constitutional liberty; the State courts of Michigan, 
land, Kentucky, and Virginia; Webster and Story, Cooley, 
Tucker, Foster, Paschal, McCrary, and Paine, elementary writers, 


that for learning, authority, and reputation are at least unex- 

celled, against the State courts of Ohio and Colorado, construing 

a constitutional provision as applied to statu offices; Burgess, 

ae and Pomeroy, and an “it is conceivable” of Mr. Justice 
er. 

We give the House the authorities. Let it say where the weight 
of authority lies. Let the House say, when it comes to vote before 
“the 9 and history,” whether it will stand by the authori- 
ties to which I have called your attention or with the courts of 
Ohio and Colorado and the three elementary writers. Before I 
leave this branch of the subject allow me to repeat what Mr. 
FOSTER says, showing the dangers that inhere in the majority 
proposition: 


LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS. 


The minority of your committee say that while they concede 
that weight is to be given to the precedents established in this 
House and in the Senate, they also say that unless it shall appear 
to the House, on adequate information and intelligent discussion, 
that these precedents are founded on reason, they can not right- 
fully govern the action of the House in this case. Because some- 
one else did wrong on insufficient information, on inadequate 
debate, is no excuse for this House at this time, under these cir- 
cumstances, in pursuing a like wrong course. 

I have just a word to say about the Larned case in Massachu- 
setts. There is no statement in the report of the majority as to 
what the provisions of the constitution of Massachusetts were. 
It was prior to the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States, and in the absence of that statement the case counts for 
nothing upon either side. 

NILES CASE. 

I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] to say 

that a question was raised as to the exclusion of Niles, and thata 
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resolution was adopted in the Senate for the purpose of ascertain- 

ing whether or not he was sane or insane, as an element of eligi- 

bility. I beg leave to di ee with my friend, the gentleman 

from Ohio, I hold in my hand the resolution, being that of the 

majority of the committee which reported it, and what does it say? 

wine inquire into the election, return, and qualification of the said John M. 
es— 

And what else? 

And into his capacity at this time to take the oath. 

“ Capacity” meant his mental capacity. It is not worth while 
for me to stand here and argue in the presence of lawyers that an 
insane man can do no valid act. If insane he could take no valid 
oath, And after they were instructed to inquire as to his “ quali- 
fications,” they were instructed to inquire also into his capacity;” 
simply whether or not mentally he was capable of taking the oath. 
„Capacity,“ as thus used, had nothing whatever to do with eligi- 
bility or qualifications, : 

THOMAS CASE. 


The Thomas case, next alluded to, I will discuss with the Ken- 

tucky cases of a like nature, that occurred in the House. 
STARK CASE. 

If you have the report of the majority, you will find it on 
24. Twill call the attention of the House to a few things that the 
. of this committee omitted when they stated this case to 
the House. 

I wish you to remember as I begin the analysis, the square, dis- 
tinct, explicit statement of the gentleman from Ohio that no 
precedent in the American Congress exists Pean exclusion ”— 
that is, that there is no case where they have decided they did not 
have the power to exclude. That is his explicit statement in his 
speech this afternoon in the House. (Since revised, the gentleman 
probably meaniug! House” instead of. American Co 9 55 

What was the Benjamin Stark case? Benjamin Stark was a 
Senator from the State of Oregon who was charged with disloy- 
alty. In the majority report they have quoted quite a lengthy 
suggestion from Mr. bull, who was a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Mr. Trumbull discusses this“ general- 
welfare ” proposition in relation to qualifications. What does Mr. 
Trumbull start out with? Bear in mind that the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] has just stated to this House 
that there was no precedent against exclusion in the American 
8 Let me read in the Stark case from Mr, Trumbull. 

e says: 

A preliminary question was raised in the Senate when this case was 
referred to the committee, whether it was competent for the Senate, for any 
cause, to refuse to allow a person to be sworn as a member of the Senate 
whose credentials were in proper form and who possessed all the qualifica- 
tions as to age, citizenship, and inhabitancy prescribed by the Constitution; 
and whether the only remedy which the Senate had to protect itself against the 


resence of an infamous person, a convicted felon, or an avowed and open 
valtor Ans not by expulsion by a two-thirds vote after he should have been 


sworn into office. 
This is the pages uestion presented now. The precise ques- 
tion presented in the Stark case is presented here at this moment, 
Again: 


Many lawyers holding that when he possessed the necessary credentials 
ana the quanfications prescribed in the Constitution, that notwithstanding 
the charge of disloyalty he had the right to be sworn in and the remedy was by 
exclusion. 


Mr. Trumbull held the other way, but every other man on the 
Judiciary Committee held against him. Bear in mind the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] that there is no 
precedent against exclusion.” What did the Senate do in the 
American Congress?” I think the gentleman from Ohio ought to 
have leave toamend his remarks. What did the Senate do in this 
very case? Let me read the resolution that they finally adopted 
st Be circumstances where, it is ted by thegentleman from 
Ohio, this House of Representatives might make itself su- 
premely ridiculous” before the American people. This awful 

tacle was first 1 8 by the Senate, or rather the prece- 
ene was furnished by them. Here is the resolution: 
8 erea That Benjamin Stark, of Oregon, appointed a Senator of that 


Now, they did not put this in their report, mind you— 

a ted a Senator from that State by the governor thereof, is entitled to 
e the constitutional oath of office without prejudice to any subsequent pro- 
ceedings in the case. 

The majority of the committee supported it. The charges of 
disloyalty were made. Ex parte affidavits were submitted as in 
this case, Mr, Trumbull, a minority of one, raised the same ques- 
tions raised here to-day by the majority of this committee. Ido 
not know whether he charged the Senate with being “‘ridiculous,” 
as has been suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], 
but every other man on the Judiciary Committee supported that 
resolution, and that resolution was adopted by the ate of the 
United States—yeas 26, nays 19. 

Now, I submit, in all candor and fairness, when we are stand- 
ing here upon either side of these legal 8 to disclose the 
truth, what becomes of the assertion of the gentleman from Ohio 


that there is no precedent in the American Congress against ex- 
clusion?” What mes of it, in view of this case and this vote 
on the part of the Senate? Iam not through with this case yet. 
Let me read the names of the men who voted in the affirmative, 
They were: 

Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, Davis, Fessen- 
den, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howe, Johnson, Kennedy, La- 
tham, McDougall, Nesmith, Pearce, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sherman, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Willey, and Wilson of 
Missouri. 

There is the vote of the Senate, under circumstances exactly 
parallel to the circumstances existing before this House, except 
that Stark was charged with actual disloyalty, not the newly 
invented, theoretical, metaphysical, empirical, chimerical, fanciful 
“disloyalty” of the majority. 

There is a further suggestion that is made upon the Stark case 
by the majority. They say here, on page 25: 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of disloyalty had 
been stronger, Stark would have been excluded. 

I do not say that this is not so, though I think the assertion is 
rather vigorous. I am going to state the facts to the House and 
let the House say whether it isso. The committee say: 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of disloyalty had 
been stronger, Stark would have been excluded. 

Let me read to you from the report of a committee of investi- 
gation returned to the Senate on April 22, he having been admit- 
ted February 27 and his case refe to the committee. Thecom- 
mittee say: 
etna the Senator from Oregon is disloyal to the Government of the United 


Does not that look as if it was reasonably strong? [Laughter.] 
What is the matter with that case? 

That the Senator from Oregon is disloyal to the Government of the 
United States. 

There is the 1 cited by the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] for the purpose of frightening this House 
from acting in accordance with the fundamental law of the land, 
as to which he says that there is no precedent in the American 
Congress against the power of exclusion, when the Senate took 
precise a the course suggested here. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If the Senate thought he was disloyal, 
why did it not expel him? 

. LITTLEFIELD. Thecase dragged along for along while. 
I have it right here. Do not fear that I am not info about 
the case. I have not commented on what the Senate did. Iam 
giving you the recordin the case. The principle involved is the 
question. John Sherman, of Ohio, was on that committee that 
found he was disloyal, and that ought to settle it. [Laughter.] 
Now, it is true that when it came to a vote, for some reason or 
other the Senate of the United States did not vote to expel him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Might not the same thing occur in this 


case? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I am ready to meet you on that 
proposition, that you can frighten this House into voting for ex- 
clusion, in violation of the law, when the other course is the only 
one which can legitimately be pursued. Istand here upon the pr 
osition that, so far as 1 am concerned, the gentleman from Utah, 
Mr. Roberts, shall have what I believe under all circumstances to 
be his constitutional right. I do not care how he is situated [ap- 
plause] nor what is the result. The fact that you may not get votes 
enough to expel does not tend to demonstrate the existence of the 
legal right to exclude. 

he vote in favor of expulsion did not pass in that case, and Mr. 
Sherman, who signed the report of the committee, holding that 
he was disloyal, did not even vote, either in the affirmative or in 
the negative. That indicates, perhaps, that some things might 
have occurred in connection with Mr. Stark, of Oregon, that the 
record does not disclose. I do not know anything about it. I 
give you the case exactly as it stands. I submit this in all fair- 
ness and candor. Ido not complain of the inadequate report of 
the majority. 

These records are open to us all, and it may 3 7 78 to the House 
before I get through with this discussion, that I have taken occa- 
sion to examine some of them, in order that this House might 
intelligently apprehend, upon all the facts, precisely what these 
propositions stand upon. There is no good reason why the House 
should not have all the facts. 

KENTUCKY AND THOMAS CASES. 

First, we should take into consideration the conditions that 
surrounded the House of Representatives and the Senate of the 
United States in those days of 1866, 1867, and 1868. I do not wish 
to stand here and closely criticise the action of either one of those 
bodies. for we should bear in mind that under the feeling that ex- 
isted throughout the land, they believed that these men who were 
seeking admission to Congress, had been engaged in open rebellion 
and were still traitors to the United States. We must consider 
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the fact, that these cases were determined under such circum- 
stances. The reports of the committees and the debates show the 
intense feeling that existed. In the Thomas case they were pass- 
ing upon the question as to the test oathin 1862. Thisis what Mr. 
Dawes said in his second report in the Kentucky cases in the House, 
as appears by the majority report: 

After calling attention to the gravity of the situation he said 
that in relation to these questions there are no precedents by 
which it may be guided in arriving at correct conclusions.” In 
1867, then, it seems from Mr. Dawes, that there were no prece- 
dents for this action now sought to be takenin this House. It 
may be that Mr. Dawes had not looked up these precedents, al- 
though his ability and industry were recognized as geest 

I hope that no one will think for a moment that I have failed to 
recognize the great industry, zeal, intelligence, ability, and ca- 
pacity which the gentleman from Ohio has brought to the inves- 
tigation of these questions. We all know that he has rendered 
most valuable service. But still Mr. Dawes did not examine the 
precedents, if there were any earlier that could properly be relied 
on, the Thomas case occurring March 18, 1867, and the Kentucky 
case July 3, 1867. Shellaberger, in his letter, states the question 
upon which these cases turned. First, may a law such as that 
prescribing the test oath be constitutionally passed and enforced 
either as to opt biased or to amember of Congress?” And Mr. 
Dawes makes this suggestion: 

Now, sir, to those of us who believe that that fourteenth article is already 
apart of the Constitution, there isan expressed inhibition upon this man 
contained in that article. I do not care to take the time of the House in dis- 
cussing the question whether it is or not a part of the Constitution. I plant 
myself upon the Constitution without amendment. 

It is apparent that some members based their action upon the 
test oath act of 1862, and some upon section 3, of the fourteenth 
amendment, 

This great fact is to be borne in mind. It was in the trying times 
when the Republic was reorganizing itself after a terrible an 
devastating war, that these precedents occurred. Whatelse came 
out of that excitement under the heat and essere that was en- 
genderedthere? Thefourteenthamendment was paced in the Con- 
stitution to bar and exclude men from a seat in Congress who had 
been traitors, because they knew without the amendment they had 
no right to exclude, even a traitor. Its purpose was self-preserva- 
tion. I submit at this time, in these days of peace, when there is 
no probability under the circumstances that exist to-day, in either 
North or South—brethren everywhere—of the existence of a traitor 
within our borders, it is hardly worth while to invoke such cases 


as precedents, for the exercise of this unlimited power. No exi- 
gency exists, anything like that which existed under those circum- 
stances, 8 

I desire to call attention of the House further to what seems 


to me a very significant fact, as bearing on the pr ition as to 
whether or not these cases are now entitled, in cold blood, in the 
exercise of plain, simple reason, toweightasprecedents. The test- 
oath act was passed in 1862. In 1865 a statute was makin 
it applicable to attorneys at law. Under that on the case o 
Ex parte Garland (4 Wall., 333) was determined. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, by a majority opinion announced in 
1866, held, in relation to this test oath that was proposed to be 
imposed upon members of Con , upon attorneys at law, and 
upon any officers of the United 8 tes, as follows: 

The exaction of the oath is the mode provided for ascertaining the parties 
upon whom the act is intended to operate, and instead{of lessening, increases 
its dangerous character. All enactments of this kind partake of the nature 
of bills of pains and penalties, and are subject to the constitutional inhibi- 
tion against the passage of bills of attainder, under which general designation 
they are included ( 377). 

A little thing like that is of no consequence, I apprehend. The 
Thomas and Kentucky cases were substanti based on the test- 
oath act of 1862. Ordinarily, after such a de¢ision by the United 
States Supreme Court they would lose all force as precedents; not 
so now, however. 

These cases have never been cited hitherto, as precedents. Be- 
fore I call your attention to the remarks of General Logan in the 
Whittemore case, I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
in 1867 John A. Logan was a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and himself, submitted one of the resolutions against swear- 
ing in certain members from Kentucky, making them stand back 
until their loyalty was determined. 

He made on the floor of the House afterwards, at least half a 
dozen speeches on the same question. In 1870, when this man 
Whittemore, who had been guilty of selling cadetships, resigned 
from the House, went back to the State of South Carolina and 
was returned immediately, a gross insult to the American Con- 

ess, Logan, making his speech on the floor of the House insist- 
ing upon excluding Whittemore, said—what? 

In reference to precedents, it is said by men whispering around that there 
is no precedent for the course that I desire the House 1 take in this case, 

But if we were to y precedents, and ask ourselves is there any prece- 


dent to be found anywhere for this conduct of ours, I say there is; and the 
ou can find is ttemore. If you will take 


only precedent y S 8 
the case of Wilkes in the English Parliament—he was four times, I believe, 
expelled from that Parliament. 


One resolution of exclusion in the Kentucky cases was adopted 


in 1868. 

Just think of it! Logan taking part in this debate early in 1870, 
says: 

If we were to ask ourselves, is there any precedent to be found anywhere 
for this conduct of ours— 

He put it fairly well— 
this conduct of ours, I say there is but one precedent you can find. 

Mark that! 

The only precedent you can find isagainst Mr. Whittemore, if you take the 
act of Wilkes, in the British Parliament, who was twice four times expelled. 

Logan said in his speech, fresh from the cases of 1867 and 1868, 
that the Wilkes case was the only precedent.” 

I submit in all soberness and seriousness, to this House that it is 
a far cry in 1900, reef years afterwards, to cite as a precedent 
for the action of this House, a precedent that John A. Logan, him- 
self, did not deem worthy of citation for the action of the House 
in 1870. It must be that Logan realized, as I think everyone 
realized, that the House under those trying and exciting circum- 
stances had gone beyond the proper constitutional limitations of 
its power, and that a constitutional amendment was necessary in 
order to protect the House under similar conditions. If the 
Thomas and Kentucky cases, by reason of their extraordinary and 
exceptional character, were not worthy to becited by Logan, has 
anything transpired to improve them by age? It is inconceivable 
that they were not fresh in the minds of all. If they were not au- 
thority then, they certainly can not be now. 

WHITTEMORE CASE. 

The case of Whittemore, in the Forty-first 8 is another 
legislative precedent for the right to exclude. I have examined 
that case with care,and I feel bound to say that I do not think 
it entitled to any weight as a precedent. The argument upon 
which it was based shows the action of the House to have been 
unwarranted and ill advised in excluding Whittemore. The only 
8 hes made in support of the proposition were by Mr. Logan. 

e does not in any way refer to the one great legal question 
involved, as to whether Congress, to say nothing of the House 
acting alone, had the power to add to the qualifications ified 
in the Constitution, and that question was not raised d g the 
debate, although at that time (1870) several State courts—one at 
r discussed it, People vs. Barker having been decided in 

The House had apparently never heard that there was such a 
question. The only provision of the Constitution that could pos- 
sibly justify the action of the House, that constituting the House 
the judge of the election returns and qualifications of its own 
members,” was not referred to directly or indirectly, and if the 
debate is the criterion, the House actol without any reference to 
it whatever. The clause stating the qualification was incidentally 
referred to once. Indeed, they apparently acted upon an entirely 
different provision, that does not relate to exclusion or determin- 
ing eligibility or qualifications, and Mr. Logan distinctly based 
his case upon it when he says: 

I base m inion, first, u e 
22CTTTCTCCTCTTT paren 
of their members, and provides that a two-thirds vote either House ma: 


1 ae any one of its members without prescribing the offenses for whic 
either House may expel. 


He then proceeded to make this gratuitous and unwarranted 
assumption: 

This being the theory with which I start out. I then assume that where 
the House of resentatives has power to expel for an offense against its 
rules, or a violation of any law of the land, it has the same power to exclude 
a person from its body. 

Without giving any attention to the legal distinctions involved, 
or even referring to the constitutional right of ing upon quali- 
fications, or adverting to the fact that exclusion is the act of a 
majority and expulsion of two-thirds, he begs the whole question 
and assumes their identity. He quotes a statute which makes a 
disqualification to hold office absolutely dependent u 
tion, and then assumes it disqualified Whittemore, although there 
had been no conviction. He admits there was no Congressional 
precedent for the action which he proposed. He cites the Wilkes 
case in the English Parliament as a precedent, when, as he states 
it, that case was directly in point against him. Wilkes, he says, 
was elected four successive times to the same Parliament, three 
times without opposition and the fourth time against an opposing 
candidate. Three times he was expelled. The fourth time his 
opponent was seated. Neither time, according to his statement, 
was Wilkes excluded. 

Just how that case can be an anthony for excluding as against 
expelling Whittemore we can not see. These considerations (and 
many more could be suggested), in view of the fact that the 
House, under Mr. Logan’s lead, absolutely refused to allow any 
committee to examine, for the information of the House, the legal 

uestions involved or to have the cases referred to any committee— 
ough such a course was desired by such men as Poland of Ver- 
mont, Farnsworth of Illinois, and Schenck and Garfield of Ohio— 
and would not allow Schenck and Garfield to be heard on the law 


n a conyic- 


1094 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 23, 


for even ten minutes each, deprive thiscase, in my opinion, of all 
weight as a precedent. è 


CANNON CASE. 
eee AR A O DOOREN. say that Cannon was a Dele- 
gate from the Territory of U He was the creature of Con- 
gress and was not a constitutional member of this House. He 
was subject to its control, and this House undoubtedly could have 
fixed provisions as to his admission if it saw fit when they created 


the o $ 

It could deal with him as it saw fit, and it dealt with him in all 

sorts of ways, and all sorts of arguments were used. That is 
practically the history of the Cannon case. It is in no sense a 
precedent for action in case of a member of Con, We submit 
that all these precedents appear to have been ill advised, ill con- 
sidered, unusual, and are entitled to no controlling weight. The 
Stark case sustains the minority. These are the only precedents. 
What is there so inviolable about a t, that should lead 
this House, in violation of the law, to slavishly follow it? Ido not 
understand that the continuous repetition of a or un- 
lawful at SM ever by tion, ripened into a rightful act. 
I remember very well—and I have occasion to remember it, be- 
cause I reflect upon it with great pride—I remember very well 
when the man of iron stood in the chair in this House, and in re- 
sponse to the order of the Republican House established a ruling, 
eee ee e precedents of a century. He took the House of 
Representatives, an obstructive body, and made it an instrument to 
register the people's will. That ruling was not made in violation 
of the law, it was not made on the basis of public policy, or because 
expediency required the Constitution to be wrenched, nor under the 
“ general-welfare” power, but if was made in accordance with 
the law of the land. 

A decision in 62 New Hampshire, in 1882, had declared it, and 
since the the Supreme Court of! the United States has sus- 
tained it. Unless precedents are based on sound legal reason they 
ought not to influence or control the action of this House. 
MEMBERSHIP IN CONGRESS NOT AN “OFFICE UNDER THE UNITED STATES.” 


We submit with 2 confidence that there can be no question 
that this act of 1 does not now, and never did, apply to the 
gentleman from Utah. Why? This statute we submit must be 
construed in connection with the conditions and circumstances 
under which it was 

What were the conditions under which it was enacted? When 
it was enacted Utah was a Territory. To what did the act ap- 


ply? 
N ygamist, bigamis' any person cohabi with more than one 
ater, * + in any Territory or other ee one which the United 


States has exclusive jurisdiction. 

It was then the Territory of Utah. Did that act, when it was 
passed, affect the eligibility of any member of Congress? Did it 
not affect the eligi of a Delegate to Con from a Terri- 
tory, and no one else? Did it affect the eligibility of a polygamist 
or a person unlawfully cohabiting in Iowa, or in Maine, or New 
York? Was it not confined in its operation, when it was passed 
to Utah, and other Territories, of the United States? No man, a 
resident of the Territory of Utah, could become a member of Con- 
— from elsewhere, and I submit that when that act was $ 

ecircumstances that surrounded it, demonstrate that it did not, 
and could not, apply to a member of Congress, and that it could 
only apply to a Territorial Delegate. 


But eighteen years have now passed, and where is the act of | P. 


the American Congress that has changed the enactment so as to 
make it apply to a member of Congress? It could not then apply 
to a member of Congress. How can it now? Unless a mem 
of the House holds an office “ under the United States,” within 
the meaning of the Edmunds Act, there is no disqualification. 
As to the nature of their offices, whether ‘‘ under the United 
States” or otherwise, members of the House and Senate are evi- 
dently the same, The words ‘‘office” and “ offices” occur in the 
Constitution and amendments twenty-three times, and the words 
officer and ‘‘officers” fifteen times, and, with the exception of 


perhaps two instances, these terms are never used, either directly 
or indi y, as relating to, or in connection with, a Representa- 
tive or Senator. 


One possible exception referred to is found in Article I, section 


8, and 

Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than to re- 
moval from office, and Sing Leeroy gro to hold and enjoy any office of honor, 
trust, or profit under the United States. 

The term office“ in the first clause, as to removal from 
office,” clearly does not relate to a member of either House, as it 
will be seen that the provisions as to impeachment do not apply 
to them. It would seem that a civil officer guilty of conduct that 
would justify impeachment ought not to be eligible to a seat in 
Co , though unless the clause ‘‘office of or, trust, or 


profit under the United States” be held to include a member, he 
could not be disqualified thereby. Still, if a member is not the 


t, there is perhaps as much reason, in ex- 
o . 


subject of im 
empting him 


The other possible exception isin Article I, section 9, paragraph g: 


No title of n shall be granted by the United States; and no person 
3 — — . 
or any kind 
s 8 ce, y W. 


Standing alone, we might understand the 


aragraph as broad 
enough and comprehensive enough to incl 


e mem of Con- 
gress; but taken with the other provisions of the Constitution 
and they are numerous—wherein the like terms do not embrace 
or apply to Senators or tatives in Con what support 
can this paragraph possibly afford to those who invoke it as an 
authority for adding anything whatever, to the prescribed qualifi- 
cations of a Representative. 

The clause in Article I, section 6, provides: 

And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a mem- 
ber of either House during continuance in office. 

Here it is very clear that “ any office under the United States” 
can not include a member, as otherwise it would be equivalent to 
a provision that no member of either House shall be a member of 
either House during his continuance in office—an absurdity, A 
clause in Article II, section 1, provides: 

But no Senator or tive, or person h: 
profit under the Dulted States shall ba — e or i ee 
Here the terms ‘‘Senator or Representative” and person hold- 
ing an office of trust or profit under the United States” are used 
in the alternative, or in contradistinction from each other. If 
they were one and the same, their separate enumeration was un- 
n If identical, there would be no occasion to particu- 
larize ‘‘ Benator or Representative.” 

If identical, the adjective “other” should haye been used, so 
that the clause should read, 5 holding any other office 
of trust or profit under the United States,” etc. 

These observations apply to the following provisions: 


i shall or affirmn- 

tion, ete. (Constitution, Art. VI.) 
8 shall be a Senator or Representative in or elector of 
t and Vice-Prosident, or hold any office, civil or military, under the 


J. 
8 mewa —— pon * State, who having previously tuken an oath, etc. 
Article II, section 4— The President, Vice-President, and all 
civil officers of the United States shall be removed from office on 
impeachment for and conviction of treason, bri , or other high 
crimes and misdemeanors”—has been construed the only tri- 
bunal therefor known to the Constitution, the Senate asa 
court of im hment, which held that a Senator was not a civil 
officer,“ and therefore was not liable to impeachment. It was the 
case of William Blount, a Senator, who was impeached before the 
bar of the Senate by the House of Representatives. In his plea he 
claimed that as a member of the Senate he was not one of the 
“civil officers of the United States,” and on the 11th of February, 
1797, the Senate announced its conclusion, as follows: 
The court is of the that the matter alleged in the plea of the do- 
Be eg gets hgh pga ae 
(Annals of Congress, volume 8, page 2319.) 
; ant concurs in this view. (Story on the Constitution, section 
Who can be said to hold office under the United States” was 
ractically decided in United States vs. Germaine (99 U. S., 508- 
512), where the court said: 


blished under the Constitution were intended to be included within 
ae the other of these modes of appointment there can be but little 

In United States vs. Mouat (124 U. S., 303-308) the Germaine 
case is cited and approved, the court saying: 

In that case, it was distinctly pointed out that, under the Constitution of 
the United Sta all its officers were appointed by the President, by and 
aa ee the Senate, or by a court of law, or the head of a Depart- 
men 

The same principle is affirmed in United States vs. Hendee (124 
U. S., 309-315). 

If, then, all its officers,” under the Constitution,” are ap- 
paned in the manner above indicated, clearly a member of either 

ouse does not hold an office ‘‘ under the United States,” and the 
Edmunds Act does not apply. 

The fact, if it be a fact, that there are statutes in which the 
expression ‘‘office under the United States” is disclosed by the 
context to include a member of Congress, when there is no such 
context in this act, and when the existing conditions y 
negative the idea, is of no probative force in construing this act 
of 1882. Isubmit u this branch of the case that there is no 
question but that this act has no application whatever to the 
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member from Utah, because an “ office under the United States” 
does not include a member of Congress, 
THE EDMUNDS ACT. 

The committee quote section 8 of the Edmunds act and then say: 

Reading that act as applicable to this case, eliminating the irrelevant por- 
tions, it appears as follows— 

And let us see how they eliminate it— 

ist shall be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
Aah eh pele eee under the United States. 17 fs 
I submit to this House whether that is the act: 
lygamist shall be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
8 under the United States ¥ ir 

Where? According to the statement of the committee, when 
they have eliminated all they desire—(and I am p to con- 
cede that if this committee can amend the Constitution, the fun- 
damental law of the land, they have equal authority and power 
at least, to amend the statutes of the United States without the 
assistance of Congress)—[laughter] where, after their elimina- 
tion, does the act apply? ywhere, everywhere, without limit, 
The only place where this act can operate any Territory or 
other place over which the United States has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion —is irrelevant,“ in the opinion of the committee. What 
does the act say? 

2 m coh than one 
2 ĩͤ vasse over whic i Ba e 
States has exclusive jurisdiction. 

Let us have an analysis of this law as it is, not as some of us 
wish it was. This willshow that no ineligibility can be predicated 
upon section 8 of the Edmunds Act, upon the facts, as they must 
be conceded to exist. A brief statement of the history of the 
legislation involved may be useful. 

e Edmunds Act became a law March 22, 1882. Section 1 
amended section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
and defined and prohibited polygamy. Section 3 defined and pro- 
hibited unlawful cohabitation, and reads as follows: 

Sec. 3. That if any male Parae in a Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, hereafter cohabits with more 
than one woman, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not more than $300, or by imprisonment 
Tor me es than six mon or by both said punishments, in the discreti 
0 

Section 8, relating to eligibility to hold office, reads: 

„ 8. = wi 0 
ince C — 8 8 — a 
as af o this sectibn, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 


or appointment to or be entitled to hold any office or place of public 


honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such tory or place, or under 
the United States. 


The Edmunds-Tucker Act, which became a law March 3, 1887, 
supplemented the Edmunds law, imposed penalties for various 
kindred offenses, dissolved the corporation known as the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, and contained, among other 
things, various provisions as to dower and the law of descent, 
With reference to eligibility to office it contained, among others, 
this paragraph, in the last part of section 24: 

No person who shall have been convicted of any crime under this act, or 
JJ. chal anini oe DORATE pelygmeonate with: PENARE 
of the other sex, shall be entitled to vote in any Bret t= said Territory, or 
be capable of jury service, or hold any office or emolument in said Territory. 

It will be noticed that this act applied only to office or emolu- 
ment in said Territory.” It did not go as far as the similar pro- 
vision in the Edmunds Act and apply to “any office under the 
United States.” 

February 4, 1892, Chapter VII of the laws of the Territory of 
Utah was enacted. Section 1 defined and punished polygamy 
substantially as did section 1 of the Edmunds Act. Section 2, re- 
lating to cohabitation, in all material parts is an exact transcript 
of section 3 of the Edmunds Act. There is no provision whatever 
in this act relating to ineligibility to office, by reason of any of 
these offenses. (Laws of Utah, 1892, page 5.) 

The enabling act, authorizing the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the Union, 
became a law July 16, 1894. This act required the convention to 

rovide by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the 
nited States and the people of the State— 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and 
that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property 
on account of his or her mode of religious worship: Provided, That polyga- 
mous or plural ges are forever prohibited. 

The constitution of Utah was adopted by the convention May 8, 
1895, by the people November 5, 1895, and the proclamation of the 
President of the United States announcing the result of the elec- 
tion and admitting the State into the Union was issued January 4, 
1896. Article III, ordinance of the constitution, contained the 
provision as to religious liberty and poly; ous or plural mar- 
18851 in p iia language of the enabling act. (R. S. Utah, 

page 40. 


on 


Article XXIV, section 2, of the constitution reads as follows: 


Src. 2. All laws of the Territory of Utah now in force not repugnant to 
this constitution shall remain in force until they by their own limita- 
tion or are altered or repeal legisla: act of the governor 
and the legislative Speen ea hoe | Territory of Utah entitled An act to 

and other offenses," a) ed February 4, 1892, in 
so far as same defines and imposes for ygamy, is hereby 
declared to be in force in the State of U (R. S. U. 1893, page 67.) 


This did not give the State of Utah any law, making persons in- 
eligible to any office, by reason of polygamy or cohabitation, as no 
such provisions e in the act of 1892, chapter 24, or in any of 
the laws of the Territory of Utah.” 

Sections 4208 to 4216, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of Utah 
(R. S. Utah, 1898, geaen) are substantially the act of 1892. Sec- 
tion 2 of the act of 1892 and section 4209 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to unlawful cohabitation, are preciselyalike. Thisstatute 
has not been changed. 

The laws of the State of Utah, then, do not now impose, and 
never have imposed, any disqualification for holding office, by rea- 
son of polygamy or unlawful cohabitation. Mr. Roberts was a 
resident of the Territory of Utah, and since its organization as a 
State has been a resident of the State of Utah. Under these cir- 
cumstances we do not think that the disqualifications imposed by 
the Edmunds Act have had any operation as to him since the or- 
ganization of the State of Utah. It is settled by an unbroken line 
of decisions that all Territorial Congressional legislation, is super- 
py a Ber adoption of aState constitution, and the organization 
of a 

In discussing the effect of the adoption of the constitution of 
Louisiana upon the laws of Congress, the court, in Permoli vs. 
First Municipality (3 How., 610), said: 


So far as they conferred political rights, and secured civil and religious lib- 


erties (which are political rights), the laws of Cones were all superseded 
25 the State constitution; nor is any part of them in force unless y were 
opted by the constitution of Louisiana, as the laws of the State. 


The case of Straderet al. vs. Graham (10 How., 94) determines 
the same question, and says: 

The argument assumes that the six articles which that ordinance declares 
to be perpetual are still in force in the States since formed within the Terri- 
tory, and admitted into the Union. If this proposition could be maintained, it 
would not alter the question. For the regulation of Congress, under the old 
Confederation or the present Coosa PCan os Me government OEA pir upoan 
territory, could have no force beyond its ts. It certainly d not re- 
strict the power of the States within their ı tive territories; nor in any 
manner interfere with their laws and institutions; nor give this court any 
control over them. The ordinance in question, if still in force, could have no 
more operation than the laws of Ohioin the State of Kentucky, and could not 
infigence the decision upon the rights of the master or the slaves in the State, 
F t. 

But it has been settled by judicial decision in this court, that this ordinance 


SF ie chan ot Perec The First Municipality (3 Hi 589), di ded 
Ə * * 
the — — with the case before — z PT Lo apon 

* same doctrine is held in Pollard et al. vs. Hagan (3 How., 
212). 

It is approved by all of the court, from Chief Justice Taney to 
Judge Curtis, in Dred Scott vs. see bike (19 How., 490). 

It is approved in Woodman vs. Kilbourne ern ce tae Otek 
pany (1 Abb. U. S., 162), opinion by Justice Miller, of the United 
States Supreme Court. Columbus Insurance Company vs. Cur- 
tenius (6 McLean, 212). 

This 422 question, in the application to the State of Utah of 
a law of Congress which was not continued in force by any 5 
8 been determined in Moore vs. United States (85 Fed. 

he court were determining whether a law of ai Fin against 
unlawful combinations was in force in Utah, and held: 


tion 
could be maintained under it for 5 into a combination or conspiracy 
in restraint of trade in Utah after the 
* * * When Utah became one of the States of the Union, this statute ceased 
to be in force within its boundaries, unless by 
continued in force for the p 


mitted during the existence of a Territo: government. * * * Theactof 
July 2 was 88 by the enabling act, for it yet applies to the Territo- 
ries of the U. States. It ceased to be in force in Utah 


only because it 
was superseded by the constitution upon the admission of the State. 

We have seen that there was no legislation of any kind con- 
tinuing in force section 8 of the Edmunds Act, relating to dis- 
qualification. It is to be observed that this section does not 
undertake by its terms to operate within the limits of any State. 
It is expressly confined in its operation, by its terms, to ‘‘any 
Territory or other place over which the United States have ex- 
clusive jurisdiction.” The meaning of the terms “polygamist” or 
person cohabiting,” with reference to the restriction as to vot- 
ing, has been fully settled by the United States Supreme Court in 
Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 89; 29 L. C. P., 47). 

This was an action for sustained by reason of being de- 


ie under this section, of the right to vote in the Territory of 
tah; and among other things the court held: 


It is not, therefore, because the person has committed the offense of 
bigamy or polygamy at some previous time, in violation of some existing 


1096 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 23, 


— ee 


register, cohabit with a polygamist, bi, t, or person cohabiting with 
than Pe. * * Upon 8 the statute is not 


upon any offense at all. 

The 8 operates upon the existing state and condition of 
the person, and not upon a past offense. It is therefore not retrospective. 
He alone is deprived of his vote who, when he offers to register, is then in the 
state and condition of a bigamist or a polygamist, or is then actual 
iting with more than one woman. * 


In respe: 
the objection is 
the registration o 


make it, or the judges of election, 
once are requires 


todetermine 


tivity, of „or of any other status necessary b; 
elective franchise. if 5 
The principles which apply to eligibility as a voter, must appl 
to eligibility to office, as they are in the same section and the rasta 
language applies to each, and in order to be affected by the dis- 
q cation prescribed by this section, a person must be a polyg- 
amist or unlawfully cohabiting within the meaning of the sec- 
tion, ‘tat the time” of entering upon the office. It is not enough 
to show that at some former period Mr. Roberts was a polygamist 
or unlawfully cohabiting, as the disfranchisement does not 
operate tee a past offense.” It would have been entirely com- 
petent for Roberts to have taken himself from under the operation 
of this section while Utah was still a Territory by simply ceasing 
to be a polygamist or cohabiting, or by moving into a State, as 
the “disfranchisement” operates upon the existing state and 
condition of the Bp only. In other words, the offense must 
be continuous, The offense, and the disqualification, are cotermi- 

nous. 

There is a further legal proposition, too well settled to require 
the citation of authority, and that is, no statute can operate, either 
directly or indirectly, extra-territorially. The statute in question 
does not undertake to. 

The offense of polygamy, and unlawfully cohabiting, is localized 
by the statute. The provision is not general. No polygamist or 
person thus cohabiting “anywhere, without any restriction as to 
place,” is not the language. On the other hand, the prohibition is 
confined to a specified locality. No polygamist or any person, thus 
rig ak, Pad er In any Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction.” e United States 

no power to make the prohibition apply to any other place, 

and did not 3 it. The offense, and the place defined, must 

coexist. He must be a polygamist, or person unlawfully cohabit- 

ing, in any Territory,” or the statute does not apply. Thestatute 
applies only to residents of the Territory. 

n the light of these propositions let us analyze the case as it is. 

Mr. Roberts presents himself as a member-elect of this House. 
It is objected that he is disqualified, under this section, as a 
lygamist or person unlawfully cohabiting. The disqualification 
must exist, at the time of his becoming a member, But since 
January, 1896, he has resided in the State of Utah, and this stat- 
ute has not since then, and does not now, operate upon him, It 
can not, therefore, now disqualify him. The conditions of offense, 
and place, required by the statute to coexist, do not coexist in his 
case, and therefore the statute does not apply. In other words, 
it is said he is ineligible. Why? Because there is a statute of 
the United States which says that no polygamist or person un- 
lawfully cohabiting, in any Territory” is eligible, and he is a 
polygamist or person thus cohabiting. It is a complete answer to 
say. While I am a polygamist, I am not such in any Terri Pp 

While the penal provisions of the Edmunds Act arein full force 
in any Territory,” it would not for a moment be contended that 
Mr. Roberts would be liable to prosecution thereunder since Janu- 

, 1896. Why? Simply because since that time he has com- 
mitted no crime, within any Territory,” as all of his acts have 
been in the State of Utah. A fortiori the disqualifying provisions 
do not apply to him, as they do not even E pag as a punish- 
ment upon any offense at all.” The moment Utah became a State, 
he, living in Utah, became a resident of the State, and one of the 
indi ble elements of the condition to which the disqualifica- 
tion attaches—residence within any Territory” to exist, 
and the disqualification ceased to apply. The offense of polygamy 
or unlawful cohabitation in ‘‘any Territory” and the disqualifi- 
cation were no longer coterminous. He is now doing no act in 
“any Territory ” to which the disqualification applies, and there- 


fore it does not exist. 
It is true that while Utah was a Territory Roberts was unlaw- 
fully cohabiting, and the disqualification existed, and his status 


, and therefore it may be suggested 
make the disqualification the renit 
of a past offense, and the law says that it “operates upon the ex- 
isting state and condition of the person, PE nie upon a past of- 
fense.” It does not ‘‘operate as a punishment” at al „all of which 
it clearly would do, if the supposſtion were correct. 

If the disqualification attaches to Roberts by reason of acts com- 
mitted in Utah, the State, then the act wont be operating extra- 
territorially, outside of ‘any Territory“ to which by its specific 
terms it is expressly confined. The fact that Roberts still resides 
in the same place where he resided in 1895, though Utah is now a 
State, but then, was a Territory to which the law applied, undoubt- 
edly is the cause of some confusion of thought. tt is clear that 
his legal rights are precisely the same as though, since 1896 he had 
been residing in Maine and had been elected to Congress from that 
State. It would not be contended that this act could have any 
application to him in such case, to affect his present status, as it 
never operated there. No more has it in Utah since January, 1896. 

To be sure, it is suggested that he may be eligible while in Utah 
by reason of the fact that this statute does not operate upon him 
there; but that the moment he gets into the District of Columbia, 
this being under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 
he is ineligible, which involves the further interesting proposition 
that the moment he returns to the State of Utah, he is also 
eligible again. Now you see it; now you don't. [Laughter.] 
Such a suggestion is not worthy of serious attention 

It seems tome beyond question that this act does not now apply 
to Mr. Roberts. Then there is no law having any application to 
this case by which the attempt is made to add anything to the 
constitutional qualifications. This House, by its independent ac- 
tion, can not make law for any purpose. The adding by this 
House, ips’ alone, of a qualification not established by law 
would not only be a violation, of both the Constitution, aud the 
law, but it would establish a most dangerous precedent, which 
could hardly fail to return to plague the inventor.” You might 
feel that the grave moral and social aspects of this case allowed 


you to— 
Wrest once the law to your authority 
To do a great right, do a little wrong. 


But what warrant have you, when the barriers of the Constitu- 
tion are once broken down, that there may not come after usa 
House with other standards of 1 propriety, which will 
create other qualifications with no rightful foundations, that, in 
the heat and unreason of partisan contest—since there will be no 
definite standard. by which to determine the existence of qualifi- 
cations—will add ee Par pe that may be necessary to accomplish 
the desired result? gency will determine the sufficiency. It 
would no longer be a government of laws, but of men. To thus 
depart from the Constitution and substitute force for law is to 
embark upon a trackless sea without chart or compass, with 
almost a certainty of direful shipwreck. 

THE UNDERSTANDING. 

The ingenuity of the majority is not yet exhausted. They say: 

His election asa Representative is an explicit and offensive violation of 
the understanding by which Utah was admitted as a State. 

I would like to inquire of the majority where they find the au- 
thority for the proposition that the United States Government 
can go into the question of an understanding” that existed before 
a Beatan yo som 8 into ser Pipe saen, having found 5 
exerc is domiciliary, su Ty, i wer over the 
State. Where does it exist? What is it Indicated y? IS it oral? 
They do not undertake to suggest it is in the enabling act, although 
they refer to it. 

But is it an oral ‘‘ understanding ” that exists between the States 
by reason of this “general welfare” power? I assume that they 
invoke it under this ‘‘ general welfare” proposition. Think of it! 
An understanding“ which is based on what? A compact or a 
contract? I had supposed it was too late at this stage of the his- 
tory of the Republic, in these times of peace, to invoke the propo- 
sition of a contract, existing between the States and the General 
Government. 

I knew that the theory of a contract was the ent of the in- 
famous heresy of secession, and I have believed that it was wiped 
out in blood from 1861 to 1865. More than 500,000 of the best, 
truest, most heroic, and bravest men that ever met on the field 
of battle—the blue and the gray, brethren all—rendered up their 
lives that that infamous proposition should be blotted out, and 
blotted out forever. Let the dead pe bury its dead. I submit 
that under these circumstances it ill becomes this House to under- 
take, in the interest, if you please, of civilization, to invoke anew 
the proposition of a contract existing between a State and the 
United States. 

In what kind of a condition does it leave the State of Utah, if 
this ‘‘ understanding” exists? Let me give an illustration of the 
application of this understanding.” Isuppose that the“ general 
welfare” of the people of this great Republic, is as fundamental 
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as any other proposition involved in this ‘‘understanding.” I 
imagine, aud * can assume, that every State that came into the 
Union agreed to help to promote the general welfare.” Without 
such an understanding,“ no State would have been admitted. 
On the basis of this understanding,“ any State that is guilty of 
conduct that does not promote the general welfare,” or whose 
people are, violates the understanding ” under which it came into 
the Union, and therefore can be disciplined by the United States, 
Especially must they not imperil the“ general welfare.” 

I would like to inquire, under this ‘‘understanding,” if that 
theory is entirely true, if this view of the general welfare” is to 
be followed, what would happen, for instance, to New Jersey, 
which is now the breeding ground of trusts and octopuses. 
[Laughter] They are organizing corporations from $10,000,000 
anywhere up to $125,000,000, based on air, and almighty thin air 
at that. [Laughter.] 

There are a great many people that believe that the octopus, “as 
a e lion, walketh about seeking whom he may devour,“ and 
I would like to know why, if this proposition is true, if this nebu- 
lous, diaphanous, gauzy, dangerous, insufficient, metaphysical, 
chimerical, hypercritical, impalpable, evanescent and nonsensical 
theory is to be 5 to this discussion 12 laughter and ap- 
plause] I would like to know how it is to be applied in the exer- 
cise of our practice under our “general welfare” clause. Will it 
be necessary tosuspend New Jersey from representation upon this 
floor in order that she may not hereafter thus interfere with the 
„general welfare.” [Renewed laughter and . 

f not, why not? Is it necessary to say more about t popo: 
e ben fe Ishall now make this suggestion. I have 
disc this subject up to this time upon the basis of the propo- 
sitions laid down by my friends on the majority of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not my friend think that 
the prohibition laws of Maine are not more against the general 
ve = and against the people than the corporation laws of New 

erse 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There are those who think the Maine 
8 law against the sale of rum, even worse than polygamy. 

believe in the law. ; 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Has the gentleman read the 
corporation laws of New Jersey? They are fifty yearsold andthe 
result of Democratic administration. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihave. I do not want to make any re- 
flection upon the State of New Jersey. I only used that as an 
illustration. [Laughter.] I have read the corporation laws of 
New Jersey. Ihave also read the excellent speech made before 
the Buffalo Bar Association by Mr. Keasby, advertising these 
corporation laws of New Jersey. 

r . STEWART of New Jersey. Have you read Governor 
Voorhees’sspeech at the Republican club dinner in New York City 


lately? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will be very glad to read it, if the gen- 
tleman will furnish it to me. There are a good many things I con- 
demn in the corporation laws. We have a corporation law in 
Maine, but we stop at $10,000,000. Youdo not stop them any- 
where. The only limitation that is placed upon them is the mini- 
mum. They shall not be incorporated for less than $1,000. You 
then go to anything below the stars. There is nothing but the 

all of the men who organize the corporations to limit them. 
{Great laughter. ] 


1 1 of New Jersey. Is there any limitation in the 
aine law 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, There is a limitation that they shall not 
go beyond 810,000,000. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. They could go on. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, We stopped at that. Let me venture 
the statement that this has no point in relation to this case. That 
is a question between Maine and New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. And New Jersey can take care 
of these corporations. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Justfora moment. Let me state that 
there was an effort in 1899 in the State of Maine to get a charter 
for the organization of the ice trust, with a capital of $60,000,000. 
They appeared before the committee on judiciary. Mr. Joseph H. 
Manley, who is one of the prominent members of the Republican 
party, was a member of that committee. The committee 2 
turned it down because it was a trust. It went forthwith to New 
Jersey and got a charter. [Laughter.] 

“THE COMPACT OF STATEHOOD.” 

Compact is synonymous with contract. The idea of a compact 
or contract is not predicable upon the relations that exist between 
the State and the General Government. They do notstand in the 
position of contracting parties. The condition upon which Utah 
was to become a State was fully performed when she became a 
State. The enabling act authorized the President to determine 
when the condition was performed. He discharged that duty, 
found that the condition was complied with, and that condition 
no longer exists. 


What did Congress require by the enabling act? Simply that 
“said convention shall provide by ordinance irrevocable,” etc., 
and the convention did in terms what it was required to do. It 


‘was a condition upon the performance of which by the ‘‘conven- 
tion” the admission of Utah depended. Its purpose accomplished, 
its office is gone, and as a condition it ceases to exist. No power 
was reserved in the enabling act, nor can any be found in the 
Constitution of the United States, authorizing Con , not to say 
the House of Representatives alone, to discipline the people in, or 
the State of Utah, because the crime of polygamy or unlawful 
cohabitation has not been exterminated in Utah. Where is the 
warrant to be found for the exercise of this berate ae super- 
visory power? This theory is apparently evolved for the pur- 
poses of this case, is entirely without precedent, and has not even 
the conjecture or dream of any writer to stand upon. 

Ifitis suggested that the case of Texas vs. White (7 Wallace, 700) 
lends aid or comfort to this idea, I respectfully submit, without 
stopping wo analyze the case, that it is based upon other grounds, 
and while the term compact“ is mentioned but once, it is then 
mentioned for the pu of showing that it was not a proper 
term to describe the relations existing between the State and the 
Federal Government. As the court said (page 776): 

When, therefore, Texas became one of the United States she entered into 
an indissoluble relation. Al the obligations of perpetual union and all the 
Boia Tas oct which coabinstanred hag BATEIA iota toe DEVS oon AAE 
thing more than a compact. It was the incorporation of a new member Into 
the political body, and it was finat. The union between Texas and the other 
States was as complete, as 3 and as indissoluble as the union be- 
tween the original States. was no place for reconsideration or revoca- 
tion except through revolution or through consent of the States. 

I propose now for a few moments to take up the question as to 
whether this House is or is not without remedy in case Mr. Rob- 
erts has the oath administered to him in compliance with his full 
constitutional rights, though that proposition has no legitimate 
relation to the question which I have been discussing. His rights 
depend upon the Constitution, and they are to be so determined, 
irrespective of what the results may be. I do not know how 
others may feel in relation to their constituents, but Iam ready 
to go back to my constituents in Maine and say I have acted con- 
scientiously, upon my construction of the Constitution, regardless 
of the co; uences. 

At this point I will advert, to what, to my mind, is a significant 
circumstance in a kindred matter in the recent history of the 
House. During the sessions of the last House a distinguished gen- 
tleman, whom the Republican party has delighted to honor, who now 
presides over the deliberations of this House with so much ease, 
grace, dignity, and ability, was chairman of the committee which 
was ing upon the rights of General Wheeler, that gallant 
little hero of two wars, who by his heroic conduct in battle in the 
war of the rebellion, and later in the war against Spain, en- 
twined around himself the heartstrings of the American people. 
[Applause.] A great wave of sympathy welled up over the 
country, when it appeared that the alant little general, who had 
left this House at the call of his country, came back and the 
question arose whether or not under the Constitution he could 
return to his seat as a member, Ihave no doubt the chairman of 
that committee could hear the mighty throb of the great Amer- 
ican heart, pulsating with patriotic fervor, and could feel the 
surges of the waye, of love and affection, which swept over the 
country, but what did he say? He made this sublime declaration 
as chairman of that committee: 

No mere patriotic sentime: 
= ae = 8 ae. Shona be permitted to override the plain 

That magnificent sentence, as a part of the history of a free 
people, deserves to be “graven with an iron pen, and lead in the 
rock forever.“ [Applause.] 

Lask the House, under these circumstances, not to be governed, 
or affected, in determining: this t constitutional question by 
any fear of reproof, or apprehension as to the result, particularly 
in view of the fact that 300 members of this House, on the state- 
ment of my friend from Ohio, held this man upon the threshold 
for the purpose of investigating his rights as a member. I have 
seen nothing to indicate, upon the facts of this case, that there 
has been any change of feeling upon the part of members. Let 
nothing induce you to “override the plain language of the funda- 
mental law.” 

EXPULSION. 


It is claimed that the House has no right to expel Mr. Roberts. 
I can not see how that fact, if it be a fact, has 5 tend- 
— to establish the existence of a legal disqualification. I con- 
tend that this House has an undoubted right to expel him, even for 
conduct unrelated to him as a member. The majority say his 
— must be “inconsistent with his public trust and duty as 
su n 

I will quote from the report of the committee, and see whether 
their findings of fact do, or not, indicate that the gentleman from 
Utah, from their standpoint, has been guilty of acts ‘‘ inconsistent 


with his public trust and duty as such. I think I can satisfy the 
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House, from what they say, that he is richly entitled to the appli- 
cation of the rule, they establish, for expulsion. 


practices.” Is that inconsistent—a man 
things—would that be inconsistent with his public and 
. as such? ” 
ey say 8 t the law and institutions of 

his country and this which he seeks to enter.“ Would 
that be inconsistent ‘‘ with his public trust and his duty as such?” 
Ik it is not, in heaven's name are they going to exclude him for 
it? If all these terrible things are not inconsistent ‘‘ with his pub- 
lic trust and his duty as such,” do they exclude him for them and 
yet he can not be expelled? 

They further say: 

You have solemnly enacted certain laws; T have crystallized into stat- 


ute the will of the sovereign porie I bid defiance to your law. I will not 
it. ‘ore your very eyes do thi 


I will ask this House in all candor, (I am assuming the com- 
mittee have made their report judiciously, coolly, not hysterically, ) 
is not that “inconsistent with his public trust and duty as such,” 
— bey 90 consistent with it? I have thought it was inconsistent 

t. 

Now, here again, they say: 

The acts of Roberts are essentially disloyal. They deny the sovereign; 
they oo the lawful government. Look at them from whatever ‘point 
you 1, they are subversive of government. They do not merely breed 


anarchy, they are anarchy. And this p: tion is asserted not so much for 


reasons personal to the membership of the House, as because it goes to the 


very integrity of the House and the Republic as such. 

Now, is that inconsistent “(with his public trust and his duty 
as such?” If not, what would be? Looking at them from what- 
ever 8 you will,“ they say what? That “they are subver- 
sive of government.” Can it be said, without being ridiculous, 
that when a man is in here whose acts are subversive of the 
Government” that that is not ‘‘ inconsistent with his public trust 
and his duty as such?” ‘They are anarchy.” Is that ‘‘consist- 
ent with his public trust?” I submit that if the acts of Roberts 
are such as is suggested, it seems to me that upon their standard 
there is ample justification for his expulsion. This spirit, called 
by them! from the vasty deep,” fades away when their own charges 
are applied to the legal n as they state them. If we ab- 
jure fervor, and think coolly, the result is the same. 

The power of expulsion is, however, unlimited, and not confined 
to acts related to the trustor dutyofa member. They insist upon 
the contrary in order to frighten the House into exclusion. To ex- 
clude, the majority read into the clause relating to qualifications 
new provisions, To narrow the right of expulsion they read new 
conditions into that section. I take both clauses as they stand. 

‘I neither add to, nor take from. This precise question has been 

determined but once in this country. The opinion of the court in 

that case, an authoritative construction of this clause of the Con- 

stitution, was written by Chief Justice Shaw, conceded to be one 

(Bong greatest judges that ever sat in any court, in any land, at any 
e. 


The constitution of Massachusetts contained no provision author- 
izing the expulsion of. a member of the house of representatives. 
Joseph Hiss was expelled by the house, upon the ground that his 
conduct on a committee at Lowell “ was highly 3 9 ae and dis- 

ful, both to himself and to this body of which he is a mem- 

r.“ This was not disorderly conduct in the house, and it is sig 
nificant that the facts that made it “improper and disgraceful” 
were not disclosed by the case. 

Hiss, after his expulsion, was arrested at the instance of one of 
his creditors on mesne process and committed to jail. He brought 
a petition for habeas corpus on the ground that he was a member 
of the House of Re ntatives and as such privileged from ar- 
rest. This raised the precise 3 of the legality of his expul- 
sion, and, speaking through Chief Justice Shaw, the court, among 
other things, said: 

The question is whether the House of Representatives have the power to 
expel a member. 

After adverting to the fact that the Constitution did not in 
terms authorize expulsion, he says: 

There is nothing to show that the framers of the Constitution intended to 


withhold this power. It may have been given in other States, either ex ma- 
jori eier riep for the purpose of limiting it, by requiring a vote of more 
a maj a 


In the Constitution of the United States it was given evidently 
E a purpose of limiting it,” as a two-thirds vote is required. 
gain: 


The of ion is a necessary and incidental power to enable the 
house to perform its high functions, and is to the safety of the 
State. Ji A y be physically, mentally, 


t is RE gee of protection. member 
or morally wholly t; he may be inflicted with a con 
sane, or ee disorderly, or in the habit of using profane, obscene, 


and abusive Itisnecessary to put extreme cases to test a principle. 
It the 
2... ee ae ee 

After having fully examined the law and practice of Parlia- 
ment, he says: 


less to accomplish the 
porpora of its constitution; and therefore any attempt to express or define 

t would impair rather tban strengthen it. — 50, the practice and 
usage of other legislative bodies, exe: the same functions, under simi- 
lar 3 and the reason and groun in the nature of things, 
upon which their rules and practice have been founded, may serve as an ex- 
ample and as some guide to the adoption of good rules when the exigencies 

under our Constitution. 
But independently of parliamentary custom and 

houses have the power to protect themselves by the p expul- 
sion of a member. 


“Itis ur that this court will in uire whether the petitioner has been 
tried. Butif the House have jurisdiction for any cause to expel, and a court 
of justice finds that they have in fact expelled, he then held their action was 
conclusive, and the petition.” (Hiss vs, Bartlett, 3 Gray, 468.) 

It is instructive on this point to note that this paragraph of the 
Constitution, as originally drawn, read: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings; unish its 
members for 3 behavior; and . — expela — ae 
_ Making three distinct clauses separated by semicolons, eliminat- 
ing the idea that the words “disorderly conduct” have any effect 
in eye the power to expel, which appears in the clause imme- 
diately following. 

This extract from the records of the debates in the Federal Con- 
vention shows clearly why the two-thirds provision was inserted 
in the expulsion clause: 

Mr. Madison observed that the right of expulsion (Article section 6 
too important to be exercised eaten majority ot a 8 and Ta nar 
gencies of faction might be N agi abused. He moved that “with the 
concurrence of two-thirds" might be inserted between may and “expel.” 


Mr. Randolph and Mr. Mason approved the idea. 
Mr, GOUVERNEUR MORRIS. power may be safely trusted to a ma- 
a member who 


jority. A few men, from factious motives, may keep 
27 0 to be expelled. : 

. Carroll thought that the concurrence of two-thirds, at least, ought to 
be Be uired. 
n 


he question requiring two-thirds in cases of expelling a member, ten 
States were in the affimative; Pennsylvania divided. 
Article VI, section 6, as thus amended, was then agreed to nem 
con 0 of Constitutional Convention (Madison), Volume 
å e 500. 
è think this Hiss case establishes beyond successful con- 
troversy the power of expulsion as discretionary and unlimited, 


our le tive 
nt an 


it is proper to note that no decided case, or elementary writer, mili- | 


tates against it. I give all that I have found on the question. 
In discussing this quence, the court, in State vs. Jersey City 
(25 N. J. L., 89), said: 


The power vested in the two Houses of Congress by the Constitution, Ar- 
ticle I, section 5, paragraph 2. is in different ph: ; it is, that “Seach 
House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for 
disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 
ber." Under this power, the Senate in 1797 expelled a member of that body 
for an offense not committed in his official character asa member, nor during 
a session of Con nor while the member was at the seat of Government. 
(Blount's case, Story's Commentaries on the Constitution, ae 12, para- 
graph 836.) But it is not clear that the power to expel is limited by the Con- 
stitution to the cause of disorderly behavior. 


Evidently without having in mind the accurate use of the term 
qualification,“ as used in the Constitution, the court, in State 
ex rel. vs. Gilmore (20 Kansas, 554), said: 


The Constitution declares (Article II. section 8) that Each House shall be 
jndge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members." This 

a grant of power, and constitutes each House the ultimate tribunal as to 
the qual ons of its own members. Thetwo Houses acting conjointly do 
not decide. Each Houseacts for itself and by itself; and from its decision 
there is no appeal, not even to the two Houses. And this power is not ex- 
hausted when once it has been exercised and a member admitted to his seat. 
It is a continuous power, and runs through the entire term. At any time 
during the term of office each House is empowered to pnss upon the present 
qualifications of its own members, 

Story says: 

And asa member might be so lost to all sense of dignity and duty as to 
8 x the Honen Apan — of Free 8 3 its de Dere 
ions by perpe ence or clamor, the power toe or very aggravate: 
misconduct was also ind nsable, not as a common, but as an ultimate 
redress for the poyas. ut such a power, so summary and at the time so 
subversive of the rights of the people, it was foreseen, might be exerted for 
mere purposes of faction or party, to remove a patriot or to aid a corrupt 
measure; and it has, therefore, been wisely guarded by the restriction that 
e shall be a concurrence of two-thirds of the members to justify an expul- 

on. 


Indians. It was not a statutable offense, nor was it committed in his o: 1 

nor at the 
seat of Government. Yet, by an ui ous vote he was expelled 
from that body; and he was afterwards impeached (as has been already 
stated) for this, among other charges. It seems, therefore, to bo settled by 
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tho Senate, u full delibera! that ion be for any misde- 
meanor which though not 88 8 inconsistent with 
asom and duty of a Senator.—Sfory on the Constitution, volume 1, page 


Paschal states: 
It be ed that ber be ed fı 
seems to be sett] a member may aapon — 


r as 
h 


49. 
Fhe disorder! 
to incur p unishment is to 
can not be doubted that misbehavior out of the walls of the House 
them, when it is not in session, would fall within the 
tution. Expulsion may, however, be on inal conduct committed 
in any eee, and either before or after conviction in a court ot law. (Rawle 
on the Constitution, 2d ed., 47.) 


Cooley is specific: 


which seems to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy one of 
its seats. This power is generally enumerated among 

ose which the two Houses may exercise, but it ingen ent in that 
instrument, since it would exist whether e 2 or not. It is 
“a necessary incidental power to enable the House ‘orm its high 
eee and it is necessary to the safety of the State. It is a power of 
pro ion. 


“A member may be physically, mentally, or morally wholly unfit; he may 
be afflicted with a contagious disease, or insane, or nas violen; and dis- 
orderly, or in the habit of using profane, obscene, and a ve pn 
And, “independently of parliamentary customs and usages, ti 
Houses may have the power to protect themselves by the p. 
expulsion of a member.“ and the courts can not inquire reins the 
Es to see w. 


the decision, or even so much as examine the 
not the proper opportunity for defense was furnished. (Cooley's Constitu- 
tional Limitations, pages 159, 100.) 
Since there has been repeated occasion to take 
House under each of 


members of 


a member and to 
It is wholly for 
as dishonorable enough to re- 


* to say what conduct 5 are to re; 


yoo opinion, a court which brings in its Ming 9 at th 


of 
(Von 
olst's Constitutional Law of the United Sta 1 


be e 2 ed. or dis- 
milder te: ‘or 


void. (Cushing, 
mig cose 8 oa 2 necessaraly inci 
} and even - 
all 1 tive bodies; which, without 
and fulfill the object of their creation. 
continued usage, which, in part, con- 


many causes, 
and Practice 
pre to expel a member is 
all an y 
such power, could not exist honorably, 
In England this tioned 
stitutes the law of 
Blout was expe! 


nor during the session gress, nor at the seat of government. 
of expulsion was Ta 
The motion to expel a member may be for disorderly behavior, or disobe- 


vated form as to show his un- 

o case above cited, as well as the 
expulsion of a member from the 
misconduct would show his unfit- 


dience to the rules of the House in such 
fitness longer to remain in the House, and 
reason of the ee would justify the 
House where his treasonable and criminal 


tution, section 837.) Tucker 
It has since been held by the House 
elected could not be di: i ‘or 


The ques- 
decided. Foster on the 
Constitution, page 367. 

Mr. Foster's attention does not appear to have been directed to 
the case of Hiss vs. Bartlett, as it is in point on his doubt if it relates 
to the power of expulsion, and he does not refer to it. 

Expulsion is generally reserved for offenses which render members 
Jor a seat in Parliament and which, if not so punished, would bring 
upon Parliament itself, Members have been expelled as being in open rebel- 

on, as having been eenig of forgery or perjury or frauds and breaches of 
trust, of misappropriation of public money, of 55 to defraud, of cor - 
ruption in the administration of justice, or in public office, or in the execu- 
tion of their duties as members of the House, of conduct u ing the 
character of an officer or gentleman, and of contempts, libels, and other of- 
fenses commi against the House itself. (May's Parliamentary Practice 
tenth edition 1893, page 55.) 

These authorities clearly establish that conduct “inconsistent 
with the public trust and duty as such” or related to the duties of 
a member is not an indispensable element of the right to expel. 
“It is a power of protection.” Protection of what? Certainly 
not the member expelled; necessarily the House, its dignity, char- 
acter, ‘‘and reputation among the ple.” It seems difficult for 
some to appreciate the distinction between exclusion and expul- 
Sion. 

Now I suppose it will be conceded that Sir Roundell Palmer 
(Lord Selborne), a distinguished advocate and counsel at the Eng- 
lish bar, was a man of some ability. In the O’Donovan-Rossa 


expression, very happily contrasting 
the power of expulsion, with the right of exclusion: 
A be from the House for certain offenses, though not 
giana 


debate, in 1870, he used this 


Now, the tileman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] says that is ‘‘ri- 
diculous and absurd,” but I have no doubt that Sir Roundell 
Palmer will survive the suggestion. Palmer says that a man may 
be expelled from the House for certain offenses, “though not le- 
gally disqualified.” And that is our proposition. 

LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS. 

Iexamine the legislative precedents for a few moments, and 
then I shall be through. 

The Marshall case, which is cited from the Senate as against 
the power to expel, was overruled by the Smith case, to which 
the report of the committee devotes two lines. The reason for this 
brief mention clearly appear when that case is stated. 

SMITH CASE. « 

John Quincy Adams made the report for the committee, which 
Was unanimous. You will find it on page 720, Senate Election 
Cases. It states the law thus: 

By letter of the Constitution the power of . 
each of the two Houses of Con without any limitation other t that 
which requires a concurrence of two-thirds of the vote to give it effect. 

And how near do you suppa the Senate, under that pr - 
tion, came to expelling Smith? The vote was just 19 to 10, lack- 
ing one vote of expulsion. That is a precedent cited on the other 
side. It is a precedent distinctly in our favor. The Senate 
9 held that they had jurisdiction, because a majority vote 
was sufficient to sustain jurisdiction. In the Roach and Herbert 
cases, as stated by the ority, it was not even contended that 
the Senate or the House did not have the power to expel. In fact, 
the inference is that the power was conceded, but was not exer- 


MATTESON CASE. 

The Matteson case, in my judgment, does not warrant any such 
inference. Matteson was charged with inciting parties to corrupt 
the House, and with slandering the House by charging that alarge 
number of members had pledged themselves not to vote for measures 
granting money or lands unless they were paid for it. Upon these 
c a resolution for his expulsion was pending in the Thirty- 
fo Con , and was about to be adopted, when he prevented 
further action by resigning. Meanwhile, and before the hearing 
by the committee, he had been elected to the Thirty-fifth Congress. 
In the Thirty-fifth Congress a resolution reciting these facts and 
declaring Matteson aoe was, after a long debate, referred to 
a committee, of which Mr. Seward, of Georgia, was chairman. 

The debate discloses that the principal ground relied upon 
opposition to the resolution was that proceedings for expulsion 
were analogous to a criminal prosecution at common law, and 
that Matteson, having in effect once punished by the Thirty- 
fourth Congress, could not properly be punished a second time 
for the same offense. In this sexe the facts are not parallel to 
Mr. Roberts's case, as it appears that the offense with which he is 
c is still continuing. The committee recommended the 
adoption of a resolution that it is inexpedient to take further 
action in regard to Orasemus B. Matteson.” The whole subject 
-was afterwards laid on the table by a vote of 96 to 69, and this 
ended the action of the House. 

Mr. Seward, in urging the adoption of the recommendation, in- 
correctly stated the action of the Senate in the Smith case in 1808. 
Smith was indicted for treason in Virginia, as an accomplice of 
Aaron Burr, Mr. Seward states: 


Mr. made a report to the Senate setting forth the crime for which 
the ed; and when the vote was taken, there was not a suffi- 


was arraign 
cient number of the members of the Senate voted in favor of jurisdiction over 
the cause, and the Senate refused a conviction on the charge. T 


acted 
upon the p le that the criminal courts had jurisdiction when leder the 
Constitution or iolated, because the facts 


ws of the United States were vi 
ed were clear, and the to convict must turn upon the want 
power. 


It was claimed in the Smith case that the Senate had no juris- 
diction until after a conviction upon theindictment. The unani- 
mous report of the committee, as heretofore stated, held otherwise. 

There was no separate vote as to whether the Senate had juris- 


of 


diction. The repor recommended a resolution expelling Smith 
ana zaned, as I have stated, lacking only one of the necessary 
0-7 


When Mr. Seward stated that the facts established were clear,” 
and the case must have turned upon want of jurisdiction and 
power,” he presumed upon the lack of information on the part of 
the House, or himself was lacking in information, as the record 
discloses that the existence of the facts was bitterly contested, and 
page after page is devoted to their discussion, and a majority vote 
would have clearly been sufficient to determine the question of 
jurisdiction or power. 

The Matteson case was in 1858. With the exception of a sug- 
gestion that a case had been decided in usetts, the purport 


of which was not stated, no reference was made to the Hiss case, 
146. 
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though it was publishedin 1857. Although the only decided case 
in the country, it does not appear to have been cited in any debate 
on this question. 


BROOKS AND AMES CASES, 


Brooks and Ames were charged with complicity in the Crédit 
Mobilier frauds and with bribing members of Congress some five 
or six years before the session of Congress, when the resolution 
was pending, to expel them, Their case was referred to a sub- 
committee, and the subcommittee reported in favor of expulsion. 

For the purpose of showing this House the amount of delibera- 
tion and examination upon which other Houses have acted when 
they have established precedents that are invoked here to control 
our action, I want to call your attention to the report of the 
Judiciary Committee, headed by Benjamin F. Butler, in that case. 
A resolution inyolving the question as to whether Colfax, then 
Vice-President, could be impeached for an offense committed be- 
fore his election as Vice-President, was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee on the 20th day of February, 1873, and they reported 
back to the House on the 24th day of February, 1873. 

That was only three days, at the outside, that this committee 
had in which to investigate, first, the question committed to them, 
the great constitutional proposition as to whether or not the Vice- 
President of the United States could be impeached for an offense 
committed before he took the office; second, the question as to 
whether or not the House had the right to exclude, and third, they 
went on to discuss the question as to whether, or not, the House 
had the power to expel, the last two questions never having been 
referred tothem. In three days’ time that committee undertook 
to thoroughly investigate, those three great constitutional proposi- 
tions and report to the House. 

Now, as a matter of interest, I want to show you what they said 
on this question of exclusion, The majority did not quote this 
from the report of that committee. They said: 

Your committee believe that there is no man or body of men who can add 
to or take away one jot or title of these q tions. The enumeration of 
such specific qualifications necessarily excludes every other. 

I submit that if this report of that committee is good authority 
to sustain their proposition that you have no power to expel, it is 
equall ioon authority on this proposition 3 have no power 
to exclude, when they state it with a great deal more emphasis. 

The value of an opinion a gee apan the care exercised in its 
preparation. On this point of time, Mr. Clarkson N. Potter made 
this suggestion, which is a part of his report: 

I dissent from the report, but I concur in the recommendation to dis- 
charge the committee, for want of time to make further investigation and for 
reasons expressed in views su tted herewith. 

This is the report upon which they rely. The ial commit- 
tee, of which Poland, of Vermont, was chairman, held that the 
power of expulsion was unlimited, They said: 

The principal 
member whose 


ti 
in it tends to bring the body into contempt and 
Every consideration of 


1 betrag of the House shall see fit to expel a man because they do not 
like his political or religious principles, or without any reason at all, the 
have the power, and there is no remedy except b. appeal tothe people. Su 
exercise of the power would be wrongful and violative of the poe of 
the 8 but we see no encouragement of such wrong the views 
we hold. 

That report is signed by George W. McCrary. On the second 
day of the session the gentleman from Ohio (3 TAYLER] read 
from Judge McCrary’s work, with an air of authority, to halt this 
man at the bar of this House. I notice that this air has disap- 
peared, and they hag They do not quote his work ‘‘as being authori- 
tative in itself.” oy ve probably since learned his views on 
expulsion. If Judge McCrary was sufficient authority to justify 
challenging a member at the threshold, Meir Boe he not equally as 
good an authority for the proposition that this House has unlim- 

ted power of expulsion? 
CANNON CASE. 

The Cannon case is indefinite and uncertain, and was affected 
by several independent considerations, and can not fairly be said 
to determine anything, 

SCHUMAKER AND KING. 


In this case not only did the minority of the Judiciary, consist- 
ing of Scott Lord, W. M. Lawrence, GEORGE F. Hoar, and B. G. 
-Caulfield, hold that— 

It will be seen that there are no words of limitation on the power to expel, 
which seems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House— 
but George W. McCrary again, in a separate note, said: 


But where the charge is that a member of the House has received money 
to be used by him to n legislation in Congress, for which offense no in- 
dictment has been found, I think the House may properly take jurisdiction, 
though the offenses charged were committed prior to his election, 


In this case, the fact that everything for which the gentleman 
from Utah is to be excluded, now exists, and in a very aggravated 
form, by reason of its continuance, if the majority are correct, 
eliminates the element of past offense, and is a complete answer 
to the objection raised against expulsion. 

It is proper to observe that the determinations of the courts and 
the opinions of eminent legal authors unexcelled in reputation and 
learning are entitled, upon these propositions, to great weight, as 
they are in every instance the result of careful, dispassionate, and 
disinterested research and sound reasoning, unaffected by consid- 
erations that must necessarily have been involved in legislative 
precedents. The two-thirds limitation upon the right to expel not 
only demonstrates the wisdom of the fathers, but illustrates the 
broad distinction between exclusion and expulsion. 

Asmall partisan majority might render the desire to arbitraril 
exclude by a majority vote, in order to more securely finenak 
itself in power, irresistible. Hence its exercise is controlled by 
legal rules, In case of expulsion, when the requisite two-thirds 
can be had, the motive for the exercise of arbitrary power no 
longer exists, as a two-thirds partisan majority is sufficient for 
every purpose, Hence 3 has been safely left in the dis- 
cretion of the House, and safety of the members does not need 
the protection of legal rules. 

It seems to mesettled upon reason and authority that the power 
of the House to expel is unlimited, and that the legal propositions 
involved may be thus fairly summarized: The power of exclusion 
is a matter of law, to be exercised by a majority vote, in accord- 
ance with legal principles, and exists only where a member-elect 
lacks some of the qualifications required by the Constitution. The 
power of expulsion is made by the Constitution purely a matter 
of discretion, to be exercised by a two-thirds vote, fairly, intelli- 
gently, conscientiously, with a due regard to propriety and the 

onor and integrity of the House and the rights of the individual 
member, For the abuse of this discretion we are responsible only 
to our constituents, our consciences, and our God. 

I believe that Mr. Roberts has the legal constitutional right 
to be sworn in asa member. The facts are such that I further 
believe the House, in the exercise of its discretion, is not only 
justified, but required, by every proper consideration involved, to 
expel him propig after he becomes a member, 

address myself to the intelligence, judgment, and conscience 
of the House, not to its Lana be pong 1 prejudices, tend- 
encies, opinions, and conditions may change; principles never. 
The Great Charter is our only guide, May the Constitution re- 
main inviolate. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, without at the present 
time undertaking to make any arrangement as to the method or 
order in which the resolutions and substitute may be offered, but 
specially, however, of an opportunity to be afforded the gentle- 
man from Iowa to present his amendment, to which I have no 
objection—that is, in so far as the presentation is concerned—I 
ask unanimous consent that an arrangement be made that debate 
on this question continue until half past 4 o'clock on Thursday 
next, at which time the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the resolution, the substitute, and the amendment to 
be presented later by the genom from Iowa; but until that 
time the gentleman from Maine and myself shall have control of 
the time occupied by debate. 

The SP. R. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be continued until half past 4 o’clock 
on Thursday next, at which time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the resolution and substitute proposed 
by the minority, and the amendment to be proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and the vote then to be taken, the time to be 
controlled in behalf of the majority by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and on behalf of the minority by the gentleman from Maine, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does that involve any division of time 
including the three hours that have been occupied Hd one side? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. By an understanding with the gentle- 
men from Maine and Missouri it involves an equal division of 
time from the inning of the debate. 

TheSPEAKER, That will be the understanding, if the request 


is granted. 

Kr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I should like also to inquire if this 
makes any provision for any member outside of the committee to 
be heard? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the question, 
but the custom of the House is that the members of the commit- 
tee shall first be heard, f 

Mr. GROUT. That is precisely why I make the inquiry; be- 
cause the gentlemen ought to beable to inform the House whether 

entlemen from outside the committee who desire to be heard will 

avean opportunity. For one, I wish to be heard, 

The SPEAKER. That is a question the Chair can not answer. 
In the absence of objection—— i 

Mr. CKRUMPA Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
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amendment to be proposed by the gentleman from Iowa read 
for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
was going to change the phraseology. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment is as the gentleman proposes 
to offer it, and the Clerk will now report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the resolution by inserting, after the word “and” in the fourth 
line, the following words: “ he is expelled;“ so as to read: 

“ Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham 
H. Roberts, kepresentative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have 
or hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and he is expelled, and that 
the seat to which he was elected is hereby declared vacant.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the gentleman from 
Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the member-elect from Utah be heard for an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Utah be heard for an hour and 
ahalf. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none, 

Mr. ROBERTS of Utah. Mr. S er, the discussion I have 
listened to upon the question involved on the admission of the 
member from Utah discloses wide differences of opinion, at least 
as to matters of procedure with reference to this case. I presume 
that the House will appreciate the fact that in the presentation of 
this case I can not agree with either the minority or the majori 
reports. I find myself in the position where one could say, wit 
some propriety, perhaps, a P ague on both your houses” [laugh- 
ter], since the propositions of both minority and majority reports 
anor propose my undoing. 

he situation, however, may not be altogether without its ad- 
vantages; for if the minority can convince the House, as I confess 
it has me, that I ought not to be excluded, and, on the other 
hand, if the majority can convince the House, as it has me, that 
I can not be expelled [laughter], it seems to me that matters would 
fall outabout as I would have them, and I think substantial justice 
would be done. [Laughter and i 

So that this side or corner of the House hereby 3 the 
magnificent argument of the minority against exclusion and ap- 
propriates so much of the argument of the majority as relates to 
expulsion. I want it understood, too, that this applies not only to 
what has already been said, but to what shall hereafter be said on 
the same subject by each side, respectively, on the same question. 

I call the attention of the House to the findings of this commit- 
tee—at least to a part of the findings, and especially to the first 
paragraph: 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the date of his elec- 
tion above the age of 25 years; that he had been for more than seven years a 
fare i citizen of the United States and was an inhabitant of the State 
0 . 

I call attention to this enumeration of the qualifications of the 
member from Utah because they include all the prescribed quali- 
fications in the Constitution of our country for a member in this 
House, and I further call attention to the declaration here made 
that the member for Utah was elected. 

Now, puing behind that finding the logic, the forceful argu- 
ment, of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] —and, 
mark you, I have already served notice upon you that I would 
appropriate it—Iask you if, without a violation of the Constitution 
of your country, you can deny the member from Utah theright to 
be called back to the bar of this House, from which he was im- 
properly turned away, and permit him to be sworn? 

A breach in the Constitution of our country is a very important 
matter—much more important than anything personal can be to 
this member from Utah. To drive him forth from this assembly 
without recognizing his right to take the seat may be in and of 
itself an insignificant thing; butif by doing it you make a breach 
in the fundamental law that was meant to prescribe a limit to 
your powers, then that is serious. It would be a breach of con- 
stitutional morality compared with which the crime of the mem- 
ber from Utah, even though that be as bad as it is described to be 
by the majority of this committee, would be pure innocence. It 
is by such actions—such breaches in the Constitution—insidi- 
ously introduced and repeated, that lead to the downfall of repub- 
lics. Let us not be too confident in our ability to survive such 
violations of the Constitution. 

We are standing in the midst of great temptations to indulge in 
actions of this description—that is to say, actions involving the 
disregard of constitutional limitations—and are invited to under- 
take enterprises in response to the popular clamor irrespective of: 
what the limitations fixed by the Constitution may be. 


A man would be open to the charge of disloyalty almost if he 
were to intimate that there was a possibility of this great Repub- 
lic of the West crumbling to pieces, and yet we know from the 
graveyard of nations, which is described in piony, that nations 
quite as proud and ple equally as patriotic for their systems of 
government have fallen into decay, and naught remains but 
to mark the place which they once occupied. Nations melt from 
power's high pinnacle after they have felt the sunshine for a while, 
and downward go like avalanches loosened from the mountain's 
belt.” 

We may know from thehistory of the past that thereis a power 
above that rules the harmonious destiny of this world even better 
than prime ministers,” and that if nations indulge in constitu- 
tional immorality the result must be just what the indulgence in 
immorality with the individual is. Its end is death. And so I 
call your attention to the seriousness of departing from the Con- 
stitution to respond to the clamor of misled people. What is it 
that is invoked as an excuse for this proposed action? 

What mighty emergency has arisen that demands this disre- 
gard of constitutional limitations? What vital force or principle 
of our Government is threatened? Who is in arms against our 
institutions, that you should resort to methods that never were 
resorted to except in the midst of civil war and when the life of 
the nation was at stake? It is alleged that a man guilty of hav- 
ing married under the sanction of his church a plurality of wives 
has been elected to the House of Representatives, and hence that 
the American home is in danger and these extraordinary pro- 
ceedings must be invoked against it. His crime and the circum- 
stances under which it was committed is supposed to make his a 
more direful offense than murder or robbery, and hence you must 
be rid of him. The report says: 

The case of a bribe taker or of a burglar or of a murderer is trivial, isa 
mere ripple on the surface of things, compared with this far-reaching, deep- 
rooted, audacious lawlessness. 

It seems to me that that is rather strange language to be em- 
ployed in a sober presentation of facts before the House of i Ser 
sentatives and breathes too much of rhetoric and passion. Just 
for a few moments I want to pay attention to the nature of this 
crime of polygamy, not with a view of showing that the American 
people have not the right to establish monogamy as a system of 
marriage that shall prevail, and not for the purpose of defending 
polygamy either. In the early debate that took place with refer- 
ence to this case on the floor of the House I then said that I was 
not here to represent polygamy, that I was not here to defend it; 
that we had long ago poset that stage of the case; that the thing 
itself was taken out of the realm of discussion. So I do not wish 
my remarks to be construed as any defense of the doctrine of 
polygamy; but I do want to call attention to the nature of this 
crime, in order that we may ascertain whether it is as awful as 
the description of it in the committee's report and if it warrants 
a more lawless act than polygamy itself in order to rebuke a man 
supposed to be guilty of it who has been elected to the House of 
Representatives. 

he Jewish people were made the depository of God’s revela- 
tion to humanity. You will not find the crime of polygamy 
referred to regarded among that people as of the character that it 
is described here in the report of the committee. Evidently it is 
not from its nature a sin or a crime. If it were, you would not 
find the Jewish law enforcing it under some circumstances, regu- 
lating it under other circumstances, and men after God’s own 
heart sustaining those relations which are now supposed to jus- 
tify you in closing the doors against the member from Utah. If 
you go to the teachings of the great Master, whom, I take it, we 
all revere, although He denounced every crime, every sin that man 
can commit, you shall find no word of His in condemnation of 
the conduct of the patriarchs or of the law relating to this matter 
as it was given by Moses to ancient Israel. 

Last evening, while walking in the resident portion of this city, 
I passed a magnificent, heroic statue of stern old Martin Luther, 
than whom the nations of western Europe and America owe no 
man more than they do to him for the religious and civil liberty 
that they now possess, the founder of Protestant Christendom; 
and that man upon this subject that is here so much denounced 
declared in the early days of Protestant Christendom, when he 
was informed that his disciple Carlstadt was teaching polygamy, 
said in his letter to Chancellor Bruecks: 

I indeed must confess that I 
for it does not contradict the ier Tne ages nde 

And again, in his letter to Philip, the Landgraave of Hesse, re- 
marking upon the fact that Philip had taken a second wife, his 
first wife being still living, he said: 

In i 
byt a matrimony the laws of Mosesare not revoked or contradicted 

Yet we build monuments to Luther, notwithstanding his tolera- 
tion and defense of that form of marriage. Now, I say all these 


things not for the purpose of arguing here upon the rightfulness 
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of polygamy, but I do say what I have here remarked for the pur- 


pose of fixing it in the minds of members that it is merely a crime 
use prohibited by law, and not by its nature a crime. 

In order that we may better judge of this case I desire to call 
attention to the origin of this institution of plurality of wives in 
the Mormon Church. It began under sanction of a revelation 

urporting to have been received by Joseph Smith at Nauvoo in 
840. 5 the church Was expatriated, not, however, 
on account of polygamy, but for other reasons, because of the re- 
ligious intolerance of the people in the northwestern part of the 
State of Illinois. They went a thousand miles from the frontiers 
of the United States and established themselves upon Mexican soil. 

In 1852 they publicly announced to the world their belief in this 
form of marriage and eee and boldly defended it from the 
platform and from the pulpit and through the public press of the 
country. There was nothing secret in their conduct. It wasa 
part of their religion, and they considered themselves protected 
alike in their belief and in the practice thereof under the provi- 
sions of the Constitution—that provision which said: 


shall make no law g an establishment of religion or 
FFF 


In 1862, however, the Congress of the United States, in the ex- 
ercise of its powers over the Territories, a law against 
this system of marriage; but the people did not surrender this 
practice, for the reason that they believed they were protected by 
the clause in the Constitution I have just quoted. 

In 1876, desiring to put the matter to a test and not to be under 
the odium of violating the laws of the country, and being confi- 
dent that the courts would sustain the views that they had held, the 
Mormon Church themselves furnished a case, supplied the evidence 
and the witnesses, and brought that case before the courts, carry- 
ing it from one court to another, until in 1878, as already related 
here on the floor of the House, the law against this form of mar- 
riage was sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

It has been recited as the chief offense both of the Mormon 
ple and of the member from Utah that notwithstanding this deci- 
sion they still continued to maintain the rightfulness of that 
institution. The ent seems to be that as soon as the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court was rendered those people should have 
ri ae their hands and instantly conformed to the law of the 
land. Limited, indeed, must have been the experience and reading 
of that man who would suppose that controversies of this charac- 
ter would be so easily disposed of and who would think that a 
great religious conviction of a people would be immediately given 
up on the decision of a court. 

Worthy of all respect as the Supreme Court of the United States 
unquestionably is, and held in high esteem, amounting almost to 
veneration, by my le, still we could not fo: the fact that 
the court was still human and liable to error. e Je call to 
mind that judicial tribunals in other lands and in other ages had 
rendered decisions that were not altogether in keeping with right- 
eousness. Going back no further in history than the commence- 
ment of the Christian era, we in Utah could not forget that the 

t Peasant of Judea was condemned under all the forms of 

w by a judicial tribunal—the Sanhedrim of the Jews. We 
could not forget that the Inquisition of Spain was a judicial tri- 
bunal, the supreme court of the land, though it sent men to the 
rack and filled the land with the groans of suffering martyrs. 

We could not forget the fact that the Star Chamber in England, 
that filled the prisons of that country with patriots, was a judicial 
tribunal. We could not forget the fact that thousands and tens of 
thousands of patriots in France were sent to the guillotine by the 
decisions of judicial tribunals. We could not forget the fact that 
this Supreme Court of ours, high and exalted as it is, had fre- 
uently reversed itself. We remembered that it had sustained 
the constitutionality of the fugitive-slave law and that its decisions 
had been overturned by the people, by revolutions in sentiment 
as well as by revolution through arms. I see u the floor of 
this House a man who, because of his race, if absolute submis- 
sion to the decisions of the Su Court had been allowed to be 
the last of any controversy, would now be but apoa of goods or 
chattels in this country instead of being a member of the House 
of Representatives. £ i 
So, 8 in the righteousness of our doctrine, knowing that 
it came from a divine source to us, we hoped that there would 
be such a revolution in public sentiment as would result in the 
reversal of this decision. The hoped-for revolution did not come; 
the sentiment grew harder and stronger the other way. Butsuch 
violations of the law after the decision of the Supena Court in 
1878—such violations of the law as took place, did not take place 
= wantonness sae pyar pug 3 = . 
of ‘‘spitting upon the law,“ to use the eloquen 0 e 
MAAT of the committee. Those violations did not occur be- 
cause We sup that we could elevate ourselves above the law or 
that governments could subsist where that proposition obtained 
among the people. We were not so ill instructed in civil govern- 
ment as that. But such violations of the law as took place were 


in pursuance of a deep conviction of duty and to maintain what 
we believed to be a divine institution. I say that such viola- 
tions of the enactments of Congress as occurred must not be 
interpreted too hard against the people of Utah or the man that 
they sent here to represent them. 

But let us p: to the history of this matter. In 1882 addi- 
tional legislation was passed. Special funds were granted to the 
courts in Utah and a judicial crusade started. Extrajudicial 
powers were invoked against this particular crime until a perfect 
reign of terror existed throughout the Territ Women and 
chlidren were driven into exile. Thirteen hundred men passed 
through prison out of a small community of less than 200,000, not 
more than 2 per cent of whom were at any time involved in the 
violation of this law; and out of that number 1,300 passed 
through the prisons of the Territory, the member from Utah 
among the number. And these men, let me say, both for the 
mercy of the courts and also for the justification of the right in- 
tentions in the hearts of the condemned—these men could have 
escaped this indignity by speaking a word, and that was “ to agree 
to give up this institution.“ I remember that the day I myself 
stood before the court a gentleman, now a district judge of Salt 
Lake} City, a personal friend now, said to the court, This man 
need not go to prison if he will the word and say that he will 
obey the law and give up this institution.” I refused to say the 
word, because I felt at that time that it would have been like de- 
serting the cause of God to doit. [Applause in the galleries. 

Hence, I stood true to the convictions that had been instilled 
into my heart from boyhood, and so far as I was personally con- 
cerned in the matter, I felt as if I could have stood to have the 
flesh hewed piece by piece from my body rather than to have been 
untrue to that religious conviction. Itwas this conviction which 
pa so such lawlessness as I may have been guilty of, and only 

a 

But the time came when there must be a submission to the 
ple of the United States, for we were under their jurisdiction; 
and, consequently, after grave consideration, the president of the 
Mormon Church at last issued what is known as the W 
manifesto,” in the month of September, 1890, I shallask that the 
1 pra in zap in my 8 though Zame now 
only just the most important paragraph, which covers all the ma 
ter that needs to be 9 here: 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by forbidding plural mar- 
riages, which laws have been pronounced tutional by the court of Jast 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
anena with the members of the church which I preside to have them 

The full text of the manifesto is as follows: 
To whom it may concern: 

Press dispatches having been sent out for political 
Lake City, which have been widely published, to the e the Utah 
commission, in their recent report to the 3 of the Interior, alleges 


Secre 
that plural marriages are still ny Ftp that 40 or more of such 
n cont) in Utah since last June, or du: 


over 


eck that tho Utah 


tinuance of the practice of x 
8 resident of the Church esus Christ of Latter-Day Bain: do 
ereby, 


that the marri 

the of 

ceremony. tever 
ce of this 


3 In consequen: 
was, by my instructions, taken 


forbidding plural mar- 
riages, pronounced tutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
influence with the members of the church over which I preside to havethem 


do likewise. 
There is nothing in my to the church or in those of asso- 


ciates, during the time specified, which can be reasonably construed to in- 
culcate or encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church has used 
language which has appe to convey any such he bas been 
1 And now I publicly declare that my ad to the Lat- 
8 ints is to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the 
law of land. 
WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Uhrist of Latter-Day Saints. 

SEPTEMBER, 1800. 

That manifesto was supported by the authoritative action of the 
chureh, and polygamous marriage from that day have been dis- 
continued. Notwithstanding all the misrepresentations that have 
been made with reference to that subject, this committee has not 
been able to find, and so far as I know no effort has been made to 
prove before them, that there has been a single polygamous mar- 
riage in Utah from that date until now. The people of Utah have 
been true to that manifesto. But what happened? In what con- 
dition were the men who had been involved in this system of mar- 
et Sag hows a proposition on their hands which could not be 

whistled down the wind.” The proposition was this, how to 


but I 
was done in this matter was without m 
alleged occurrence the Endowment 


conform their lives with the requirements of the law and at the 
same time discharge what was clearly their moral obligations 


1900. 
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to the families they had formed under this Mormon system of 
lural marriage. ell, death kindly solved it for some, and many 
ve felt that it was a pity that the same solution did not come 
toall. Ifeel so. Others abandoned the women whom they had 
married as wives under this institution. You need not doubt it; 
I ain not proud of it. Lam merely infi ing you of the fact in the 
case, and that shall be my part of this discussion, for I feel thatI can 
leave the legal questions to the respective sides to this controversy 
as represented by the eee ge minority reports. But some 
abandonments took place. e Salt Lake Tribune, an anti- 
Mormon sheet, the chief storm starter in this present crusade that 
has swept over the land, on the 3d of January, 1894, said this: 


DO THE RIGHT THING. 


Regarding a little matter of which we spoke yesterday—that is, the aban- 
donment of their plural wives and families by some former polygamists of 
this Territory—we have to say that if the names of any such le can 
sent to the Tribune office, the sender will give 
is no mistake about his statement, we will pu 
thus has abandoned the women and children to whom he owes duty of 
supporting them. We think our friends of the Mormon press ought to Join 
FFC 

ty reproach upon the feelings o 8 eren rep 
agains the church itself. Utah is in the transition state, ber thet transition 
state furnishes no justification for men to go back on obligations of humanity, 
which they have in in all apparent seriousness in the past. There 
no justification for a man to refuse to do his duty under any circumstances. 
Under the laws of 9 States it is a crime for a man to live with more 


w absolves a man from eithe ‘ 
has once held to be his plural wife or from seeing, as a manifest duty, that 
his children by said wife are fed, clothed, and educated and counseled in the 
right, and a man who is base enough to shirk that d deserves, adver- 
tising as the re e he is, and next, if there is any which the law has 
upon such a man, it should be enforced to make him perform his duty. 


And on the following, this: 
DO THE RIGHT THING. 


are utterly neglecting their former plural wives and the children of 
cuse, are y eg! g p. 


those wives, that this, in many cases, is working ips and 
causing infinite sorrow. 
o such men we to say that there has never been a time, even in the 


‘ort, and peace 
of mind of those involved with them; to support their former wives and to 
watch over, provide, and educate to their best ability their children by such 


E Ner Poeeee taste Sore to male eo Uae se eatin onions 

en myi own as as 
of whose lives vous tare of their own. 

And yet for performing these very acts of humanity a man 
could be haled before the courts, and men in the Territorial days 
have been haled before the court, and condemned for just such 
conduct. Such are the terms of the law that men had to take other 
means of meeting their obligations than those described. Those 
other means were these: This law enacted for the Territories by 
the Congress of the United States did not operate in surrounding 
States, and 3 plural wives were located beyond the 
boundary where the law did operate, and there, to the best of their 
ability, men sustained the sacred obligations 3 incurred. 
and at the same time undertook to live within provisions of 
the law applicable to the Territory of Utah. 

By these three ca eath, abandonment, and by removing 
such families from the Territory of Utah—plural marriages, po- 
l gamy, did cease practically in the State of Utah; and when 

egate RAWLINS, now Senator RAWLINS, upon the floor of this 
House declared that polygamy had practically ceased in Utah he 
stated that which was the trut en he said that the Mormon 
Church had given up that institution and given it up and in good 
faith he spoke the truth; and there was no design on the part of 
the le of Utah or the Mormon Church to deceive the people 
of the United States and get statehood under false pretenses. 

I come now to the settlement of this question under the state- 
hood, under the enabling act passed by the Congress of the United 
States, and by the adoption of the Constitution on the part of the 
people of Utah. Congress made this demand of the people of Utah 
in the enabling act: 

Said convention shall provide by ordinance, irrevocable without consent of 


the United States and bata ag of said State, first, that ect toleration 
of religious sentiment secured, and that the bitants of said 


State shall never molest . Blan or property on account of his or her re- 
. provided t polygamous or plural marriages are forever 
pro) 


That was the demand on the part of the people of the United 
States through their tatives in the i Congress, 
When the representatives of the people of Utah met in conven- 
tion, how did they meet the requirements of the country? They 
met those requirements by adopting the very language of the en- 
abling act, and it stands in the constitution to-day as an argument 


irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the peo- 
ple of said State. 

For a fuller discussion of that subject I refer members to the 
hearings before this committee, from page 219 to page 229, and 
Sajextad: cov tile ceatinny, ni bel utd. on gage tba eo yore d 
re on this question, to ound on page 17 page . 
occupying some 14 pages of the public debates. Now, in the de- 
bates a resolution was brought in affecting this question; that is, 
in 1892 the Territory of Utah had enacted a law that practically 
paralleled the enactments of Co on that subject, a 
pa Seyret ygamy; also defining and ee unlawf 
cohabitation, w is polygamous living. Mr. Varian, the last 
United States prosecuting attorney for the Territory, brought in 
a resolution which cut in two the old Territorial law of 1892, and 
the part of it that related to polygamy was made a part of the 
constitution. This not only forbade the practice of poly; but 
provided also for its punishmenf under this constitutional pro- 
vision. 

But the part of the law that related to unlawful cohabitation, 
which, if adopted, would have had the effect of disrupting such 
83 relations as were then extant in Utah, was purposely 
omitted from the constitution. Mr. Varian, upon the floor of the 
house, was asked if by omitting this part of the act of 1892 he did 
not thereby repealit. He held that the law of 1892, since 2 
alleled the 1 of Congress and undertook to occupy a field 
already filled by Congressional enactments, was not valid. He 
said that if the law were valid, this action of the convention in 
effect and by implication would repeal it. But he clearly demon- 
strated that the only thing he desired to reach by his resolution 
was to prohibit plural marriages for the future, and with plural 

prohibited by this constitution the result was that the 
institution of poly y must cease to exist in the State of Utah. 

That was the un ding we had of the requirements of the 
country. It was publicly discussed, and it filled fourteen pages 
of the reported debates. It was published in the papers at the 
time, and there never was, so far as I know, any objection made 
against the admission of Utah because we had not complied with 
the terms of the enabling act. The fact that Utah was admitted 
to statehood must be the proof that the terms of the contract re- 
quired of us had been complied with. 

Parte e. k the conditions that lect vaya aon This set- 

emen e question appeared everywhere to satisfac! 4 
No one complained of the conditions that existed. Men previ 
involved in this system of marriage were freely ated for 
political offices. In 1895, when our first State election was to 
take place, I myself was nominated as a Democratic candidate for 
Con Another man involved in that system of marriage 
was nominated by the same Democratic convention to be the can- 
didate with Senator Raw ins for United States Senator from the 
State of Utah, and no objections were urged against these nomina- 
‘tions at that time. 
er ijg iee Smpn arny eelpool gs 

ons. Everywhere was as upon 
the terms fixed in the Constitution, and there was no dissenting 
voice from that. But in this campaign of 1898 we find ourselves 
confronted by another condition of things, and that is that when 
the Democratic State 6 in nomination the present 
member-elect from Utah, then denly, as from a cloudless sky 
they say a thunder bolt sometimes falls, charges were made against 
him which undertook to say that his nomination and election 
would be a violation of the understanding upon which Utah was 
admitted tostatehood. Then, if that be true, you must find in the 
compact, you must find nominated in the bond itself, that Utah 
never to send as her representative, either to the Senate 
FCCFCCCCCCCCCCCC ie ab noma 
in 0 iage; and you can no nomi 
ry oat Eth 9 a of the charge t the 
of the complaint, if not of t „agains 
member from Utah that to this attack made upon him, not by the 
0 g political party or any of its candidates, but by a Salt 
ə newspaper, it is claimed, he made no answer, and that is 
true. I made no answer, except in so far as about twice or three 
times at most I said to the people whom I addressed during the 
campaign: These charges are made against me, but you know 
me; you know the conditions that have prevailed here in Utah. 
You know all about the circumstances, I have been in public 
life before you for some twenty years. I am not driven to the 
necessity at this late day of undertaking to defend ny moral char- 
acter. I refer the question to you for an answer. You shall an- 
swer these chi . And they answered them by rolling up a 
plurality of 5,665 votes for the member from Utah out of a total 
vote of 67,805, 

And here let me say that that plurality was not given by the 
Mormon people. You make a mistake if you suppose that I am 
here the representative of the Mormon Church and that it was 


the Mormon vote that sent me here as against the protesting 
tile vote of the State. I call your attention to the figures and to 
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in regard to this ques- 
in the State of Utah. 
gden, and the mining cam 


some local facts that are very 5 
tion. I carried every gentile 3 


Take, for instance, Salt Lake City, 
of Utah. They are all known to be non-Mormon stronghol 
Roberts carried Salt Lake City by 6,195 votes as against 4,564 for 
the Republican candidate and 1,165 for the Populist, making a 
lurality in that city of 1,631. Ogden was carried by Roberts by 
„122 votes as against 1,592 for the Republican candidate and 409 
for the Populist, a plurality of 533 in Ogden. Consideration of 
the votes in the mining-camp counties is also of interest. First, 
take Tooele fee aa in which Mercur, Utah’s great gold-mining 
camp is located. In Tooele City, almost exclusively Mormon, the 
Republican candidate received 237 votes, while the Democratic 
candidate, the supposed Mormon candidate, received but 213. 

At Grantsville, with an almost exclusively Mormon 3 
the Republican candidate received 171 votes, While the Democratic 
candidate received but 157. But in the two districts of Mercur, a 
mining camp, and almost exclusively non-Mormon, the Democratic 
candidate received 243 votes and the Republican candidate but 203. 

So it goes through the State, losing almost every Mormon strong- 
hold, but sweeping every non-Mormon 3 And I stand 
here to-day elected by the gentile votes of Utah, rather than by 
the Mormon votes, and that, too, as reported here by your com- 
mittee, after they knew all about Roberts in Utah. Yes, and 
knowing him, and knowing the conditions that had prevailed in 
Utah, I take it that they were better judges of the man they would 
have represent them here upon the floor of this House than you 

ntlemen can be, who do not know Roberts and who do not know 
the conditions that have prevailed in Utah. 

They knew Roberts. Yes; perhaps many of them knew of his 
struggles from boyhood; knew how he came of an obscure family, 
without prestige, without property, himself bareheaded and bare- 
footed when he came into the State; of his boyhood home that 
never consisted of more than two small log rooms. They knew 
how, late in his boyhood, he made every effort at acquiring some- 
mng of book knowledge. They knew of him in pres 3 
and by the flaming forge, where upon the anvil he earned by the 
sweat of his brow the bread that he ate, and all the while making 
efforts in the midst of untoward circumstances to acquire an edu- 
cation. They knew how he persisted in his efforts until his anvil 
was left behind and he found his way into the forum of the peo- 
ple, becoming the editor of newspapers and of magazines, 

They knew him as an advocate of his religious faith and the 


defender of his political principles, until every platform in the 
State rang with his voice in the maintenance of what he believed 
to be the right. You knew him, also, as a member of the constitu- 


tional convention which helped settle this vexed question of 
pol gamy upon the basis of its settlement under that constitution. 
W t do you propose in the rejection of the member from Utah? 


Why, pe propose to teach the inhabitants of the State of Utah a 
lesson! You pro to discipline them. You propose to summon 
them before the of this House and administer a rebuke. 


These people, however, to whom you have proposed to adminis- 
ter this reproof are worthy of better treatment. They are the 
pioneers preeminent of the western half of the United States; 
they have redeemed a desert and given a State to civilization. It 
is part of the resentation concerning them that when they 
left the confines of the United States it was for the purpose of es- 
tablishing an independent government. That accusation is proven 
to be false from the fact that they had scarcely settled in the 
Salt Lake Valley and aba sy for themselves temporary homes 
than Shey eye delegates here knocking for admission into the 
Union. ey asked you for the bread of statehood; you gave 
them the stone of Territorial government, and kept them under it 
until the year 1896. But in the meantime they were loyal to this 
Government; and I ask your attention to a time when they were 
invited to be otherwise t 75855 When the great States of the 
South were seceding from the Union, the Delegate from Utah was 
9 here in Washington and invited to lead Utah into par- 

cipation in that secession. About this time, the fall of 1861, the 
transcontinental telegraph line reached Salt Lake. The first mes- 
sage sent out from Salt o City was— 

Utah has not seceded, but is firm for the Constitution and laws of our 
once happy country, and js interested in such useful enterprises as the one so 
far completed. 

That is signed by Brigham Young. Here, also, is the utter- 
ance of one of the grandest men our State has known, a man at 
whose feet I may almost say I learned something about the insti- 
tutions of our country. I refer to Daniel H. Wells. On the oc- 
casion of a public gathering at Salt Lake, at which some of the 
wrongs endured by the Mormon people were referred to, he said: 

Ti 1 insul 
robbed, pandore murdered, and Rady Uatranchead ant orara, 
would naturally feel reluctant to again 
can ublic. * + 
would not 

) to re to our allegiance to our country. Remember thatit was by 
the act of our native country, not ours, that we were expatriated, and then 
consider the opportunity we had of forming other ties. 

Let this pass while we lift the veil and show the policy that dictated us. 


That g i that Constitution, those institutions were all ours; they are 
still ours. Our fathers were heroes of the Revolution. Under the master 
spirit of an Adams, a Jefferson, and a Washington they declared and main- 
tained their independence, and under the guidance of the spirit of truth 
they fulfilled their mission whereunto they were sent from the presence of 
the Father. Because de: es have and seized the reins of power, 
made dear to us by eve 
? + +» » Those who have indulged su 
sentiments concerning us have not read Mormonism aright, for never, no 
never, will we desert our country’s cause; never will we Be ound arrayed 
by the side of her enemies, although she may cherish them in her own bosom. 
though she may launch forth the thunderbolts of war, which may return 
and spend their fury upon her own head, never, no never, will we permit 
the weakness of human nature to triumph over the love of country, our de- 
votions to her institutions, handed down to us by our honored sires, made 
dear to us by a thousand recollections. 

I challenge you from the archives of the Republic to produce 
language that breathes a purer sentiment of patriotism than is to 
be found in this o 1 have read from one of Utah’s grand old 
men; and I can your RECORD with such utterances as this, 
The Mormon people are not disloyal, but they are true to their 
country, and ry will yet vindicate them. They do not de- 
serve the rebuke that is proposed here in the measure pending be- 
fore this House, 

At whose behest are you called upon to administer this rebuke? 
What is the source of it? Way sectarian preachers from 
the State of Utah made a formal protest before the last Congress, 
and, I understand, before this House, t the admission of the 
member from Utah, and then took it upon themselves to run 
throughout the land and stir up religious prejudice against the 
Mormons, until a wonderful petition is rolled in on the floor of 
this House that makes members quake and tremble with fear in 
its presence—a petition gathered from Sabbath schools, sectarian 
churches, and societies. Much has been said about interference 
between church and state. 

Suppose that the Mormon Church undertook to defeat the will 
of the people of a sovereign State, or that the Catholic Church 
undertook to do the same thing? There would be such warnings 
uttered, there would be such protests pronounced, against such 
interference of the church with the state in a purely political 
matter that we would be made to believe that the very founda- 
tion of the Government was in danger. But here, without pro- 
test, you permit the church to interfere with the state when the 
case of a Mormon is involved. I do not, however, refer to the 
worthiness of my people and the unworthiness of the assault that 
is made upon them for the pases of influencing your action in 
the matter now pending before you. As I said in the commence- 
ment of this discussion, when last speaking upon the floor of this 
House, I am not here begging the question; I am not here asking 
for favors; I am not here on my own behalf, but on behalf of my 
people, to demand for myself and for them our constitutional 
rights. Clear your vision; look to the charter that should guide 
your action; find warrant in it for your proposed action of ex- 
clusion or expulsion if you can; and if you find it, I will walk 
out without complaint. You can not find it without adding 
8 for membership in this House not enumerated in 

e Constitution, and that you have no right to do. 

If you can not find warrant in the Constitution for either of the 
3 methods of unseating the member from Utah, then it 

omes your duty, under the oath that you have taken and in 
order to be law-abiding people yourselves, to show respect for the 
highest law of the land, to say that the protecting ægis of the 
Constitution overshadows this man, and you can neither exclude 
him nor expel him without doing such violence to the Constitu- 
tion as would menace representative government. 

Some of the papers in discussing the Roberts case have said, 
Brand this man with shame and send him back to his pee. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank God that the power to brand me with shame 
is r beyond the power of this House, great as that 
power is. e power to brand with shame rests with each man 
and nowhere else. The Almighty God has conferred it upon no 
one else. I have lived up to this day in all good conscience in 
harmony with the moral hings of the community in which I 
was reared and am sensible of no act of shame in my life. Brand 
me with shame! Why, if you finally determine either to exclude 
or expel me, I shall leave this august Chamber with head erect 
and brow undaunted and walk God's earth as the angels walk 
the clouds, with no sense of shame upon me, [Applause on the 
floor and hisses from the gallery.] And, if in response to the sec- 
tarian clamor that has been invoked against the member from 
Utah, you violate the Constitution of your country, either in ex- 
cluding or ing me, all the shame that there is in this case 
will be left behind me and rest with this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I see my time has expired, and I thank the House 
for its attention. [Applause.] 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
S. 1484. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to change 


vg 


‘ 
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the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at 
the navy-yards at e Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone; 3 

S. 2284, An act extending the time for the completion of a 
wagon and motor bridge across the Missouri River at St. Charles, 
Mo., as provided by an act approved June 3, 1896; and 

S. R. 52. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit the following 
message from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Rey ayes Gee State, with accom- 
ying papers, with reference to the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph 
Bon y.a British co ation, for compensation of the expenses incurred in 
re ng the damage done to its cables and property by the United States 
forces during the war with Spain. I recommend that as an act of equity and 
comity . be made by N e for reimbursement to the com- 
e e actual expenses 2 by it in the repair of its lines and 
N WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 23, 1900. 
The SPEAKER. The m e is ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SPALDING, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Fox, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS, 


Leave was granted Mr. Esch to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Hiram R. 
85 in the Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

CIRCUIT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present the following bill, H. R. 
5076, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of an act to change the time and 
places for the district and circuit courts of the northern district of Texas, 


approved June 11, 1896, be, and the same is, so amended as to read as follows: 


That the United States district and circuit courts for the northern dis- 
shall be com 


Dallas, Dallas, on the third Monday in nary 
and the fourth Monday in aar; at Fort Worth in the county of Tarran — t. on 
the first Monday in March and the third Monday in November; at Abilene, 
in the county of Sanon, on the first Monday in 3 and the fourth Monday 
in October; at San Angelo, in the county of Tom Green, on the third Monday 
in April and the second Monday in November; at Waco, in the county of 
ro ee on the fourth Monday in April and the fourth Monday in 

* 

‘BRO. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

With the following committee amendments: 

In the second line strike out the word “ third” and insert “fourth.” 

In the fourth line strike out the word October“ and insert“ tember.“ 

In the fifth line strike out the word “second” and insert a 

In the seventh line strike out the word fourth“ and insert “second,” and 
strike out the word “September” and insert October.“ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MEETING AT 11 O°CLOCK TO-MORROW. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The 1 from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, 
I now move, Mr. Speaker, that the 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
e were taken from - the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secre of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for indemnity for 1 
for sani reasons to Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
submitting the claim of J. N. Bingham, collector of internal rey- 
enue for the district of Alabama—to the Committee on Claims, 
and order to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for rebuilding officers’ quarters at Fort 
Leavenworth—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a memorial from the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians, 
entering a protest against the ratification of an ne aap tie for the 
cession of their lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
83 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5076) to amend the first 
section of An act to change the time and places for the district 
and circuit courts of the northern district of Texas,” approved 
June 11, 1896, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 101); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6636) to extend the time 
for presenting claims for additional bounties, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 108); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BING , from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
an fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washington City, 
D. C., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 109); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 6060) to provide an American register for the 
steam whaler Bowhead, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 947) to create a new di- 
vision in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee, 
T ted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
a. 1 422 which said bill and report were referred to the House 

en * 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported rom committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5440) grantinga 
pension to Smith Jewell, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 92); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2666) for the relief of John M. Laughlin, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

0. 98); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3509) to pension Malinda 
Jones, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 94); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5710) to increase the pension of Charles 
W. Jerome, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 95); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2169) 
granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 96); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private endar. 
Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which 
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 524) granting an increase 
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of pension to Andrew J. Davis, rted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 97); which said bill and 

t were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2322) for the relief of Joshua 
Bishop, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
3 (No. 98); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5969) for the relief of the dev- 
isees and legal representatives of D. L. Huskey, deceased, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 99); 
which said bill and rt were referred to the Private endar, 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1454) for the re- 
lief of William L. Orr, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 100); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. x 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2357) for the re- 
lief of A. T. Hensley, survivor of Fulton & Hensley, doing business 
under the name of Lavaca Wharf Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a Ba Sate (No. 102); which 
said bill and report were referred to vate Calendar. . 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5874) to pay H. P. Dyer 
for carrying mail, reported the same without amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No, 103); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred House bill 6889, re in lieu thereof 
resolution (H. Res, 113) for the relief of R. H. Shropshire, accom 
panied by a report (No. 104); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2619) for the relief of Agnes and Maria 
De Leon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 105); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4451) for the relief of 
Jeronv.nus S. Underhill, rted the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 108); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Cal . 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6909) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Aus- 
tralasia and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for compensa- 
tion on account of ino in repairing its Manila- 
Hongkong and piz cables, which were cut by United 
States forces during the war with Spain, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied 785 a report (No. 107); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8594) for the relief of E. H. Murrell—Committee 
eo discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


e 
i irs an e Commi on 
Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4253) granting a pension to Mary F. Wollard— 
Committee on Pensions , and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 6896) granting a pension to Rachel E. Edwards 
Committee on Pensions di , and referred to the Commit- 
17 bit (kl. K oe x 5 0 5 

R. 6897) gran a pension to Eliza Power—Com- 
mittee on Pensions e and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


RECORD HOUSE. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 7078) to provide for pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a public building thereon at Bar 
Harbor, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7074) 
to amend an act of Con dated June 28, 1898, so as to provide 
for an additional enrollment of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and 
Creek Indians, now residing in the Indiun Territory, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7075) to widen Fifteenth street, 
or Columbia avenue, in the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7076) to 
change the boundaries between the southern and central judicial 
districts of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7077) authorizing the construc- 
tion of jails in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs 
H. R. 7078) to provide for 
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By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill 5 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Fliza bethtown, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PO S: A bill (H. R. 7079) to provide for the distri- 
bution of certain official documents of the Union and Confederate 
armies to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate of the Fifty- 
sixth Con to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7080) to provide for an 
additional survey of an inland water route surveyed under act of 
Congress of March 3, 1878, along the margin of the Gulf of Mexico, 
from Donaldsonville, in Louisiana, to the Rio Grande, in Texas, 
by cuts and canals, as a means of military and naval defense, and 
tor commercial purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 


By Mr. WACHTER.: A bill (H. R. 7081) to aid in the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood and 
the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American inde- 
pendence—to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A (H. R. 7082) to pro- 
vide for the r e of certain buildings and grounds for the use 
mmittee on Pub- 


of the United States Army Dispensary—to the 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) for the purchase of a site for a hall 
of records—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7084) to authorize the agricul- 
tural departments of the several States to use the frank of the ex- 

rimental stations for official matter—to the Committee on the 

ost-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7085) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Findlay, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7086) reducing the 
price of electricity in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7087) granting post of Fort 
Supply (now abandoned) and certain lands to the Territory of 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7088) to amend section 3878 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7089) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Brooklyn, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7090) making an appro- 
priation for completing the improvement of the road to the na- 
tional cemetery near Pensacola, —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7091) relating to Hawaiian silver 
coinage and silver certificates—to the Committee on the Terri- 


A bill (H. R. 8988) for the relief of the Merchants and Miners’ | tories 


Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md.—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred tothe Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6083) for the relief of James Bigler—Committee 
= Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


ar 5 

A bill (H. R. 681) authorizing and directing the repayment to 
Josiah B. Orbinson, of Donegal Towushi utler County, Pa., 
the sum of 8300, with interest, that he paid to avoid the draft in 
18683—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 5157) for the relief of the ler Towboat 
Company of Savannah—Committee on i i an 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


d | Castle Pickney, in Charleston Harbor, South 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7092) to provide for the punish- 
ment of the crime of larceny within the Territory of Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on the J cone pg? E 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 7093) 
to remove the tax on proprietary medicines, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRO LOW: A bill (H. R. 7094) to establish a sol- 
diers’ home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7095) to establish a Branch 
Home of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at 
or some 


other eligible site in or near that city, for the use of disabled officers 
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and enlisted men of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7096) entitling 
militiamen to pensions under certain circumstances to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7097) to remodel the consular 
service of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7098) for the extension of 
Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7174) to authorize the purchase 
2 $ e statue “America,” by Cyrus Cobb—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7210) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the protection of persons furnishing materials 
and lator for the construction of public works,” approyed August 
18, 1894—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7211) to place officers of the 
Army upon the same footing as regards retirement with officers 
of the Navy, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

y Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7212) providing for the ap- 
pointment of an assistant treasurer at Kansas City—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FL : A bill (H. R. 7218) re . the construc- 
tion of waterworks and other public utilities by cities and towns 
in the Indian Territory, and so forth—to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by nen A bill (H. R. 7214) to provide pro- 

tection for public-school buildings of the District of Columbia 
inst dangers of conflagration, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing and direct- 
ing the payment of certain moneys in the Treasury to the credit 
of the Sioux Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation, in South Da- 
kota, under the act of March 2, 1895, and for other purposes to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A joint resolution 
75 J. Res. 131) suspending pr ings in the courts of the In- 

aan 3 ano porore 5 — dian agent, pening the 5 
of legislation now before Congress, wherein the possessory rig 
of — 25 Indians are involved to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A jointresolution (H. J. Res. 
182) to provide for the presentation of medals of honor to certain 
troops who volun their services in 1863, before the battle of 
Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee ou Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KITCHEN: A joint resolution (H. J. 133) to author- 
ize the President to appoint, as an additional cadet to the Naval 
Academy, David Bagley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
184) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 111) calling for an item- 
ized statement of receipts and expenditures of the island of Cuba 
under the direction of the War Department—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: A resolution (H. Res. 112) providing for an assist- 
ant bookkeeper in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 114) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of an additional official stenographer to committees— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution cry se by the Club Borin- 
quin, Puerto Rican Society of Maryland, favoring the abolition of 
customs duties in the island of Puerto Rico—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7099) to pay Samuel Lee for 
services in Forty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 7100) granting a pension to 
Daniel A. Stoke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) granting a pension to Aaron B. Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7102) for the re- 
lief of William H. H. Simpkins—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7103) for the relief of John Conrad—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) for the relief of Henry J. Waidner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7105) granting a pension to George F. Smith 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
z ; ( ) 


against James to the Committee on Military 
wins a bill (H. R. 7107) for the relief of Ellis Williams Joy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108 anting an increase of ion to 
Alexander H. Sockman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to Hiram Wallace 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) granting a pension to Peter Runyan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cor- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) granting a pension to Joseph Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting a pension to Rachel E. Ford 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 7114) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Parker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7115) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of David Housel 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) granting a ion to Mrs. Laura J. 
Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of Napoleon P. Giddings— 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) ting a pension to C. H. John, Com- 
pany C, Seventy-seventh Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7119) 5 charge of desertion from 
the military record of Edgar B. Willoughby, deceased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) granting a pension to Emeline B. Kerns, 
widow of William Kerns, late captain and acting quartermaster 
United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7121) removing the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of William I. McAtee—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7122) ern, Se increase of pension to John 
W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7123) S an honorable discharge to 
James Harrington to the Committee on maay Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7124) granting an honorable dischagge to 
William Miers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Henry Schreijer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a ok to R. 7126) for the relief of Fred E. Ernst, execu- 
tor of the of Charles F. Ernst, late postmaster, St. Joseph, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) ting an increase of pension to 
James Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7128) for the relief of William Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of Philip 
Brady—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7130) granting a pension to Nancy J. Kim- 
et eee me 
o, a ` nting a pension to Ho 

to the Committee on E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7132) granting a pension to Louisiana H. Dela - 

hay to the Committee on Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 7133) granting pension to James O. Jones to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7134) for the relief of John Armstrong to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7135) for the relief of Franklin J. Robbins 
to the Committee on Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7186) for the relief of Michael McLaughlin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7137) nting a pension to James F. Shell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of John Bost—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting a pension to John A. Link 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7140) to authorize the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to examine and audit, according 
to equity, the claim of Grubb & Robinson, a firm consisting of 
Alfred Grubb and William H. Robinson, and of Alfred B. 
Grubb, for building material sold and delivered to members of the 
Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kansas—to the Com- 
mittie on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7141) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from record of Luke O’Brien—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1108 


By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 7142) for the relief of Sam- | tate of John M. Malone. deceased, late of Sumner County, Tenn.— 


uel Choate, of Washington County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7148) to grant Mary S. 
Callan, of Washington, D. C., an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7144) granting an increase of 
pension to Agnes Capron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Buy Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Slayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to 
Harriet E. Crozier, of Madison, Ind.—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7147) for the relief of John 
Ward—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7148) for the relief of James Willett—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to 
Ellen W. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Fran- 
cesco Perna—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7151) granting a pension to Rus- 
sell N. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7152) for the relief 
of Nancy L. Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7153) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harland H. Reagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7154) for the relief of the city of 
Americus, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAY: A bill (H. R. 7155) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military i 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension 
of Juliet C. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) to increase the pension of William H. 
Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7158) to increase the pension of Levi S. Par- 
rott to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7159) to increase the pension of Wesley C. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) to increase the pension of Frederick M. 
Hahn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) ting a pension to Henry Eastham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Catherine C. Lay 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Margaret C. Hart 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. aea ganting a pension to Emery Burk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) 3 a pension to James G. Bow- 
land- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) granting a pension to John Rabe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7167) to pay Sarah A. 
Burton the purchase price of real estate reverted to the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7168) to pay Allen C. Burton the purchase 
price of real estate reverted to the Government—tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Frederick L. 
Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7170) granting a pension to Samuel Letzer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting a pension to Paris F. Skirvin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R.7172) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Candace M. Reed, of 0 III., for services as army nurse dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 7178) for the relief of J. Walter 
Smith, of e Tenn. — to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to 
Adelaide M. McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting a pension to John D. Powell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7177) granting a pension to John N. Breed 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) to remove thecharge of desertion from 
the mili record of Robert Downing—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Clarence S. Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill H. R. 7180) to increase the pen- 
sion of Amelia A. Taylor to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
N: A bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of es- 


By Mr. RICHARD 
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to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) for the relief of Richard P. Blacki- 
stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7183) for the relief of John Leiper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 


D. Carpenter, deceased, late of Brightwood, D. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pen- 
id Pensions. 


sion to Maria 5 the Committee on Inv. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 7186) for the relief of Syl- 
vester Doss, alias Harry S. Doss, late pilot United States ram 
Lancaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. . a 
pension of Joseph McComb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) granting a pension to Chauncey Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to Warren Luce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) to increase the pension of George O. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7191) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Botsford—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7192) to grant a pension to 
Patrick Doyle—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to David 
CarrolJ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 7194) for the relief of Frederick 
B. Mallory, ir.— to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7195) for th 
relief of Robert M. Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, deceased. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7196) for the relief of R. R. McMullen, ad- 
ministratrix of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. é 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7197) for the relief of Smith Summers, ad- 
5 of John Waters, deceased - to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7198) for the relief of L. B. Day, adminis- 
2 of Carolinus Boyd, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7199) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of George W. Gower—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of Albert Griffeth—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7201) to increase the pension of John M. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to Wiley Causey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7203) granting 
a pension to Thomas F. Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R, 7204) for the relief of William 
Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7205) to correct the military 
record of Daniel Graebes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) to correct the military record of Francis 
Remline—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7207) to correct the record of James William 
Harvey, who was a seaman in the United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7208) for the relief of J. R. D. 
Morrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7209) to pension Daniel B. 
Hadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 7216) for relief of James W. 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7217) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Arnold P. Lane—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7218) to increase the pension of David Petu, 
Company A, One hundred and eighty-ninth Ohio Volunteer In- 
taniy pow totally blind—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7219) for the relief of Adel- 
bert D. Lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following es and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of a convention of fruit growers 
of California, Edward Berwick, chairman, for the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 
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Mr. ADAMS: Petition of F. 8. McCartney and others, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of clerks employed in the post-office 
at Baltimore, Md., for the classification of clerks in post-offices— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Ri Mr. BELL: Petition ‘of the publisher of the Otero County 
(Colo.) Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petitions of John Blocki & Son 
and others, of Chicago, III., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax 
ppan proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of the publisher of the Demo- 
crat, Hamilton, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Petition of H. Galbraith, editor, of 
Terrell, Tex., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of citizens of Bar Harbor, Me., 
for an appropriation for the erection of a post-office building at 
Bar Harbor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Owen Scott, publisher, De- 
catur, III., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: Petition of John R. Snyder 
and others, for amendment of pension laws giving a pensionable 
status to members of the Missouri Enrolled Militiamen who per- 
formed over ninety days of military service during the civil war 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of numerous citizens of the Fourth Congressional 
district of Missouri, for the expulsion of B. H. Roberts, of Utah— 
to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case, 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of P. W. Van Dyhn, publisher, of 


Marshall, Mo., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee | Aff: 


on Ways and Means. 

By r. CRAWFORD: Petition of the Lanier Club, of Tryon, 
N. C., for the rejection or expulsion of B. H. Roberts, of Utah— 
to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of 201 clerks in the New York 
post-office, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the 
reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of porr omoa clerks at Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclassifi- 
cation of pea clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of H. B. McKenzie, of the Times- 
Herald, Palatka, Fla., for relief from the paper trust—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of employees of the Fort Dodge 
(Iowa) post-office, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of publishers of Boone County, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 5029, relative to the free entry of wood 
pulp imported for use in the manufacture of paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Luke O’Brien—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of the publisher of the Leader, Guth- 
rie, Okla., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Paper to accompany House bill No, 3074, for 
zs relief of Michael Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the publisher of the Troy (Ohio) 
Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5869, 
granting a pension to George S. Hubbard, of Montpelier, Vt.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. George E. Cooley and 53 citizens of Rut- 
land, Vt., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the preven- 
tion of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, pennon of George W. Young, of St. Johnsbury, Vt., fa- 
Mahon the repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Home Market Club of Boston, Mass., 
relative to the reciprocity interests of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MER: Petition of Mahlon Kratz and others, of 

iladelphia, Pa., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of W. L. McEwen and others, B. C. 
Barnes and others, John Gammons and others, J. N. Gean and 


others, D. N. Howe and others, all in the State of Iowa, against 
the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee 
on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Mr. HITT: Letter of Miss Susan B. Anthony, together with 
a petition from citizens of Duquoin, III., asking that perfect 
equality of rights, civil and political, shall be secured to the 
women of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines—to 
the Committee on ar Affairs, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the Real Estate 
Board of the city of Seattle, Wash., relating to beach or shore 
lands of Alaska, for the prohibition of mining claims by powers of 
attorney, and for the division of Alaska into judicial districts—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of Frank Harper, editor, Mount Ver- 
non, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Papers in support of House bill for the relief 
of John N, Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting Clarence S. Hall 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of John D. 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Adileide 
M. Mcintosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks of Medford, Mass., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of members of the bar of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, urging Congress to provide better quarters for 
law library of Congress—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, papers to accompany bill to place officers of the Army 
upon the same footing as regards the retirement with officers of 
the Navy, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the Ohio 
Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Petition of N. R. Webster, publisher, of 
Defiance, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Haller Proprietary Company, 
of Blair, Nebr., relating to the stamp tax on 5 perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper of George D. Greene, register 
United States land office, Helena, Mont., relating to the claim 
of Sarah A. Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper of George D. Greene, of Helena, Mont., relating to 
the claim of Allen C. Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Frederick 
L. Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Samuel 
Setzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper in support of House bill for the relief of Paris F. 
Skirvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_ By Mr. MUDD: Petition of the patrons of the public schools of 
the District of Columbia for provision for protection against fire 
by the installation therein of an adequate system of manual and 
automatic fire-alarm devices—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: 1 to accompany House bill No. 6914, 
granting a pension to iott Loomis to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6915, for the relief of 
William C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of clerks in the post-office 
at Sandusky, Ohio, in favor of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the publishers of the Journal and Local, of 
Sandusky, Ohio, Spirit of Democracy, Woodsfield, Ohio, and the 
Ohio News, Bucyrus, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Bg Mr. O'GRADY: Petition of E. M. Upton & Co., of Hilton, 
N. . to dairy and food products—to the Committee on 

culture. 
y Mr. POLK: Petition of P. Gray Meek, editor, for relief from 
the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of the town of 
Barton, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy orfood products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Maria 
Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of Smith & Purcell, publishers, of 
Fredericktown, Mo., for relief from thepaper trust—to the Com- 
mittee on ere and Means, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of H. C. Rockhill, of 
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the Journal-Gazette, Fort Wayne, Ind., ing the passage of 
House bill No. 5029, to put . pulp and printing paper on the 
free list—to the Committee on bes and 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of J. G. Gallemore, editor, Salis- 
bury, Mo., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of W. E. Ginnes, of Ken- 
ton, Ky., and J. Q. Thompson & Co., publishers, Washington, 
D. O., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

STe WHITE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of David Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Pa: 
bill for the relief of Wiley Causey—to 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the mili rec- 
ord of George W. Gower—to the Committee on Military irs, 

Also, petition of L. A. Roberts, of Fairfield, III., for relief from 
the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of L. B. Day, ad- 
ministrator of Caroline Boyd, deceased, to refer claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. R. McMullen, administrator of the estate 
of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased, late of Mississippi, to refer 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
A Also, petition of Smith Summers, administrator of John Waters, 

ece: 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Robert M, Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, 
dece , praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of the publisher of the Gazette, 
York, Pa., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 


to accompany House 
ə Committee on Invalid 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, Januury 24, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further g was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 


proved, if there be no objection. 
REPORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 22d instant, the report of Capt. 
W. R. Abercrombie, on the Copper River exploring expedition to 
Alaska. As it is quite voluminous and there are charts to be 
powi the Chair thinks it should go to the Committee on Print- 

g. It will be so referred. 

AGREEMENT WITH CROW INDIANS OF MONTANA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and one from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to the agree- 
ment entered into with the Crow Indians of Montana by the com- 
missioners appointed under the act of June 10, 1896, etc.; which, 
with the 1 paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of R ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. e xe provide an American register for the steam 
whaler Bowhea 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The . further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they Were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to change 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at 
the navy-yards at e Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone; 

A bill (S. 2284) extending the time for the completion of a 
wagon road and motor bridge across the iver at St. 
Charles, Mo., as provided by an act approved June 3, 1896; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 52) to u vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Live Stock Exchange of 
South Omaha, Nebr., praying that the tax on notes and mort- 
gages given to secure loans on live stock be the first to be re- 


„late of the State of Mississippi, for reference of war claim | i 


moved in the readjustment of the revenue law; which was 
1 eee pport of the bill 

e also presen pa gu i 2351 
granting a pension to Joseph W. kelton; which were 8 B 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I present a petition of the mayor, the 
aldermen, and sun citizens of Frederick, Md., praying that an 
appropriation of ,000 be made to be paid to the mayor and 
aldermen of that aS by way of indemnity for loss and injuries 
reason o 


suffered ransom w. that city was compelled to 
pay Gen. Jubal A. Early July 9, 1864. I ask that the pore 
r 


printed in the RECORD, omitting the names, and that it 
to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mikan on Claims, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as. 

ollows: 
To the honorable the 
ay the Datei Stason oF cartes tm DOAIA Ciia Bed: 
The memorial of the mayor and aldermen and the citizens of Frederick, 


in the State of Maryland, ly represents as follows: 
the late civil war the Confederate army of invasion under Gen. 
Jubal A. ly exac Trede 


ted from the municipality of rick, on July 9, 1864, 
as a ransom of the town from pillage and burning by thé 
invading forces. This was an measure of reprisal and re 
tion adopted in mence of the destruction of 
Army in the valley of Virginia, and it was u 
border town of uncomp ng loyalty. It constituted a vous and ex- 
cessive imposition which drained the resources of the mun join panel and to 
8 submitted as the only means of saving the homes property of 
ns. 
At the time of the invasion the town was utterly destitute of defense. A 
large number of its able-bodied men were off at the front in the ranks of the 
Union armies. It had urgently sou but failed to receive, Federal protec- 
tion. The force specially or, 1 foros State of Maryland for the pur- 
pose of home defense, and which we 8 


emergency, had been appropria by the National Government and sent 
beyond the borders of the State toe in the military tions 
then in pr ving been left thus and defenseless, Prederick 
was com the t of the hostile ion. 


For more than a 
bonded debt resulting from the Confederatelevy. The payments on account 


self a subsisting 
oppression to the citizens and an obstacle 


town. Justice requires that 
9! ity 2o bha Joas t has thus sustained. 


Your memorialists therefore pray that a bill maf be hon- 


byy 


orable bodies appropriating the sum of — ag to tho mayor and 
ar ag oars by way of ty for loss and injury oar bed 
mem 


against the ratification of the French treaty; which was ref: 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of pel Corners, Cumberland, R. I., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Soldiers’ Homes, i t stations, and all Government 
buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

r. CULLOM presented the petition of John W. Barrett 
and 20 other letter carriers of Springfield, II., praying for the 
enactment of legislation in the pay of letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Matta- 
tuck Drug Company and sun other druggists of Waterbury, 
Conn., and a petition of the Vass Chemical Company and the 
Argol Company, of Danbury, Conn., praying for the repeal of the 
ssop tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of Jesse I. Carter and 
sundry other railway mail clerks, of Marshall, Tex., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offlces; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. 1 sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1668) for the ef of Mitchell F. Jamar; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the mayor and city 
council of Annapolis, Md., praying that the United States Gov- 
ernment acquire certain proper in that city to be used as an 
annex to the Naval Academy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented the petition of Mrs. Jennie L. Allen 
and Miss Evelyn M, Chapman, secretary of Grange No. 1, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Fredonia, N. Y., praying that political equality 
be granted to the women of Hawaii; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

WIND RIVER RESERVATION, WYO. 
Mr. WARREN. I present a brief and argument in behalf of 


the claims of the settlers on the Wind River Reservation, Wyo., 
for improvements made before the creation of that reservation and 
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when the land was a part of the public domain. I move that the 
paper bo printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
motion was agreed to. 
IMPORTATION OF NURSERY STOCK. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yesterday the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HETT- 
FELD] presented the petition of C. L. Watrous and other scientists, 
entomologists, nurserymen, and orchardists of the country, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 2571, to provide rules and Tegu- 
lations governing the im tion of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, grafts, etc., which he intended to ask to have printed. 
It is very short, and I move that the petition be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6237) making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, and I submita writ- 
ten report thereon. I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill 
to-morrow morning after the routine business. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | 


Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 41) for the 
relief of August Bolten, of New York City, and Gustave Riche- 
lieu, of Boston, Mass., American seamen, to report it without 
amendment and to submit a report thereon. ` 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to state that that is not a unanimous 


report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (S, 2834) to authorize Hon. Arthur S. Hardy, at present 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Greece, Roumania, and ia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the United States to that country; and 

A bill (S. 2022) to authorize Rear-Admiral William T. Samp- 
son, United States Navy; Capt. Henry C. Tapn United States 
Navy; Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States py Brie t. Charles 
D. Sigsbee, United States Navy; Capt. French E. FE United 
States Navy; Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; 
Commander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick 
M. Anona, United States Navy, and Commander man C. 
Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 630) for therelief of Mrs. Harriet D. New- 
son, reported it with amendments, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. Desor), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2505) granting an in- 
crease of 3 to James C. Carlton, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McCumber), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; and 

A bill (S. 1548) granting a to James Byrne. 

Mr. McENERY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 903) authori ng the President to place 
on the retired list of the Navy, as chief engineer, the name of 
P. J. McMahon, late chief engineer in the United States Navy, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was 1 indefinitely. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Li to whom 
were referred the following joint resolutions, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting permission for the erection 
of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of 
the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 60) granting permission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington. D. C., in honor of Gen. Francis 
E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States. 

ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, on behalf of the Committee on 
Fisheries, I desire to present the report of Howard M. Kutchin, 
special t of the Treasury Department, on the protection of the 
salmon fisheries in Alaska, with an accompanying resolution for 
printing the report. I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. I will state that the salmon fisheries of 
Alaska have incr very greatly: that it is a very important 
industry of the country, and the report is full of interest to those 
who desire the development of this great fishing interest in Alaska, 


The resolution was read, and referred tothe Committee on Print- 
ing, as follows: 


„for the season 1899, on the protection 
salmon be prin ditional 
bound in paper covers for the use of the Treasury 

REPORT ON FORESTRY IN SWEDEN. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was ref the resolution submitted by Mr. NELSON De- 
cember 11, 1899, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That 20,000 copies of the report on forestry in Sweden, made to 


the Department of State by Gen. C. C. Andrews, late minister at Stockholm, 
be printed for the use of Senate; the said report to be revised by the 


au r. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Gigax (with an accompanying paper); 

A 5 2663) granting an increase of pension to Charles Gil- 
man; an 
38 (5. sp ) granting an increase of pension to Sebald V. 

essinger (with accompanying papers). 
Mr. TELLER introduced a biff (S. 2685 


setting 8 tract 
of land to be used as a cemetery by the In ndent of Odd 
Fellows of Central City, Colo.; ich was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2666) for the relief of James Broiles; 
which was = twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on airs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2667) to establish a library 
post; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and ref to the Committee 


on Claims: 
A bill (S. 2668) for the relief of Mary L. McCormick; 

A bill (S. 2669) for the relief of Isaac W. Busey; 

A bill (S. 2670) for the relief of Ann R. Widmayer; and 

A bill (S. 2671) for the relief of Lloyd W. Emmart. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2672) to change the bounda- 
ries between the southern and central judicial districts of the In- 
dian 5 which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BAKE I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that as it relates to a change in the 
boundaries of two judicial districts in the Indian Territory, it 
should go to the Judiciary Committee instead of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER. Very well. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the J e 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2673) for the relief of 
volunteer officers and soldiers who served in the Philippine Islands 
beyond the period of their enlistment; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2674) for the relief of Edwin 8. 
Metcalf; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyi pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

à N introduced a bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter H. Mosby; which was read t by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a HIS; 2676) for the relief of 
the estate of Thomas Sherman, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2677) for the relief of William L. 
Orr; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pepers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2678) to incorporate the 
East Washington and Bennings Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2679) declaring certain trestles 
of the Washington County Railroad Company to be lawful struc- 
tures; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2680) for the relief of the 
ew 11 on aren y z — 7 a deceased; which was read 

ce by i e, an ə accompanying referred to 
the Committee on Claims. se ajii 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
oa for the support of the Indian Training School at 
rand Junction, Colo., intended to be proposed by him to the 
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Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian "Affairs , and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing an appropriation 
of $120,000 for the construction and equipment of suitable build- 
ings in connection with the Indian school at Fort Lewis, Colo., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OF HAWAII 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I give notice of an amendment 
which I propose to offer to the bill (S. 222) to provide a govern- 
ment for the Territory of Hawaii. I ask that it may be read, 
printed, and, as the bill has been reported, lie on the table. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table, and 
to be printed, as follows: 

Strike out section % and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

That until further legislation by 8 the existing customs relations 
of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States shall remain unchanged.” 

Also strike out the following: 

“So. 87. That a delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve during each Congress, shall be elected by the voters quulified 
to vote for members of the house of representatives of the l lature. The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections shall be as fixed by law. The 
person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov- 
ernor duly elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly.” 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I also give notice of an amend- 
ment I intend to propose to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a govern- 
ment for the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. Lask 
that it may be read, printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


Congress, there shall be levied Pawel u 
chandise, . ot the soil or in ustry of the island of Puerto 
Rico, shipped m said island to ports in the customs districts of the 
United States a sum equivalent to 80 per cent of the customs duties lev- 
imported into the United States from foreign coun- 
: of this act, and until further legislation 
Congress, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 7 all articles of 
uct of the soil or industry of the United States, 
in of the United States 


foreign countries: Provi 
chan shipped from th 
the provisions of this section shali be held in the 
States as aseparate fund to be used under the direction of the President of 
the United States for the government and benefit of the island. 

Also strike out the follo : 

Su. 36. That the qualified voters of the island shall, on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, A. D. 1900, and every two years there- 
after, choose one Delegate to the House of resentatives of the United 
States, who shall be entitled to a seat, but not to vote, in that body, on the 
certificate of election of the governor of the island: 7 That no per- 
son sha be es go — 2 — who is not a bona rode — in kis: the 
island, an 0 is n years of age an rye prope: own 
right situated in the island of the value of at least $2,000." 


ELECTION OF SENATORS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, soon after the beginning of the 
session I introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 27) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of Sen- 
ators of the United States by a vote of the people. I asked that 
it might lie on the table temporarily, intending at the time to 
have made some remarks upon it, but I have reason to believe 
that the committee will make a report on the joint resolution 
some time during the present session, and I wish to express the 
hope that the committee will make a report one way or the other, 
so as to give the Senate an opportunity to vote on it. Therefore 
I have determined not to e the remarks until the report is 
made, and I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution, having 
been read twice, will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 


LIST OF SPECIAL ACTS GRANTING PENSIONS, 


Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, some days ago I presented 
a statement from the Commissioner of Pensions showing the 
special acts of Congress since March 4, 1861, granting pen- 
sions to commissioned officers and widows of commissioned offi- 
cers of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. At 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], the 
document was laid on the table for the p of having afurther 
statement made by the Commissioner, showing the special acts 
granting pensions prior to the date of March 4, 1861. 

I am in receipt of a communication from the Commissioner of 


Pensions stating that that is a work of importance, involving an 
examination of all the statutes from the Revolutionary period un- 
til 1861, and it will take a considerable length of time to complete 
it. He expressed the wish that the statement I then presented 
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and which was laid on the table, should be printed as a document, 
there being a considerable call for it from different parts of the 


oountry. 
Lask that that statement may be printed as a document, with the 


promise that when the added 
wise ask that it shall be printed as a document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I that is exactly right, Mr. President. 
I think we ought to have the other statement, and then, having 
tus 1 the two will give us a complete history of the whole 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


STATEMENT OF PENSIONERS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have likewise in my hand 
a communication, dated January 10, 1900, from the Commissioner 
of Pensions, which contains a great deal of valuable information. 
For instance, it shows the number of pensioners on the rolls for 
all of the wars, commencing with the Revolutionary war, and it 
gives an explanation of the laws relating to these different classes 
of pensioners, giving information that will be very valuable to 
Senators when they come to investigate the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest that the Senator have it printed as 
a Senate document, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to ask not only that, but as 
the communication is comparatively brief, that it rinted in 
the RECORD, and that it likewise be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT 85 tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
‘ashington, January 10, 1900. 

My DEAR SENATOR: In reply to your inquiry relative to schedule of pen- 
sioning for the several wars, I have the honor tostate that for and on account 
of the Revolutionary war on June 30, 1800, there were borne on the pension 
rolls 4 widows, 7 daughters. 

Pensions of & per month for the surviving widows of soldiers who served 
for fourteen days or more during the war of the Revolution or who were in 
any lon rig pa bat Sane, Sm war are provided for by the act of March 9, 1878. 
Disloyalty is not a bar to pension under this law. 

D The pension of widows was increased to $12 per month by the act of March 


„1888. 
The daughters referred to as being borne on the pension rolls were = 
sioned by special acts of Congress. 7 ne 


ormation is received I will like 


WAR OF 1812 
There were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 1 survivor, 1,998 


ows. : 

The act of February 14, 1871, now sections 4736 and 4737 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, provided a pension of $8 per month for soldiers and 
sailors who served sixty days or more and were honorably discharged or who 
are 5 in any resolution of for any specific servicein 
that war and the surviving widows of such persons, but title would be barred 
in consequence of disloyalty du: the civil war. 

In order to secure ti ie law a widow must have married soldier 


or sailor prior to the trea peace. 
This law was amended by act of March 9, 1878, which removed disloyalty 
and provided for fourteen days’ 
discharge 


service only, or engagement in any battle, and honorable g 
msion for widows was increased to $12 per month by the act 
of March 1: 


as a bar, as well as tho time of 
of soldier 
or sailor. 

The tie a 

For law relative to pension for disability see statement following Mexican 
war. 


INDIAN WARS, 1832-1842. 


There were borne on the rolls on June 30, 1899, 3 3,889 widows. 

The act of July 27, 1892, provided a pension of per month for the surviv- 
ing officers and enlisted men who served thirty days or more in certain des- 
igna dian wars, and were honorably discharged, and such other st ge 
soldiers, and sailors as may have been personally named in any resolution oi 
Congress for any specific service in such wars, and the surviving widows of 
such officers and enlisted men, provided such widows have not remarried. 

Pensions under this act are for the natural lives of the grantees, subject, 
however, to dropping if obtained by fraud. 

Disloyalty during civil war is not a bar to pension under this law. 

For law as to pensions for disability see statement following Mexican war. 

MEXICAN WAR. 


On June 30, 1899, there were borne on the rolls 9,204 3 widows. 
The act of Jan 29, 1887, provides a pension of $8 per month ‘or the sur- 
viving officers and ted men of the Army, Navy,or e Cor] s, who, be- 
ing duly enlisted, actually served days or more with the Army or Navy 
in Mexico or on the coasts or frontier thereof or en route thereto or were 


and sailors as may have been po 
for any c service in said war, an 
and enlis' 


named in any resolution of Sa pie 


some cause 
In case of a 


listed men, where the 
y contracted while 
in aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of 
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life. This act provides only for those ie who were on the rolls at the 
time of its passage—i. e., January 5, 1 


Pensions for disabilities incurred 1 5 =e and line of duty prior to March 


INVALID. 


% Soldiers and sailors who incurred disabilities in service and line of duty 
prior to March 4, 1861, and subsequent to the war of the Revolution, are goy- 
erned, so far as rates of pension allowed, by the provisions of the general 
laws. and a soldier or sailor who incurred a disability in the Mexican war in 
the line of duty, or in any other naval or military service jn the line of dut 
rior to March i, 1861, an poems rr to the war of the Revolution, is entitl 
the same 5 ty was incurred in service and line of duty 


zed from and after July 25, 1866. 

£ this character, that the pension, if 

if the claim is filed 

erwise the pension is 

pede: 5 one from the date of filing the last paper necessary to estab- 
o claim. 

Where pensions were granted in consequence of disabilities incurred in 
service and line of duty prior to March 4, 1861, and the pensioners were resi- 
dents of States then in arms t the Government of the United Sta 
their names were stricken from the rolls, under the provisions of the acts 
February 4, 1862, and March 2, 1867, subject to the right of restoration u 
showing that they had not in . aided or abetted the late rebellion 
apanas the authority of the United States, and were in favor of its suppres- 
sion. For example, a soldier who lost an arm in battle during the war with 
Mexico and was pensioned at the rate provided for under the then existin; 
laws, and whose name was dropped from the rolls under the provisions o 
the acts above cited, u application for restoration and upon furnishing 
proof of loyalty would be entitled to restoration from the date of last pay- 
ment of that pension, and to an increase of the rates from and after Jul 2 
1866, as provided for soldiers and sailors who incurred disabilities of a like 
character su uent to March 4, 1861. 

At the present time, if the arm had been amputated at the shoulder joint 


$15 per m 
month, and if Below the elbow, 80 per month. In th 
the soldier is unable to * his loyal 
has title to penon under the act of 


per month. 


Pensions on account of disabilities contracted in the military or naval service 
of the United States subsequent to March h, 1861. 


GENERAL LAW. 


There were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 321,555 invalids, 
92,901 widows and other dependents. 

These F represent many pensons which were granted by special act. 
The rate allowed for widows under the general law ranges from $8 to poper 
month, dependent upon the date of marr or the rank of the sol or 
sailor, and $2 per month for each child of soldier under age of 16 years, 

Under the terms of the general law, pensions ted to invalid pensioners 
range from $6 to $100 per month, according to the nature and extent of the 
disability. Asa basis of rating under the general law for minor disabiliti 
the Bureau, with the sanction of the Department, has established a rating of 
$ per month for an anchylosed wrist or ankle or a disability equivalent 

hereto. From this basis a com tive rating is given for disabilities of a less 
degree, to wit, $6, $4, $2, according to the lesser bility, and for 
disabilities in excess of this basis a higher rating is given up to $17 per month, 
which is the highest rating allowed by law for one or more disabilities which 
combined (i. e., the rating) do not produce a disability equivalent to the loss 
ofa pene or foot. For the latter disability the rate is fixed by law at $24 per 
month, 


incapacity for performin, 
law. Tus next rate is 


uired. 
provided for total deafness, total disa- 
bility of a hand or a foot, and the various amputations, at $30, $36, $45, and 


00 per month. 
Prior to March 2, 1895, pensions under the general law were granted at a 
less rate than $6 per month, but on that date 8 passed ann act increas- 
ing all pensioners drawing less 80 par month to $6 per month, and all 

nsioners who were then on the rolls at a less rate than $6 were increased 

$6. Under the general law, since the passage of the act of March 2, 1895, 
where a | eng sewed had a disability of service o which entitled him toa 
rating of less than $6 per month, he was granted the amount provided by the 
act of March 2, i. e., $6 per month. 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


There were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 420,912 invalids, 
130,266 widows and other dependents. 
The rate allowed widows under this act is 


of $ for minor child of the soldier under 16 years of age. rate 
granted dependent parents is 5 upon the rank of the soldier in the 
service, but in no case is it less than $12 per month. 


e is of rating applicants for invalid pensions under this act is inca- 

pacity to labor, ee wit p 

rating are dependent u 

penson shall not ex per month, and shall not be less than $6, propor: 
p ureau 

r month for intermediate degrees 

of inability to earn a support 8 bor. 

In fixing the ratings under this act all disabilities of a permanent charac- 
ter not due to vicious habits are considered. The practice is to weigh each 
disability and determine the degree that each disability or the combined 
disabilities disable the claimant from earning a support by manual labor, and 


a rate co: nding to this degree is allowed. 
‘A claimant who has attained the age of 65 years is deemed entitled to at 
rformance of manual Jabor in one of that age. 
ed the age of 75 years the maximum ($12) rate 


is granted for senility alone. Between the ages of 65 years and 75 years the 
age of claimant enters in as a factor in determining the rate. = 


To disti between the methods of rating under the general law and 


ni 
the act of Jane 27 1890: 
the general law. The rat for each disability are added together 

the claimant would be entitled to from 


in order to determine the rate tha 
$6 up to and including $17. x 
Second, under the act of June 27, 1890. All the ee of a 


To cite an example: hi 
degree Ne ane the general law would entitle him to a rate of e per 
e 


th 
loss of a finger, entitling him to $2 per month, would be entitled, under the 
panas prevailing in general law olima 


on 
inca) tated for the per- 
e under the act of June 27, 


also borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 653 nurses, who- 
have been placed there either by special act or under the provisions of the: 


ery respectfully, H. CLAY EVAN! 

2 of Sahara 

Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 8 
United States Senate. 


COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN DEPENDENCIES, 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present: 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate full and exact copies of all proclamations and orders that have 
been issued or made respecting the collection of capstan, Paterna, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine rig epee te 
since the seizure thereof by the Government of the United States, the 
of such customs, internal, and other revenues, the total amount thereof, a list 
of the person or persons en in such service, where stationed, respec- 
tively, and how such oe ee and other revenues have been and 
are being disbursed, and whether the same or any portion thereof have been 

the Treasury of the United States. 
to transmit to the 


covered into 
And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed 


Senate co of n la 
VVVVVVVVVVVVVCCCVVVVCVVVVVVVVVV DAOC DE tie 
Government of the United States to this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not fully catch the ae 
of the resolution, and I do not know that I should have underst 
itif I had. I ask that it may over and be printed. Ido not 
know that there will be any objection to it. 
pe 3 T pro tempore. The resolution goes over under 

e rule. 

SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read 
and go over until to-morrow, and then I should like to have it 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
er food products are not in their nature instruments of warfare; 


Whereas the United States is the test producer of such products in 
the world, and it is therefore essential to our prosperity that these products 
be freely sold and delivered wherever pw ; an 

Whereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
subject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 
8 injury to the great body of our agricultural population: There- 

‘ore, 

Resolved, That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare f. products contraband of war or to seize such 
products belonging, to citizens of the United States or being rted in 
vessels owned by citizens of the United States, and that any such seizure 
will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over 
under the rule, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

GEORGE W. WESTON, 


Mr. GALLINdER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the paps consideration of the bill (S. 32) for the relief of 
George W. Weston. It is a bill that will not provoke discussion, 
it having passed the Senate during the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
There can be no objection to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is the morning business completed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is com- 

leted, but there is a resolution offered by the Senator from South 
akota which comes over from a former day. The Senator from 
New. Hampshire asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by him. The bill will be read for 
a ane if there be no objection. ; 


was read, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
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. proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 


to George W. Weston, late postmaster of Exeter, N. 
H. 7281. B. N t being the balance due him for moneys 
deposited in the National Granite State Bank of Exeter, N. H., 
during the month of July, 1893, and immediately preceding the 
failure of that bank. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
TREATY OR AGREEMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a 5 antag over from a former day, which the Secre- 


ig Sy ees read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
8 as follows: 


of 28 
Will pay the b Said mon 


To the Sultan 


or any of 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to modify the resolution by striking 
out from the last paragraph the clause: 

And are these officers, or any of them, under the civil service? 

ee ee page 2 of the resolution the 
wo! 

And the President is further requested to inform the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
modify his resolution. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion as modified 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to speak briefly to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 


the resolution. 
kota will 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the Sulu group of islands 


are located between the island of Borneo and the island of Min- 


danao, of the Philippine group. They are 150 in number. These t 


islands were conquered by the Mohammedans about eight centu- 
ries ago, and they have maintained, as long as we have any his- 
aot Aes them, a government of their own, having an absolute mon- 
for a ruler. Spain claimed ownership over these islands, 
and has undertaken at various times to take possession of them. 
Her power and authority reached the distance only from the 
shores of the islands which could be traversed by Eso from 
the cannon of her fleet. These people have m pirates and 
slaveholders and polygamists from the earliest record of their 
transactions. 

In 1876 Spain undertook to conquer their islands and assert her 
authority over them, but the effort failed; and finally the a nd 
sive powers entered into a treaty with the Sultan by which 
was to keep an officer represen oe Poy Government sear pase 
number of aes oy es the capital of the Sulu group. The Sultan 
arts cen on Tis anaoridaig of Hoe Etag oE Pasi Soe oE 
ised to sup 1 He received from Spain certain es 
z compensation for f recognition of the suzerainty of the King 
of Spain. 

ether or not the commissioners at Paris knew what 7 75 
were buying I can not tell; but in some way we purchased thi 
entire © group, including all the Philippines; and we now find that 
the Sultan not only has the Sulu group under his jurisdiction and 
control, but also the large island of e mbracing an area 
as large as the State of Indiana, and also the island of Palawan. 
These two islands, or portions of them, nearly their whole area, 
are under the immediate control of a subsultan, who owes some 
sort of allegiance to the Sultan of the Sulu Islands. 

The island of. Mindanao has never ee by the white 
people, and it was never under the j on of Spain, except 
that two or three of its coast ports were occupied by that power. 
In our treaty with Spain we take title to this entire group, as wen 
as to the Philippines. Last summer we made a new 
with these e, which ECC 
in the RECORD, I will read first this dispatch from Manila, dated 


July 12, 1899: 
Manila special, July 12, 1899. 

General Ba in the capaci Eae aas of the United States Governmen 
sailed for for Jolo this — to 35 tiate with the cig eer a — 5 — 
the future relations as * 4010 elo (or Sula) Se eee 
as a nayal station. 5 to him, the 


evacuation om of Ses Speier da nullifying tke trast of 1878. 1A 

tres assuming its of biimetions and ag the, Špa a a — 
0 — and con ann 

He He wii also © Sultan tn Mexican money as an evidence of 

on ont mn Jolos will ae unchan 


Will. inal, t 
he Sultan will enforce the law, and will also be expected to fi 3 the Ameri- 
rica to n 


can continuously and order and 

suppress e Sultan retain possession of the pearl oa 
the island tra $, which will be condu A KAT Bal ANE 
development of the resources of the islands for the mutual benefit of ppt 
cans and natives. 


General Bates then entered into the following agreement: 


ent between . Gen. John C. Bates, ting the Name 
States, of the one part, and Highness the Sultan 9 Sulu, the Dato 
Muda, the Dato Attik, the Da „and the Dato Joakanain, of the o — 
part; it being understood t twill tod in full force bony when 
approved by the Governor-General of the 151 Islands and confirmed 
by the t of the United States and will be subjected to future modi- 
fications by the mutual consent of the parties in 


I deem it proper to state that this 3 has been confirmed 
by the President of the United States in a letter transmitting the 
treaty to the Senate. However, this is a treaty apparently with 
a quasi sovereign power, over which the Senate, according to our 
new doctrine of im , has no other authority and no con- 
trol, and it requires no ratification by the Senate and no consider- 


ation on our part. 

ARTICLE 1. The ty of the United States over the whole archipel- 
ape of Sale at its depen es is declared and acknow? 

ART. 2 Tho United States flag will be used in the of Sulu and 
its dependencies on land and 
Airs faite nee oan the nities of his ess the Sultan and his datos 
shall be full oros shall not ue saber tered with pigers a 
their religion; their religions customs be respected, and no one shall 
be ted on account of his religion. 

RT. 4. While the United States may occupy an . 
arch of Sulu as public interests demand, encroachment will 
not be made u e immediately about the residence 22 a 
the Sultan “power, and where the property such tion in case of war 


archipelago of Sulu and r the —— 

asatisfactory agreemen 
immediately be . 
nited States Gh — 


ee e land in 
bx ng the consent of the Sultana pha oo arp 5 


with the owner of the land, and such 


tried by th: suites d — * part ot i 5 Pil balebe 

ga on 0 an an. o e 

Islands and when conducted under the American free, ee 

ited, and undutiable. 

the Gor 1 — Islands in aoe 3 —.— 
Governor-General of oom t 

the command 2 


officer of Sulu or against any na val 

ART. 7. The introduction of eee ee material is forbidden, ex- 
authority of the Govern: of the 

EF 

ted States authorities ta that end und to 

bring to justice all persons engaged 


m Aar I. 9 crimes and offenses are committed by Moros against Moros, 
he Government of the Sultan will brin Aa} sie hea t the crimi- 
abs and offenders, who will be Benge to the 1 of the Sultan by 
In all other cases per- 


the United States authorities, if in their 
sons charged . 3 to the United States 
authorities for trial an 


ART. 10 Any slave ia the r ol Sulu shall have Ae right to pur- 
chase freedom by paying to the master the usual market value. 
And I will show later on that slavery exists in its worst form. 


ART. 12. At present Americans or foreigners wishing to go into the coun’ 
state a et to the Moro authorities —1 ant for an — 


it is hoped that will as we know each other 
ART. 13. The United xe . to the Sultan and his 
n 124 ie Dr 
ART. 14. i States ail not neil the of Sulu or any other 
island of the Sul to any foreign nation without the consent 
of ei * of Sulu. 


The United States Government will pay the following monthly 


SsSS8 888805 


in E 


1282 8 3 


A Sulu, at Jolo, this 2th day of August, 


The SULTAN SULU. 
Dato Beer MUDA. 


J. C. BATES, 
Brigadier-General, U. S. V. 
The annual ate of these Saye is $9,120. The Spanish 
ent was for $6,300 a year. nt was one we 
ered to the Sultan, not one that he upon. Itisourown 
proposition that we are to maintain r in the Sulu Islands. 
Further than that, Mr. President, an inv tion would show 
that, although this agreement was made on the 20th day of August. 
it was not possible to secure from the State Department a co a 
the agreement until after the election in Ohio. More than 
the Associated Press endeavored to secure a copy of 8 
and as a response to the application of that t news- promul- 


(Signed) 


grea 
gating organization, its representative was handed a copy of the 
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to our resolutions, 

I wonder if our State Department has two branches, as the 
English state department has—one that is secret, where secret 
matter is concealed forever from the public and never published 
in the Blue Book, and one which is given to the people in order to 
justify English robbery, English plunder, and English annexation, 
in which is filed the information that goes in the Blue Book to 
silence the conscience of the English people. Have we adopted 
the same policy of concealment, the same policy of refusal to let 
the public know what exists? 

I say thi t, when the Associated Press tried to get a 
copy of it before the Senate convened, was furnished in Arabic, 
and an Arabic used in the Sulu Islands. Therefore it was not pos- 
sible to have it translated in the United States, and we only this 
copy which I have read after Con; convened and r the 
elections last fall were over. This is on a par and in line with the 
whole business of concealing from the American people the facts 
in regard to our maiden foreign venture. We are unable to pro- 
cure the truth through General Otis. Mr. Collins, of the Asso- 
ciated Press, says the censor told him he was to send nothing and 
they were going to allow nothing to be sent that would injure the 
Administration or help Mr. Bryan. 

Here is an ment by which we are to maintain not only 
slavery, but polygamy in the Sulu Islands. Here isan agreement 
by which our is made to float over two crimes; and we further 
solemnly agree that no nation in the world shall be permitted to 
interfere. It is the chief part of the business of the Sultan of Sulu 
to get into quarrels with the natives of the interior in the island of 
Mindanao; then to declare that they are in revolt against his 
authority. Upon this pretext he takes prisoners and sells them 
into slavery, the planters of Borneo being the purchasers, That 
has been his business heretofore whenever he needed money. We 
now propose to maintain that sort of thing under the flag of the 
United States, and we stipulate, and the stipulation is approved by 
the President, that no foreign nation shall be permitted to interfere. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
asserting that the President approved article 10 of this agreement, 
which refers to slavery in the archipelago of Sulu? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, the President says in his message—and 
if the Senator will permit me I will read it— 

I have confirmed said ment, subject to the action of the Congress, and 
with the reservation, which I have shall be communicated to the 
Sultan of Jolo, that this ment is not to be deemed in any way to author- 
ize or give the consent of the United States to the existence of slavery in the 
Sulu Archipelago. I communicate these facts to the Congress for its infor- 
mation and action. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The President approves of an agreement 
which provides that the slave may 8 his liberty at the 
usual market price, and according to the 5 h of the 
agreement it goes in full force upon the approval of the ident 
and can not after that be altered except by another agreement. 
This transaction is on a par with all the other inconsistencies 
attached to this miserable business. He then says that he wants 
the Sultan to understand that he does not authorize slavery; 
though he has approved the agreement which ratifies slavery. 
How could he transmit the agreement to us with his approval and 
then send word back to the Sultan that he did not wish to be 
understood as approving slavery? Who knows whether or not the 
word will ever get to the Sultan? It is merely an effort at double 
dealing and can not be otherwise construed, in my op 

The President sends a proclamation to Mr. Otis to be announced 
to the people of the Philippines, and Mr. Otis edits it, censors it, 
and then inserts other matter in the place of that taken out, so as 
to convey a wrong impression to the le of the Philippines. 
After it has been ciently docto; he publishes the revised 

roclamation. After this sort of deception he still continues to 

old his office. He is still maintained there with the approval of 
the President, and now we are told that word has been sent to the 
Sultan of Sulu that the Administration does not mean that which 
it has approved. I say it is in line with the whole policy from 
the beginning to the end. Almost everything we receive here in 
regard to this matter is on a par with the transmittal to the Asso- 
ciated Press of a copy of the Sulu os irae in Sulu Arabic to 
conceal the infamy until after the elections were over last fall. 
It is on a par with the statement of the commissioners who made 
this agreement, which I shall proceed to read. Mr. Schurman 
in an interview says: 

It seems that were it not for the 1 
hue and 5 polygamy and slavery in Sarg ty re 5 ara 


bout pol d sla be r 

cry a ygamy an very w absolutely 

suppose the hue and cry about slavery before our civil war was 

criminal, Many people so asserted, many ple honestly so be- 

garsa eee — “> Mr. 3 onestly believes —.— 
e hue and cry about polygamy and slavery again existing un 

the flag of the United States would be criminal but for the ig- 


norance of the people who cause it. 
ha 
In — — the Sulu s ve acquired no rights of any sort 
And yet the President, time and again during last fall in his 
es ere made to the people, asserted that the flag 
meant the same thing everywhere, meant the same here, in the 


n 


Sulu group, and in Hawaii; that it meant in every place the same, 
and that its peewee conferred liberty and happiness upon the 
people under it. : 

She was bound by her ent with the Sultan not to interfere with 
the or customs of the islands,and it would be most unwise for us to 
attempt this by force when it can be ultimately accomplished by the slower 
method of ci tion and education. 


Mr, President, we tried the slower method of 5 of slav- 
ery and polygamy in the United States, also the slower method 
of civilization and education, but finally we resorted to war—the 
greatest war in modern times—and thereby succeeded in destroy- 
ing slavery under our It has been restored by the act of a 
President elected by the Republican party. How it strike the 
veterans of that war to annex slavery after all these sacrifices and 
then propose to abolish it when the slaveholders conclude itis 
wrong and give their consent? 

The Sula proper contains about 100,000 inhabitants. They are all 
Mohammedans. hd — in to interfere with the religion of these people 
a E ĩͤ TTT 
for death ae ers that the road to Reuven: can be at- 

0 


Mr. President, I will show what kind of feudal homage this 
slavery in the Philippines is. Owing to the fact that those people 
will fight, we prefer to indorse slavery and polygamy, and we 
attack the Christians in the island of Luzon and compel them to 
surrender—what? Surrender their desire for a government of their 
own. We prefer to turn from polygamy and gents and indorse 
them, put our flag over them, and declare that nobody shall inter- 
fere with them, and then turn our armies and our navies to the 
destruction of the independence and freedom of a Christian popu- 
lation, which we also purchased from Spain. 

Iwill read from the second edition of Mr. Foreman’s book, which 
was published in 1899, and brought up to date. He says: 

The Sultanate is hereditary under the Salic law. The Sultan is supported 
by three ministers, one of whom acts as regent in his absence (for he t 
have to go to Mecca, if he had not previously done so), the other is minis 
of war, and the third is minister of justice and master of the ceremonies. 

Slavery exists in a most ample sense. There are slaves by birth and others 

mest, such as prisoners of war, insolvent debtors, and those seized by 

ions to other islands. A creole friend of mine, Don A. M., 

was one of these Jast. He had commenced clearing an estate for cane grow- 
ing on the Negros coast some years ago, when he was seized and carried off 
to Sulu Island. In a few years he was ransomed and returned to Negros, 
where he formed one of the finest sugar haciendas and factories in the colony. 

I now read from Social History of the Races of Mankind, by 
Featherman: 

Slavery exists on Sulu Island, and the slaves, who were formerly pans 
from the RRE rA, aro not well treated, for their masters exercise the 

wer of life and death over them, and sometimes kill them for trifling of- 

enses. The datus uently 8 a disobedient or fugitive slave by draw- 
ing their campilan or and cutting off his head at one stroke without 
process of law. 

And this is the mild form of feudal homage Schurman would 
have us believe should enjoy the protection of our flag until we 
can persuade the slaveholders that it is 3 

noi did Schurman make this statement? The reason is plain. 
He did it just before the elections—about the time the State De- 
partment gave out the Sulu copy of the treaty for the informa- 
tion of the people of the United States. I contend that after this 
statement, Taada at the time it was, made by Mr. Schurman with 
an evident purpose to deceive, he has forfeited all right to be be- 
lieved by anybody hereafter, and that his statements on all sub- 
jects in relation to the Philippines are not worthy of credence. 

A 3 also from St. John’s Far East, volume 2, page 192, as 
ollows: 

The sla lected f all parts of th hi 1 Ach 
Head. to New Guinan, and tréon ths Saath of Siam 88 parts 7 
of the Philippines. It is a regular slave market. 

Then he describes the people. Not only have the slaveholders 
the new of life and death over their slaves, but the monarch 
himself bas complete and full right to take the life of any of his 
subjects whenever he so chooses. There is norestraint upon him. 
In Eorsi Document No. 62, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, 


inted from the Contemporary Review of June, 1898, by 
icsson, what I shall read upon this subject. It is a 


there is 
Claes 
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description of a visit by Mr. Ericsson to the subsultan of the island 

of Palawan in 1894. It appears he went there for the purpose of 

gathering orchids, and he thus describes his visit to the Sultan of 
awan: 


The Sultan was not in state attire; at least there was no tion of the 
llow in his close-fitting white trousers and v sli em- 
broide with seed pearls, and scarlet fez. The two attendant nobles were 


much more clad. Both wore tight jackets of blue silk, decked with 
gold buttons, and trousers of salmon red, ornamented with buttons of gold 
or gilt e knee downward. 


had rather a 


to be about 50 er 
t reminded me of Arabi 


the last in my hand, I explained the purpose of my visit, which was to crave 
the Sultan’s assistance in explo: 8 Mountain. Smiling, he prom- 
ised as many coolies as I needed, and I took my leave. 


After visiting the mountains Mr. Ericsson returned for the pur- 
pose of securing another escort. He says: 


village and an ascent of Panili 
but the master of the cerem W. red 

highness was susa—that is, he had been vexed or troubled. 

By means of discreet inquiries I learned the nature of his susa. It isa 


corte innocently, I was assured. Th 
o venturesome lover and smilingly bade him be seated opposi 


was ov ered 
ara im out,” said the Sul 


still smiling. 
was a away and lo tothe ground. Nota word did he utter. 
e 


It was kism Why waste his breath? I did not learn the manner of his 
end, but it would be either by kris or bomini Let us hope it was the 
first. In the hands of a skillful executioner the kris is a merciful weapon. 
He was buried in the jungle behind the Sultan’s “palace.” Such was the 
roo a of our Lord vane T E tha BaSe d were 5 recon 
the island of Palawan! 

And so are we supposed to govern these islands, and Old Glory 
floats over the throne, 

I could understand why the Sultan did not care to see a European so soon 
after hiscrime. However, I obtained the coolies and sent them on. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to delve deeper into the character 
of those people. I simply desire to show what we have secured 
by this pu . It has developed that we have bought about 
6,000,000 Christian people who aremembers of the Catholic Church, 
occupying the northern islands of the Philippine Archipelago; 
that we have purchased from one to two hundred thousand Mo- 
hammedan slaveholders, polygamists, who live by prosecuting the 
slave trade against the native population of the southern islands 
of the group; that we have agreed to maintain this condition of 
affairs; and the treaty is so arran. that it goes into force with- 
out the legislative bodies of this Government having anything to 
say about it. 

t seems to me, under these circumstances, that it is incumbent 
upon the Senate and upon the House of Representatives to take 
up this matter at once, and take such action upon it as will blot 
out the stain upon our flag placed there by the Administration. 
I therefore desire the information called for by the resolution, so 
ie ah may act, and act intelligently and promptly, upon this 
subjec 
r. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota is covered bra previous resolution which 
has been adopted, but I see no possible objection to this resolu- 
tion going through, 


The P IDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota as it 
has been modified, 


The resolution as modified was agreed to, as follows: 


Resol That the Presidentis hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public inte to send to the Senate a copy of the report, andall accom- 
panying papers, of Brig. Gen. John C. Bates, in relation to the negotiations 
of a treaty or SY made by him with the Sultan of Sulu on the 20th 
day of August, . Said treaty 3 that the United States Govern- 
ment will Satt the following monthly salaries: 

To the . $250 per month; to Dato Rajah Muda, $75 per month; to 
Dato Attik, p month; to Dato Calbe, $75 per, month; to Dato Joakanain, 
$75 per month; to Dato Puyo, $60 per month; to Dato Amir Haissin, $60 per 
ae A pna $50 per month; to Habid Mura, $40 per month; to Serif 

in, r month. 
d the President is 8 to further inform the Senate out of what 
fund are these salaries paid? What service do these people perform for the 


Dataa States that entitles them to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 


JETTY WORK AT CUMBERLAND SOUND, 
Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 70) raptors | and setting a 
$50,000 out of the sums heretofore appropria 


for jetty work at 


Cumberland Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for 
sluicing and dredging at the entrance of said sound, and ask that 
it may be put upon its passage at this time. It is important that 


it should go through at once. 

The PRESID ro tempore, The joint resolution indicated 
by the Senator from Georgia will be read for information, subject 
to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas a ject has been heretofore adopted for the improvement of 
Cumberland Sound, in the States of Florida known as the Re- 
vised poea of improvement of 1895,” and appropriations have been made 
therefor; and 

Whereas in said 
vision has been m 


Whereas pendin; 
bor is liable to be o y the fil 
to provide against a contingency of that sort: Therefore. 
esolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of 
,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, 
verted, set aside, and e out of the sums of money heretofore — 5 
propriated and now stan to the credit of the existing project for jet 
work in Cumberland Sound, in the States of Florida and Geo: to be Teed 
for slnicing and dredging at the mouth of said sound or elsewhere in said 
sound, an Pelee 5 said project, where sluicing and dredging may be 
needed or required; but nothing herein contained shall be construed to in- 
crease the limit of cost of said project or improvement beyond the amount 
fixed by the acts mky appropriation for said project and fixing the ulti- 
mate sum which maf finally be devoted to said project: And provided further, 
That the said $50, so diverted and set a shall be expended under the 
direction and with the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDENT = tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
Mr. SPOONER. Has it been before the Committee on Com- 


merce? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution has been 
Is there objection to 


reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
its present consideration? 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be 8 for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. | 


TWELFTH AND SUBSEQUENT CENSUSES, 


Mr. CARTER. From the committee of conference between the 
two Houses upon the disa; ing votes on Senate bill 2179, relat- 
ing to the Twelfth and su uent censuses, I ask leave to make 
the report which I send to the desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the iog votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth 
and subsequent censuses, and giving to the Director thereof additional 
power and authority in certain cases, and for other purposes, having me 
after full and conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, 
fixing limit of expenditures for law books, etc., and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word "five" in the amended bill 
insert the word “three.” 

That the Senate recede from eee to amendment numbered 4, 
regarding payment to heirs of d supervisor or enumerator. 

As to amendment numbered 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and 
amendment numbered 2, relating to mines, mining, and minerals, the con- 
ferees have been unable to agree, and ask for further instructions. 

EUGENE HALE 7 
S. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


PUCA HOPKINS gg 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the House of Representatives have 
amended the Senate bill by Temang that we shall immediately 
take the census of the deaf, dumb, and blind, and also the census 
with regard to mines and mining. It seems to me that the Senate 
ought to agree to those amendments. In the first place, the deaf, 
dumb, and blind number less than 200, 000 in the United States, 
and I understand that less than 10,000 of those are in public in- 
stitutions. Therefore, the enumerators are the only persons who 
= ee these necessary statistics, and it certainly can not delay 

e Wor 

As tominesand mining, itis 5 important that this in- 
formation should be secured, and not or ie until three years 
from now. Heretofore the information with regard to mines and 
mining has been had at ten-year periods, and, now, if we do not 
agree to this House amendment, this period will be about thirteen 
years, because none of the work of securing the statistics with re- 
gard to mines and mining can be commenced until after the enu- 
meration of the population, as provided in section 7 of the bill, 
has all been accomplished. 

Agreeing to this amendment will not delay the taking of the 
census a day. The last census of mines and mining was made by 
the Geological Survey, and there is no reason why the same 
Bureau should not take the coming census with regard to mines 


ject and the plans and specifications therefor pro- 
o for dred, ‘ond sluicing; and oes 
the construction of the jettiestherein provided the har- 
tracted b ling of the bar, itis deemed advisable 


1900. 
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and mining, and do it at once, while the Census Bureau is goin 
on with its work of enumerating the population. The Geolo 
Survey is a branch of the Interior Department, and so is the Cen- 
sus Office, and therefore there can be no pe trouble in pro- 
viding that they shall do this work, and they undoubtedly will 
orie that they shall do it, because they have the knowledge and 
the data and know exactly how to proceed, having taken the last 
census upon this subject. Therefore I hope the Senate will agree 
to these two House amendments, so important, and agree to them 
without a contest. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I should like to 
ask a question of the chairman of the Census Committee. Ihave 
not the act before me, but referring to section 8, according to my 
recollection, it says that the special work is to be done after the 
population, manufacturing, and some other schedules have been 
completed. I wish to know what is the construction placed upon 
that langnage by the chairman of the committee; whether the 
new work, the special work, can not be taken up until all the 
work is done in the Census Office of the tabulation of the returns 
of the enumerators, or whether it can be taken up immediately 
after the returns of the enumerators are received at the Census 
Office? There has been some question as to what that language 
means. If the Senator has the act in his hand and will read it, I 
will be glad to know what construction he puts upon it. 

Mr, CARTER. The langauge referred to by the Senator from 
Connecticut, in section 8, reads as follows: 

Sec. 8. That after the completion and return of the enumeration and of 
the work upon the schedules relating to the products of agriculture, 
and so forth, certain things shall be done. I think this language, 
Mr, President, is open to but one construction, and that is that the 
schedules in the hands of the enumerators and also the clerical 
work upon the schedules in the Census Office at the national cap- 
ital must be completed before the supplemental work can be taken 
up. The purpose of this was to avoid hampering the rapid dispo- 
sition of the regular decennial census work by an accumulation 
of supplemental work prior to the „ of the work upon 
the quick census which is contemplated. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate pence to the consideration of the conference report? 

PROC TOR. I have a word to say about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On that question? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On that question. 

Mr. CARTER. On the question of consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I heartily agree—— 

Mr. CARTER. I assume that the Senator from Vermont does 
not understand the present parliamen situation. It is impor- 
tant that the conference report be considered at this time, what- 
soever the disposition of the Senate may be with reference to the 


amendments. The only question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 


ate proceed to the consideration of the conference report? 
. PLATT of Connecticut. Proceed to its consideration? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Yes; the report is a privileged 
one and can be made at any time; but the question following the 
presentation of the report is, Will the Senate proceed to its con- 
sideration? That is the question before the Senate. [Putting the 
question]. The ayes seem to have it. The ayes have it, and the 
report is before the Senate. 

r. PROCTOR, Mr. President, I heartily agree for once with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] in re to 
the statistics as to mining. I do not see how it can delay the 
enumeration aday. In my vicinity it is so mixed up with the 
manufacture that the whole can be taken as easily as one. It is 
in the hands of a different set of men, and if it is not to be printed 
until after the enumeration I do not see how it can delay that 
work, and it will certainly be a matter of economy to have it done 
in connection with the statistics in regard to manufacturing. 

xe COCKRELL. I should like to have the disagreements 
read, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will again re- 
port the disagreements. 

The SECRETARY read as follows: 

As to amendment No. I. relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and amend- 
ment No. 2, relating to mines, mining. and minerals, the conferees have been 
unable to agree, and ask for further instructions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate recede from its disa- 
greement to the first amendment in regard to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind, and agree to the same. 


1 TELLER. I should like to inquire how that will leave the 

Mr. COCKRELL, That will leave that part of it settled. 
Then the question will come up in regard tomines. If those two 
amendments are agreed to, the bill is passed. 


We 
Mr. COCKRELL. The mining item will come up next. There 


Mr. TELLER. I desire particularly to keep in mining. 
are anxious about that. 
are two disagreements. Everything has been agreed to except 
two items. 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we we recede from our disagreement to 
those two items and agree to the report, the whole thing is passed 
just as it comes from the House. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May Task a question? I agree with what my 
coll e says as to the importance of procuring at once statistics 
as to the mining industry. I should like to ask, for information, 
if by some amendment or by some new action the investigation 
as to mineral resources is to be given into the hands of the Geo- 
logical Survey? 

am torn with doubts as to whether or not it should be left 
there, from the fact that so useless and so expensive an attachment 
to the Federal Government might as well be intrusted with some- 
thing if they can do it with credit to the Government. But I am 
interested in knowing whether we are putting new duties upon 
an underworked body. 

. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Colorado that the 
Geological Survey is not so entirely without work lately as per- 
haps he may suppose. It has taken upon itself the work of crowd- 
ing this amendment through. 

r. WOLCOTT. Ah! 

Mr. HALE, And is very busy about it. 

Fo WOLCOTT. Itis eminently fitted for that work, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. HALE, The indications are that it is fitted for it. Early 
and late the Geological Survey has pushed this amendment. The 
committee in its original proposition of a narrowed census, what 
I called a quick census, left it out; and from that day to this the 
Geological Survey has been very earnest and igs — and day has 
been at work in keeping this thing back, and the pressure has 
come from there, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to make an inquiry. A confer- 
ence report is rather a difficult thing to understand when you do 
not have . you. I understand there is nothing 
here that throws this work as to mines and mining to the Geolog- 
ical Bureau. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will my colleague kindly inform me as to 
that point? If Idonot interrupt him, I am very much interested, 
as he is, in having it done, but it does seem to me that it might go 
into competent hands, perhaps. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Colorado will indulge me, 
I will read the amendment to which remarks are now being di- 


rected. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose you do. 

Mr. CARTER. It reads as follows: 

And the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to collect statistics. uired by section 8 of said act, in regard to 
TA RA ETRAS sod AONO nopwittusanlttie avy reneretions 

ion, culture, and man notw: an 
de limitations contained in section 8 of said act. z 


Mr. TELLER. That seems to leave it to the Director of the 
Census. That is where I suppose it ought to go. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there anything in the original bill which 
puts it in the guia, sec Survey? 

Mr. CARTER. There is nothing in the original bill which puts 
it in the Geological De 

Mr. COC L. Task that action may be had on the motion 
which I have made, and that is, that the Senate recede from its 
av Shiver to the House amendment in regard to the deaf, 
dumb, and blind. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest to the Senator that the vote ought 
first to be taken upon agreeing to the report and authorizing a 
new conference. After that the motion properly should come, I 
think, to move to recede, but not before any action upon the re- 


port. 

. Iam not particular as to which motion is 
pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
that is the usual and proper way. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the report of the committee of conference? 

The repre was 1 to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] makes a motion, which will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that brings us to an agreement, 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it is always in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e Secretary will state the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. AsI understand from the Senator in charge 
of the conference report, this amendment will not delay the tak 


of the census at all. It is a very small work comparatively; 

it is an weg ane: work, and it will not delay the taking of the 

8 or : e publication of the census an hour, and I hope it will 
eag 0. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in reference to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind, I will sax to the Senate that it is the view of the Cen- 
sus Office that an additional schedule will be required in order 
to secure the information sought by this amendment. It has been 
stated by the poo anan in charge of the population schedule that 
only about 60,000 of these additional sch es would be necessar 
in order to supply each enumerator with one, and that as a ma 
ter of fact the inquiries are so brief and confined to people so few 
in number that there would not be any appreciable waste of time 
in connection with the matter. 

The committee of conference on the part of this body, however, 
did not feel authorized, in view of the policy that has been re- 

atedly adopted by the Senate of co: g the census to narrow 

imits, to agree to this amendment of the House. It rests with 
the Senate to dispose of the proposition relative to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind as in its judgment may seem proper and right. It is 
alleged that there are about 5,000 people in the United States to 
whom this amendment would apply. It is insisted that the sta- 
tistics relating to this defective and unfortunate class can not be 
acquired save through the enumerators who go from house to 
house. It is that fact which has caused the institutions, or those 
in charge of them, to insist upon a special schedule being pre- 
pared apon this subject, to be carried about by the enumerators. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Read the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri 
moves that the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment 
ee 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and agree to 

same, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read now. ; 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

Mr. CARTER, It reads as follows: 

And the Director of the Census is authorized and directed to collect sta- 
tistics relating to all of the deaf, dumb, and blind, notwithstandi 
strictions and limitations contained in section 8 of said act enti “An act 
to provide for taking the Twelfth and subsequent censuses." 

Mr.HALE. Has the Senator from Montana the original census 
act? 

Mr. CARTER. I have the ori census act. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, is a case of sheer importunity. 
The original census bill, which was fully discussed in the Senate, 
narrowed the scope of the work of the enumerators and provided 
that it should be confined to certain designated subjects, and that 
the volumes relating to those subjects, being few, should be issued 
at such a date as was named in the bill, two years from the time. 
It covered a proposition that would give to the people what the 
people are entitled to every ten years, a quick census, so that time 
should not elapse and interest grow dull and everybody lose con- 
cern in the census matter, and at last an immense work of twenty- 
odd volumes or more should appear which nobody would care any- 
thing abont. 

The committee and the Senate and the House and presumably 
the President, when he signed the bill, were not without con- 
sciousness that certain things that were desired to be put in the 
original enumeration were left out; and by section 8, recognizin 
the value of certain things to be put in afterwards, to be gather 
by the Census Office and to appear for the people perhaps in sub- 

uent volumes, they drew and there was put through the pro- 
2 —. of section 8, in Which were included all these classes. 
There Con provided for statistics as to the deaf and dumb, 
blind, and insane, and all the defective classes; criminals; pauper- 
ism; benevolence; reformatory institutions; deaths and births in 
registration areas; public indebtedness; taxation; electric light 
and power; telegraph and telephone business; transportation by 
water; express business; mining, placer and vein, number of men, 
average y wages—all interesting subjects. 

Every one of these interests is of importance to those engaged 
in them, just as important as it is to the professors and officials 
and managers of deaf and dumb asylums and institutions through- 
out the country to have statistics as to their constituency; just as 
important in respect to electrical work, transportation, all these 
things, as it is to the mining industry. But the committee and 
Congress provided for those in section 8, and made a clear, dis- 
tinct, delineated bill that everybody could understand. At once, 
after Congress adjourned and the vacation had passed and we 
came back again, we began to be beset, not simply by deaf and 
dumb professors and the men who manage those institutions and 
by letters from them, but from all parts of the country for almost 
every one of these particular things that had been put into sec- 
tion 8, mmg us to put them into the first enumeration. They 
laid in wait for us. e 
and late that we shoul 


beset our doors. They clamored early 
take each one of them and put it in 


the re- 


here with the others, and our committee in the Senate declined 
to doit. We said. We will hold fast to the original proposition 
of a clean-cut census as provided in the last Congress,” and we 
refused. When they left us they went over to the House and 


made the point there, and they began to besiege Representatives’ 
doors, 1 see them no peace, to get somebody to go in and 


ge k 
Now, the Senate may change it. The Senate did, on full discus- 
sion, stick to the old proposition, and I can find no fault that a 
benevolent and generous-hearted man like my friend the Senator 
from Missouri has been overpersuaded to move to recede from our 
disagreement to this amendment and add to the act these pro- 
visions. But when that is done other things will come in. h 
has not he or somebody else cared for the interest as to which 1 
have just got the resolution of an important society, declarin 
that if we do anything for the deaf, dumb, and blind, we shoul: 
take in the insane and put them in, and they say there should be 
in this first enumeration an enumeration of every insane person in 
the United States. They make the same appeal that the others 
did, and there is no end to it. 

If you begin, Mr. President, you have got to satisfy all these 
people, You have got to change the scope and the range of the 
census bill, which we meant and determined should be narrow, 
but for the general benefit of the whole people. If you put onan 
of these amendments, if you put on this amendment for the deat, 
the dumb, and the blind, and leave off the insane, the next thing 
the insane will come in, The miners want to come in. If you 
put that in, why not put in electrical work, telephone and tele- 
graph, and all these thin gs? You can do it, Mr. President; the 

nate can do it: we can submit to it; but I notify the Senate that 
you will have the same thing that occurred in 1890 and in 1880— 
a census drawing out its long work, its weary length, until every- 
body is tired of it and everybody loses all interest in it and it ceases 
to be a decennial census. 

The Senate may do as it pleases about it, but it has got to do it 
with open eyes. When we begin, I say if I listen to the appeal of 
the deaf and dumb I have got to listen to the appeal of the insane, 
who send here and declare that they should be put in, and that it 
is not right that we should have an enumeration that does not in- 
clude them. Ido not see why they should not be included as well 
as the deaf and dumb. Then the idiotic are pressing us also, and 
the feeble-minded. Then another set of statisticians say we ought 
to take testimony and have an enumeration as to the criminal 
classes and as to pauperism. The Senator from South Dakota 
wants statistics as to the distribution of wealth. They are all in- 
teresting, Mr. President, but we did not pass a census bill of that 
kind, and the Senate must now deliberately decide if it chooses to 
add to and change the scope of this work. The committee can 
stand it if the Senate can, but it will delay. It is said it will not 
delay. Everything will delay, The census schedules are already 
made out, based on the original 3 Put on other things 
and it adds to the burden, it adds to the volume, it adds to every- 
thing, and you can not stop after you favor one class if you donot 
put the others on. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will adhere 
to its resolution and confine the census to narrow limits, so that 
we may have an early report as to ulation. Wearecompelled 
to have that every ten years, and it is important to carry on the 
Government that it should be dene promptly. Representation 
depends upon it. It is a part of the machinery of the Govern- 
ment. Every other matter should be inquired into at any time 
during the decade with equal care. The great benefit of statistics 
is to have them fresh, and in order to have fresh results, to know 
what is going on at the time, it is necessary to attend to one thin: 
at a time. we know only what occurred ten years ago in regard 
to manufactures, or five or six years ago, it is not very useful at 
the present time. The acca | ought to have these statistics be- 
fore it while they are fresh. It should have them immediately. 
The people ought to get them the following year, so that business 
men can arrange their business accordingly. An old census on 
industrial pursuits becomes obsolete. Let us have once in ten 
years, and it does not matter at what time, fresh information on 
the different subjects. The enumeration must come out each 
decade. It ought to come promptly, because the administration 
of the Government depends upon it. I hope the Senate will ad- 
here to the position it has taken. ) 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when this bill, which origi- 
nated in the Senate, came before this body an effort was made to 
increase it, and I was the first Senator who protested against it. 
If it were in the Senate again I would not favor extending it, be- 
cause if you open the door you do not know where it may end, 
when the matter is still open. But now this bill has been 
by the Senate; it has gone to the House, and certain amendments, 
only two, have been put upon it. The only question is whether 
we will agree to one or both of those amendments and settle it. 
That ends it. There will be no more changes or modifications in 
it unless it is done by an independent bill, and that will not be done. 


1900. 


Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that if you put these 
amendments on it will not be three days before these other amend- 


ments will come in by bills, and the committee will be obliged to 
consider them and obliged to report to the Senate, and the Sena- 
tors who are in favor of special and particular amendments in 
addition to these will be arrayed upon it, and we will have to 
pass them all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will see. 

Mr. HALE. This bill does not limit legislation. We can legis- 
late at any time, and that is what we are going to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, we can legislate at 
any time, but the Senate is a sensible body and will only ips eee 
what is sensible. Of course we can legislate whenever we choose. 
We have legislated, and we restricted that legislation, and when 
an attempt was made in this body to amend it we prevented it; 
but the matter went to a coordinate and coequal branch and they 
insisted upon two points only, and those two points are before us 
now, and neither one of them will delay the publication of the 
census half a second. No man can say it will. It is only a ques- 
tion now as to whether we will yield to a technical amendment 
of the existing law, and yield to it in order to get the bill through, 
because this settles it; and I will join with the Senator and resist 
any influence on this earth that can be brought to add to it, so 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Howcanhe be entirely certain that the next 
proposition that is made will not be just as meritorious as this one, 
war a does he say he will oppose any other if he can only get 

is? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because I have some knowledge of what the 
census ought to be and what ought to be taken, and have some 
judgment as to what is important and what is not important. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator whether he has such 
a thorough knowledge of this whole question that he is p: 
to say that the census bill needs this one amendment and by no 
possibility needs any other? 

Mr, COCKRELL. The only questions before the Senate are 
these two amendments, I have moved to recede from the dis- 
agreement to the first House amendment, and that leaves it passed 
if the motion prevails. I suppose a motion will be made to recede 
from the di ent to the second amendment; and as that 
amendment will not delay the publication and distribution of the 
census one-tenth part of a second, I shall vote for it in order to 
come to an agreement and get a law. 

Mr. C LER. Now will the Senator let me ask him why 
he is able to say that these amendments are the only ones that 

mada 


ought to be and pledges himself to resist all others? 
Na COCKRELL. use they are the only ones before the 
nate— 


Mr. CHANDLER. Oh! ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. And there is no necessity for originating 
any more—— 

. CHANDLER. That is most extraordinary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they are the only ones that can come 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I feel bound to say that if 
there is any legislation changing existing law as to the subjects 
to be em within the next census it ought to be by reducing 
the work of the enumerators next summer. I understand that 
those enumerators have thirty days in which to do their work, 
and I ask the chairman of the committee how many questions the 
enumerators are obliged to ask to-day apon the existing schedules 
at every house in the country and in the Taga where they © 
to take the census—how many questions have to be asked by 
enumerator when he goes to a village house or a farmhouse? 

Mr. CARTER. I will state, in reply to the Senator's question, 
that the number of in tories will, of course, vary. In the 
case of a farmer, the head of the house or man in charge of 
the farm will be required to respond to all the questions propounded 
upon the agricultural schedule. In the case of a person engaged 
in manufacturing to some extent in a section of country where a 
special agent is not charged with manufacturing work, but that 
work is given to the enumerator, a great addition will be made in 
the interrogatories contained in the manufacturing schedule. I 
should say that on a general average the enumerator will be rə- 
quired to propound between one and two hundred questions at 
each residence he visits during his round. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator has understated it. 
Judging from the investigation I made when this bill was bei 
framed, and judging from the schedules which the Senator ha: 
here the other day, I came to the conclusion that at least 150 ques- 


tions would have to be put by every enumerator, and that it would 
go on up from 150 to over 200 in some cases. 

Mr. President, the best thing we could do for this census to-day 
would be to reduce those inquiries down to not more than 10 or 
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15. The enumeration of the population of this country is what 
the census originally was, and that is what it ought tobe. It has 
gone on from an enumeration that would require 10 or 15 inquir- 
ies in every house to an enumeration that requires from 150 to 
250, and now the Senator from Missouri, who stood up here the 
other day to prevent the destruction of the good work which he 
had helped to accomplish, of limiting this census, says—I suppose 
because he has been importuned about them—that we ought to 
take these things on, and then he pledges himself to stop all others. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has shown us that 
if we are toopen this door there should be many other subjects as 
to which the enumerators ought to get information, and I take 
the liberty, from a partial knowledge of this subject, to warn the 
Senate that it must stand by the lawas itis now upon the statute 
book or else we shall undo all the good work of restriction and 
limitation that we have done in connection with this census, and 
we shall have just as bulky a census, a census just as long de- 
layed, and a census a large portion of which will be utterly worth- 
less and useless to the people of the country. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr, President, I have aken occasion before, 
as a member of the Census Committee that framed the law prior 
to the Phos wenger ee of that committee, to signify my approval 
of the position taken by the chairman and the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator from Maine. 

The only point in regard to the blind, the deaf, and the dumb 
to which this amendment applies (and I call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to this particular point) is that section 8 does 
not permit the enumeration of those classes in any other places 
except those who are confined or who live in institutions. Iam 
informed that that is not 10 per cent of them; that it is not 5 per 
cent of them; and therefore the census would be defective in a 
particular branch of ara var that is very much desired by scien- 
tific and medical men. e Senator from Montana has pointed 
out, with an additional schedule or special book for these classes, 
in which they would be enumerated and put down and nobody 
else go in that book except these defective persons, it would really 
save time, because in trying to assort out from among the seven 
odd million, one, perhaps, in five hundred or a thousand, the cler: 
who would have to look up the blind and defective classes in the 
general schedule, who would have to add up this work and tabulate 
it at the Census Bureau, would consume more time than it would 
take to put them in a special schedule to themselves. 

Mr. Then why not put in the insane, as the very re- 
spectable memorialists who are now at our doors desire? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Just add the insane, 

Mr. HALE. And the idiotic? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The deaf, the dumb, the blind, and the insane. 

Mr. HALE. And the idiotic. 

; Mr. TILLMAN, Now, I want to stop somewhere, and you want 
o goon. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that the argument for one is just as good 
as the argument for the other. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am satisfied that the idiotic and insane are 
not easy to get at, because people are sensitive of the fact that 
they have relatives who are in that unfortunatecondition. There- 
fore there will be no objection to at least leaving the idiots out. 
There is some scientific value in obtaining a knowledge of the 
increase of insanity in our population, and the scientific men who 
are pressing this amendment I presume had reference to the sta- 
tistics of these defective classes as being really of value to the 
medical profession, and that is the reason e dhe are pressing it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish simply to call the 
attention of the Senate to the population schedule. I have all the 
schedules that the enumerators will be required to use now, as I 
understand, 

Mr. CARTER. All that are printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All that are printed up to date. This is 
the population schedule, the first one. There are 28 require- 
ments in connection with the population schedule, and I want 
them considered by Senators who think they ought to be added to. 

The location of the house; the street; the house number; the 
number of the dwelling house, in the order of visitation; the 
number of the family, in the order of visitation; the name of the 
person; the relationship of each person to the head of the family; 
33 description color or race; sex; date of birth; age at 

ast birthday; whether single, married, widowed, or divorced; 
number of years married; mother of how many children; num- 
ber of children living; place of e SR br of birth of this 
person; place of birth of father; place of birth of mother; citi- 
zenship—year of immigration; number of years in the United 
States; naturalization; occupation; months not employed; edu- 
cation—attended school (in months); can read; can write; can 
speak English; and as to the ownership of the home—owned or 
bir’ owned or mortgaged; farm or house; number of farm 
8c. ule, 

Now, there, Mr. President, is the initial i Sie the enumer- 
ators have to take, and with any reasonable icts that can be 
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created for them, it is all they ought to doin the month of June. 
The best pe fe we could adopt for this census for the use of 
the people of the United States would be to tear off this population 
schedule and use that alone and throw all the others away. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to direct the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that about half those questions, 
or rather the limitations there that the enumerator must observe, 
are put there for his own guidance and for the checking of the 

ent down here as to whether he has not skipped some- 
y. At least half of those instructions there are not put there 
to be enumerated and added up and published. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The enumerator has to make a record for 
every one of those 28. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He does not have to ask those questions. 
They are there for his guidance in taking the census, so that he 
shall not skip around some house. 

Mr. DLER. He has to write down the name of every 
person in the family, and against each one of them he has to make 
a statement—not 28 as to each, because, of course, he will not put 
down the number of months that the father has attended school— 
but 28 entries; 28 inquiries have to be made and the result set 
down u this schedule; and after that is done this whole other 
list of 100 to 125 or 150 is to be gone through with. The Senator 
from South Carolina could not in thirty days, under these sched- 
ules, take the census of one school district in South Carolina and 


t it right. 

Oe. TILLMAN. Possibly not, Mr. President, because I do not 
happen to be quite so nervous and so much like a grasshopper as 
my friend from New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

r. CHANDLER. I want to say to the Senator that a pitch- 
fork seldom touches a grasshopper. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LMAN, I — 4 i to have a little experience in 
this way: In 1880 a nei of mine was appointed enumerator 
in the township in which I reside, and in order to get himself to- 
gether and familiarize himself with his work he brought all his 
instructions to me and asked me to go over them with him and 
carefully examine and try to get him started off so that he would 
make no blunder. Well, he took the population of the township, 
amoun to about 4,000 people, and di it as well as it was ever 
done by the Senator from New Hampshire or any man in the 
State of New Hampshire, and he got through in less than twenty 


days. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Section 7 of the census act approved March 
8, 1899, provides: 

That the Twelfth Census shall be restricted to inquiries relating to the 

pulation, to mortality, to the products of agriculture and of manufactur- 
to cue mechanical establishm: ‘The schedules relating to the popula- 
birth, and place of birth of parents whether alien or nat- 

i occupation, months unem- 

p of farms and homes. 


Now, if this amendment is agreed to, it will simply include deaf, 
dumb, and blind. I hope the motion will be pete to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The advantage which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has not mentioned is that we get rid of this business, and 
the bill will not have to go back to a committee of conference and 
bring about another fight between the House and the Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. d we get the law through. 

The PRESIDENT 8 The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment. z 

The question being put, there were on division—ayes 17, noes 
18; no on voting. 

aho RESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL rose, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
* demand the yeas and nays? 


% There is no quorum present. 
tary call the roll. 8 


r. STEWART. Task for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. TELLER, I think the roll is now to be called to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggestion having been 
made that there is not a quorum present, the roll must be called. 


Does the Senator from Mis- 
Let the Secre- 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators | Allison, 


answered to their names: 


Aldrich, 3 McComas, Simon, 
‘Allen, er, Laurin, Spooner, 
Allison, ey McMillan, Stewart, 
Baker, ger, Money, Taliaferro, 
Bate, e, Nelson, Teller, 
Berry, Hansbrough, ae Fenn Thurston, 
Burro’ wiley, tigrew, Tillman, 
Butler.” Har 1 x Pett Turner, 
Carter, on r Platt, 

Sandler, Jones, Nev. Platt. N. N. Wi 
Chilton, Kean, Prite W 

Clay, Kenney, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Kyle, geste, Walco! 
. — . Scott, 

Davis, McBride, Shoup, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the roll call 61 Senators 
have answered, There is a quorum present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The hour of 2 o'clock havin 
arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
Ge peas io United States, and for other p 

Mr. DRICH, I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
5 aside to allow the vote to be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro cot bom The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I ask for the yeas and nays on the pend- 
ing question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the . Let it be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro 8 e Secretary will state the 
motion of the Senator from mri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The SECRETARY. That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House numbered 1, relating to the 
deaf, dumb, and blind, and agree to the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Bacon] is providentially detained from the Senate. 
He is paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE]. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. Ido 
not understand this to be a . or poli cal question, and I 
take the liberty of voting. I vote yea. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
I transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. McCumser], who is a 


sent, so as to permit the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and 
myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I have 


a general pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD], but 
= bog not a political question I shall take the liberty of voting. 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. As I do not see him 
present in the Hall, 1 not vote. : 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY]. Iam in- 

ormed that if that Senator were present he would vote yea.“ 
I shall therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

sit pa May I inquire what is the precise form of this 
question 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The motion made by the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will 
state to the Senator from Massachusetts, was that the Senate 
should recede from its disagreement and agree to the amendment 
made Ki the House. 

Mr. HOAR. My vote stands “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—30, 
Bai McLaurin, 8 or, 
Beet * Hawley, McMillan, e; 
Chilton, Hoar, Money, Teller, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Gallen” ade Piatt, Conn. há 
Elkins, McEnery, Proctor, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldri Fairbanks, Kenney, 
2 Foster, 7 Bante, 
Selle McBride, Simon, 

Baker, Ga r. M Stewart, 
Carter, Hale, Nelson, Thurston, 

e Hanna, Platt, N. Y, Turner, 
Clark, Wyo. Harris, Pri We — 

vis, Kean, Quarles, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—% 

—.— penil, McCumber, — 
Burrows, Depew, Martin, Sewell, 
Butler, Foraker, Mason, Sullivan, 
Caffery, Morgan, Turley, 
Clark, Mont. Heitfeld, Penrose, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House numbered 1. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. T move that the Senate recede. from its 


1900. 


disagreement to the amendment of the House in regard to mines 
and mining, and agree to the same, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems to me a very unnat- 
ural classification to provide for taking the statistics of agricul- 
tural, manufacturing, and mechanical affairs and leave out min- 
ing. It appears to me that the first thing should be to provide for 
the natural productions of the country, the basis of manufacturing 
and mechanical affairs. Now, under the measure as it stands we 
are to take the statistics of eee, of the products of the 
mines, but not of the mines themselves. It seems to me the very 
first thing should be to take the 8 of the country, and 
then show by statistics what we do with them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on i = Ma 
the motion made by the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. T- 
TIGREW]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
the adoption of this amendment will delay the census at all. The 
trouble with the census bill is that we provide for certain infor- 
mation and then declare that no other information shall be had 
until this is finished, thus delaying for two years at least the time 
of taking the census on other matters. e statistics of mines 
and mining have heretofore been taken each ten years. Now, we 
propose to have a period of twelve years under the bill as it 
stands, and therefore we shall be unable to draw from the infor- 
mation and statistics which we receive the conclusions that we 
would otherwise acquire. I suggested that this census of mines 
and mining was taken the last time by the Geological Survey and 
that they might takeitagain. There is nothing in the amend- 
ment which requires that they shall take it, but they could take 
it, and thus not delay the enumeration of the population a single 
hour, and give us this important information at once. 

Some Senators have attacked the Geological Survey—no, not 
attacked it, Mr. President, but rs ne of it. My observation 
from an examination of their work extending over a period of 
several years, is that there is no more efficient and competent 
bureau of this Government, and that there is no better work done 
by any branch of this Government than is done by the Geological 

urvey. 

I want to say, further, that I am not prompted by any personal 
desire to have the census of mines and mining taken by the officers 
of the Geological Survey; but the State which I in part represent 
on this floor produces about $8,000,000 of gold per year, as well as 
many other very valuable and important minerals; one-third of 
our population is engaged in mining, and they are interested in 
the data concerning the subject. Iam therefore 1 in my 
effort by their interest in urging that this should be done. 

Mr, CLAY. Lask that the amendment be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to collect statistics eee by section 8 of said act, in regard to mines, min- 
ing, and minerals, at the time fixed for the enumeration of the population, 
er and manufactures, notwi' ding any restrictions or limita- 

ions contained in section 8 of said act. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the amendment contemplates 
the collation of data with reference to mines, mining, and min- 
eral production at the time the enumeration is in progress. It is 
objectionable; it is 5 the collection of the figures 
and facts contemplated by the Senator from South Dakota. 

In the first place, the a pt to collect facts, fi „and reli- 
able statistics relating to mines, mining, and minerals through 
enumerators to be appointed to perform this census work would 


be, to a person familiar with the conditions surrounding mines 
and mining, practically a ridiculous proposition. 
Mr. PR R. Will the Senator allow me a question? 


Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to know if the statistics are to 
be taken by the enumerators? I do not so understand it. 

Mr. CARTER. I assume the purpose of this amendment is to 
charge the enumerators with the collection of statistics on this sub- 
ject. That must be the purpose in view of the direction in the 
amendment that the statistics shall be gathered at the time of the 
enumeration. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to interrupt the Senator from 
Montana for a moment. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yie 
F I will yield to the honorable Senator from 


ev: 

Mr. STEWART. The Geological Survey has been taking such 
statistics each yonr and making reports, and I regard those reports 
asquite valuable. Itisnow proposed that this work shall be taken 
out of their hands. I think we ought to have the information 
which they are giving to the public annually with regard to the 
— — industries. It is apart from the general work of the Geo- 
logical Survey. It has been done by a special division, which has 
a very competent gentleman at its head. 

Ishould dislike very much to have the valuable work of that 


XXXII—71 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1121 


division interfered with. I do not think that the enumerators can 
get the character of information we are now annually receiving 
om the Geological Survey in the reports which give information 

which those engaged in the mining business require. Thope that 
work will not be stopped. The bill might be so modified in con- 
ference as tocontinue that work. It seemsto me all that is neces- 
sary in regard to mining is to have the statistical information given 
to us which is now given tous annually. There is a special ap- 
propriation made for it. The Senator from Iowa, the chairman of 
the Committee on bay isch amano [Mr. ALLISON], can tell the 
Senate what is being done annually in that regard. 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the remarks of the Senator from 
Nevada I will state that, as a matter of course, with the books 
annually issued under and by authority of the Geological Survey, 
emanating from that branch of the Bureau presided over by a 
very compen man, Dr. Day, there comes a book known as the 
Mineral Resources of the United States. It is a publication 
which has been issued from that Bureau for many years past, I 
think for over fifteen years, and constitutes a valuable library, or 
addition to a library, of persons interested in mines and mining. 

Mr. HALE. And a book which is very much in demand. 

Mr. CARTER. And a book very much in demand, and sup- 
plied for distribution to members of Congress to a limited extent. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to know—I am almost ashamed 
to display my ignorance, but there are so many things I do not 
know about this Government that I am not so very much ashamed 
after all—whether that book embraces statistics of coal mining? 

Mr. CARTER. Of course—iron, coal, copper, lead, cinnabar, 
etc., would be included. 

Mr. TILLMAN, How does the Geological pape get statistics 
relating to coal and iron? I thought that the Geological Survey 
was confined in its scope and work almost entirely to the Western 
part of the country, in the mountains and other similar regions. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no law confining its operation to any 
particular section of the country. 

5 50 HALE. The Geological Survey is engaged in work in other 

ctions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, if I may answer the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], the Geological Survey gets 
millions of dollars each year for preparing maps of the whole United 
States, which are exact duplicates on an entirely different scale of 
the maps of the Coast and Geodetic Survey; so that this great 
country from ocean to ocean is being platted by the Geological 
Survey with maps which will never have the slightest value. The 
Geological Survey finds its way into every hamlet and every cabin, 
and especially finds its way into the lobbies of the Senate and the 


House of Representatives. [Laughter.] The Geological Survey 
is gate ate and universal. 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to dis- 


claim any familiarity or introduction that honorable body. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Montana allow me to 
ask him a single question? 

Mr. CARTER, I will assume that the Senator from Colorado 

. WOLCOTT] has answered the Senator from South Carolina 
Mr. TILLMAN], and therefore I will yield to the question of the 
mator from Vermont, 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Montana stated that the 
statistics were to be taken by enumerators. I want to ask him if 
the Census Office has not within a few days issued a circular pro- 
viding for a distinct set of officers for taking the statistics on 
manufactures? 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment under consideration reads as 
follows: 

And the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to collect statistics required by section 8 of said act, in regard to mines, 
mining, and mine at the time fixed for the enumeration of the popula- 
tion. eee and manufactures, notwithstanding any restrictions or 
limitations contained in section 8 of said act. 

I concede to the Senator, in reply to his question, that this does 
not require that this work shall be intrusted to enumerators, but 
the fact that it is to be accomplished at the time the enumeration 
is in progress seems to inferentially lead us to the conclusion that 
the enumerators are to do the work, 

Mr. PROCTOR. But, Mr. President, the Director of the Cen- 
sus is under no restriction except that the census is to be taken 
at the same time, In fact, he has recently issued a circular, cov- 
ering the whole country, providing for a separate set of men for 
taking the statisticsof manufactures, I can say for my own State 
that there is not a solitary place in it where there is any manufac- 
turing of any amount and no place where there is any quarrying 
or pe which is not included in that order and a separate set 
of offic 1 for taking that census. They can, While they 
are engaged in collecting the statistics of manufactures, take the 
statistics of mining and quarrying without any additional expense, 

Mr. CARTER, That can not be done under this amendment, 
The law provides that the Director of the Census may eoor 
special agents to collect statistics relating to manufactures, 
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certain other 


special 
the collection of statistics concerning range stock and live stock 
in cities and on farms; but this amendment does not provide for 
the employment of special agents to collect statistics relating to 

i , and minerals. It provides no agency for the col- 


ts may be employed with reference to 


mines, mining, ar h 

lection of statistics, unless the enumerators referred to in the 

amendment be employed for the purpose. That leads me to make 

the observation. 

3 STEWART. I should like to make an inquiry of the 
tor. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Nevada will indulge me a 
moment, I wish to add that this collection of statistics through 
enumerators—and this amendment leaves no other means for the 
collection of statistics—would lead to the collection of the most 
unreliable and misleading line of statistics anyone can conceive 
of. The Senator from Colorado . WoLcorr] well knows, as 
does the Senator from Nevada STEWART], that in our own 
highly favored Rocky Mountain region you would find an opti- 

tic enumerator who would go through a mining district in one 
case and see, like Sellers, there were millions in it,” and another 
man who had just been unfortunate in the development of a pros- 
pect would say there was nothing in the adjoining district, and 
would set the whole country down asa barren rock. This would 
lead to a mere expression of opinion by enumerators, and the 
height of the estimate would depend on the condition of the di- 
gestion of the enumerator from day to day or his experience in 
mining operations. 

Mr. President, collecting statistics relating to mining and min- 
erals is a serious work. ey have been, as the Senator from 
Nevada suggests, for more than fifteen years collected by compe- 
tent agents of the Government, trained in the collection of statis- 
tics on this subject, so as to discriminate between wild rumor and 
substantial fact. When we de 
statistics we but trifle with public information. 

I shall be glad now to yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator has pretty much answered the 
question I was about to ask, which was, if the information that 


is now co does not answer every purpose, and if it is likely 
to be im priate? Pog sox cs obtained by the enumerators. I do 
not it would be improved at all. there is not work enough 


done, it is very easy to require more by the making of a small 
appropriation. It is important that we should secure accurate 

ormation which the whole country demands. I get frequent 
requests for copies of this work, and have been sending them out 
for years. I had a consultation with Dr. Day about it. He has 
come to me at times with sheets to consult me about get- 
ting the kind of information which would be useful to persons 
engaged in the mining business. If any other information is re- 
cia makiag wiki vay ͤ KV 
now ing with very li itional expense. 

I do not think we need the Census Bureau to interfere with col- 
lecting this information. Whatever may be said of the Geolog- 
ical Survey in other respects, Dr. Day’s work is correct, scientific, 
and logical, and furnishes valuableinformation. There is a great 

for it among the miners. I do not believe in taking the 
matter out of his hands, for untrained men can not do the work 
he has been doing. It may be when the appropriation is made by 
the Committee on Appropriations there may be sug; ons as to 
para. a scope of his duties; but I do not see why we should 
confuse thi: VV 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. dent, this will not interfere in the 
slightest di with the work of the Geological Bureau. It seems 
to me, 9 the great interest in mining regions and 
the great production of minerals, that we are entitled to have a 
census if any other branch of national industry is entitled to it. 

If the enumerators are to be appointed from a class of men who 
can only enumerate persons and who know nothing else, all the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] said is true; but it would be 
within the power of the Director of the to send to every 
mining camp the right kind of man to the census of mining 
on the number of people who are engaged in mining, 

© amount of money which has been invested in it, and all such 
matters. It ought to be made and it can be made more in detail 
in this census it has been made in any other. I do not see 
why we 3 3 that ag ge furnished to us regard- 
ing one ndustry, which is not secondary to very many 
1 which axe ta be looked to specifically when the census is 

ng taken. 

The most unimportant and inconsequential part of the entire 
census is that as to population. There are thousands of subjects 
as to which statistics ought to be taken in the census which are more 
valuable in an economic point than those ccm, Ina ulation. 
Bec HOAR. = population census is necessary e purpose 

portionmen: è 

Mr. TELLER. It is required for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentati and in that sense, and in that only, it becomes impor- 
tant; but i think the Treasury t make e month an 
estimate of population. They the estimate on the statistics 


from this method of collecting M 


of immigration and upon the well-known rule of the growth of the 
people, considering our past history. I have no doubt they come 
near enough to the actual facts for all practical purposes. 

The census ought to contain satistics on a great many other 
subjects. Our census has been the most elaborate and perhaps 
the most useful of any census ever made by any government, and 
it is so recognized. has had at its men who understood 
their business, and under them have been taken censuses which 
the world considers very valuable. I know myself, from com- 
ments which have been made upon late censuses in Europe, that 
our censuses are 3 as more valuable than anything that is 
being done on the Continent. Why should we wait for statistics 
on this subject an more than we should wait for the statistics of 
manufactures? we were to confine this census simply to the 
population, I would not complain; but that is not done. It is 
pro to single out and select certain industries, which it is 
said must be reported with the population, and that certain 
others are not of sufficient consequence to be included. 

I believe that the mineral census can be taken without any 
delay, and that the Director has authority to select the right kind 
of people to take it. I should myself be glad to see it taken. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that the Senate 


recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House num- 
bered 2, in regard to mines, ing, and minerals, and agree to the 
oar Saree the question. 


noes appear to have it. 
38 TIN EW. Ical 9 nays. 

e yeas and nays were ordered; Secretary 
to call the roll. z: 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iagain an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Virginia . DAN- 
„F to my colleague [Mr. 

wer and I vote yea.“ 
Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD], and 
will therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), Ihave a general 

air with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEY]. Ido not 
ow how he would vote if present. therefore withhold my 
vote; but if at liberty I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 16, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Hawley, Money, Shoup, 
Clay, 5 ones, Ark. — N 
Hansbrough, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 8 Warren. 
All Fairbanks, ai Scott, 
en, 
Allison, 8 Beside Simon. 
Carter, T, s Stewart, 
Hale, MeLa Taliaferro, 
Chilton. Harris, McMillan, ‘Thurston, 
Clark, Wyo. Kean, Pe ‘Turner, 
Cullom, Kyle, a richard. Welington. 
Davis, Lindsay, Ross, 
Aldrich, 8 
Bacon, Deboe, McCumber, Quarles, 
Baker, Depew, Mallory, Sewell, 
Beveridge, Elkins, Martin, S . 
Burrows. Foraker, Mason, Sullivan, 
Butler, Foster, Morgan, ley, 
Caffery, Gear, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Clark, Mont. Hanna, Penrose, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Platt, N. Y. 


Heitfeld, 18 A 
So the Senate refused to recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House numbered 2, 
Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, beforethissubject passesaway, 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate tothe work in this direc- 


department in the U 
cause I am op to mines and , I voted to disagree with 
the action of the other House turning the work over to the other 
department. If Senators will examine these volumes they will 
obtain information regarding the mineral resources of their own 
States which they can not getin any other way. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the House of Representatives, 
and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was to. < 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
= aces apie grabs On E eect and Mr, CARTER, 


Hare, and Mr. McEnery were appointed 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn, 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 


, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


1900. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 24, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
sth ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM WHALER BOWHEAD, 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1933) to provide 
an American register for the steam whaler Bowhead, which bill is 
now on the Speaker's table. 

TheSP. R. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
poet by the Clerk. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steam whaler Bowhead, owned b 
John A, Cook, Preston B. Keith. E B Howard, E. T. Packard, D. W. Field, 
A. W. Barrows, George Bickford, W. H. Bryant, and H. B. Madison, citizens 
of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear the oy à 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. GREENE] will yield to me—— 

The SPE R. This is a Senate bill, and the Chair under- 
3 that a similar bill has been reported by the House com- 


ttee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A similar bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the House report is here, let it be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The House report is a copy of the Senate 
report, which I have. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the Clerk's 
desk to be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the gentleman from Ohio, 
who is chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, making a statement of the facts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, this is a small 
whaling vessel which has been bought at a cost of $11,500 up in 
the whaling region by a number of gentlemen engaged in the 
whaling business, from Brocton, Mass. All the owners reside 
there except one, who is in San Francisco. It is proposed that 
this vessel shall be repaired, and a specific statement is filed with 
the report as to the character of the changes and improvements 
which are to be made, and which involve an expenditure of 
$12,500 and an outfitting of $16,000 in San Francisco. The bill 
2 that when that work is completed and proof is made to 

he Commissioner of Navigation that the amount of 812,500 has 
1 7 then an American register may be granted to this 
e ship, 

Mr. DE VRIES. What is the capacity of the vessel? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a ship of 240 tons burden. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will if the House Committee has 
unanimously reported this measure? 

Mr. GRO OR. The House Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries have reported a similar bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, A unanimous report. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. And now the proposition is 
to pass the Senate bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I understand that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly in the words of the House bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ionly wanted to know if the proper com- 
mittee have agreed to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. GR E of Massachusetts, a motion torecon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. GREENE of Massa- 
3 the corresponding House bill was ordered to lie on the 

e. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated tothe House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls up the unfinished business, 
and izes the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. POWERS. . Speaker, the House and the country are to 


be congratulated that this great question which now engages our 


attention has been submitted to an able, painstaking committee 

who have searched through all the precedents that are to be found 
in the records of Congress, have explored all the decisions of the 
courts, and examined the text of all the commentators upon this 
subject, and have presented to us an exhaustive analysis of this 
gront — of information in the reports which they have laidupon 
our à 

They have been unabie to agree. Their disagreement is not 
upon the facts upon which our action is to be based, but upon the 
conclusion to which those facts point. The majority of the com- 
mittee say that the remedy to be gH to the wrong which they 
insist has been done is to exclude . Roberts from his seat in 
25 House, to prevent even his being sworn in as a member of the 

ouse. 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee say that that 
remedy can not be ees, but that the pore one is to first admit 
and swear him, and then expel him. ell, now, this presents, 
therefore, the only question for the consideration of the House at 
this time: Which of these two remedies, upon an agreed statement 
of facts, is the proper one for the House to adopt? 

It was said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] on 
yesterday, in his very able and exhaustive ent, that the 

recedents point to expulsion as the proper remedy. But if I may 
allowed to criticise the gentleman’s logic, I should say that he 
runs right up against the very precedents which he cites, because 
it is a universal rule, so far as the committee has given us infor- 
mation upon the subject, that you can not 1 55 a member from 
the House for any offense committed prior to his election; and it 
is a confessed fact in this case that the crime of polygamous mar- 
riage that was committed by Mr. Roberts was committed long 
before the people of Utah elected him as their Re ntative on 
this floor, and that it was well known to the people of Utah when 
they cast their ballots that he had committed that crime. 

Iam aware, sir, that the gentleman may sopi to this and say 
that polygamy is a continuing status, and that I shall insist to be 
the fact; but, nevertheless, the crime itself, the initial steps that 
made him guilty and answerable before the bar of public justice, 
were taken jong before he was elected to Congress. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, the minority of this committee, however 
ingeniously they may argue the question, are confronted with 
this obstacle in their pathway. The conclusion which they reach 
is one which can not be carried out if we are to follow the prece- 
dents that have been established for many years in this behalf. 

The House to-day is sitting in the ee a judge. Its 
jurisdiction is conferred by that clause in the Constitution which 
declares that each House shall be the judge of the election, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its members, 

The power to judge is a plenary one. Weare not told in the 
Constitution when we shall judge or how we shall judge, but the 
broad grant of power to sit in judgment is given, and the method 
that shall be adopted to accomplish that judgment is left, and nec- 
a left, to the discretion of the House itself. It is a funda- 
mental principle in the law that where there is a grant of power 
given that the very grant itself, ex vi termini, carries with it every 
incidental power n to make . ag effective. Andsoin 
this case, where the House is authori to judge of the elections 
and qualifications of its members, it may judge in its own Tr 
It may judge at such time andin such manner as it sees fit. It 

ust as 6 to judge at the time that a member presents 

i to take the oath as it is after he has taken it. If the House 
in its wisdom and discretion sees fit to its judgment at that 
. in the proceedings, it has the right so to do. 

o are not restrained by this provision of the Constitution, we 
are not restrained by any other provision of the Constitution, and 
without any language whatever giving us the right to determine 
the time and the manner in which he shall judge of these qualifi- 
cations this general grant of power carries with it the incidental 
one to determine the method. 

But, sir, there is another clause in the Constitution which de- 
clares that each House shall make its rules and regulations, and 
that would justify the House in proceeding under any tion 
or rule that it might prescribe in determining when and how it 
shall sit in judgment on this question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I should prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ido not want to break the line of your 


argument, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. POWERS. Ihave but a very short time accorded to me, 
and if I yield to interruptions I will say to my friend that he will 
lose the spell of my argument. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, All right; I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman without his consent. 
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Mr. POWERS. The House, then, having the right to deter- 
mine when and the method by which it will decide this question, 
the inquiry arises, May it not determine it before the member 
takes his oath? It seems to me to be entirely unanswerable to say 
that the House may do so at that time. 

Now, sir, much has been said on the floor in the debate thus far 
as to the guiltof Mr. Roberts. I think, sir, there is another party 
that is guilty in this matter, and that is, the people of the State of 
Utah are ible for this condition of things that we are con- 
fronted with here to-day. The people of the State of Utah came 
to the doors of Congress three or four pa since with an appli- 
cation for admission to statehood. They came protesting that 
polygamy was a dead issue in that Territory, and they came with 
a manifesto from the chief executive officer of the Mormon 
Church, in which he had said to his people that polygamy must 
cease. 

They came, by their Representative on this floor, and declared 
that public sentiment in Utah was ne this practice; and, lis- 
tening to this appeal that was made the people of the Terri- 
tory, this House and Congress consen to e them in after 
prescribing certain conditions that never before had been pre- 
scribed in the case of the admission of a new State into the Union. 
This House originated a proposition to this effect: That the State 
of Utah when they adopted their constitution should put into it 
a clause of their own making, by their own free will, forever pro- 
hibiting polygamous or plural ma No such restriction as 
that was ever before incorporated in the enabling act admitting a 
new State into the Union. But in this case, in view of the pledges 
that were made by that people, and in order to bind them to the 
utmost good faith for the redemption of those pledges, Congresssaid 
to them: Gentlemen, you must incorporate that into your organic 
law as the condition precedent to your admission into the sister- 
hood of States.” 

Now, sir, they did what they were told; but we were told that 
that prohibition was prospective in its operation; that it merely 

hibited polygamous or plural marriages thereafter. I beg to 
iffer from that construction of the language. I insist that it was 
a prohibition against the status of a polygamous marriage. What 
isa polygamous in the sense in which it was used in 
that instrument, in the constitution of their own State? Was it 
limited to the mere celebration of the marriage ceremony? Was 
that the mischief this House of Congress intended to remedy? 
Not at all. A man may marry two or twenty wives if that is all 
there is to it. It works no harm tothe public good. It is all very 
true that a man may be prosecuted 8 for being a big - 
amist by the mere proof of the celebration of the second ceremony, 
but that was not the question pending before the House. The 
House was trying to protect the people against what is called the 


institution of my. 
We were to strike a blow against the status thus assumed 
by the party 


Me the offense. Congress was not trying to 
deny the right of the celebration of repeated ceremonies, but try- 
ing to prevent the setting up of poly; ous households and the 
institution of more f. than might be lawfully supported by 
one man. That was the mischief, and that is the force and the 
scope, by any legal or common-sense construction, that could be 
given to the language that was put in the very organic law of the 
e. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Maine said on yesterday, that 
there is no such thing as a contract between the State and the 
General Government. If you please to limit it to that language, 
that is undoubtedly right; but, sir, there is such a thing as a con- 
tract of good faith on the part of the people of a State when it 
comes to the doors of Congressand asks admission. We have the 
right to hold them to an o ance of plighted faith; and thatis 
the point that I insist we should do to-day by repudiating the Rep- 
resentative they have sent here, sending him to them, ask- 
ing them in some more positive way to show their faith in the 

oe which they made to us when they were admitted into the 
on. 

Now, then, the remedy which the minority propose is expulsion. 

ulsion is a matter that is wholly connected with ant relates 
to Representative himself. It is personal to him and does not 
touch the constituency. You can not expel a man for anything 
except, inthe language of the Constitution, for misbehavior. ‘*‘ Dis- 
een behavior are the very words adopted by the Constitution. 
Therefore it has been held repeatedly, and, I think, almost uni- 
versallx, that there must be some disorderly behavior on the part 
of the resentative after he becomes clothed with the trust, not 
2 after he is sworn in, but after he has been selected. 
He must do something within the comprehension of the words 
“disorderly behavior ” in order to warrant the House in taking 
notice of it, 

Why, sir, a man may commit the crime of murder, that crime 
may be known to all men in his State, and yet if afterwards they, 
knowing these facts, proceed and send him hereas their Represent- 
ative, this House is absolutely powerless to deal with the matter 
for that crime. And, as suggested by my friend from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. Grow] who sits beside me, a fortiori is this so if they 
once it him to a seat on this floor. But, sir, we are not seek- 
ing to ponn this man for disorderly behavior, and therefore we 
do not bring the case within the range of that clause of the Con- 
stitution that gives the House aright to expel. It must be lodged 
somewhere else, and I propose, in the brief time I have, to attempt 
to show that it is lod, not under the clause judging of this 
man’s qualifications—that is to say, the constitutional qualifica- 
tions of age, residence, citizenship, and inhabitancy—but it reaches 
back to the original election of the man. 

It is there that you are to plant your ground for excluding him 
from taking the oath. The constituency that sends him here are 
the ones we should criticise; their action is the action we call in 
question, and not the disorderly behavior of Roberts, under the 
other clause of the Constitution giving the House the right to 


expel. 3 

Bo that, Mr. Speaker, the result in this case must, by force of 
this reasoning, be exclusion or nothing. We are confronted with 
just that dire necessity. We must say either this man may be 
sworn in and stay in, because we have no right to expel for a cause 
that existed long before, or we must exclude him now and accom- 
plish what the le of this Union are demanding at our hands, 

But we are told by the gentleman from Utah especially, and it 
has been hinted from other sources, that if we construe this 
enabling act to mean something more than the celebration of an 
illegal marriage, we are breaking up family households, we are 
tearing away the wife from the husband. deny it, sir; we are 
not breaking up a household; we are not tearing away the wife 
from her husband, Polygamy has never been le in Utah, 
either as a Territory or as a State. Even before she became a 
Territory, the common law of England, that was in force there 
as everywhere, made polygamy illegal. It has never been legal- 
ized on the American continent, and therefore the moment 
Roberts took wife No. 2 he had a marriage that was, under the 
law as it then stood, absolutely and unqualifiedly void. When 
he took wife No g, that marriage was absolutely and unqualifiedly 
void. Both of them were contrary to the law of the land under 
which he lives. 

Now, then, we are not breaking up a family, because no legal 
family existed; no illegal marriage could make a legal family, 
and so the dire consequences, which are ape der i by the gentle- 
man from Utah, cease to exist. We are simply breaking up an 
illegal relation; nothing more, nothingless. Itis not, therefore, 
a question of sentiment; it is a question of strict law and of stern 
justice. But, sir, Mr. Roberts is entitled to no consideration, be- 
cause he knew what the law was. Every man is bound to know 
the law under which he lives. He can not come here, therefore, 
and plead the baby act by saying that he acted in good faith, and 
he does not do that. He comes here and pleads that he acted un- 
der the high behest of the church to whose creed he subscribed. 
He puts it on the ground of a religious ceremony, of a religious 
institution, and justifies his action on that ground and that alone, 

Now, then, I have already said that the people of the State of 
Utah have broken their gs se faith when they assured us at 
the time of the passage of the enabling act and by the adoption 
of their own State constitution that this institution should cease. 
They were admitted into the Union, and when they were admitted 
into the Union, Mr. Speaker, they pledged themselves within that 
8 language in the preamble to the Constitution, We, the 
peop e, in order to form a more perfect union, etc., adopt this 

Jonstitution.” They stand precisely to-day as though they had 
been one of the thirteen States that originally adopted that Con- 
stitution. Theyare a part of the people, and as a part of the peo- 

le the constituency of that State are bound to the utmost good 
aith in the observance of their constitutional duties. 

Why, sir, every American citizen that lived in the State of 
Utah and voted for Roberts was under oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Whatdo you mean bysupporting 
a constitution? Do you mean to subvert it, or do you mean to 

ield a willing allegiance under it, to support it and defend it in 
its workings, of ministering to the highest good of all the people? 
They promised to support the Constitution. Now, then, they 
must support that Constitution in the spirit in which it was 
adopted, and for the high ends for which it was adopted. What 
aroan high ends? Among other things, to promote the puhlio 
welfare. 

It is true my friend from Maine yesterday rather flippantly 
alluded to the general-welfare clause in the Constitution. But I beg 
to say to him that, under that clause 8 the general wel- 


fare, there has been more legislation that has uplifted the panpa; 
that has accomplished the public welfare, than under any other 
clause in that sacred instrument. And when the people of Utah 


were called upon to act under the Constitution by electing a Rep- 
resentative to Congress, they owed a duty to all the other people 
the country to elect a man, to inaugurate a policy that would 
minister to the public welfare, and not send a man here that 
would imperil the very Constitution under which we are living. 
It was therefore a breach of faith on their part to elect such a 
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Representative. By their action in sending Mr. Roberts here as 
their Representative they have imperiled the very Constitution 
that they are sworn to support. They have attempted to make 
this institution, which is nothing but a relic of barbarism, re- 
spectable. They have given it a standing and a status in the 
halls of legislation that had been rejected by the legislature when 
they were admitted into the Union. 

But we are told by the gentleman from Utah that if we adopt 
the policy of excluding him from a seatin the House, we threaten 
the very existence of the Constitution itself; that we break down 
the bulwarks that the fathers set up for the protection of public 
liberties. Well, if that sermon had been 15 to us by some- 
body who was not himself trying to break down those bulwarks, 
it would havea t deal more force. Breaking down the kul- 
warks of the Constitution by excluding a Representative who comes 
here pledged to support the Constitution, comes here pledged to 
work for the public interests of our e. and still justifies his 
belief in an institution that Congress has once condemned—is that 
the way that the bulwarks of the Constitution are threatened? 

For one I am perfectly willing to risk the shipof state. Ithink 
she can sailon safely enough, notwithstanding the dangerous 
assault which the gentleman says this House is about to make 
upon those bulwarks. It is true, sir, that in sailing over these 
troublesome waters the timbers of the old ship may creak, the 
cordage may in some parts of it snap, the crew may murmur, but 
of one thing I feel well assured, that the old ship of state will 
never be swallowedup in the miry waters of Salt Lake. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. + 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that over the doors of the legislative 
chambers in ancient Rome was written an inscription in Latin, 
which translated means See to it that no harm comes to the Re- 
public.” That injunction was written in large letters on the 
very portals of theircapitol building,so that every member of their 
legislative body as he marched up to the capitol each morning to 
discharge his responsible duties in legislating for the welfare of a 
free people should be reminded that it was his duty to see that no 
harm came to the Republic. 

Now, sir, that same injunction is resting upon us. It is not 
written in letters over the doors of our Capitol, but it is written 
in spirit in the very Constitution under which welive. It is writ- 
ten in the very pledge which every man makes when he takes an 
oath to conduct himself here for the best interests of the people. 
It is written in the very atmosphere of every one of our legislative 
halls and it is our duty to-day, obeying this injunction, to see to 
it that no harm comes to the Republic. 

The American people only a few months agorose toa level high 
enough and to a plane broad enough to write into the code of in- 
ternational law a new dogma, which was that the uncivilized 
methods of three centuries ago must not be practiced in the con- 
duct of a modern war. And so we dec that on grounds of 
humanity the United States was justified in preventing in Cuba 
the perpetration of those wrongs under Weylerism that been 

racticed three centuries before under the Duke of Alva in the 

etherlands. And no nation on the face of the globe has as yet 
called = question the propriety of that doctrine thus newly an- 
noune! . 

It remains for us to-day, Mr. Speaker, to write another maxim 
in the DAE LARENN ae of our country, and that is that no 
one of the relics of barism that have come down to us from 
long-ago centuries shall longer vex and disturb the deliberations 
of an American Congress. We can say to the people of Utah, 
Take your man back. Return us a Representative who is in 
accord with the spirit of our institutions and we will welcome 
him to a seat on this floor. But if you insist upon sending us a 
man who represents an idea that threatens the vay happiness of 
our people, if you undertake to popularize and e respectable 
such an idea in our autonomy, we a to you, No.“ We say that 
it is proper that we record . never before in the legisla- 
tive history of this House, the principle that no man shall be per- 
mitted to hold a seat here who is not in perfect accord with the 
very spirit of our institutions and in accord with the high aims 
. and 8 of American civilization, [Applause.] 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. S er, in the limited time which has 
been allotted to me in this debate I shall of course not have oppor- 
tunity to make an exhaustive argument, and therefore I will con- 
dense my remarks as much as ble in discussing this case. 

To the principle of condemning a man without a hearing—and 
to deny or arrest privileges primarily secured and enjoyed with- 
~~ the 8 of our 2 is such . am ut- 

tly and forever opposed as a crime against liberty, possessing 
all the indicia of despotism. No one can deny that at the time 
the Representative from Utah was stopped at the bar of this 
House he possessed all the prima facie right to office that any 
of us had, and in ance thereof had the right to take upon 


himself and assume all its mandatory incidents, at least to the 
point where our discretionary powes could be moved and the 
results of investigation made 


own. And no one can 


that at that time any investigation of the charges had been 
made. The allegation that in the opinion of eminent counsel 
the record of his naturalization might be held to be defective is 
not a charge that he was not a citizen. At least it merely sug- 
gested a doubt which was immediately dispelled by the production 
of his certificate of naturalization issuing by a court of competent 


jurisdiction, which is certainly conclusive unless we are to as- 
sume that the legislative branch of the Government can exercise 
a revisory control over the judicial branch, which, it seems to me, 
is subversive of their distinct and sovereign equality. It may be 
that upon investigation properly had, if there appears an entire 
lack of jurisdiction on the face of the proceedings, it would be in 
the power of Congress to so declare and thus defeat his election. 
At any rate, we are not to assume its void character until it does 
appear. 

PWhy need we scoff at the administration of justice in the French 
Republic, where evidently the presumption of innocence does not 
obtain and where a pleading and helpless prisoner is made to 
prove his innocence of crime founded only in well-drawn accusa- 
tion, if the representatives of the people of the United States are 
themselves to encompass the reversal of our order and become the 
chief exponents of the French system upon a mere suggestion of 
ies ea fe 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], in support of his reso- 
lution, used this language: 

If, upon investigation, it shall develop that the claimant is entitled to his 
seat, then an injustice be done him by keeping him out. But that injus- 
tice is not com ble to the injustice and wrong that will result to the 


House and country if, being ineligible in the respects charged, he should sit 
for one hour as a member of this y- 


My answer to this language is brief, that we are not authorized 
to thus incur the danger of possible injustice. To guard against 
it we have enshrined presumption of innocence, a principle as old 
as the Government and as sacred as the Constitution. 

Poonma, If contamination is what was to be pig phat we 
had already been inoculated in the exercise by the Representative 
from Utah of the functions of an office given him by the Consti- 
tution operating on the actions of the people of his State. 

I abhor polygamy in any form. But a large number of Repre- 
sentatives, who are not governed by the strict construction of the 
Constitution, which is an old and sacred creed of the Democratic 
faith, and which is the only safe and sure anchor of constitutional 
liberty, sought to so mix up a question of constitutional right 
touc the oath of office with questions of propriety involving a 
high moral standard as not to permit a fair expression of the sen- 
timent of the House. 

Entertaining the views which they do with reference to the 
Constitution, they could well do so without violating their con- 
science. Their position upon the constitutional question is well 
stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], the mover of 
the resolution, in his speech, which reads as follows: 

Finally, upon this subject of ineligibility, and I ask the attention of the 
House to these me: words, if we consider the t powers of Congress 
unrestricted save by the Constitution, we shall see that it can impose quali- 
ne pe ep 
refuse admission to — h thus tkalated. * 

The Democratic position on this question, and albeit the proper 
construction thereof, is as directly antagonistic to this view as it 
is ible to conceive. 

e do not consider the Constitution as a limitation on the 
powers of Congress, but, on the contrary, we consider the Consti- 
tution as a grant of the only and limited powers it possesses, 
The other theory, therefore, is to presuppose in Congress all author- 
ity upon which is imposed by the Constitution only certain limits, 
while the Democratic theory is to deny all authority except the 
limited powers authorized by the Constitution. 

Passing over the question of the dangers incurred by the estab- 
lishment of the precedent, whereby majorities elected may be re- 
duced to minorities in a 3 skirmish, and where a Presi- 
dent or er may be declared or constituted a Chief Executive 
or presiding officer who was never elected, it would not be difficult 
to 3 the position of the majority on the Tayler resolu- 
tion with their known views with regard to the particular case of 
Roberts in declaring disqualifications were it not for some other 
po of the Constitution, which even according to their view 

mposelimits. In Article V of the amendments to the Constitution 
it is provided that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law.” 
Due process of law has been held to include notice, trial, and 
cee by regularly constituted jurisdictions in advance of such 
rivation. 
ain, in subsection 3 of section 9, it is provided that— 

No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. 

Public office and the right to the salary and to enjoy its privi- 
leges has been held to be property. Therefore Roberts's present 
right to take the oath must be considered in the light of the laws 
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now existing, and the passage at this time of any resolution or act, 
which is done by a pean, Fine could not constitutionally oper- 


ate so as to deprive him of oftice, because its operation would 

be ex post facto, and its decree would not be in accordance with due 
of law, involving notice, trial, and judgment. 

It is idle now to refer to the legislation of Congress ing 

polygamy in the Territories. Those laws operated under a distinct 

t or authority of subsection 2 of section 3 in Article IV of the 
Constitution, which gave to Congress full power to— 

— ppn and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Terri- 

tories, e 


They were abrogated in so far as the General Government is 
concerned when a sovereign State was su uently erected out 
of the discordant elements of the old Terri of Utah, and 
their last and lingering effects faded away in the amnesty proc- 
lamation which followed them. They can not penetrate the royal 
shield of a sovereign State. 

Neither does it affect the question that these laws are referred 
to and some of their provisions incorporated in the organic laws 
of Utah. They im no disqualification for office; and if they 
did, a single State thus operating alone can not effect an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. Article V of the 
Constitution eee a way in which such amendments can be 
secured, as follows: 

n , wheneve! t of both n = 

e € fas Constipation oron ths application of iiS 


Congress. 

In thus providing it excludes every other method. In consid- 
ering this question it must not be forgotten that it is the matter 
of the status quo in which no latitude is allowed. It is nota 
question of what the Constitution ought to be, but a question of 
what itis. And we are bound to po it effect, whatever may be 
the consequence, because of the following oath which we have 


taken: 
1.— do solemnly swear that I will mappo and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that 


I take this oath freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, 
and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which 
Iam about to enter. So help me God. 


May those of us who disapprove the majority resolution and 
advocate a . beg the indulgence of this House 
and the country while we modestly state that the exclusion of the 
Representative from Utah in this particular way may not be that 
vindication of virtue which the country demands? And may it 
not also involve a lapse from another standard by which the rec- 
titude of our intentions is to be gauged? 

Thou shalt not bear false witness, etc., is as much of a com- 
mand thundered from Mount Sinai as the one couched in the 
terms, Thou shalt not commit adultery.” 

On all matters oer en of 
bers of Congress should be controlled 
their constituents. But on all questions touching the oath of 
office and their eternal ity they should be left without 
coercion or denunciation, as they will have to answer for their 
actions in the great day of accounts, where the secrets of all 
hearts are to be made known, and where all pleas of expediency 
will be stricken from the record in consequence of the warning 
that no evil shall be done in order that good may abound. We 
may reason with each other, however, and if an agreement is 
not reached the causes thereof may 8 Let us consider the 
8 of the Representative from Utah involved in his prima 

acie case. 

lated be the ale 3 that 5 isa peep enn 
elec y e to represent them in A 
which bod Sauer of the sum total of the number elected 
in all the States. It is true that the effects of such tation 
may become national in character, but nevertheless choice of 
office is locally controlled. His resignation is made to the gov- 
ernor, and his can not be filled except at the pleasure of the 


State authorities. 
The highest and the only evidence of his election that can be 
considered up to a certain time is the certificate of election issued 


to him under the laws provided by the State, by which the result 
of his being chosen was made known. The Constitution operates 
independently of aid or formality, but automatically, to constitute 
the collective body so chosen—the House of Representatives—as 
the following paragraph shows. Section 2 of Article I states: 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
the electors in each State 


Now, the effect of this paragraph, operating before the Congress 
came together and organized e was to give the Re 
sentative from Utah certain rights, among which were the t 


eT Ee e 
and reflect the will of 


to draw his salary, to exercise the franking privilege, to receive 
and distribute Government publications, to journey to Washing- 
ton under the ial protection of the laws, to icipate in the 
caucus, and to help elect or defeat a candidate for Speaker. 

All the privileges which a member enjoys before he takes the 
oath of office do not now occur to me, but enough have been 
stated to convince me that there is virtue and power enough in 
the Constitution, even before we have a chance to e imentally 
interpret it, to make it worth while for us to strive for the office, 
though we may not be permitted to take the oath, and to convince 
me further that it is not the taking of the oath of office that con- 
stitutes an individual chosen by the Boa of a State a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. view is supported by 
section 3 of Article VI, which provides as follows: 


tion to rt this Constitution: but no religious test ever be req 
asaq cation to any office or public trust under the United States. 


This section, therefore, again recognizes the fact that the Repre- 
sentatives chosen are the Congress primarily, and makes it man- 
datory, not discretionary, that they be bound by oath. 

It is admitted by everyone that the resentative from Utah 
was chosen by the people of his State. therefore is entitled 
upon this showing not only by authority of the Constitution, but 
by its positive commands, to take the oath of office. This appears 

from other considerations. The House can not transact any 
business save the election of a Speaker until it is organized and a 
quorumsworn. Suppose the objection had come from theSpeaker 
to a member from Alabama, the first State called, to whom could 
he have appealed from an adverse ruling of the Chair? Tonoone 
certainly who is entitled to vote. It is no answer to this to say 
that such a thing may not be done or will not be done. The ques- 
tion is one of power. Can it be done? If it can not be done in the 
first instance, then the reason holds good through the whole list 
of those who present certificates from the States. 

I challenge the statement in the majority report that we can 
dispose of all such questions in advance of taas obligated with 
the oath, because such questions constitute business or procedure 
which affects constitutional rights and are determined under 
constitutional directions -and limitations, in view of which it was 
certainly never intended that the members should be thus relieved 
and invited to render partisan judgment. I believe that the elec- 
tion of a 8 before members are sworn is without constitu- 
tional warrant, for I think all the mandatory provisions of the 
Constitution respecting the obligations of members to do the right 
sory should be fastened upon their conscience before they act, 
and I think this is why the Constitution was made to say that 
Members so chosen shall be bound by oath.” 

The statement thus is about upon a par with another 
statement made in the majority report, that those who do not be- 
lieve that a majority can exclude can reserve the right to make 
the point of order that the resolution is not carried if ‘two-thirds 
6́rln!! LAEE de and the Speaker should 

ppose such a poin were made and the 
rule one way or the other upon the Poe ae and there should be 
an a from the decision of the ir, how many votes under 
the rules does it take to sustain the Chair? So at last itis seen 
ee as will 8 in any event the disposition of the 
resolution reported by the majority. 

It does not Sloe Sean this cab ir the member nting the 
certificate does not possess the constitutional qualifications, his 
seat can not be declared vacant ‘by a majority vote, under section 6, 
Article I, which provides that each Hoase shall be the judge of the 
élections, returns, and qualifications of its members. The point I 
make is that the member chosen“ is primarily, by the ipse dixit 
of law, a member of the House of Re tatives, whether quali- 
fied or not, until that fact is ascertained and declared by an in- 
vestigation, which can not be had until after organization, pend- 
ing which he has the right to vote on all questions that may come 
before the House; that the .oath of office is as much an incident 
of his having been chosen by the people of the State as the sal- 
ary, franking privilege, etc.—no more and no less. 

Again, the Representative from Utah, if Justice is the blind 
goddess which she is ted to be, and if he is to be given the 
equal ion of the law, whatever may be his moral ee > 
is entitled to have the scope of that investigation confined to the 
subjects of qualifications written in the Constitution, and if he is 
then able to run the gantlet of a majority vote which the Consti- 
tution monas for in that particular, he is entitled to invoke and 
demand the two-thirds vote provided for by subsection 2 of section 
5 of Article 1 of the Constitution, which controls the discretion of 

ress in e ingamember. To say otherwise would be to 
deny the equal protection of the law, and ee and discredit 
the instrument which we are sworn to uphold, protect, and de- 
fend. I say that polygamy is at present no constitutional dis- 
qualification to a seat in 


Congress. But I say, with all the 
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emphasis that I can command, it ought to be, and I here pledge 
you my cooperation to secure an amendment to the Constitution 


of our country making it a disqualification. 8 

But if we are willing to measure up to that high standard of 
virtue which animates the people and which has found expres- 
sion in the huge pyramid of .petitions that blockaded for a while 
the corridors of this Capitol, we are not left powerless. Sub- 
section 2 of section 5 of Article I provides as follows: 

termi e rule of its proceed. manish its mem- 
. for disordeniy 3 with the 9 aae Panna expel a 
member. 

Under this section let us write the people's indictment, Let us 
say that he be expelled, not because he is a Mormon, not because 
he is not a citizen and therefore ineligible, To say this begs the 

uestion, confuses the issue, and gives away the people's cause. 
Bat let us say that because the Representative from the State 
of Utah isa polygamist at present, maintaining unholy, unlaw- 
ful, and open relations with a plurality of women to the evident 
demoralization of the common standard of virtue, therefore it 
does not comport with the dignity of this House to sit with him, 
and that he be expelled, 5 a verdict that is responsive to 
the issue drawn by the people, unclouded by any doubtful supple- 
mentary pleading superimposed to bolster an expediency that is 
itself grounded in a misconception and is both dangerous and 
revolutionary. 

The people themselves have conceded ible difficulties in the 
way of ousting the Representative from Utah and have demanded 
no circumlocution or sacrifice of good faith at our hands. Nor 
will they be satisfied with a victory purchased at a loss of secur- 


ity, ially as a previous poll of this House has demonstrated 
that their will can be accomplished in an admittedly constitu- 
tional way. 


A sample of what the people have demanded is contained in the 
copy of one of the petitions, which is as follows: 


To the Hon. ——, Representative-clect of the Congressional dis- 
7 — of the State of o the Fifty-sizth Congress of the United States of 
nerica: 


We, the Meter om 
sional district of the State of 


gress to 
onorable means to secure the 


to 

tho Fifty-sixth Congress p: an amendment to the national Con- 
aes oi Poa A 
ever or pretense, a crime against the United States punishable by se- 
vere penalties, including disfranchisement and disqualification to vote or to 
hold any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State 
or Territory therein. 

This does not undertake to commit us to any doubtful expedi- 
ency. Then why is it necessary to force those of us who conscien- 
tiously hold opinionsagainstthe manner of procedurerecommended 
by the majority report to vote against a resolution that he be not 
PROD; when a resolution of expulsion would command our sup- 
po: 

As the Representative from Utah is made a member of the 
House of Representatives by the Constitution, as a result of his 
being chosen by the people of his State, and as the oath of office 
isa marca incident thereto, a resolution to expel him after he 
is sworn would be constitutional and poper, Any other proce- 
dure is in my judgment a violation of the fundamental law which 
my oath constrains me to op i 

ith respect to the gentleman from Utah personally, I have 
nothing to say, except that in these trying hours he has conducted 
himself with ability and dignity. I only deplore the fact that his 
own acts have put him without the pale of political ambition, in 
which his great talents would otherwise so justly enable him to 
shine. But he is not the only man whose folly has overtaken 
him. Nor will he, perhaps, be the last. His case long hence will 
illustrate the fact that he who would be safe must obey the moral 
laws laid down by the Master which measure the common stand- 
ard of virtue in a Christian Republic. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, there was universal rejoicing 
throughout the length and breadth of the Union in Jan , 1896, 
when the announcement was made that Utah had been admitted 
into the American Union. Why this rejoicing? Because it was 
universally conceded that the birth of this new State marked the 
death of a system that had plagued our people for over half a cen- 
tury, a system that in the history of mankind had been sanctioned 
by half-civilized tribes and nations, but abandoned even by bar- 
barians after they had tasted of the first fruits of civilization. 

There were those who opposed clothing Utah with statehood, 
who contended that polygamy was not dead, who stoutly main- 
tained that the people of Utah were practicing deception upon the 


charge that in less than three years after the Territory was admit- 
ted her people would go to the polls in the sovereign capacity of 
electors aoe resentative 


roposition that met the members of this 
body when they . appeared even before we had effected 
an organization. 

I confess, My. Speaker, that it is with some embarrassment that 
I speak on this question, following the distinguished members of 
the committee who have already been heard. They are both law- 

ers, men learned and eloquent in their profession, and it seems to 
taken for granted, at least by many who have given this ques- 
tion consideration, that none except those who have been accus- 
tomed to threading the intricate and devious windings that final]; 
lead up to the h uarters of some legal technicality are 1 
to form an opinion or arrive at a logical conclusion, 

lam no lawyer. It was the ambition of my early life to be a 
criminal lawyer. I started in and worked at it just three days, 
and at the end of the third day ascertained that after all, in crim- 
inal cases the jury is the exclusive judge of both law and fact, and 
I thought that that was an unwarranted reflection upon the pro- 
fession, and so I decided to join the jury. [Laughter and ap- 

lause.] And thus to-day, not as a lawyer, but as a layman who 

8 given earnest consideration to this question, I desire tospeak. 
It seems to me that there are just three questions arising in this 
case: First, is Brigham H. Roberts a polygamist? Second, if 
Brigham H. Roberts is a polygamist, is he entitled to a seat on the 
floor of this House? Third, if Brigham H. Roberts is not entitled 
to a seat on the floor of this House, how shall we part company 
with him? [Laughter.] 

The first question is answered in the affirmative—is not even 
combatted by the fee omen from Utah himself. He is a polyga- 
mist, an open and acknowled, and admitted polygamist, Is 
he, then, entitled to a seat on the floor of this House? 

The committee to whom this question was referred answer that 
unanimously in the negative. 

Then, how shall we part company with him? There is a dis- 
pute on that proposition, and I must admit that there is some 
5 and some constitutional interpretation along both lines. 

believe, however, that the constitutional right of this House to 
exclude Mr. Roberts is as clear as a line of light, and that the 
argument of the gentleman from Opio apis TAYLER], based upon 
the committee report, is incontrovertible. 

I shall not worry over the contention between the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the 8 from Maine [Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD]. I am willing to let them settle these intricate ques- 
tions omong themselves. This dispute concerning constitutional 
. on reminds me, however, of a definition that I once 
h given of law in the midst of just such a contention as this. 
A young man asked his father, who was one of those engaged in 

discussion, Father, what is law?” And the father looked at 
the son, and after a little hesitation replied, ‘‘ Son, law is the last 
guess of the Supreme Court.” [Laughter.] And I am inclined to 
agree mith that definition, and I now address the court that has 

e guess. 

I claim and shall contend that Mr. Brigham H. Roberts is not 
entitled to a seat on the floor of this House and should be stopped 
at yon threshold, because he has violated the condition icated 
upon which Utah was admitted into the American Union. 

The gentleman from Maine may call that a consideration,“ an 
3 a condition, a compact,“ or whatever he will 
and he may laugh and sneer at it; still that condition 1 precedent 
is there. t is the highway Utah traveled into the Union, and 
on that same highway we will send her Representative from the 
door of this House. That compact or ent was made only 
a few years ago, and to it I desire to your attention. 

Utah had made six unsuccessful attempts to change her status 
from that of a Territory to that of a State. No one objected to 
her admission on the ground that she did not have sufficient popu- 
lation; no one objected because she did not possess material 
wealth; no one contended that her future was not hopeful, but 
each time the head of the serpent ot polygamy lifted itself in her 
pathway, and finally Utah concluded that she could never secure 
statehood until she had purged herself of that plague and had 
thrown off her scarlet mantle, The church realized that, and in 
1890 issued this manifesto: 

To whom it may concern: 


Press dispatches having been sent, for political from Salt Lake 
City, which have been widely Published, tot the effect that the 

sion, in their recent report to the Secre 

marriages are still being solemnized, and 


Utah Commis- 
of the Interior, allege that plural 
t forty or more such marriages 
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hing poly; marriage 
any person to enter into its practice; and | deny that either forty or any num- 
ber of plural marriages have during that period been solemnized in our tem- 
ples or in any other places in the Territory. 

One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the marriage 
was performed in the endowment house, in Salt Lake City, in the spring of 


But I have not been able to learn who performed the ceremony. What- 
ever was done in the matter was without my knowledge. In consequence of 
this alleged occurrence the endowment house was, by my instructions, taken 
down without delay. 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress 
riages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
a corer the members of the church over which I preside to have them 

o likewise. e 

There is nothing in my 3 the church or in those of my associ- 

wW. 


forbidding plural mar- 


ates, during the time specified, can be reasonably construed to incul- 
cate or encourage poly; y,and when any elder of the church has 
language which a) convey any such has been promptly 


contracting any marriage forbidden by the laws of 


WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the last two para- 
graphs of this manifesto. 

In the proceedings by which the Mormon Church secured the 
return of certain church property escheated to the United States 
an interpretation of that was ə by Mr. Wilford Woodruff. the 
president of the church, who signed it, and several of the leading 
apostles, who, under oath, testified that that manifesto was a 
pledge not only against the contraction of future polygamous mar- 
riages, but that it covered all marriages already contracted, and 
prohibited polygamous or unlawful cohabitation with prior ac- 
quired wives. 

President Harrison, noted not only for his ability and splendid 
patriotism but for his caution and candor, seeing the way things 
were drifting, took alarm and sounded this warning in his annual 
message of mber 9, 1891: 

legislation of Congress f pol 

33. cared the MERATE bees Peet tain th tne Dooce: 
sion that resistance is unprofitable and unavailing. The power of Congress 
over this subject should not be surrendered antil we have sa ry evi- 
dence that the le of the State to be created would exercise the exclusive 
power of the State over this subject in the same way. The question is not 
whether these . now obey the laws of Co: 

— 7 pi e thesubject? Wecan not afford to riment with 
this subject, for when final and any mis- 
take irretrievable. 

That warning brought from the heads of the Utah church a 
petition for amnesty. They began to be alarmed and desired to 
give additional assurances of their good faith. A petition pray- 
ing that by proclamation the President would relieve them of cer- 
tain disabilities was presented. This petition recited that polyg- 
amy, formerly taught as commanded by God and honestly and 
sincerely practiced by the people, had been abandoned, and that 
they were now weary in body and mind, their people were scat- 

, their homes were 8 desolate, many of them were in 
prison, while others were banished or in hiding, and concluded 
with these words: 

This betas Se true situation, and believing that the object of the Govern- 
ment was ply the vindication of its own authority and to compel obe- 
dience to its laws, * * * we respectfully pray that full amnesty be ex- 
tend * * and as shepherds of a patient and suffering people we ask 
amnesty for them, and pledge our faith and honor for their future. 

This prayer was granted, based upon the manifesto of 1890, the 
pouon for amnesty, and the sworn statements that unlawful co- 

bitation had ceased, Aye, the Government went further. 
Previously, by reason of the polygamous practice of this people, 
certain church pro had been escheated to the Government. 
Having convinced the people of the country and the President of 
the-United States that they were obeying the law, they were giyen 
back their charch property, the joint resolution dated October 
25, 1893, restoring it to them containing these words: 

Whereas said church has discontinued the practice of polygamy and no 
longer encourages or gives countenance in manner to practices in violation 
of law or contrary to good morals or public policy. 

Upon this whereas their property was restored. 

About this time a movement was made looking toward state- 
hood, and an enabling act was introduced, referred to a committee, 
and that committee reported favorably. 

And I want this House to note the words of the committee pre- 
senting that report. The report was presented May 17, 1894, and 
reads, in part, as follows: 

While your committee condemn the doctrine of polygamy and hold that so 
Jongas the Mormons constituted the larger part of 5 of the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and personally, or asa matter of faith, with or without the prac- 
tice, believed in the doctrine of polygamy, then it was proper and right for the 
Federal Government to use all of its vast powers to secure the overthrow and 
destruction of that A epics yet in view of the f ng facts set forth in this 
report, as well as the concurrent testimony of all parties interested in the 
before your committee at its hearings 


he 
a N and I now publicly d that my Savio to the Latter-Day 
= ts is to refrain from 
e 


welfare of Utah who have appeared 


upon this subject during the present Tongres as well as the vast amount of 
testimony submitted to your committee during the Fiftieth Con u 
the same topics, compel your committee to believe, without oath or tonite 
tion, that the institution of polygamy as taught by the Mormon Church, 
re of faith or of practice, is now absolutely stamped out and extermi- 
nated. 


That committee’s report concluded with these words: 


In view of the foregoing, political reasons alone can no lon, be urged 
aeg the admission of Utah as a State. = 15 
mouths should be hushed and all tion silenced after the Presi- 


opposi 
dent has amnestied all t offenses; after both political parties in national 
convention assembled fave declared that the time has come for the admis- 
sion of all the Territories, of which Utah is one: after the Territorial con- 
ventions of 1892, wherein both of said t ties declared for statehood 
and that the hour is ripe for the ad: on of Utah; after the legislature of 
Utah has declared unanimously for statehood; after the governor of the Ter- 
ritory, all of its Territorial officers, and its judiciary, all of whom are 
Republicans in politics, have declared that in their o inion polygamy is 
abolished and at an end; after all the members of the Utah Commission, a 
com: ion ex y tocrush and obliterate poly v, have declared 
their work practically accomplished; after the Mormon Church, throngh all 
of its heads and officials, publicly, 8 and in every way ible for 
mortals to do and proclaim, have, with bowed heads, if not in anguish, pl 
their faith and honor that never more in the future shall pol y wi 
the Mormon Church be either a doctrine of faith or of practice, there cer- 
erred — 8 one 1 pins but we ae. enone = eee 
rs ngress upon question uty, un admit as 
a State into the Federal Union. 


Upon the report of that committee that enabling act came be- 
fore this House. Notwithstanding that report there was opposi- 
tion to Utah's admission. Debate was exhaustive, the chief ad vo- 
cate of statehood being Mr. RAWLINS, then a Delegate from Utah 
to this House. His assurances were absolutely complete. He lett 
no doubt in the minds of the members of this Homie as to the con- 
ditions then prevailing in Utah. Polygamy was dead. Polygamy 
and its practice, according to his statements, had not only been 
abandoned as a practice, but eradicated as a belief, and he pissed 
the faith and honor of all his people, gentiles and Mormons, infi- 
dels and churchmen, to the solemn keeping of that pledge. 

I want to read to this House a few extracts from that address: 


Mr. Morse. Is it not a fact that prior to the election of the gentlemen the 
Territory of Utah sent here as their representative Mr. on, a man who 
had six wives? 

Mr. RAWLINS. No, sir. 

Mr. Morse. How many wives did he have? 

Mr. RAWLINS. You mean George Q. Cannon? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; he was a polygamist, was he not? 

Mr. RaWIIxS. That is ancient history, my friend. Mr. Caine has repre- 
sented Utah here; he was my predecessor as a Delegate from the Territory. 
He served here ten years. . Caine is not a polygamist. In 1882 Mr. Can- 
non, the polygamist you speak of, was exclu from his seat in Congress on 


account of his polygamy. 
Mr. Morse. 3 the sentiments of those people all the same, 
Peale Rawiime. Ther eleched TEATAS by. Tam not d 
r. RAWLINS. ey e n years . am n A 
Igor Ter e 


dear friends, that in or in 1890 or polygamy was p 
Utah. I am not denying that the people of that Territory elected polygamists 
to office in those old days. But the gentleman does not seem to know that 


the world does progress. There is nothing under the sun that is not chan; 
able and subject to alteration. = 
Again: 
As I stated before, I believe there is absolutely no peril, so far as any ap- 
prehension entertained by anybody on the sahiecs of polygamy, that that 
practice will ever under any tances be revived in that Territory. 


Again: 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion let me sy that a change has taken placo 
in Utah. How that change has been ngs oo about may be interesting to 
mtlemen who are not familiar with its ry. The making and the en- 
todo with it. There is no 


The eradication or 
nal pressure, but still more y 
Church itself to 

It should be borne 
8 have ever practiced polyga: 
evil co 


caused in families, and that it rendered 


ed the progress, 
destroyed the prosperity and happiness of the people. 


there. Our schools are free; attendance is required: they are nonsectarian. 
Education has been freely disseminated. Under such conditions, polygamy, 
having once been suppressed or extirpated, is not likely to be revived. 


And further: 


The elders of the Mormon Church got up and said that this came to the 
people with all the force of a revelation, and was binding upon them; and 
many of the Mormon people have testified in court when occasion has arisen 
when such testimony would be relevant, that they regard that as a revela- 
tion from Almighty God; that they no longer believe polygamy and its prac- 
tice to be right; and in effect it is not only discontinued as a practice, but so 
far as the great mass of the Mormon people is concerned it is eradicated as a 
belief. But the ple of Utah—I think I can speak for them on this ques- 
tion—mean, I Telere what they say. They are en; in no scheme of 
fraud or eee to deceixve the nation. ving made this pledge 
and on this pledge ed this action by the American Congress, I think I can 
say for them that they will stand by it though the heavens fall. 


Those are the words of Mr. RAwLINS, the sole representative from 
the Territory of Utah on the floor of this House when Utah asked to 
be admitted into the American Union. I was very much surprised 
a few weeks ago, having read that speech, to see in the press of 
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this city a statement authorized and pone by this same gen- 
tleman. Referring to the statement t the people of Utah have 
elected polygamists or persons in that status to office, he said: 
This is true in some instances. and it is equally true that the United 
States, acting by the President. with the consent of the Senate, has appointed 
mists to office, and under such appointments for almost three years 
these polygamists have held and are now holding important Federal offices 
in the State of Utah. If this be a violation of the compact, both ies have 
violated it, the President on the one hand and the electors of the State on the 
other. No more have the people of Utah than the President sought to cram 
polygamy down the throat of the nation or the State. Such a motive can 
not be justly ascribed to either. 


The then Delegate from the State of Utah making that speech, 
conditioned upon which Utah was admitted to the Union, now 
uttering these words printed by his own e 

Polygamists appointed to office in the State of Utah! 

We thought there were no Porcomiats in the State of Utah. 

That State came into the Union on condition that polygamy 
and polygamous practices had been absolutely abandoned; and yet 
the then Delegate in the United States House of Representatives 
now charges the President of the United States with being equally 
guilty of attempting to “cram polygamy down the throats of the 
American people.” That is not an arraignment of the President 
of the United States, but it is an arraignment of the then Dele- 
gate from Utah. That is an arraignment of the people of Utah 
who pledged their faith and honor to the solemn keeping of their 

ledge and covenant. [Applause.] No man who knows the 
Prealdent of the United States would think for a moment that he 
would knowingly appoint a notorious polygamist to a Federal 
office in Utah or any other State. No one would believe that for 
an instant. 

Mr. RawIAxs could have gone further in that statement. He 
could have charged that the Speaker of this House had indorsed 
polygamy and had attempted to “cram it down the throats of the 
American people.” He could have charged that the leader of the 
minority had indorsed polygamy and had attempted to ‘‘cram it 
down the throats of the American people.” He could as well 
have char that this House and the coordinate branch of this 
National Legislature had done the same thing. Why? Because 
there passed through this House at the last session of Congress a 
bill appropriating $40,000 for the agricultural college at Logan, 
Utah. The president of that college—and I make this charge on my 
honor as a Representative—the president of that collegeis a polyg- 
amist, living in open and notorious polygamy with three wives. 

One of his leading professors is a poly ist, living in open and 
notorious polygamy with two wives. trustee, who guides and 
directs the business interests of that college, is a polygamist, livin 
in open and notorious polygamy with seven wives [laughter], an 
they have blessed him with thirty-nine children. [Laughter.] 

Did the President of the United States indorse polygamy? If 
he did, then both branches of this Congress have indorsed polyg- 
amy. He is innocent and we are innocent—innocent because we 
put faith in the pledge and promise of those pious covenant break- 
ers. [Applause and 1 

Mr. RAWLINS, when he published that statement in the news- 
papers, could also have published some other things with refer- 
ence to Utah, and to these other things I want at this time to call 
the attention of this House. He might have stated that three of 
the members of the first presidency and ten of the twelve apostles 
were in Utah and affixed their signatures to this petition for am- 
nesty upon which they railroaded their State into this Union. 
Two others would have signed it had they not been absent from 
the country at the time. 

Mr. RAWIINS could have stated truthfully that of these fifteen 
leaders who solemnly pledged their honor and faith for future 
obedience to the law on the part of the members of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, three have probably kept their 
pledge. namely Wilfred Woodruff, Franklin D. Richards, and 
Anthon H. Lund. The first two named were at the time of the 
signing of the petition for amnesty over eighty years of age, and 
pence for 5 practical purposes barred by the statute of limitation. 

aughter. 

Mr. RAWIANs could have stated that of the other members of 
the first presidency and twelve apostles eleven have been guilty 
of the violation of the letter of the law and their pledges, while 
one other is at least morally guilty, namely, Jeorge Q. Cannon, 
first counselor to the president of the church. e could have 
stated that on the death of Elizabeth Hoagland Cannon, his law- 
ful wife, and after taking unto himself as additional wives Sarah 
Jane Cannon, Martha Tulley Cannon, and Eliza T. Cannon, and 
after having pleaded guilty and having been a fugitive from jus- 
tice, having forfeited his bail and ‘‘served a term honorably in 
the penitentiary” [laughter], Mr. CANNON now claims to be legally 
married to one Caroline Croxall, a fifth wife, by whom he has hal 
two children, and he and all his wives live in a suburb near Salt 
Lake City, having no neighbors, and it is known as Cannonville. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. Raw ins might have said that Joseph F. Smith, second 
counselor to the presidency, has three women among whom he dis- 


tributes the title of wife, Julina and Edna, who are sisters, and 
Mary, all of whom have children born to him since 1890, since the 
issuance of that manifesto; that said children are acknowledged 
by Smith as his offspring, and that at this time both Mary and 
Edna have young children of whom Smith is the recognized father. 
Mr. RawLINs could stand upon solid ground in the open and bold 
declaration that Joseph F. Smith, second counselor to the presi- 
dency, is a defiant polygamist. 

Mr. Raw ys might have stated that Lorenzo Snow, now presi- 
dent, prophet, seer, and revelator, called “the literal mouthpiece 
of God,” and by others of the church the boss of Jehovah’s 
buckler” laughter], and at the time of the signing of the petition 
for amnes pean of the quorum of apostles, is also trampli 5 
under foot the solemn compact made with the Government. I 
will be remembered that President Snow was one of those who 
under oath interpreted the manifesto and declared that the mani- 
festo of 1890 prohibited unlawful cohabitation with polygamous 
wives as well as the ceremony of taking additional wives. Snow 
had participated in nine matrimonial ventures. He was first mar- 
ried over forty pos ago, in Nauvoo, Ill., totwo women, Adaline 
and Carlotta. He took these two wives by one and the same cere- 
mony—in a block of two, as it were. [Laughter.] The elder of 
the two women has since died, and he since married, in order 
named, Sarah, Harriet, Elinor, Mary, Phebe, Minnie, and Caro- 
line, [Laughter.] Would you not like to sit down to breakfast 
in that family? ughter. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted to 
ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Was any of that evidence before your 
committee? 

‘Mr. LANDIS. Mr. RAWLINS appeared before our committee 
voluntarily and gave evidence 8 the matters at issue in 
this 5 

Mr. W. N of Idaho. Are you reading from evidence taken 
before your committee? 

Mr. DIS. Iam not required to read from evidence taken 
before the committee. As I stated before, I am one of the jury 
and have found some facts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. You avoid the answer. 

Mr. LANDIS. You will see whether I avoid the issue by the 
time I get through with this. [Laughter.] I can not yield fur- 
ther now, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. The gentleman declines now to answer 
my question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman 
from Indiana declines to yield further. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I am not e AE now. Iam 
not chasing legal technicalities now. Iama layman. I am after 
facts. [Laughter.] I want to know whether or not these pious 
ee have kept their pledge. I want to know whether or not 
these conditions based upon which they brought their State into 
the Union have been trampled under foot. And if the gentleman 
will permit I will give some light on this question. 

Now, referring again to Mr. Snow. The supreme court of Utah 
having Snow's matrimonial puzzle under consideration, decided 
that marriages in blocks of two are void, and that therefore Sarah, 
who is still alive, the third member of his polygamous household, 
is the legal wife of Lorenzo Snow. Notwithstanding this decision 
of the supreme court, and notwithstanding the manifesto and his 
sworn interpretation of it, and notwithstanding the petition for 
amnesty signed by Snow, he is living with the youngest and last 
wife to whom he was married when he was in his sixtieth year, 
and she a mere lass of 15 years. 

By this last and youngest polygamous wife, although the presi- 
dent, prophet, seer, and revelator of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints, Snow has five children, the youngest being 
born during the winter of 1896-97, three years after that petition 
for amnesty pledging the faith and honor of the church had been 


issued. A sworn complaint 8 Prophet Snow with adul- 


tery with his ninth wife was e within the past six months. 
The county attorney of Salt Lake County refused to prosecute 
him on the ground that he was not satisfied with the decision of 
the supreme court that Sarah was the legal wife. Here we have 
the inspiring spectacle of a Jack-Mormon” county attorney over- 
ruling the supreme court of Utah, doubtless tosecure some politi- 
cal favors from that 8 hierarchy. 

Mr. Raw ins could have stated that Moses Thatcher, at that 
time one of the apostles who signed the petition for amnesty, had 
i wives—Lydia Thatcher, Anne Clayton Thatcher, and Anne 

now Thatcher—two of whom had borne him children, one of 
them on January 8, 1899, and the other on January 11, 1899. 
They lacked just three days of being twins. [Great laughter.] 
Mr. RAWLIns could have made a great impression on the country 
8 to the fact that within sixty days after the 
birth of these children by these polygamous wives Moses Thatcher 
was, by a majority of the members of the legislature of Utah, 


tendered a seat in the United States Senate, and that Moses 
ft nics ee discretion than Mr. Roberts or the people 

the honor, stating that he would not add to 
the flames already kindled by Mr. Roberts's election, 


cis Lyman, an apostle 
whose name was affixed thereto, had three wives—Rhoda L 
Clara Calister L. , and Susan Calister L. 8 
of those wives died, and now Rhoda lives at Tooele and Susan at 
Fillmore, Utah; that Susan, the last polygamous wife, has given 
birth to two children since 1896. 

Mr. RAWIIS could also have stated that in 1890 Heber J. Grant, 
another apostle who signed the petition for amnesty, had three 
wives, buted as follows: One in Salt Lake, one in Colorado, 
and onein Idaho. The apostle Heber was evidently getting in 
shape to hold an interstate family reunion. 11 — * In 1892 
his legal wife, who resided in ere def kas his then second wife 


was promoted and became his reco, lawful wife and made her 
home with him in Salt Lake City. apostle Heber evidently sub- 
scribed to the merit system, and was adopting the civil-service 
rule in the matter of matrimonial 


romotion. arnt 

In 1896, subsequent to state , the other wife, ily Wells, 
moved to the iat Salt Lake and in a short time presented happy 
Heber with a child; in September of the year 1899 she presen’ 
the holy apostle Heber with another child; and when sworn 
information charging him with adultery was filed in July, 1899, it 
was rejected by the Jack-Mormon“ county attorney for Salt 
Lake County on tho proma that it could not be proved that 
Heberhadany legal wife. [Laughter.] Su uently the char, 
of unlawful cohabitation was lodged against this saintly 3 
to which charge he pleaded guilty and was fined 8100. 

Mr. RawLINs could also have stated that John Henry Smith, 
another a who signed the petition for amnesty and who 
stated ore a Congressional committee that polygamy was as 

dead as slavery and could not even be restored by a mandate of 
the church, has a plural wife who goes under the name and style 
of Mrs. Josephine G. Smith and lives at No. 80 West First North 
street, Salt City, on the same block with John Henry, and is 
his acknowledged wife. In 1895, during the time when John 
Henry Smith was sitting as presiding officer of the constitutional 
convention which drafted the constitution of the coming State of 
Utah, Josephine G. Smith, his plural wife, bore him a child; and 
again in 1898, when John Henry Smith was preparing to run as a 
candidate for the United States Senate, she gladdened his heart 
with another, both of them children bya plural wife. [Laughter.] 

These are but a few of the violations of the ‘‘compact,” or 
7 l t,” or *‘ consideration,” or . even the 
astute gentleman from Maine desires to label it, based upon which 
Utah was given a star. Ah, Mr. Speaker, that star is a false 
star; it does not shine with the brilliancy and luster of its sister 
stars. Its glitter is that of cunning and deceit, of treachery and 
fraud. It stands for crime and for a violation of the most solemn 
covenant ever made between a Territory and the Union. [Ap- 


use. 

Mr. Aenne 8 9 that 4 taal 5 
apostle who sign: petition for amnesty, ale e, for- 
merly May Rich. He evidently liked the family der ae it his 
indorsement by taking as his fifth wife a woman by the name of 
Todd, an aunt of May Rich. His third investment in matrimonial 
stock was Rachael Wooley, and in January, 1896, Minnie Christien- 
sen, residing at Gunnison, suddenly assumed the name and style 
of Mrs. John Taylor. 1 wish the gentleman from Maine were 
here; I would like to ask him if he thought we ought to split on 
technicalities much longer. I would like to ask him if in the face 
of this record of broken pledges he can find much consolation in 


r 8 
une 17, 1896, Minnie Christensen provided John with a 
child, and in a few days thereafter he appeared at the “blessing 
ceremony” and officiated as its father. Now, listen. At the pres- 
ent moment, Nellie Cobb, the second wife of this apostle, who 
wned all the faith and honor he had in stock with the National 
eee ee when ee for amnesty, has a baby about 
four months old, and the third wife, Rachel, has one about two 
months old. With great vehemence Mr. RAwLINS could have 
testified that if Nellie Todd and Rachel Wooley and Minnie Chris- 
tensen had been joined to 1 prior to 1890, the date when the 
manifesto was issued, none but this sanctified apostle, his three 
plural wives, and a limited number of the brethren and sistern” 
on the inside of the charmed circle knew anything about it until 
long after that date. E 
3 is T. 5 ary hia = ged Kiwi ee e 3 
other a who sign e oD, e proud possessor of no 
less 8 seven wives, livi eg Richmond, and Lewiston, 
«4 — and in Franklin, Idaho, and by these various wives Mer- 


89 children, a number of whom are polygamists them- 


selyes. The wife at Franklin, Idaho, was known as Mrs. Toronto 


until 1898. When the returns next came in from Idaho the an- 
nouncement was made that a child had been born to Merrill and 
is known by his name. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAwLINS could also have stated that Abraham H. Cannon, 
who signed the petition for amn , was at the time of the sign- 
ing the fond husband of Sarah Cannon, Wilhelmina Cannon, 
Rachael Cooley Cannon, and, notwithstanding all this connubial 
bliss, in 1896 he took another in the person of a Miss Hamlin, then 
a school-teacher in Salt Lake City. Soon after Abraham Cannon 
died. Lilian was with him when he died, and received a t 
of his estate. At his funeral all his wives were present, t 
of them with infants in their arms. Lilian H. lin subse- 
3 became a mother, and took her offspring with her to New 

ork, where she attended a normal school under the name of Mrs, 
Abraham H. Cannon, and she is now 9 as a teacher in a 
church academy at Provo, Utah, as the widow of this good apostle, 

Mr. Raw tins could also have called the attention of the country 
to the two other apostles who, through absence from the country, 
were 8 from signing the amnesty petition, namely, Brig- 
ham Young, jr., and Teasdale, and that, though absent, 
they were not idle; that Brigham Young, jr., while he was a 
fugitive from justice took unto himself wives until he now has 
five, namely, Catherine Young, Jane M. Carrington Young, Liz- 
zie Fenton Young, Helen Armstrong Young, and Abbie Stevens 
Young, and that he undoubtedly married the latter subsequent to 
the signing and issuance of the amnesty of 1890, 

Mr. RaWIAxs could also have stated that George Teasdale for 
the past twenty years or more has been known as the lawful hus- 
band of Lillian Hook Teasdale; that, in addition to Lillian Hook 
Teasdale, he married in days past two sisters, Pixton by name; 
that for this deft touch of matrimonial coquetry Daughter] he 
was indicted and fled the country; that both of these women died 
leaving small children, and that in 1893 a young woman i, ages 
name of Mary E. Scoles accompanied her mother from Eng- 
land to Utah as Mormon converts; that in May, 1896, this second 
woman went to Nephi, Utah, to take charge of the children born 
to Teasdale by the Pixton sisters and then in charge of Lillian 
Hook Teasdale; that on the 10th of December, 1898, she became a 
mother; that the poor woman died in childbirth; that A 
George Teasdale was present at her funeral in the capacity of chief 
mourner, and subsequently erected over her grave a tombstone, of 
which I have a tograph, upon which tombstone appears this. 
sent Bri to the mapep e 22 Loyd Teg I 

e rgo Teasdale, born ondon, England, A 
December 17, 1898.” W 

And thus, Mr. Speaker, had Mr. RAWLINS, at present Senator 
from Utah, gone into this matter he would have shown that of 
the three members of the first presidency and twelve apostles, 
whose faith and honor were solemnly pledged to the ing of the 
solemn covenant against 9 practices, eleven have been 
open, notorious violators of the law against unlawful cohabita- 
tion, and three of them undoubtedly have taken new wives since 
the issuance of the manifesto of 1890. 

Mr. Speaker, we have two penitentiaries in Indiana. I am more 
or less familiar with both of them, for, as Bob Ingersoll would 
say, I have friends at both places. [Laughter.] We have in that 
State what is known as the parole system. Prisoners are put out 
on their behavior. I say deliberately that you will search 
the records of these two penal institutions in vain to find a par- 
allel for such open, , deliberate, wicked violation of a com- 

t as we find here. {Applause | in addition, we have as a 

presentative from Utah a man with three wives, the last one 
taken, as near as can be ascertained, about 1896 or 1897. Itisin 
evidence that he did not hold her out as his wife nor she him as 
her husband until 1897. Up to 1895 she lived under the name of 
Mrs. Shipp, and until 1893 under the roof of Mr. Shipp, whose po- 
lygamous wife she was still epee to be. For it must be 
remembered that Mr. Shipp is still living. 

Ido not believe that if any marriage ceremony was ever sol- 
emnized between the gentleman from Utah and Mrs. Maggie 
Shipp, that it was solemnized prior to 1896. I believe, and he did 
not deny, that that woman became his plural wife after Utah 
was taken into the American Union. 

I charge here that a reading of the debates and the committee 
reports ing up to the admission of that State into the Ameri- 
can Union will bear out the charge that Utah came in as the re- 
sult of a deliberate fraud, the object being to free that people from 
the heavy hand of Federal authority and thus enable them to 
„live their religion.” Why do I make that e? Because in 
1895 Mr. Roberts was a candidate for Congress. Yes, he was; and 
the church disciplined him for being such candidate. In my judg- 
ment Mr. Roberts was defeated because the polygamous leaders 
deemed the time not then ripe for Utah to be represented by one 
of their number in the American Congress. 

He became a candidate in 1898, and the man who placed him be- 
fore the convention stated that he ran by permission of the 


1900. 
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church leaders, He had done penance and now was permitted to 
run, permitted to make the race in 1898. Why did they give them 
their consent? I will tell you why. The time seems to have been 


considered peculiarly appropriate and the circumstances in every 
way favorable for the dominant element in Utah to drag forth their 
cherished institution and ask this Government to dignify it and 
give it national sanction. Note the particular time—the summer 
and fall of 1898, Just then this nation was engaged in war with 
a foreign foe; our Treasury and the blood of our best sons had 
been dedicated to the cause that another people, oppressed for cen- 
turies, should be free. 

It was a period when manhood was away from home or all ab- 
sorbed in country; when valor was at war and virtue was at 
prayer; when adversity and opulence had become brothers and 
capital and labor had m ed for a common fight against a 
common foe. It was a time when the people of all the States were 
eagerly waiting for messages from those fighting an insidious foe 
under tropical skies or vanny with disease on polluted tented 
fields. Animosity had vanished; talk of sections and classes had 
ceased; all was merged in a eommon brotherhood for . 
everybody seemed willing to forgive and anxious to forget. It 
was then, just then, this perj cheat-crawled back, It hoped 
at least te tolerated in the midst of every evidence of national 
magnanimity. e 

It came by stealth. Sir, it came by stealth, but it will be hurled 
back boldly and in the open day by the righteous indignation of 
the American 1 5 [Applause.| And across yon threshold 

in letters large enough to be read from the Na- 
tional Capitol to the Mormon temple, ‘‘ No poly. shall ever 
sit as a member of the American Congress“. Eanes) 

In this connection I recall that the gentleman from Utah, Mr, 
Roberts, has been especially severe on the missionary, The mis- 
sionary Lg Lawn to be the chief object of the wrath of the aiders 
and comforters of polygamy. The missionary is branded as a 
“sectarian bigot,” a“ spy,” an informer.” 

I admit that the Christian missionary has stood in the way of 
the polygamist—has scattered thorns along his path. It isa mat- 
ter of hi that 1 the priests apostles of this fanati- 
cism, with their deluded followers, placed 1,500 miles of trackless 
territory infested with savages between civilization and their 
camp of bigotry and crime, the distance was not too great nor the 
hardships too severe to daunt the missionary of the Christian 
Church; he tracked polygamy to its lair. At times he was not 
diplomatic; I admit all missionaries are not at all times diplo- 
mats, but he was bold, he was daring, he was defiant. 

The Danites,“ as pitiless a band of cutthroats as ever handled 
the glittering steel, carried on their murderous work of the church, 
but the missionary battled on; the Blood Atoners” silenced in 
death the voice of apostasy, but the worked on; the 
Government practically withdrew from that valley of sighs and 
tears, admitting its inability to cope with a monster so thoroughly 
intrenched amidst those mountains, but the missionary, with a 
courage that now seems sublime and a fidelity that to this day is 
an inspiration, battled on in the fear of God and for the love of 


the witness against him had in the meantime been killed. Is it 

any wonder the gentleman carried the gentile communities in 

Utah and the mining ps? I would not have voted for Eldredge, 

nor I would not have voted for Brigham H. Ro The Popu- 

list candidate was an infidel without possible chance for election. 

1 Under the circumstances is it at all remarkable that 
. Roberts should have received gentile votes? 

In the face of all the facts here recited it surely can not be said 
that the people of Utah have kept faith with the RIA of the na- 
tion. Those who have not the co to defend openly this 
pledge breaking are now making technical arguments to demon- 
strate that the State of Utah could not make a “apa ear limiting 
its sovereign power over the subject of polygamy. ntlemen on 
this floor have even contended that U. could amend the anti- 
polygamy provision of its constitution without the consent of 
the United States, notwithstanding a provision contained therein 
that that consent was necessary to repeal the constitutional inhi- 
bition against polygamy, Why, sir, State after State has come 
into this Union with limitations put upon their sovereign power 
by their enabling acts other than the limitations prescribed by the 
Federal Constitution. 

I call the attention of the distinguished 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to the enabling acts of Wisconsin, California, 

'exas, Oregon, Illinois, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Missouri. If 
he willsearch diligently and without prejudice, he will doubtless 
find that other States, in addition to those [have named, have had 
limitations imposed upon their sovereignty as a condition to state- 
hood—have, as a matter of fact, entered into a compact with the 
National Government, just as Utah entered into a compact. 

has the power to grant or withhold statehood. From 
this the er to grant upon condition is necessarily implied. 
Congress having the power to impose a condition and the State 
having power to accept or reject the condition, by its acceptance 
the contract is complete. Congress, having the power to impose 
the accepted con , has by necessary implication the power to 
enforce its ormance. 

When Ui sought admission to the Union in 1888 it offered 
such a condition as is now incorporated in the enabling act and 
also incorporated in Utah's constitution. The Hon. Jeremiah M. 
Wilson was then employed by the dominant church of Utah and 
made an argument upon this subject which is instructive in the 
present case. While urging statehood before a Congressional 


committee he said 


Nebraska was admitted into the Union, and Nebraska was required to 
enter into a compact that slavery should never exist in that State without 
the consent of Congress. 8 over doubted the propre ot enter: 
into such compact, nor has anybody ever doubted the bi character 

has never asked for guaranties that the compact 


precisely similar in 
s Thequestion Tam now consider- 


humanity; and for this, in the American Congress, in thetwentieth | cation. I 


century, he is designated as a ‘‘spotter,” he is pilloried as a ‘‘ spy 
and an informer.” But he can contemplate it all with serenity; 
the day of his triumph is at hand, and missionary of the fu- 
ture, as he journeys westward for embarkation for the islands of 
the eastern sea, may well pause on the mountain top overlooking 
the valley of the American Jordan, that matchless sweep of beauty 
and fertility, of domestic peace and purity, and survey it as a con- 
queror. For that, in my judgment, is the field where in anguish 
and prayer he has won his greatest victory. [Great applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
nenia, from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] be allowed to conclude his 
remarks, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] 
asks unanimous consent t the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Lanpis] be allowed to conclude his remarks, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANDIS. e gentleman from Utah called attention to 
the fact that the gentile communities all gave him an overwhelm- 
ing majority. They did, but he did not tell you why. Brigham 
H. Roberts was nominated as a Democrat, was a polygamist, and 
stood on the Chicago platform, declaring for the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without the aid or 
consent of any other nation on earth. [Langhter.] AlmaEldredge 
e e as a Republican, presumably upon the St. Louis 
platform, representing, as our friends on the other side would say, 
vast aggregations of consolidated wealth.“ [Laughter.] Mr. 


Eldredge was not a poly t, but Mr. El e was a Danite, 
Mr. El was a Resd Aten, A 
Mr. Eldredge had murdered his man as a member of that infam- 


ous instrument of the church for the extirpation of apostasy, was 
indicted, arraigned for trial, and escaped conviction simply because 


th “ns t to do thing 158 ther, either party iolate 
e no a on other, can 
it without remedy to the other. é me 


But ask me what is the remedy, and I answer that there are plenty of 
rem: and in your own hands. 


y ted this compact; suppose that after shay put this into 
the constitution, thereby indu ‘ou to grant them the high privile; 
and. tical right of 3 ey turn right around and exe: 

W a 3 


9 into the condition of statehood. 
ou could deny them the Federal judiciary; Lyon could deny them theright 
to use the mails, that indispensable thing in matter of trade and com- 
merce of this FFF 
powerfully, you could com performance com: ‘Congress 
could Zach a case and not puta tithe of the strain on the Constitution 
that it was subjected to when the act was passed the attachment 


authorizing 
„and forfeiting the prop- 

and commanding the courts what kind of a igmant te 
render. After these, can not doubt its ability to è means to 
meet the emergencies, or its courage to grapple with troublesome questions. 

Mr. Speaker, all that the majority of your committee is now de- 
manding is that the people of Utah shall be required to pay the 
penalty which they pl should they be guilty of violating 
such a com 4 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Utah attempts to belittle the 
oppok on to Utah's covenant breaking by referring to it as an 

ustration of woman's hysteria, and he says that all would be 
serene in Utah to-day were it not for this hysteria. 

It is true that woman, the American woman, is the head and 
front of this 8 and I believe the gentleman from Utah has 
unconsciously paid the womanhood of America the highest tribute 
it has received. And why should she not be the head and front 
of this movement? Whom does it concern more than woman? 
The home is her world, and whatever menaces the peace or the 


eman from Maine 
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security or the sanctity of that home is a war upon her. This is 
the reason she waged such relentless warfare against human slay- 
ery. Thisis the reason she hates whisky, and, whatever the short- 
comings of the American man, he knows that woman is right, 
and his love and affection for her are in proportion as her standard 
is high and her rule inflexible, 

The hysteria of women!” Had the gentleman been on Sinai 
with Moses when he received the Ten Commandments he would 
have pronounced the Decalogue as evidence of the “hysteria” of 
God. This is not the “hysteria of women.” It is the voice of 
sober, settled, womanly conviction. It is the cry of threatened 
honor. It is the plea for the home and the protest against the 
harem. Tothe everlasting honor and glory of American manhood 
be it said that at this time the voice of woman does not fall on deaf 
ears. it has been heard and will be heeded. The Representative 
from Utah will be sent back to his church and his people, and fol- 
lowing him should be sent an amendment to the Federal Consti- 
tution that will settle for all time the question of polygamy. 

And in this connection I want to say that there have been some 
sneering allusions made to the gentle and refined and womanly 
woman who or this movement. It has been suggested 
by the gentleman from Utah that she had better give her atten- 
tion to sin and wickedness nearer home. She is giving her atten- 
tion to sin and wickedness nearer home. Her work is and always 
has been practical, but her field is limitless, and her resources, 
thank , apparently inexhaustible, [Applause.] As a practi- 
cal business woman she saw how futile it would be to grapple 
with vice in the slums of New York while the same vice was per- 
mitted to flourish as the dogma of an alleged religion in the new 
States of the West and at the same time receive the tacit in- 
dorsement of the American Congress. Hence her organization of 
this force, which organization has aroused the nation and at- 
tracted the attention of the civilized world. And in this connec- 
tion I know the House will pardon me if I relate an incident. 

Last year it was my pleasure, in company with Mr. LACEY, of 
Iowa, to visit Santiago, Cuba. The day we left that place we were 
detained several hours by the trouble and confusion incident to 
the placing on our transport of a steam launch, a weather-beaten 
steam launch. Next day, as we weresteaming along thesouthern 
coast of San Domingo, I saw a bronzed gentleman leaning over 
the rail and looking down on thatlaunch, I 3 him and 
su that it was too bad that we had been delayed by loading 
such an unsightly craft, to which he replied, ‘‘ You do not know 
its history or you would not say that.” He then stated that he 
was a physician, that his name was Ducker, and that he was from 
Louisville, Ky.; that he had accompanied our Army to Cuba as 
the representative of a national medical association; that he re- 
mained with the Army throughout the campaign, and when yellow 
fever broke out volunteered to take charge of the yellow-fever 
hospital. This hospital was situated across the bay from Santiago. 
I can see it now, its yellow outline contrasting with the green of 
the mountain foliage that formed the background, suggestive in 
e uipment of th 

e physi exp me tha r equipment of the 
Aie was emphasized by lack of means A ete id communication 
withthe city and the transports, an old scow being the only method 
of communicationand transportation. Hesaid he had appealed to 
the General in charge of the Army for a launch, but none was 
to be had. He then cabled the War Department in Washington, 
with the same result. Then,“ said he, as a last resort I wrote 
a letter to Helen Gould.“ [Applause.] The day she received my 
letter she cabled me, I send you my own steam launch; keep it 
as long as you have any use for it and then return it.“ This is the 
ianea . a then he reverently said, God bless Helen Gould.“ 

plause. 

JEKT Isay to-day, ‘‘ God bless Helen Gould.” [Loud aplana: 
From the day our was menaced her wealth became the shiel 
of our country. Our fell from wounds and disease and her 
millions wept, and who knows but that to-day the name that was 
spoken so reverently at Santiago and Montauk Point is not also 
on the lips of whispered prayer among those women in Utah who 
by brutal bigots have been forced to belieye that their celestial ex- 

tation will be in proportion as they choke down the instinctive 
attributes of refined womanhood and minister to the rotten and 
2 girth notionsof a corrupt and lustful priesthood? [Applause.] 

call attention to the fact that this alleged Representative from 
Utah is the first man in this American Republic who has ever 
sneered at her Christian deeds and at her charitable ministrations. 

But I have spoken already too long. I will not trespass longer 
on the patience of the House. The question upon which the com- 
mittee is divided is as to how this thing shall be done. How shall 
we part company with the Representative from Utah? The situ- 
ation has to be operated on. How shall we operate? The majority 
says “shut the door against him.” The minority says let him 


in and then throw him out.” I presume that they have decided 
to do that for the same reason that out in Indiana we always give 
a man condemned to death a square meal before we hang him. 
(Lavghter.] 


Gentlemen of the minority say we should knight him and then 
decapitate him with the same hand and the same sword with 
which weknighthim. They say that this must be done in the inter- 
est of consistency. If their programme represents consistency, 
then I have never hada proper appreciation of the word. If the 
men who framed this Gonstitution ever had in mind such a cir- 
cuitous method of transacting public business, then we have 
falsely paid tribute to their straightforwardness and ability. 

Laughter.] I have read something of the lives and character of 
the men who framed this instrument, along whose devious wind- 
ings the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
spent many happy hours during the past three weeks, and I have 
never received the impression from my reading of their lives that 
they ever wore gum boots for the papos of concealing their 
whereabouts or that they ever traveled the two sides of an isoscales 
triangle when they could reach the same point by taking a single 
straight line. [Laughter and applause. 

Gentlemen who represent the minority proclaim we must 
through this farcical performance in order to satisfy the law. $e 
we were to enter upon such a pr ing we might expect while 
in the midst of it to hear shrieks of laughter coming from the 
statues in yonder hall, where in stone we have immortalized the 
men many of whom assisted in framing that instrument. I would 
not be surprised upon leaving this Chamber, should we do that, 
to find that the statue of John Marshall had jumped from its 
stone pedestal and was running up and down Pennsylvania ave- 
nue shrieking, ‘‘ Maine and Missouri, the intricate and devious, 
have come together on their in tation of the Constitution; 


has it come to this!” [Great laughter] Has it come to this!” 
{areas laughter.) The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
ITTLEFIELD] is a t reasoner; he is a great dodger. [Laugh- 


ter.] How magnificently he glided around the expulsion propo- 
sition, knowing full well that he could find neither in the law nor 
in the Constitution oy Warrant for expelling a member except 
for some act committed by the member as such. ty 

He knows that just as well as we do, but he is a lawyer, a devi- 
ous, winding follower of intricacies, and he does it well. [Laugh- 
ter.] But his proposition is not only a burlesque on law and on 
5 but it is an outrage on common sense. Should this 

ouse indulge in such a performance as he suggests, the people of 
the country, at whom some gentlemen sneer when they are not 
candidates for office [laughter], would deride us when we returned 
to our homes, and rightly so, too. We should stop the gentleman 
from Utah at yonder threshold, Turn him back because he and 
his people have violated the condition ted upon which 
Utah was admitted into the American Union. Turn him back 
alone? No; but turn Utah back. He is a mere incident in this 
discussion. This will not be a rebuke alone to him, but to the 
people Who sent him here, the people who in January, 1896, sol- 
emnly lied to the greatest nation on earth. [Applause] 

I protest against his being taken in and then ediately thrown 
out, because I do not want to make a tacle of Sama [laugh- 
ter], because I do not want the boys who live during the even 
in the corner grocery, who are the exclusive judges of the law an 
the facts, to laugh at me. !Laughter. 

This may do very well for the law offices in Maine, but it would 
not stand much show in the logging camps of that State. Andif 
I were required to rest my case either with the gentleman whose 
mind is filled with these subtle, infinitesimal, occult, legal dis- 
tinctions or with the men in the lo g camps, for God's sake 
take me to the logging eo (Laughter. ] 

8 0 


Isay that the le o ountry e us to turn him back, 
expect us to prohibit his coming in even for an instant, and I pro- 
test against his coming in. I protest on behalf of a constituency 


that has read the Ten Commandments and the Sermon on the 
Mount. I protest on behalf of the American homes, made beau- 
tiful by love and devotion and holy by the virtue of its women, 
I protest on behalf of the American mother and her child, and the 
American father who will never consent to the enthronement and 
deification of human on. I protest on behalf of those doomed 
to a Sana A that pitiless brand of helplessness and shame that 
licentiousness writes upon the forehead of the innocent unborn, 

I protest on behalf of the honest Mormons, those who believe in 
keeping inviolate the agreements of that instrument upon which 
Utah was admitted tothe AmericanUnion. The le of this coun- 
try are waiting for us to act; they want us to act in a straight line, 
not in a circle. They are waiting in New England, whose homes 
have been made a pattern for this continent. They are waiting 
in the broad sweep of the Mississippi Valley, a section of this 
country 8 of this very awe alf century ago. They gre 
waiting in the new States of the West, States whose territory has 
been invaded and whose atmosphere has been poisoned by this 
very plague. And away down South in Dixie, where honor is reli- 
gion, where 2 is law, and virtue is the high ideal of beau: 
tiful womanhood, States are waiting to-day, waiting for Amer- 
ican ap hist! to 1 Loud applause}. 

Mr. LACEY, Speaker, on yesterday I 3 to offer an 
amendment to the resolution of the majority, Which has been 


1900. 


pending before the House for the last two da I will not avail 
myself of this present recognition to reoffer this amendment, be- 
cause of an ment had with parties representing the commit- 
tee that the question should be passed over for er considera- 
tion before the final hour for action arrives. But I want now to 
discuss the proposition involved in that or some similar amend- 
ment. 

When Louis XVI was on trial before the French convention 
and the vote was called for, Abbe Sieyes, a member of that con- 
vention, voted very laconically. He said, Death without talk.” 
He proposed directly to come to the 1 of the matter be- 
fore the convention. He was humane. e are more cruel. We 
punish by a long debate. We impano the talk, to be followed cer- 
tainly by the sentence which will deprive the gentleman from 
Utah of the seat which he holds in this House. 

The question to which I want to call the attention, especially 
the lawyers, of this House is this: The agreement on the facts is 
unanimous, although the committeeis divided astomethods, The 
l cement is also well-nigh unanimous on both sides of this 

Chamber that the gentleman from Utah ought not to be permitted 
to retain a seat in this House, and therefore I shall not w. the 
patience of the House by discussion of questions upon which the 
minds of its membership are united; but I do want to call their 
attention to the proposition that seems to be laid down by both the 
majority and minority in their reports, that expulsion can not 
take place until the member is first sworn in. 

The proposition is laid down by the minority that a man must 
be led up by one hand to the bar of the House and there sworn in, 
and then led out of the House with the other hand. Such a march 
and countermarch in the presence of the House would be almost 
ludicrous. 

The question is whether this House is ready to t with the 
essential provision of the Constitution which enables it at any 
time, for reasons deemed sufficient, to expel a member. I want 
to read on the threshold of what I may say what Cooley, in his 
work on Constitutional Limitation, page 133, says as to the power 
of this House as to expulsion: 

Each House has also the power to punish members for disorderly behavior 
and other contempts of its authority, and also to e Ja member for any 
cause which seems to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy 
one of its seats. 

This power is sometimes conferred in the Constitution, but it exists 
whether expressly conferred or not. It is a necessary and incidental power, 
to enable the House to perform its high functions, and is a necessary power 
CCC ]˙ÜWAAͤ 
1 — Á 0. oe noisy violent, and disosderl or in the habit of using 
protene, obscene, and abusive lan . And, independently of parliamen- 

ary customs and usages, our legislative houses have the power to protect 
themselves by the punishment and expan ofa member, and the courts 
can not inquire into the justice of the decision or look into the proceedings to 
see whether opportunity for defense was furnished or not. 

There is the doctrine laid down by the learned Justice Cooley, 
that they have power to expel for any cause that in their opinion 
renders the member unfit to occupy a seat. 

Now, this is an elementary principle of law, and I prefer, Mr. 
Speaker, to read from these discussions of elementary principles 
rather than to read from precedents of practice of the House in cases 
involving the right of a member to his seat, where partisanshi 
usually wields too much influence. We are substantially unani- 
mous in this House to-day on the question as to whether this 
member should be permitted to remain in his seat. But 8 
that the parties were equally divided, and that unseating him 
would give to one side or the other the majority and control of 
the House. I would have some lack of confidence in what this 
House might do. Thaddeus Stevens once came into the House 
when a vote was about to be cast in a contested-election case, and 
he said, Which one of these men is our rascal?” He proposed 
to vote for his side of the proposition. 

But they tell us that the gentleman from Utah is not a mem- 
ber and that we can not expel him because he is not a member. 
He appeared on the 4th day of last December and answered the roll 
call, and is noted present in the Journal and record of this House. 
On the same day he voted for Mr. RICHARDSON for Speaker. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], who prepared the majority 
report, voted for the present Speaker of the House, and the vote of 
the member from Utah killed the vote of the member from Ohio, 
And yet they tell us he is nota member. Suppose that on that 
day, the 4th of December, there had been 162 votes for the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee 1 88 RICHARDSON] and 162 votes for the 
gentleman from owa L . HENDERSON] without the vote of the 
member from Utah and that gentleman had voted for one or the 
other, and suppose, after all, we now declare him ineligible, 
would the 8 er elected by his vote lose his seat? Is there any 
more powerful act of membership than that upon which the very 
organization and control of the House depends? 


ow, let us turn to the Constitution for a moment. The word 
„member“ and its equivalent, Representative,“ frequently oc- 
cur. Gentlemen tell us that aman is not a member of this House 
until he stands at the bar of the House and takes the oath of office, 
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that he can not be expelled because he is not amember, Section 
5 of Article I says that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections and qualifications of its 
members. A majority shall constitute a quorum, but a smaller number may 
adjourn from day to day and may beauthorized to compel the attendance— 

Of whom?— 
of members. 

Suppose on the 4th doyo December there had only been 25 
members in their seats. e could not have elected a S er, 
because there was no quorum present. We could not, if these 
gentlemen are right, have ep pa ed the gentleman from Ohio, the 
gentleman from Maine, and the gentleman from Utah to come to 
the bar of the House and help to organize it, because they are not 
members. Now, this is drawing too fine a bead upon the term 
‘*member;” and yet the same word member is used there that is 
used in the other part of the Constitution which authorizes the 
expulsion of ‘‘a member.” 

absent member, not sworn in, can be brought here by the 
order of the House when not a single one of them has been sworn 
in. If that is not true, then it would be in the power of recalci- 
trant members of the House to refuse to Proce it to be organized. 
This is essential to the very organization of the House itself. 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, 
members for disorderly conduct and, with 3 Pa ry 
expel a member. 

Now, what is a member?“ 8 that the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Roberts], instead of violating the organic rules of civ- 
ilized society, instead of violating the laws of his own State and 
the laws of the United States, had come into this body and with- 
out being sworn in had commenced to disturb the House, could 
he have been expelled? No. Some learned constitutional lawyer 
would have arisen and said that he can not be expelled, because 
he is not a member. Now, I say that that is drawing entirely too 
fine a point. 

The Constitution says“ Representatives shall receive compen- 
sation for their services“ —that members shall receive com 
tion for their services. Had they been sworn in on the 4th of 
December? No; but they have drawn their pay. And suppose 
some one e et to satisfy my friends who say that they are 
not members; that they are drawing their salary in violation of 
the Constitution? The Constitution authorizes members“ to 
draw their salaries. They are not sworn in. Therefore they are 
not members. You would say that that was too finespun; that 
that was putting a mere technical thing above the purpose of the 
Constitution. k 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The statute authorizes them to draw pay, 

Mr. LACEY. I know, but the statute is founded on the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution gives power to pay members, and it 
was put in there so as to settle the question that the members of 
the Congress of the United States, unlike members of the House 
of Commons, shall be salaried officers, and that the membership of 
this House should not be limited to men of such wealth as would 
enable them to occupy their seats at their own expense. There- 
fore the proposition was put in that members should receive com- 
peon How do you construe that? Before they are sworn - 

? Certainly. A man might be so goor that he could not pay 
the expense of going to the capital; t it would be n 
for him to receive salary in order to bring him to this House, and 
a fair construction of the Constitution has been that that compen- 
sation “yf eoo the oath of office. 

Mr. BROSIUS, Will the gentleman allow me to propound an 


in mieye 
T. CEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I understand you to say that the House can 
compel the attendance of its members. 

Mr. LACEY, Certainly; whether they are sworn in or not, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I understand you to say that a member is a 
member just as much before he is sworn in as he is after. 

Mr. LACEY. For that he is. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Can th ouse compel the attendance of a 
member before he has been sworn in? 

Mr. LACEY. Undoubtedly; I have just been endeavoring to 
makethat pai If it can not and the members do not attend, then 
the minority present would be powerless to take any proceedings by 
which the House could ultimately be organized. The provision 
is that less than a quorum can 1 ir from day to day and may 
“send for members,” but under t construction they could not 
send for members who had not been sworn in, although the Con- 
stitution saystheycan. Any House would make very short work 
of a proposition like that. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let me finish my inquiry. I think my friend 
will find it to be a fact that the theory has never been recognized 
or indorsed by the Congress of the United States in a hundred 
2 and the First Congress met and delayed organization for 

irty days before they could organize, because they could not 
send for members who had not been sworn in. 
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Mr. LACEY. Not at all. They delayed because the members 
were coming by canal, because men were riding on horseback 
from South Carolini. When Andrew Jackson came to this Con- 

the first time he rode on horseback to the Senate of the 
nited States from Tennessee, and camped out at night and forded 
the rivers all the way; and when the first House met the members 
were not here, and it was necessary to waitforthem. Theycould 
not come in Pullman cars; they did not come in trains traveling 
at the rate of 40 miles an hour. 

But let me ask my friend, sup that more than a ag NF 
enough to prevent a quorum, should refuse to appear. Wo d 
you say that this section of the Constitution is nugatory which 
provides thata minority may meet and ‘‘adjourn from day to day 
and send for members, and that the absentees might say, You 
can not send for us, because we are not sworn in?” 

Members shall be privileged from arrest going to and returning 
from the Congress. That is in section 6 of the same article. A 
man starts from Pennsylvania to Washington. He has not yet 
been swornin. Before a justice of the peace on the road some 
one swears out a warrant in order to prevent him from coming 
here. If he does not arrive, the House might be organized by 
another political party while he is on the road from Pennsylvania. 
The arrest might be made expressly to influence the organization 
of the House. Suppose that he had startedfrom home and was not 
yet sworn in and was arrested and he pleads his privilege. How 
short work would the courts make of that proposition: They would 
say he was a member of Congress, though it was not yet an organ- 
ized body and was not yet in the transaction of the busi- 
ness of the House. That member should have freedom from ar- 
rest until he arrives here, and after coming here the privilege re- 
mains during the session. 

Now, let me another case, and I am surprised that the 
sitting member, Mr. Roberts, has not had the matter tested. 
They were wiser up in Massachusetts in the Hiss case. The mem- 
ber who had been ed out went out and had himself arrested 
and appealed to the courts. way did not the gentleman from 
Utah have himself arrested in 3 some trifling offense 
and then plead his privilege and have the court determine whether 
or not he was a member of the House of Representatives? How 
short work the court would have made of it. They would have 
said, ‘‘ You are a member of Congress. You have not been sworn 
in, but you partici in the election of the Speaker, you an- 
swered the roll , and the question as to whether you have 
been so lost to decency as to be unfit to sit in that body is now 
before a committee of the House of which you are a member.” 

Suppose he had been arrested yesterday and could not now 
appear before this House. The House itself would have resisted 

e breach of its privileges. It would have been a question of 
the rights of the House, so that there is no question that he isa 
member in the meaning of the Constitution. Now, that being so, 
why should he not be expelled if he has been guilty of the offenses 
which the commities fnd him to have been ty of? 55 
are stan now upon the mere order ing, why brin, 
JJ. ˙• bias te U thane EIEN Ray cli accu? x 

Sup the gentleman did not want to be sworn in after we 

the minority resolution, but should take the first train to 
Utah, and on the last day of the Fifty-sixth Congress he should 
come up and offer to take the oath of office? He would be sworn 
in, and then he would be immediately expelled, drawing his sal- 
ary up to the last hour. The mere statement of the proposition, 
it seems to me, is sufficient to refute the idea that we should go 
in this circuitous route in order to accomplish the constitutional 
purpose. We have the right to expel him, and he ought to be ex- 


ed. 

Now, let me read from the majo: report a moment, because 
I want to say here and now, in order that my position may not be 
misunderstood, that I shall, if necessary, vote for the ority 
(ak gape eke othe een VO O tren ssa it is i 

ut I prefer that the purpose of expulsion should be 
In the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me just there 
1O Sak Din a ee I am listening to his argument with a 
great deal of interest. Would there be any difficulty even if the 
views of the minority were to obtain or prevail, or how could 
— be any difficulty if 17 e 5 and ms 2 

z as you suggest? y co not then be expelled jus 
as well after he iett as if he remained? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it would be held by the House, perhaps, 
that he can not be ed if the minority resolution should pre- 
vail—that he be seated and then expelled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the difficulty? I do not see 

expelling him then 


e clear 


where there would be any more difficulty in 
than there would be in the beginning. 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty is simply this: The minority say 
that he ought to be expelled, but that he can not be expelled until 


brought to the bar and sworn. Should we adopt that resolution 


now, from my standpoint, he could be 
would have resolved that he could be ed only after he had 
been sworn in. The difficulty is that he could be expelled after 
having voted for 8 er, and where that vote might have changed 
the organization of the House. He voted for the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] for Speaker. Now, would my 
friend have any conscientious scruples about holding the office if 
that vote had elected him? I venture to say that he would have 
slept as soundly at night as does the present occupant of the chair, 
against whom the member from Utah cast that vote. 

78 RICHARDSON. I am not finding fault with your argu- 
ment. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand; but my friend is making sugges- 
tions of difficulties; and I am trying to show how easily they can 
be swept away. Now, in order to make my own vote understood 
clearly, I want to say that I think this majority resolution, as was 
said by the gentleman from Ohio, is eo of being construed 
as one to expel. But I think there should be some provision in it 
recognizing the fact that the resolution is one of expulsion. It 
should be stated more clearly and not left to inference. 

The opinion of the majority in their report is based almost 
wholly upon the idea of ineligi , but the resolution itself says 
nothing about ineligibility; it simply says that “ he ought not to 
have or hold a seat here and his seat is declared vacant.” That 
would be a good resolution of expulsion if it were not for the fact 
that the majority report insists that he can not be expelled. 

Let me read what the gentleman from Ohio and the members 
of the committee with him say: 

Nor are those who assert that expulsion is the remedy necessarily barred 
from voting for the resolution the seat vacant. He must, indeed, 
be and narrow in his construction of the Constitution who will not 
admit that if a vote to declare the seat vacant is sustained by a two-thirds 
wi 


lled, but the House 


ds do not vote for it. 


Now, it is claimed that an unor; House has the power of 
expulsion simply by calling it ‘‘ exclusion;” that a majority of an 
un ized House can exclude a member, expel him, and call it 
e xclusion;“ but when he gets into full membership it takes a 
two-thirds vote to get him out. Aman has less rights in one case 
— = the other. The constitutional right depends upon how 

e has $ 

The Her case is cited. Herbert committed a murder in 
Willard's Hotel. The majority say, having committed a crime 
after election to Congress, he can be excluded from Congress, 
even after being sworn in, by the majority vote. I suppose, on 
the other hand, if he had committed some crime that ‘affected 
his relation to Congress,” then it would take a two-thirds vote. 
If he had murd a bartender at Willard’s he could be put 
out by a majority vote; if he had murdered a member on the 
floor of the House it would take a two-thirds vote to expel him. 
See the absurdity of the extreme position taken that a man can 
not be expelled until the transaction is coupled with his duties 
in the House. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. LACEY. Tes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Iam with the gentleman; but here is a trouble 
to my mind. I do ndt think a rule of procedure ought to be 
adopted that can not apply to all the States. Let me mention 
this state of facts. Here Utah is low down on the alphabetical 
line in the call of States. When the States were at the 
time Utah was reached it would be evident that there was a 
quorum present, re tos Alabama or any one of the first States 
sent a member here who was a pol How could you have 
applied that rule as t a polygamist from Alabama or North 
Soues by holding him up at the bar before a quorum was 
presen 

Mr. LACEY. The roll is called and a quorum is determined to 
be present before the in i Every man, whether 
sworn in or not, has a right to vote on the organization of the 
House, and anyone has a right to object who has filed with the 
Clerk the certificate of his election. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When the Clerk makes up the roll 
of the House, has not every man whose name is on the „even 
before Heke sworn in, a right to object to any other member being 
sworn 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; and the right is 8 exercised, 
An objection was made that the member from Utah was not nat- 
uralized—a good objection if true, unquestionably a sound objec- 
tion, and one that ought to halt him at the threshold of the House. 
While that matter is being investigated it is found that he is liv- 
ing in violation of the compact between Utah and the United 
States. And now, in further answer to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, I want to say that one member can object to the swearing 
in of Ras member, but how can he object if he is not a 
member 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He is a member from the very da 
that he gets his certificate, or from the 4th of March; he is as m 
a member as he ever can be a member. 

Mr. LACEY. I agree with my friend from Missouri. A sug- 
paa is made that it is remarkable that Maine and Missouri 

ave come together. Why, they were admitted into the Union, 
by a contract or a compromise, at the same time, and although they 
have not heretofore often been together, they are united now on 
the position that this man ought to be expelled, and they are 
united on the p ition that the formality of taking an oath, 
a mere technical „must be performed first. Let us get rid 
55 — mere technical proposition and expel the gentleman from 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman from Iowa will 
allow me, I want to say that I have no sympathy with the tle- 
man from Utah, but if I had been his legal ad I would have 
advised him, the day that we were sworn in, to commence object- 
ing to the first man called, and object clear down through, an 
he would have had the whole concern in a hole. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, he would not, because 
the House has to pass on the objection. 

Mr. LACEY. When the first man from Alabama was called to 
be sworn, the member from Utah would rise and make the objec- 
tion, and the House, whose roll had been called by the Clerk and 
whose names were on the roll, would have voted down the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Utah. And then, when you took up 
the next State and ran down to Iowa and Illinois, and objection 
after objection had been voted down by the House, the members 
of that body, when they got to Utah, and it was stated that this 
member was a polygamist, that he was not naturalized, that he 
Was an open violator of the law, and that there was some ques- 
tion under the Edmunds law as to whether he was eligible jas a 
member of this House—the House would say, Now, h i 


ere is 
something that seems to be worthy of consideration. This is not 


a technicality. We will have the question examined first, and | Sress 


then decide afterwards what to do with him.” 

That is the safe thing to do when a question of eligibility is in- 
jected into the proposition that the member ought not to be sworn 
in, and that is just what the House did in this case. 

ow, let me read another part of the Constitution, Article II: 


No Representative shall be appointed an elector. 
way they 


may see fit. They can do it by districts; they can do it by States. 


ected her electors by 
had 


the oa 

The Constitution says we can expel a member.” Can we ex- 
pel a member wholacks some element of qualification? Could we 
expel a member who was insane? Could we expel a member who 
was so and wickedly immoral and disorderly on the floor 
of the House that he had not 55 to take the oath 
of office? Could we expel him? nly not, they say, because 
he is not a full member.” Wecan expel a full member, but we 
can not expel halfaone. We can put a man out of the House 
when he is wholly in; but if he has but a part of his body inside, 
we can not lay a finger upon him. If the camel gets into the tent, 
hump and all, you can put him out; but if his head only is in the 
tent, you may not smite him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this on the face of it isan attempt to take 
away from the House one of the most salutary and n re- 
straints upon the actions of its members at every stage of the 


r 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 

ag LACEY] argues, as I understand him, that as soon as the 
th of March arrives after the election every member-elect be- 

comes a member of the House of tatives. 

Mr. LACEY. ee There is no interregnum. Nature 
abhors a vacuum, jally a vacuum in the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very good. I have not finished my 
question. Now, when we come together and start in to legislate, 
here is a man who absolutely refuses, either by oath or affirma- 
tion, to take the prescribed oath. Although he has drawn his pay 
and franked his letters, he refuses to take the oath. We come to 
vote on the enactment of laws. Is that man entitled to vote? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not, and he is not entitled to vote if 
he is not here, either. He is not entitled to vote if he does not 
come from his hotel in time in the morning. He must answer in 
the roll call. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If he is here and claims his right to 
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dere, fg, r , ee why is not that man entitled to 
v 


Mr. LACEY. Because he has not yet taken the oath of office. 
That is a very simple tion. Constitution says that 
members “be bound by oath or affirmation to the 
Constitution of the United States.” It is their duty to support 
the Constitution after they take the oath; and if they do not, they 
can be expelled, and the power of the House is unlimited, e t 
that there shall be a two-thirds vote. The House of 8 
Great Britain could expel a man for anything, and this House is 
founded upon the House of Commons. When the Constitution 
was the ition to expel a member was inserted just 
as it was construed in the unwritten constitution of Great Britain, 
and but one limitation was put upon it, an absolutely safe one, 
namely, that before a member can be expelled there must be a 
two-thirds vote. No party having a two-thirds majority in the 
House will ever attempt to strengthen that majority by simply 
safe to trust the 
question of expulsion without any other limit than the two-thirds 
vote required to accomplish that result. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. The gentleman from Iowa says that 
the member, after the 4th of March, is a member as distinguished 
from a member-elect. Is it not a fact that all of the statutes en- 
acted by Congress referring to him, to wit, the statute authoriz- 
ing him to draw his pay, the statute giving him the fr 
privilege, the statute authorizing him to have a clerk, and all o 
WW but as a member- 
elect? 
— nena te = neta A pec fri he a 

ter he ec anking privilege before his eces- 
sor out, You exercised that privilege from last 8 
until the 4th of March. You had no other privilege, but you had 
that privilege as a member-elect. we 

Now, let me putacase. The statute says a member of Con- 
who receives a bribe shall be punished. Will you say that 
eee eee and whose term of office began on 
the 4th of „and who on the 5th of March, nearly nine 
months before he takes his seat in the House, accepts a bribe can 
not be punished because he has not yet been sworn in? The courts 
would make short work of a plea like that. They would say, 
This defendant is a member of Co He has violated the 


2 A 

would he have got out of Congress? 3 his resignation. 

Why? Because he is a member, and tendered i 

such, and the place to which he was elected then becomes vacant; 

for this body to organize, the governor of 

F a special election to fill 
by him. 


the vaca’ 
W. SINS Did not the Hon. Thomas B. Reed do that very thing 


this last summer? 

4 friend for the suggestion. There 
was a notable instance. T was a vacancy made, a big va 
cancy, @ vacancy that the whole country appreciated, when one 
of the greatest men who ever lived in this country went ont of 


Reed went out he did not wait to be sworn in. 
Socal sect and the governor of the State of Maine called a 

election and the place was filled by the estimable and able 
gentleman who now occupies that seat. So, treat it as me may, 


everywhere the word member“ means a man who 
elected to a seat in the House, unless we make an exception when 
we come to the question of expelling him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON . Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LACEY. 88 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman, because I 
am profoundly interested in his argument, what would be the 
status of a member elected in November, 1898, at the last elec- 
tion, who on the 10th of March accepted a bribe? Suppose it was 
notoriously well known that he had that bribe, and later 
he accepted another bribe on the 10th of April, and another on 
the 10th of May. it was published and well known that 
he had done this, and he did not present himself here on the first 
Monday in December to be sworn, but continued to absent him- 
self. How would we get rid of him in that case unless the gen- 
tleman’s t is correct? What answer would the gentle- 
man make to the question, How can you get rid of him except by 


m? 
i, CEY. I see no other way, and I have no difficulty in 
taking that course. I have no pride of opinion about this. 0 
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all know how natural it is for men who have once taken 8 
0 


to adhere to it. We have heard both these resolutions. h of 
them may be construed as resolutions of expulsion. Thave listened 
to the ent of the chairman of the committee, and feel more 
confirmed in my view that the proper remedy is the plain consti- 
tutional one which says we may expel a member. Supposea mem- 
ber were disqualified from holding the office. Would you say that 
he could not be expelled because of the disqualification? 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 8 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS. Adverting to the question asked 1 Woe gentle- 
man from Tennessee a moment ago, if a man should be convicted 
of having received a bribe, there is a law on the statute book which 

ualifies that man—— 
r. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS (continuing). From holding any office of honor, 

trust, or emolument under the Government. Now, admit, if you 
lease, for the present, that a member of Congress had accepted a 
Bribe, would not the proper method 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave claiming and arguing that he did. 

Mr. MORRIS. I suggest to the gentleman that the statute 
would convict him, and that instead of expelling him the proper 
method would 

Mr. LACEY. He could avoid it. 

Mr. MORRIS. But suppose he is indicted and convicted; then 
the House must act uponit. Does the gentleman still think he 
would still be a member? 

Mr. LACEY. He would. Suppose he should get a pardon and 
come to the bar of the House and ask to be sworn in. No objec- 
tion is made, and the House should seat him, Could not the House 
thereafter expel him? 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the . a nae permit another question? 
Suppose that a man is elected to this House whois 21 years of a, 
nate . Now, he is certified here by the governor as being lacie; 
he A placed on the roll of the House, enjoys the franking privi- 
lege, and receives pay up to the meeting of the House; and yet 
when Congress meets it is suggested here, showing to the satis- 
faction of the House, that he is only 21 years of age 

Mr. LACEY. He is not eligible. 

Mr. MORRIS (continuing). Would you have to expel that 
man? 

„Mr. LACEY. He would stand, as I said, as being disqualified 
under the Constitution. He could be excluded as disqualified. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr, LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, suppose that he had violated the stat- 
ute, as of course the gentleman will contend he does, does it not 

ualify him under the provisions of the Constitution? 

. LACEY, Well, that involves another question, and I do 
not care to take the time of the House upon it. I have always 
thought that at common law the right to disqualify for crimes 
existed. You can take a man’s Ss Pa of suffrage away for crime. 
You can take away that which is more sacred than a seat on 
this floor when you take away his vote and take it away for 
crime, I say that question has no relevancy to this issue. Pos- 
sibly Congress could pass a law that a bigamist might not be eli- 
gible from any State. I think that a proper remedy would be 
expulsion in either event, unless by law or by the Constitution 
emas ineligibility had been created for that crime, 

e Edmunds-Tucker Act does not apply; it only applied to that 
Territory when Territorial conditions existed, and disappeared 
when it was admitted into the Union. We can not e one 
8 rule for eligi 2 2 Iowa ss ae tee hn 

am sym with the proposition made by the gentle- 
man 9 2 Lal that here is a violation of the com- 
pact between Utah and the United States that will be ground for 
expulsion, and ground to say to Utah, When you senda man here 
who will live up in good faith to the pledge you have taken you 
can have representation, and not otherwise,” 

I was in the House when Utah was admitted. I voted upon the 
assurance of eminent gentlemen, in whom I had the utmost confi- 
dence, that polygamy had been abandoned and there would be no 
further trouble about it. We findnow, in the face of that pledge, 
a polygamist is elected by the majority of the voters of Utah, It 
is said that a large number of gentiles voted for him. I was in 
Utah last summer, and gentiles came to me and said, We voted 
for Roberts in order to force upon the House of Representatives 
the proposition as to whether a man would be permitted to retain 
a seat as a Representative of the State who was violating the laws 
of Utah and viola the laws of the United States.” 

Sup he came down here now with his three wives and his 
three increasing families, short work would be made of him by 
the criminal law in the District of Columbia, because he would 
subject himself to the jurisdiction of the Edmunds-Tucker Act, 
The United States has exclusive jurisdiction here, 


Nearly every leading member in this House on both sides was 
asked before Congress met, How will you get rid of Roberts?” 
That was the 8 and almost every man answered, By 
e pison t answer, which naturally rises to the lips of any 
ordinarily 


good lawyer, is a pay safe principle of law to follow. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion 
right there? I want to say this: I do not know how many peti- 
tions the gentleman had, but I had some from my district that 
were sent out for the p , and which contained two printed 
pores sent out with notes or instructions how they should 
signed. They sipiy contained the two propositions—first, 
that we should expel Roberts for being a lygamist by a two- 
thirds vote of the House, and next, that we should make polygamy 
a constitutional disqualification. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee how many resolutions making a member 
of Congress ineligible for being a polygamist they have before 
his committee? 

Mr. RAY of New York. There have been several resolutions 
introduced prohibiting polygamy in the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. The object of these resolutions was to render in- 
eligible members because of polygamy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If my friend will allow me, he is a clear- 
headed lawyer, and I would like his discriminating judgment on 
the two provisions in the Constitution—first, the oath which relates 
to the President and the oath which relates to the members. I 
read from Article II: 

Before he enter on the execution of his office, he shall take the follow- 
ing oath or tion. 


It says, mark you, before he enters upon the office. Now then, 
on page 23 the language in relation to members is wholly differ- 
ent. It says: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned,” mem- 
bers, etc., ‘‘shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to support this 
Constitution.” Not before they enter upon their office, but ‘‘shall 
be bound py coe or tion, to support this Constitution.” 

Mr. LACEY. It is not a condition precedent. Wehaveastrik- 
ing illustration, Mr. Speaker, of the views of this body in the lat- 
ter end of the second session of a Congress when a committee is 
selected to sit during the recess and take testimony and discuss 
any problem. Such committee is always selected from gentlemen 
who have been elected to the next Congress. They enter ape the 
duties connected with that committee after the 4th of March. We 
have instances of that kind often, Sometimes a caucus does the 
same thing. A caucus of one side of this body selected a number 
of members of the next Congress to prepare a financial bill. They 
got together because they were members of Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Thereisa pereon in the laws of Congress 
which provides that at the end of each angrer the Speaker shall 
appoint three members from those elected to make up the com- 
mittee that shall audit the accounts between the adjournment of 
ore Con and the commencement of the next, and those mem- 
bers that act are three members who have never been sworn. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; but they are members of Congress, 
Suppose these gentlemen auditing the accounts should make a 
false return, and money should be drawn, with their knowledge 
and consent, out of the contingent fund in violation of the law. 
Could we expel them? Could they come into the House and say, 
We are not members; what we did we did merely as a matter of 
courtesy?” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House longer. 
I have spoken longer than I intended, and had it not been for the 
interruptions I should not have spoken so long. The term of office 
is two years. The statute defines when it shall begin—it shall 
begin on the 4th of March. Now they claim the person elected 
has ——— nine months with his time running, but without being 
a member. 

And if he is a member, if he has violated the principles of our 
civilization, we have the right to expel him from this House, and 
the vote has already shown that the two-thirds vote is available 
for that g x 

Mr. S UTHARD. I am not satisfied with the gentleman’s 
answer. I understand that we have a statute which makes any- 
one accepting a bribe incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under the United States. Now, having such a statute, the 
validity of which I understand the gentleman to admit—— 

Mr. LACEY. L assert it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. If he is incapable of holding an office, why 
does it become necessary to admit him and then expel him, or to 
expel him otherwise than to exclude him? 

r. LACEY. Why, for the as reason that this body makes 
up its roll. It makes up a record of that py Hage and it 
could date back this expulsion to the hour of conviction, 
un 3 

r. MORRIS, Would it require two-thirds? 2 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly it would require two-thirds on the 


question of expulsion, but it would not be necessary in case of the 
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receiver of a bribe, because the statute declares him ineligible, 
But now suppose he committed an offense that did not disqualify 
him excepting in the eyes of all honest men, and that the law did 
not render him ineligible. Then the House would have to act, 
and could only act from the hour of its action, and could not make 
it relate back to the original prosecution, upon which the action 
of the House is founded. 

Mr. MORRIS, Then, according to the gentleman's argument, 
he would expel a man that a majority could exclude. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly; a majority could exclude a man 
and a two-thirds majority might do something even stronger. He 
may do an act for which he could be excluded, as rendering him 
ineligible. He can be expelled for that same act, because there is 
no limitation of it in the Constitution as to what he can be ex- 
pelled for, excepting that there must be two-thirds of the House 
concurring in the expulsion. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then does the gentleman hold that this 
House has not the power to do, with reference to its own member- 
ship, what it might obtain power to do by an act of Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. This House has, for the purpose of expulsion, 
absolutely no limitation excepting the limitations that prevailedin 
the House of Commons and the limitation added by the Constitu- 
tion that the expulsion must be enforced by a two-thirds vote, 
Now, that being the case, I say a man may be expelled for that 
for which he ws also be excluded, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, it is not for the purpose of 
making any ar; ent in this case that I take two or three min- 
utes from the House, I am unfortunately een by impor- 
tant business in Cincinnati to leave the city this afternoon and 
will not be present at the vote to-morrow. I wish to put it on 
record, though, that as the Representative of my district I think 
I voice the sentiments of my entire constituency in hal ecg 
the majority report in this case. Through the courtesy of one of 
the gentlemen who support the minority report, I have been ena- 
bled to obtain a live pair; so that while my vote will not appear 
in the RECORD, yet, in accordance with my own judgment as to 
the action of this House, and in accordance with the sentiments 
of my constituents, I shall at least have the satisfaction of know- 
ing ay at the vote by which final action is taken will not be dimin- 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, the committee is 
as to the facts, It is that the gentleman elect, or the 
2 from Utah, Whichever it may turn out to be, is the 

usband of three wives, the father of two sets of children; that 
he was convicted under the Edmunds Act and the Edmunds- 
Tucker Act of illegal cohabitation, and that he served the sentence 
that was pronounced as a punishment, except that of disfranchise- 
ment and being rendered incapable of holding office. 

The committee is also agreed that, by reason of these facts so 
found, the gentleman is not entitled to remain as a member of 
this House. It is now a question of procedure, The majority of 
your committee says it is legal, it is constitutional, it is orderly 
to meet the gentleman and exclude him without the administra- 
tion of the oath. The minority says he should not be excluded; 
that the Constitution requires that the oath should be adminis- 
3 and after the oath has been administered he should be ex- 


Mr. Speaker, I have 2 prided myself on being a strict con- 
structionist of the Constitu ion; yet I am one of those who believe 
this House has the constitutional right to exclude the member 
from Utah without the administration of the oath and be within 


constitutional limit. 

I confess, Mr. S er, I not only believe this House has the 
right to exclude without the administration of the oath, but 
I believe it has equally the same right to expel this or any other 
member after he had the oath administered to him. I would 
place one on one section of the Constitution and the other on 
another, which I will quote in a very few moments, 

The right to exclude, on section 5, Article I, of the Constitution: 
“Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members.” 

Same section: ‘‘Each House may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with 
the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.” 

There are many things, Mr. Speaker, that might be said as to 
wiy he should not retain a seat in this House, but I can not stop 
to discuss them all. It is agreed that he is constitutionally unfit 
to sit as a member, the majority ee that he should not 
enter the House; the minority that he should be entitled to enter 
and take a solemn oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States so long as he shall be a member, and the very next minute 
expel him, [Applause.] 

We are 1 I take it, not only as members of the committee, 
but as members of the House, that we will part company with 
him as soon as the vote is taken and that he shall do no act as a 
member of this House, and I confess, so far as the action of this 
House is concerned, when I discuss the question whether he should 
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be excluded or expelled, 1 feel as though I am entering on the task 
of discussing practically the difference between tweedledum and 


tweedledee. op Scag few and uate) 

Mr. Speaker, the legal profession were boasts that the law 
does not require the citizen to do oy foolish or unnecessary con 
Yet you who take the position of the minority must take the 
position that the Constitution, by which we test all the laws that 
are enacted, requires of this great body, the American House of 
Representatives, to do that thing which is both foolish and un- 
necessary. The question of compact I do not care to discuss and 
will only pass it by with a word. 

I was charmed yesterday and spellbound by the logic and elo- 
eee of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] when he 

iscussed the question of the compact between the State of Utah 
and the United States when it was admitted to the Union; and 
this morning my colleague from Indiana {Mr LANDIS] upon the 
other side, equally as strong, equally as eloquent, presented the 
other view; but I can not particularly agree with either, although 
I agree with each as to his conclusion. 
he gentleman from Maine 1 8 LITTLEFIELD] yesterday said 
that during the war of the rebellion millions of money and thou- 
sands of lives had been sacrificed for the purpose of establishing 
the doctrine of the unity of the statehood. I agree with him, but 
it does not lead me for that reason to the same point that it leads 
the gentleman from Maine, that if, perchance, a State should 
live in violation of the laws of the Union, would administer no 
law, would not extend justice through the courts, would abandon 
the courts, would defy both Congress and the Constitution, it 
thereby follows that they have the right to come to this lawmak- 
ing power and say that they shall have representation. Ido not 
Vs be Mr. Speaker, that the war was waged to establish such a 
octrine, 

The gentleman’s contention drives us to the conclusion that if 
the char; are proven that the President has appointed t- 
masters in Utah who are polygamists, thereby rendering them 
incompetent and unfit to hold the office of tmaster—that if 
they came with a certificate from the State of Utah they would 
be entitled to be sworn as members in the at American House 
of Congress. It will not now be contended that they or the 
member-elect from Utah would be angino to hold any office in 
any of the Territoriesor the District of Columbia; yet the minority 

osition is that Mr. Roberts is entitled to be sworn to make the 
aws for the Territories where he could not vote and would not 
be 8 to hold office that he might help create. 
uch construction of the Constitution would guard all the minor 
yess and T the lawmaking power without such safeguard, 
ause. 

Tean not agree with such argument, but I fully agree that there 
is no 957 e in the State to sever the Union. Upon the other hand, 
I would say if a State in the Union was living in violation of the 
law, not only in violation but in utter disregard of the law, they 
would have no right to come to the lawmaking power and say, 
“I am entitled to representation.” I believe not only in an ind 
soluble Union, but I believe the lawmaking power under such 
circumstances has the right to say, when you have abandoned the 
law, or when you defy the law, You shall not help make the 
law.” The Constitution is strong enough to hold and retain you, 
and is strong enough to demand 8 to the laws of the State 
as well as the individual. I may say to a State, Lou shall not 
have representation in making the laws until you are willing to 
enforce the law and the Constitution and stop your defiance.” 

Mr. Speaker, I can not follow the gentleman from Maine in 
his reasoning, although I agree with his conclusion; nor can I fol- 
low the distinguished gentleman from Indiana in his statement of 
facts. He reads eloquently, and says that the gentleman who 
represented Utah upon the floor of this House when the debate wag 
going on “‘ might have said.” He reads eloquently, and says that 
a certain citizen, high in the State, high in the participation of the 
church government, is living in polygamous relations with three 
wives, four wives, or five wives. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, yet this committee, presided over 
by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] as its 
chairman, associated with the other lawyers on the committee, 
when the gentleman from Utah, Mr. Roberts, asked the question 
whether it would be permissible to inquire into the relation of the 
State of Utah to this question, unanimously decided that it could 
not be done and that no such inquiry would be made. I can 
neither agree with the argument of the gentleman from Maine 
nor with the facts as stated by the gentleman from Indiana. The 
committee said the State should not be heard in that inquiry, and 
no inquiry was made, 

To brand the State of Utah as disloyal to this particular statute, 
to charge a State as now permitting polygamous relations in de- 
fiance of the law, when no such thing wasfound and not inquired 
into by the committee, does not meet my approval and was not 
contemplated by the resolution under which the special commit- 
tee was appointed, Upon the other hand, I make bold to assert, 
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from the evidence that was given before the committee, that so 
far as the State of Utah is concerned, the doctrine of polygamy is 


abandoned, it is a back number, a thing of the past. ere are 
some sporadic cases, and perhaps will be, but the evidence given 
before the committee showed that the le of Utah were not 
only loyal during the Spanish war, but they have been loyal to 
this statute against polygamy, except in incidental cases. [Ap- 


Pity. Speaker, the country being excited and investigating ear- 
e 


nestly uestion of polygamy, it is unfair and unjust to the 
State of Utah to make the statement of facts as did the gentleman 
from Indi 


I beg on for having taken thus much of the time on a ques- 
tion that I do not think figures in the conclusion. I desire while 
I shall occupy the floor to discuss the question whether or not 


this body has the right to any limitation upon the member- 
ship beyond the three— of citizenship, age, and residence. 
‘Ast said a moment „I believe the foun never meant that 


we should be 9 e attitude o% loing Uio tooa ang 2 
essary thing tlemen who represent the minority sa 
we must do— swear fae ta ont as a matter of form, then kick 
him out.” The . 
No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
wee Phen zecke. be an inhabitant of that State in which he shail be chosen. 
It is insisi l 3 2 7 . 8 are 3 a 
omega. It is insi y the gentlemen who represent the minori 
that Congress and by Co: Imean the Senate and the House 
can not add to meng P nies SE SO OX CONOR 
sense reasoning, and under preceden: Ə on o 
that the Senate and the House may add to the disquali- 


the i 
faithful in his adherence to it than I; I respect every line and ut- 
terance, and do not believe the founders meant by this e ion 
that having these three qualifications none other should be re- 
wah but that the member should have at least these three quali- 
ions, 

If it meant that, it would have been so easily said; but that does 
not argue for much, Let us follow it a little further. Why did 
they do it? Now, I shall refer for a few moments to the conven- 
tion and the discussion and debates on the occasion of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. I can only refer to them in a casual way. 

Mr. and gentlemen of the House, will some gentleman 
of the minority tell me what particular glory, what significance, 
attaches to the year or age of 25? Will some gentleman tell me 
what attaches to the question of residence for seyen 
years? I believe from the debates that we can fairly infer, 

We all know that in England the people had been in the habit 
of sending to their lawmaking power young men, minors who 
were not ma , minors who were not capable of comprehend- 
ing the Government and legislating for its best interests. They 
had not only been doing that, but nonresidents, alien citizens, 
had been sent to Parliament for the purpose of making laws. 
believe, and take it not only from my ju ent, but from the 
reasonings on that occasion and from the debates, that the real 
purpose of the founders in enacting the Constitution was to make 
a concise statementand guard the possibili e Aat I rr 


dangerous 

control of the lawmaking power of this nation if the limit of 
citizenship be extended heat seven years, do you believe the 
founders meant that we should never change the limit of seven 
years? Do you mean to say that the founders meant that you 
should not extend the limit to ten, fifteen, twenty, or any num- 
ber of years that is necessary to maintain the Repu cinits is 
nee ad an Boe 2A out of the hands of any dangerous 
men 3 ; 

What is there sacred, therefore, about seven years’ residence? 
It was simply a term fixed, and the founders said and meant that 
the roe pena at least ert these 1 aca 
any other necessary welfare of the Republic, Upon 
line let us follow it a little further before we come to precedents 
and see what the Constitution itself says upon the subject. It 
says the House shall be the judge of the election and the qualifi- 
ca of its members. The House shall be the judge of the quali- 
fications of its members. The qualification certainly does not 


mean whether he is simply seven years a resident of the United 
States, etc., but that the member shall have such qualifications as 


any 
security for the payment of money, or for the delivery or conveyance of any- 
I thing oF eith Stier ho has boon qualified or the taker bid 


will maintain the Republic in its original liberty-loving spirit, 
and, if necessary, to increase it from seven years to ten years, or 
whatever number required for the welfare of the Republic. 

So if you say that yor shall only have the right to require these 
8 you shut off the right of the House, you foreclose 
zae ability of the House to judge of the qualification of its mem- 

T's. 

Some tlemen say this is dangerous unless you tie it to the 
Constitution. Isayno, These members about me are not simply 
357 men, they are 357 Representatives, each be e Newent 
one-fourth of a million people, and yoting for them on occa- 
sions. Aye, gentlemen, the 357 men who represent the different 
sections of this country are the House, are the Republic itself; 
and yet yon tell me that you can so surround the members by the 
Constitution, by a law, or by any facts that would prevent them 
from ruining this country if they sought to doit; you tell me you 
have undertaken a task that can not be accomplished. No law 
could prevent revolution if this House should undertake it, You 
may as well think of self-destruction. 


Power must bel somewhere, and the fathers lodged it with 
the re tatives in a tative Government—a Govern- 
ment that has provenalmost perfect, aGovernmentthat has proven 


to be the strongest Government on the face of the earth, not only 
in times of war, but in times of peace, one based on the greatest 
liberty to the greatest numberconsistent with the general welfare. 

Mr. S. er, let me follow this question a little further on the 
proposition as to whether or not there are any other than the three 
q cations that may be required. If I can establish a proposi- 
tion—and I think I can, both logic and from the adjudicated 
cases, as well as the statutesof the United States—that Congress— 
the House and the Senate—may make other ualifications, I will 
hayeaccomplished that which [ undertook. en I have doneit, I 
have fully met the arguments of the gentlemen who say that these 
three are the beginning and the end. 

I may refer in a casual manner to the test oath that was required 
at the close of the war. What was that oath? I will not stop to 
repeat it, but it was a disqualification to some people; that is to 
say, those who could not accept the oath were disqualified. Then 
Congress, the House and the Senate, said that certain people were 
not qualified to be members of the House of Representatives. 
They were 25 years of age; they had resided in the United States 
more than seven years; they represented the State from which 
they held a certificate; and yet there was a class of eon that 
Congress said could 3 the people upon the floor of this 
House by reason of disq tions not mentioned in the Constitu- 
tion. I need not follow that further, for I have to hurry on. It 
was uiesced in as not only humane but just and good 
law, and in accordance with the Constitution. This shows that 
not only other disqualifications may be made, but that they have 
been made. Let me follow it just a little further. 

We have a statute—section 5500 of the United States Statutes— 
which says: 

Any member of either House of Congress who 

money, or any promise, con! 


tract, undertaking, ob! 6 or 


value, er before or 
seat as such member, with intent to have his vote or decision on an 


tion, matter, cause, or pr which may be at any time pen 

either House, or before — =. Ahh thereo?, 2 — $ thereby, sh: 

punished by a fine not more than three times the amount asked. 

received, and by imprisonment not more than three years. 
Another section, 5502, reads as follows: 


Every member, officer, or person convicted under tho provisions of the 
two preceding sections who holds any place of Irons or ee shall forfeit his 


ques- 
in 
be 
accepted, or 


office or and shall thereafter bo forever holding any 
office of or, trust, or profit under the United States. 

Section 5502 says that ne member who is convicted shall for- 
ever be prohibited from holding any office, yet a member might 
be 25 years of age and might have been a resident seven years 
and come to represent the State from which he holds the certifi- 
cate, and yet there is a barrier that has been erected against him 
because he has accepted a bribe, etc. Does not this, gentlemen of 
the House, without pursuing this part of the question very much 
further, indicate clearly not only that the lawmaking power of 
the Senate and the House has authority to do it, but that it has 
done that which fixes a disqualification? 

Perhaps no man has been guilty of that offense, but it is within 
the of human bilities that some member might be, and 
if 5 might be disqualified, the dis qualification is added 
and effect of it is to say that not only these three qualifications 
are required, butin effect says he should not be a bribe taker. If 
that is true, then by statute disqualifications have been added. 
When you come to test it by what actually has been done by Con- 

ess, it precludes some persons who are and have what seems to 

the negative qualification stated in the Constitution of the 
United States, thus showing that Congress may judge and estab- 
lish disqualifications. = lause. | 

It would be an an ly if simply residence, age, and citizenship 
should be the full test of the requirements, or, in other words, if 
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all others, no matter what might or may come up, are to be ex- 
cluded. Do you think the founders of our Government meant 
this, when we see the great wisdom they displayed along all other 
lines? Do you think that they were willing to tie the hands of 
Congress so that a bribe taker, an enemy of the Government, a 
man who would strike down the Government itself, should be ad- 
mitted for the purpose of . laws of the country when 
they would be precluded from holding even a post-office? tle- 
men of this House, I have no question in my mind that the founders 
only meant, when they said he should have these qualifications, 
that he should have at least these qualifications and as many 
more as the great American Congress, consisting of both the House 
and the Senate, might add. 

When I assert that proposition I do not think I put the great 
American Government in a position, on any occasion for the next 
hundred or thousand years, when there will be danger that a bad 
precedent will affect the Government itself. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the reason 
qualifications are the only disqualifications is because three have 
been named, and that the naming of some, by ruleof construction, 
means the exclusion of all others. That may mean the exclusion 
of all othersoritmaynot. Taketheinstrumentitself, andif from 
that you can fairly discern that it meant to exclude all others, 
that is the proper rule of construction; but take the instrument 
itself and fairly conclude that is not the purpose, then that is not 
the rule of construction. 

Gentlemen of this House, the Constitution shows that that was 
not the intention. It says the House shall be the judge of the 
qualifications of the members. If it means the q cations of 
members as indicated in the Constitution, the three that are stated 
negatively, how it would have been to have said it. 

ferring to another section of the Constitution, which pro- 
vides that each member shall be bound by an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, there is one requirement that 
is stated in the oath. The Constitution requires one thing, tosup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. Yet but a short time 
ago, and under this very same rule of construction, the American 
ouse of Representatives and the Senate applied what is known 
as the test oath, in addition, not only to — 5 the Constitution 
of the United States, but it required an oath of loyalty as well. 

And, gentlemen of the House, this House has not only held that 
that was legitimate, but has gone further and said that if per- 
chance any gentleman was willing, 
take the oath and not do it in good faith, it was legitimate and 
right to have that member stand aside until that question could 
be inquired into. 

Not only is that true, 
you took the oath on the 4th day of December, 1899, n 
the oath required by the Constitution that you would su the 
Constitution of the United States, but you took the oath—I can 
not now repeat in whole—but the oath which contained the pro- 
vision that you would defend the Constitution against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic. If you apply the rule of construction 
which is urged by gentlemen of the minority, and insist that the 
naming of one requisite means the exclusion of all others, then 
when the Constitution said you should swear to support if you 
were up to the limit, you were as much at the alpha and omega 
as you were when you read the Constitution and said that a mem- 
ber should have at least these three requisites. Yet you came 
here believing you were taking a constitutional oath, one that 
you had not only the right to take, but that it was the duty and 
the pleasure of the Speaker of this House to administer to ev 
member; and had any member refused to take that oath an 
sought to drop back on the Constitution, there is not a member 
of this august body who would have said he was entitled to take 
it in his own way. 

The Constitution itself, then, gentlemen, refutes the argument 
that it is all included. In addition to the extended oath, you have 
the Constitution, saying that you are the judges of the qualifica- 
tions. Aye, you not only have that right, but you have the in- 
stance of the oath itself. So, gentlemen of this House, I feel that 
I was warranted in the proposition that Congress may administer 
the oath; but I was as equally justified in the proposition that 
this House may either expel or reject a member and refuse him 
the oath. This you do under the broad proposition of the Consti- 
tution that you are the judges of the qualitications of the mem- 
bers; and if you find a man is not qualified as a member, under 
this language of the Constitution, you may reject him and say, 
“You are not qualified.” If, upon the other hand, you admit his 
qualification and say, ‘‘Although qualified, your conduct has been 
such as to degrade PAT in the eyes of the House and the great 
American people,” the Constitution says he may be expelled, two- 
thirds concurring therein. 


ntlemen, but every one aron yata 
y 


I believe that, as much as I believe the honest construction of 
any instrument, the House may, in the exercise of its right as 
the judge of the qualification of members, exclude at the door 
any member, whether he be traitor to the whole law of the land or 


these gentlemen say these three | P 


witha dormant conscience, to | United 


to any one section of the statute that in the judgment of the 


House affects his qualifications. I am not without authority, 
John Randolph, in the House of Representatives, said: 

If the Constitution had meant (as was contended) to have settled the quali- 
fications of mem its words would have na y run thus: apttd per- 


son who has at the of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of 
7 5 ben elected, be an inhabitant of the State 


It is said to the States, you have been in the habit of electing 3 
barely of age; you us none but such as are five and twenty. 0 
of you have persons just na ized; you shall not elect any to this 
House who have not been some seven years citizens of the Uni States. 

Sometimes mere sojourners and transient persons haye n with 
legislative authority. You shall elect none whom your laws do not consider 
as inhabitants, 

Story says (Constitution, section 448): 

The truth is, that in order to ascertain how far an affirmative or negative 
roposition excludes or implies others, we must look to the nature of the 
rovision, the subject-matter, the objects, and the scope of the instrument. 

ese, and these only, can p ly determine the rule of construction. 
There can be no doubt that an athrsaative grantof powers in many cases will 
imply an exclusion of all others. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, along that same line, at the close of the 
war, when it was urged that the question of disloyalty would 
arise, President Grant in a message said that a vigilant House 
would control and see that this Government was kept in the 
hands of 3 le. It was then followed by legislation alon 
the same line, and that, thank God, like polygam. „is a bac 
ee and out of the question. The President in his message 


there can be no just ground of apprehension tha 
will be clothed with the powers of legislati 
hen the Constitu d 


the concurrence öf two-thirds, 
> tative presents bis certificate 
he may at once be admitted or rejected; or, should there be any 

uestion as to his eligibility, his credentials may be referred for investiga- 
tion 8 If admitted to a seat, it must be n n 
evidence ry to the House of which he thus becom 


ue: 
—4— to the United States will be al 
of the nation, and the power and moral infiuence of Congress are 
thus effectively exe in the interest of loyalty to the Government of the 
States and fidelity to the Union. 

Jam now discussing whether or not we have the constitutional 
right tosay at the threshold,“ This House will judge of the qualifi- 
cations of itsmembers.” The distinguished gentleman from 
par: LITTLEFIELD] yesterday, in discussing the statement of Mr. 

omeroy upon that question, belittled him asan authority in com- 

ison to the ees constitutional lawyer, Mr. Story. I would, 
owever, remind him that Mr. Pomeroy is a respectable lawyer. 
His work is not only found, I take it, in the magnificent library 
of the from Maine, but in nearly every respectable 
lib: m Maine to California. Here is a respectable author, 
and although he has already been so forcibly quoted by the chair- 
sot Aes this committee, I will refer to his words, strong and in 
po 
In Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, third edition, page 138, is the 
following: 


ch a statute 
would not seem to be a judgment of each House upon the qualifications of its 
own members, but a ju Emene apon the qualifications of the members of the 
other branch. The power is cie: 


the test of 
tives, d g this 


Mr. Cushing, page 195, section 447, says: 


To the disqualifications of this kind may be added those which may result 
eo the. commission of some crime which would render the member 


In 1867, when the members-elect from the State of Kentucky 
presented themselves to be sworn, objection was raised on the 
grounds of disloyalty; they were required to stand aside; their 
3 were referred to the Committee on Elections for in- 
vestiga and report. 

Mr. Dawes, chairman, in his report, said: 

The committee are of the opinion that no person who has been 
armed hostility to the Government of the 
enemies d the la 


aid and comfort to its 
2 dislo: made against a person 
£ House 9 & be investigated co re- 
such person is permitted to take the seat. 
$ $ 


in 
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The committee adhere to the views e: 


xpressed in the former report, that 
no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government 
and subvert the Constitution by force of arms, or who has voluntarily given 
aid, countenance, counsel, or encouragement to persons so engaged, ought to 
be admitted to a seat in this House to make laws for the nation he has trai- 
torously sought to destroy; and it is apparent that there must be power in 
this House to prevent this, the House being the ju of the qualifications 
ot its members, of which fidelity to the Constitution is one, and that this end 
can only be certainly accomplished by the investigating of any specific and 
apparently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a per- 
son claiming his seat as a mem of this House before such person is per- 
mitted to take the seat. 


Ah, Mr. Speaker, I find that my time is going along, and Ionly 
want to call the attention of the House to a few precedents inthis 
case that bear on the question. 

I take it that the name of Senator Trumbull inspires the con- 
fidence of every good lawyer, patriot, and member of this House, 
without regard to polities or profession. r 

In the proceeding to expel Benjamin Stark, who was appointed 
a Senator from Oregon in 1862, Mr. Trumbull filed a report 
February 7, 1862, in which he said: 

It is admitted that neither the Senate, Congress, nor a State can superadd 
other qualifications fora ee those 8 ma Scrape 
duß T in the Benata. Does 8 — uestion the 
r ht of a State to errant! for crime a person dul 
a ator, hold him in confinement, and there 
the Senate to qualify? 8 a Senator, after 


? Suppose 
ualifying. commits the crime of murder, would anyone 
at the Stato authorities where the crime was committed 


qualified for an 
revent 


qualifications for a Senator in the Constitution 
held amenable for his crime. 
that Senators and Representatives 
in all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of the 8 be privi- 
leged from arrest during their attendance at the sessions of their ive 
Houses, and in going to and returning from the same,” is conclusive tfor 
those offenses they may be . As punishment for crime, then, it is 
clear that a Senator-elect, g all the 9 cations of 
, citizenship, and inha cy, may be prevented from ing the oath of 
ooe. Congress has repeatedly Bars upon the presumption that it was en- 
tent for it rescribe as a punishment for crime and inability 
rwards to hold any office of honor, profit, or trust under the 


rson giving a reward to a United States 
any opinion or judgment, and the judge 
forever disqualified to hold any 
office of honor, trust, oe pee under the United States. 
act 


tirely com 
forever 


reward given 
his vote on any question which may come 
before ty, is declared incapable forever of holding 
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the Uni States. 


He goes further on and says that he shall forfeit his office. 


Does anyone doubt the power of Con under this clause of the Con- 
stitution, to declare that a m convicted of treason should forever be in- 
capable of holding any office under the United States? If this were done, 
would it be contended that a convicted traitor was entitled to be sworn asa 
Senator? The clause of the Constitution prescribing the qualifications of 
Senators and Representatives could never have been intended to limit the 


wer to make ualifications to hold those or any other offices a penal 
or the commission of crime, especially of treason. ty 
Doubtless— 
He says— 
a law of 88 declaring that a pores convicted of a ticular offense 
should not hold office under the United States, and the d on of the courts 
8 ug such a aw, would not preclude the Senate from admitting such a 


ow to 


gress 
ment for disloyalty or treason prevent the Senate from 5 to 
ty of those 


ber a person believed by the body to be gu 


would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting itself—a power 
Siok, e ne Botta invert eee 


which, from the nature of 2 
e 


itself and preserve itsownorder. The Constitution declares“ that each 
may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly 
behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds expel a member.” 

The connection of the sentence in which the power of expulsion is given 
would indicate that it was intended to be exercised for some act done as a 
member and not for some cause existing before the member was elected or 
took his seat. For any crime or infamous act done before that time the a 

riate remedy would seem to be to refuse to allow him to N which, 
Ehe udgment of the und ed, the Senate may . — 1 om not by way 
of adding to the qualifications — by the Co tution, but as a punish- 
ment due to his crimes and the infamy of his character. 

If we were undertaking to say that all persons who represent 
the people on the American floor of Congress should not only have 
the three qualifications, and they shall be loyal besides, or, to bring 


it to this question, they shall not be polygamists, that would take 


the action not of the House alone, not of the Senate alone, but of the 
whole lawmaking wer. Mr. Trumbull says: The Senate alone 
can not do it.“ The House alone can not. I grant you they can 
not add disqualifications; but that is not the proposition. I have 
shown you by the statutes that the two Houses have established 
disqualifications; but the House alone may test the qualifications 
of a member. The House alone may not add disqualifications 
that apply to all applicants; but the House alone may judge of the 
qualifications of its members. 

Senator Trumbull took the ground, and maintained it, that the 
Senate had the right under this section of the Constitution to test 
the qualifications of its members. He further says: 

3 Senate of the United States may halt a man who was disloyal at the 


The Edmunds Act said that it was unlawful, and took from 
the member the right to vote, the right to hold office. Under 
analogous 5 this House has the right to halt a polygamist 
at the threshold and say, We will judge of his qualifications.” 

If the House finds that Mr. Roberts has ag raen himself 
until his presence endangers the Republic from participation 
in some form of crime, by reason of treason, by reason of polyg- 
amy, or other reason, it has the constitutional right todoso. I 
need not stop to discuss whether he has so disqualified himself. 

The committee in each report agrees that he is a polygamist, 
has disqualified himself, and is not entitled to retain his seat. 
The minority contends that the House should go through the farce 
of admitting him to the bar, permit him to hold up his hand and 
swear that he will support the Constitution of the United States, 
and then, without further investigation, immediately expel him, 
That is the proposition of the minority. They say in their report, 
Immediately, by force, if you please, without further investiga- 

ion.” 

Does this great Constitution which we all revere sa Vi us to 
do this foolish act? My 9 colleague from Maine yes- 
terday made light of Gen. John A. Logan, a man who, as a 
citizen of a neighboring State, I had learned to revere and respect, 
although differing with him in politics, for his good judgment, 
his loyalty to the Government, and his ability to construe consti- 
tutional questions. He spoke upon the subject of the right of 
election and qualifications of members. I prefer to quote his 
strong, patriotic words. 

In the Whittemore case, General Logan, in his debate, said: 


er. He 
is not merelyarepresentative of the constituents who elect him, but his vote 
in the House is a vote for the whole nation, It is a vote for the people of the 
whole country, and every district in the United States has the same interest 
in his vote that his own district has. Hence, if Congress shall not have the 
eed or authority or shall not have the right to exclude a man of that kind, 

hen the ep of the people of the whole country may be destroyed by a 
district sending a representative who may be obtained to vote in a manner 
which may be destructive to the rights of the le. Are we to be told that 
Congress no right to prevent ae of this kind because of the right 
of any constituency tosend whomsoever they please? 

. * * * * * * * 

It is not that the le shall not be represented. Not at all. It is this: 
That the people of the country have no right to destroy their own liberties 
by filling Congress with men who, from their conduct, show themselves 
capable of the destruction of their Government. 

* + * * * * $ 

Co ss, being the tatives of the whole people, are entitled to 
say that | the rights of ix whole country shall not be destroyed by one or 
more districts pale Sere here a man or set of men capable of their destruc- 
tion, and that, having knowledge of the facts and the power to prevent the 
mischief by exercising the right of exclusion, they have a right to exercise 
that power and thereby protect the interests of the country and to preserve 
instead of destroy the right of representation. 


I fully concur and contend it is the duty of the House to judge 
of the members’ q cations. [Applause.] 

Think of it a moment! In this representative Government of 
ours each member votes for about eth Gali of a million people. 
Each not only votes for one-quarter of a million of his district, 
but at the same time, having consulted with the other members, 
votes not simply as the representative of one Congressional dis- 
trict, but of all the peonio. As the representative of all the peo- 
ple each member determines not for his locality alone, but for all 
the people the qualifications of a member. You have not only 
the right but the Constitution makes it your duty to doit. Why? 
For the protection of the Government itself. 

In this representative Government the one affects the whole, 
just as much as the bucket of water is affected by that which is 
poisonous in a part of it; it permeates all, and for that reason 
affects the whole Government, and it is not simply your privilege, 
55 of the House, to pass upon the qualifications of a mem - 

r, but it is your sworn, your bounden, your patriotic duty to 
the whole country to do so, whether it counts for his admission or 
whether it goes as a matter of his expulsion. If a matter of ex- 
pulsion, it takes the two-thirds vote, because the Constitution so 


says. itis a question whether he is qualified not simply under 
qualifications, but whether he is qualified under the 


the three 
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great and magnificent Constitution and the spirit of the Govern- 
ment to properly represent the liberties of the whole people. That 
is the test the g of the whole Government. 

You may say that a State ought not to be refused representation. 
I grant it, other things being equal; but this Government is 
e 3 The Gon 

e theory of the grea’ to the grea’ number. e Con- 
stitution says that you Shall Jadge of the qualifications of a mem- 
ber. When you come to try the question of polygamy, it has been 
established, not only by the proof but by the gentleman from Utah, 
and the committee has agreed that he ought not to retain his 
seat in the great American House of Congress. Why? Because 
it is dangerous to the Republic. If you do not put it on that 
ground, you can not put it on any other; and will you say, gentle- 
men, that the Constitution means that you shall higgle over con- 
stitutional construction when one is as plain as the other? [Ap- 


plause. ] 
Let me follow this a little further. Mr. Logan further says: 


a crime to be a ib; or a Metho- 
dist, or a member of any other denomination; but, sir, it is a crime for aman 
to do what this man has done. And why?_ Because the laws of our coun 
denominate it a crime. Itismadeacrime by law. Hence my theory is 
that in pursuance of the law, and in carryin 


esan 
theory I stated. 

Here is a man convicted of a crime, and this great Govern- 
ment through its Presidents, Cleveland and Harrison, extended 
to him and such as him the amnesty and said if they were kop- 
ing the law they should be freed from the guilt and punish- 
ment, but they did not say they should be unless they were keep- 
ing the law. Your committee find that he was A polygamist in 
1885 and every day thereafter until the present. When the match- 
less spirit that rules this American Republic of ours extended to 
this gontaman the olive branch of peace and said he could have 
it if he would maintain the law, he went on, as this committee 
finds, violating thelaw. Need we stop to argue where we shall 
land? It is only a question whether we have a right under the 
constitutional provision that makes the House the judge of the 
qualifications to say, Your qualifications are short and you shall 
not be admitted,” or whether we will say, You may be admit- 
ted, and then, under the rule that it takes two-thirds, we will 
vote you out.“ 

For one I do not care. That is the reason I said in the begin- 
ning of my remarks that it looked to me as if it was a difference 
between tweedledum and tweedledee. Here is the House, here is 
the great American Congress, debating for three days, and gentle- 
men laboring for an hour and a half or two hours to convince the 
country, and this House especially—Isaꝝ the country, for I imagine 
a part of it is for that that one reason leads him to exclusion and 
the other leads to expulsion. To my mind I do not care which it 
is; Iam willing to join either. Isay under the facts found we 
may either exclude or expel; andif it is a question of exclusion, 
there will be a two-thirds vote anyway. 

If the conclusions of the majority of your committee or that of 
the minority is sustained, it is because the public safety demands 
the exclusion or expulsion of the gentleman elect from Utah. 

The means must be adequate to the end. 

If it is unsafe to trust the life of the nation to the keeping of a 
ERA pel by permitting him to remain in his seat, is it not 
aa y unsafe to admit him to the seat? 

not the public safety endangered as much by admission and 

»xclusion as by that of exclusion alone? 

If public safety demands of us to expel this man after he has 
been seated because he, in common with other members, has the 
life of the nation in his keeping, does not public safety demand 
for the same reasons that he shall not be let into the seat? 

If the House is the judge of what public safety demands and it 
sees the polygamist or any enemy to the Government approach, 
od ag compelled to use all the means necessary to insure public 

Is this House compelled to admit an enemy, give him a seat, 
aaa bares pin him ont or ee eae it not er the high- 
es ety eepin, ou olonged applause. 

Mr. McPHERSON Mr. SSE aa during the pii of the 
committee, after learning the position of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], I formed the purpose, at some time or 
other during this discussion, of replying to some of his legal ar- 
guments that he would present. e has now presented them 
upon some of these interesting questions. It had not been my 

to address the House by way of making an argument 
along any other lines. 

Iam not prepared to say, acting under my oath of office, that if 
this question of a violation of the compact was the only question 
before the House I would castan affirmative vote for theadoption 


of the resolution reported by the majority of the committee. But, 
without spending much time, I want briefly to supplement what 


5 colleague from the committee, the gentleman from Indiana 
1 . LANDIs], said with reference to that question, And before 
oing that I want to read a paragraph on page 72 of the minority 
report. It says: 
No power was reserved in the enabling act, nor can any be found in the 
Constitution of the United States, authorizing Gon not to say the House 


gress, 
of Representatives alone, to discipline the people or the State of Utah, be- 


cause the crime of Poe i or unlawful cohabitation has not been exter- 


minated in Utah. ere is the warrant to be found for the exercise of this 
disciplinary, supervisory power? 
Now, mark you what the minority say: 


This theory is ap; mtly evolved for the pu 
without precedent: and has not even the ec 
upon. 


or commentator on the Constitution to stan 

The member of the minority who framed that paragraph never 
in his lifetime has read, or, if he has read, has read to no purpose, 
the great opinion of that great war Secretary who subsequently 
became the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the great case of Texas against White, where the doc- 
trine is expressly laid down, not as a dream, not for the eel gue 
of this case, but an enunciation by a full and undivided court, as 
I recall that case in 7 Wallace, when Salmon P. Chase said that 
the conduct of a State could be such that it could violate the com- 

+ to such an extent that the House of Representatives could 
eny that State representation upon the floor of this House. 

I do not propose to go into this argument further now than to 
say that, so far as I am concerned, the minority of this committee 
shall not sneer out of this case this great question, so eloquently 

resented by my colleague upon the committee from the State of 
diana [Mr. LANDIS]. 

I invite the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to care- 
fully revise his speech before it ap in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, if he desires the good opinion to which I think he is 
entitled among the members of the bar of this great country of 


of this case; is entirely 
or dream of any writer 


ours. 
Neither do I intend, Mr, Speaker, to ong pursue the argument 
resented during the afternoon by my colleague from Iowa [Mr. 
CEY]. He seems to have devised a new 3 and a new 
doctrine that I have heard rumored around the corridors of this 
building for the last week or two, but which, in my judgment, 
find support and warrant from no reasonable and logical con- 
struction to be given to this Constitution of ours. 

I do not propose to argue the question whether a majority vote 
can exclude Brigham H. Roberts from this floor or not, or whether 
it takes a two-thirds vote. That question can be covered either 
by an amendment to the resolution tendered by the majority of 
the committee, or I apprehend it can be made upon a point of 
order, if more than a majority and less than a two-thirds vote is 
cast in the affirmative. 

But, aside from this, there can be no middle ground, The reso- 
lutions of the majority as amended along the lines suggested 
must be adopted, or else the resolution tendered by the minority 
of the committee ought to be adopted. 

There is no dividing line in the opinion of the majority of this 
committee, after having given weeks of time to the investigation, 
not so much of the questions of fact in this case, but of the great 
constitutional and parliamentary questions of law here presented. 

But that there is nothing new under the sun, as is reported to 
have been said thousands of years ago, was fully attested by the 
oratorical outburst here upon yesterday afternoon. We heard a 
construction given to the Constitution of the United States that 
there is no implied power in that instrument, excepting per- 
haps with reference to internal improvements, for the building 
of ‘bors in rivers and bays, and with reference to the mainte- 
nance of a national banking system, and perhaps a few additional 


Ings. 
It is not new, because that 8 emanated from a gentle- 
man from the State of Maine, and a Republican from the State of 
Maine. And I want to say, with all due respect to the State of 
Maine, that for twenty-five years last past I have watched the 
somersaults and the performances of very eminent gentlemen 
from that State far to the Northeast, but it seems to me that when 
a Republican from that State upon yesterday enunciated that doc- 
trine, while the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] was 
holding his hat, that the climax upon this great question concern- 
ing the construction of the Constitution had finally been reached. 

lwanttosay, further, that that may be Republicanism in the State 
of Maine or it may be Democracy in the State of Missouri, but it 
is not Republicanism anywhere west of the Alleghany Mountains. 
[Applause.] That this House has implied powers, it seems to me, 
all men have by this time been ready to concede, excepting the 
two minority members on this committee. 


Another thing: This committee is continually being mi re- 


sented, as it seems to me, in holding out the doctrine and belief 
that the majority report holds that additional qualifications, 
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rather than the three 


named in the Constitution, can be added, re- 
gardless of what the subjects-matter are. This committee no- 


Where potas 3 ane ae aa it er be 8 5 
upon the part o e the majority report. o simply. 
eg that. a. disqualification for the commission of crimes can be 
added, and we seek to add it in this case. 


The majority of the committee are of the belief that it is not 


necessary to have a. statute of Congress: on this subject, for the 
simple reason that the Constitution says that each House shall be 
the judge of the qualifications of its own members: I would not 

ve a fig for a statute that might be legally adopted by both 

ouses, and receive the sanction of the dent, put into the 
form of a statute, other than a mere advisory suggestion to the 
succeeding Con as they come and as they go. 

By what right and by what authority can a te and a Presi- 
dent and one House tie up succeeding Seay Peery. succeeding 
Houses, with reference to this question of q cation, when the 


Constitution says that it is solely possessed by each respective 
House at its o ization-or during its continued existence? 
But another thing, attention to Which has already been drawn 


by one or more gentlemen who have preceded me. The gentle- 
man from Maine (Mr. LITTLEFIELD] upon yesterday argued pretty 
nearly e ing: excepting: the constitutional. question under 
which we have the right to l a: member of Congress, and it 
does seem to me that as the debate has drifted along, as we have 


gotten off into other fields, as we have listened to these flights of 


oratory upon various and sundry questions —it now seems to me 
that we ought to come back and read the provision that is the 
basis of the action of the minority of this committee. 

As threadbare as it may be, I desire again to read it: 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings; punish its men- 
bers for 1 behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds; expel 


a member. 

Now, I invite the attention of la member of this: 
House to notice the punctuation, the rhetorical: construction of 
and then answer upon his conscience whether or 

tly, some time in the future, if this report 
of the majority is voted down, expel a member of this House for 
things done one, two, three, five; or twenty years before his mem- 
— commenced, an act in no way connected with the duties 
of his offloe; and yet this is the feast to which the minority of 
this committee invite us, and this is the logic which they say 
ought to have persunsive influence in voting down the majority 
si, and in substituting the views of the minority therefor: 
_Isubmit to every member of this House who will give a care- 
ful consideration before answering, to the roll call on to-morrow 
af ternoon to say Whether or not the:disorderly conduct. and the 
expulsion: of a member do not go hand in hand. I ask every 
member of this House to carefully consider before the roll call is 
made whether he can vote for expulsion for anything that is not 


ded as disorderly conduct by the member after his member- 


p has commenced... I know that there are dozens of men upon 
this floor who can never i sly cast a vote for the expul- 
sion of Brigham H. Roberts: 

I want to warn, so far as I, a new member, unacquainted with 
nearly all yon gentlemen, can warn this House. I do not believe 
it is p ly said by the minority of this committee, but it is 
being advocated by some gentlemen upon the floor of this House 
if this man is once admitted, he will never be expelled. That is 
going to confront you as sure as the world, if the roll is ever called 
upon this minority report. Lou are going: to say to us that we 
can expel a man notwithstanding this constitutional provision; 
vou are going to ask us to expel a mau in the face and teeth of 
every precedent that has ever been made byeither the Senate or the 
House of Representatives of the American Congress from George 
Washington down to the present moment. . 

You are going to ask us to ride down and whistle to the winds 
every precedent that has ever been made, simply because of these 
new-fangled notions; as it seems to me, which have been presented 
here by such eloquence and such outbursts of oratory as we listened 
to: y afternoon and as we are still to be favored with by 
the gentleman from Missouri, when. he gets his time to close this 
debate on the side of the minority. < 

Can we ride these precedents down? Are they entitled to any 
weight? Are they not of persuasive authority? Another thing: 
that created quite a lively stir in my imagination upon yesterday 
as L listened to the 
Maine was that all these precedents that seemingly are against 
the minority are branded aàs of no force; because of the fact that 
they emanate and were born at or about the time of the war of 
the rebellion; and we can still further say, verily there is nothing 
new under the sun. f 

It has remained for a Republican from the State of Maine, join- 
ing with the gentleman from Missouri, to say that all legislative 
precedents made after or about the time of the war of the rebellion 
are to be whistled down the winds and are not to be regarded as 


ve eloguence of the gentleman from: 


‘of any binding force uyan this House.. In 1869 this House solemnly 
adopted a resolution that in all cases where challenges were made 
they should be sent to a committee before the oath was adminis- 
tered.. They say that is one of the fruits of the war of the re- 
belliom and was simply born out of the passions of those troublous 


times. 
When we refer, a 
without weight an 


in, to the Whittemore: case it is regarded as 
without authority, because Gen. John A. 
Logan had not property argued the case to the House, said the 
gentleman from Maine upon yesterday. They say in the minority 
report that Logan was not versed in the precedents, that when the 
House passed judgment it was excited, that they had lost their 
heads, and that they were not deliberate in their movements. Let I 
Want to call attention to What seems to be a complete refutation 
ol all the criticism that Iliave heard upon the Whittemore case. 

| Let it be remembered, as stated by the chairman of the commit- 
tee on yesterday, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], that 
Whittemore was- a Republican; he presented his. creden to 
a Republican House; therefore there was no partisanship in the 
movement excluding him from this body. But it is said that it 
was about the closing years of the war, whatever persuasive influ- 
ence that might have had. I want to read some of the: distin- 
guished names — — a of the: majority who voted to: cast 
out Mr. Whittemore: e had. i ithe crime of selling 
a cadetship at West Point. 

I find: as voting in the affirmative for the resolution such men 
as the following: John A. Bingham, who was sneered’ out of 
weight and authority because he was from the State of Ohio. I 

find the great name of SHELBY M. CULLOM,- who for more than a 
quarter of a century has been an honored and i 
one House or the other. I find the great: name of Noah Davis, 
(from) the State of New York, honored, as IL understand} by 1 
Yorkers. I find the great name of James A. Garfield. I find the 
name of Mr. KercHam, who, as I am told, is still au honored 
member of this body. I find—and ILwant to emphasize this name, 
because I shall allude to it again I find the great name of George: 
W. McCrary. I find the great name of Samuel J. Randall, Tfind 
the great name of S. S. Cox, and I find the name; not known per- 
laps to you gentlemen as it is to the gentleman from Maine, of 
Mr. Peters, Who has been an honored: member for many years of 
the supreme court of tlie State of Maine. 

Can it be that these votes were cast because of the clamor-.of the 
day or because of the heat and ion growing out of the war of 
the rebellion? Whittemore resigned to avoid expulsiom. He 
had gone back to his constituency and had been reelected, and 
When he appeared here to take the oath he was met at the door by 
John A. Logan, who protested practically in the same language 
as the protest was made in this case by the gentlemun from Ohio 

Mr..TAYLER] on the first day of the session in this House. He 
already discussed every fact before the House. 

There need be no further difficuity; there need be no further 
taking of proof. They were all them on file on the Secretary’s 
table. A motion to exclude was made; and exclusion was voted! 
through, in part, by those great names: I have just read to the 
House. Another thing, I noticed on yesterday that Judge Cooley, 
of Michigan, is the only man that merits favor in the estimation 
of the minority in their arguments upon this great question. 

It seems to them that no mam is entitled to weight unless he 

lived in the State of Maine or in the State of Massachusetts, which 
is both the father and the mother of the State of Maine, Great 
and honeyed compliments were paid to Judge Story, from which 
I would not detract.. But Judge Story has gone into 1 
many another great man has e, leaving mistakes behind $ 
as all great men have done before. 
In one of the editions of Story on the Constitution you find the 
remarkable statement, the extruordinary statement, that the 
President of the Senate in joint convention shall o the returns 
of the electors, and that the vote shall be counted, says the Con- 
stitution; but in one of the editions: of Judge Story upon this 
instrument he says that the Vice-President counts the vote, a 
proposition: that is not believed in to-day by a single man on 
American soil, and has not been believed in by a considerable num - 
ber for the last half century. It is now 3 as obsolete in 
recent editions. So that whatever Judge Story said he said in 
an academic way, and he said it without argument, no doubt. 
What investigation he made none of us know, and giving it all 
the weight to which it is entitled, it is not to weigh down and 
thrust out of existence the authority and precedents with which: 
the House has been presented, 

Another thing. I want to correct a statement which the gen- 
tleman from Maine made yesterday, as I thought, quite flippantly, 
when, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, the 8 of the 
committee, he held out the idea, as I understood it, that Judge 
McCrary in his work on Elections was with the: minority; that 
when McCrary came to give his solemn vote under oath of office 
he would be found with him, I have already read you his vote on 
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the Whittemore case, and now I want to call your attention to the 
vote of Judge McCrary in the case of the Oakes Ames and Brooks 


case. 

Ineed not restate the case. Suffice it to say that a crime had 
been committedsome five years before. The crime had been com- 
mitted in one Congress, and after one or two intervening Con- 
gresses the question came up. I want to read you what he says: 

Now, sir, in this case, if the facts which the committee have found aro 
true, the purpose and object of these corrupt transactions was:to secure in- 
fluence not alone in the Fortieth Congress, but in su uent Congresses as 
well. The Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Mobilierexpected 
to require, perhaps, not positive legislation, but they desired to prevent un- 
friendly legislation in all these Congresses. 


Clearly maintaining that he voted to expel Oakes Ames and 
Brooks solely because as members of Congress they intended to 
corruptly reach the then mige or existing Con; It could 
not have been planted on any other ground. So take the name 
of Judge McCrary, even though he did live west of the Mississippi 
River. Not only in his text-book on the subject of Elections, but 
in his vote for Whittimore, because of the explanation of his 
vote in the case of Ames and James Brooks. 

Another case I want to call attention to as cited by the gentle - 
man from Maine yesterday, and I do not claim he e aconceal- 
ment of facts, but it seems to me that he talked more rapidly and 
with less voice when talking about thesubstantial facts of that case’ 
than in any other period of his eloquent address. ughter and 
applause.] That is the case in which the great Chief Justice Shaw 
wrote the opinion in 3 Gray, Hiss against Bartlett. That was 
exclusively an expulsion case. Mr. was a member of the 
house of representativesin the Massachusetts legislature. 

He was appointed a member of a committee to visit the city of 
Lowell, in that State, in the performance of some public duty, 
which is not disclosed inthe case. In performing this public duty 
as a member of the committee he disgraced himself by some un- 
seemly and ungentlemanly conduct. Upon return: of the com- 
mittee to open session, the facts being made known, he was 
promptly expelled from.the House. 

Being arrested the next day upon some trivial offense, he 
claimed his privilege as a member, and sued out the writ of habeas: 
corpus; and thus the question was presented to Chief Justice 
Shaw. The chief justice held, as the ag ah claims, that in the 


absence of a constitutional provision on that subject of expulsion, 
the power to expel a member for ungentlemanly and unseemly 
conduct is an inherent law in all legislative bodies. 


Thus the majority contends here that it is an inherent law in all 
legislative bodies, even in the sewing circle about which we he: 
so much yesterday, even PATO i conventions, in any kind of 
organi bodies of men, before the members are qualified or be- 
fore the body is organized. We claim that is one of the in- 
herent. laws. ay in. this coming campaign that I should 
offer myself as a delegate in some Democratic convention in one 
of the Southern States? 

Being a citizen of Iowa and a Republican, it would be an insult; 
but the minority say that there is no inherent law of exclusion. 
until after there has been a permanent or at least a temporary or- 
ganization, and then to expel. I submit, Mr. Speaker, in the 
absence of a constitutional provision, that this House would have 
the power to exclude in the first instance, and s uently to ex- 


el for misconduct; and it has already, in the case of Hitt against 
Bartlett, decided by the great chief justice of Massachusetts, been 


so decided, Nothing more can be made out of it. 

I likewise call attention to the case of a pate Garland in the 
4th of Wallace, that was decided by a divided court, when our ex- 
e ion presented himself for the parga of practici 
Iaw in that great court. It was not the test oath under the act 
1862 that was before the court, it was the test act that refers to 
attorneys at law, passed by Congress in 1865, when Mr. Garland! 
had been admi to practice in the court in 1859. 

What that court held in that case was that there was such a 
property right in the right to practice law that it could only be 
canceled by a judicial proceeding, and certainly that was covered 
by the amnesty proclamation. of President Johnson. Nothing 
further was decided than the two questions, and what virtue the 
minority of the committee can get out of that great case is beyond 
my comprehension. 

Another thing we heard a great deal about yesterday was the 
Wilkes case in Great Britain, a hundred and twenty-five years 

o. Iwas much 8 in listening to the tleman from 
Main o in reference to that great case, or series of cases. I have 
read more than twenty accounts in as many histories of Great 
Britain with reference to that case, and no two histories agree. 

And upon yesterday [heard the statement of the gentleman from: 
Maine 3 LITTLEFIELD and he agrees with none of the twenty 
histories that preceded. 3 But ifit 
all, I call the attention of the House to the constitu provision. 
from which I read a few minutes ago. He says, and undoubtedly 


correctly says, that the first Wilkes case arose in the year 1762, 


has any weight at 
Hona 


and seyeral times thereafter, prior to the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution. 

If that is so, and if Wilkes was unjustly expelled, did not our 
fathers, the members of that convention of 1787, have the Wilkes 
case in mind and then declare by constitutional provision that no 
man should be expelled’ as a member from the House of Repre- 
sentatives: excepting for disorderly conduct—conduct, while a 
member, inconsistent with the duties of his office? That is the 
application that I would make to the Wilkes case, and the only 
application that, in my judgment, can be given to it. 

A great deal was said about the Stark case from Oregon, and 
the gentleman: from Maine sought to make a point, with much 
impressiveness, in calling down the chairman of the committee 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], when Mr. TAYLER 
never said that there was no case in the Congress of the United 
States. What he then said, and what I wish I could now empha- 
size, is that there is no case in the House of Representatives. 

The Stark case was in the Senate. Thousands of miles beyond 
the limit of railroads and telegraph, the committee could not get 
the evidence before his term of office would expire. They fin: ly 
resorted to ex parte affidavits as oe and 3 that he was ad- 
mitted, and upon that they sought to expel, but failed, as there 
will be a failure in this case if the majority of this committee is 
gon down and the expulsion proceedings are sought to be en- 

The same was true in the Cannon case. They sought to — 
him after he was in. They could not get the two-thirds. er- 
ent reasons and sophistry were urged, as have been u here, He 
was allowed to serve his whole term of office, and, as I said a while: 
ago, this is the trapinto which weareabout tofall, by insisting upon 
these expulsion proceedings: under thisclause of the Constitution 
that declares, in my judgment, that there can be no expulsion ex- 
cepting for disorderly conduct bya member. I do not say it must 
occur upon the floor of the House. It might occur as it did in 
Hiss against Bartlett, in the performance of a committee duty. 
It might happen when he is at home or at his boarding house, but 
it would have to be some misconduct so gross as to affect his rela- 
tions as a member of this House. 

The member who murdered a man at Willard’s Hotel, in 1859, 
Was sought to be 8 in a subsequent Congress. Congress 
dropped the Whole subject, properly saying that it did not relate 
to his duties as a member, and was prior to his election. And 80 
say all the cases that the majority of the committee have found. 
So Eye feo the cases that the minority of the committee have found, 
and they declare, with much emphasis, that they present not only 


ard all the cases that favor the minority, but that favor the majority 


as well. So that we have no case, and never will have a case, 
unless the case of Brigham H. Roberts, in the Fifty-sixth Con- 
great for the first time, is made a precedent upon this great 
question. à 

As T said before, I know that there are some differences upon the 
floor of this House with reference to whether it must be by a ma- 
jority or whether it must be by a two-thirds vote: Upon that 
(guaro T have nothing to say. Other gentlemen will argue that. 
I have nothing to say, except in the most general way, with refer- 
ence to this great ae ee I have but little to say with 
reference to section 8 of the Edmunds Act, so called. But one 
thing that I do want to say, that whether I could vote to exclude 


Brigham. H. Roberts upon section 8 of the Edmunds Act alone or 
not I am not yet prepared to say. 
But that, li ict; is not to be sneered’ 


apes of the com 

out of this case. This man Brigham H. Roberts was duly con- 
victed upon his own plea of guilty under the provisions of the 
Edmunds Act. He served a term in the penitentiary of Utah 


under the provisions of that act. The Edmunds Act did apply to 


eo rica T of Utah certainly down to the time that it attained 
80 A 

It was argued before our committee by Mr.. Roberts that ths 
enabling act of Congress and the adoption of the constitutional! 
provisions, the two together, wor! an amnesty for him. In 
other words, that every man in the penitentiary of Utah the day 
it attained statehood was entitled to his freedom. I do not be- 
lieve it. This man had received his status as a polygamist under 
the Edmunds Act of 1882. 

I deny that his status has been changed merely because Utah 
passed from æ Territory to a State in 1896. I deny that it worked 
asa pardon to him. I deny that it was an amnesty for him. If 
a man who was sent to the penitentiary for his natural lifetime, 
‘under the laws of the Territory of Utah, by a Territorial court, 
is still suffering imprisomment, and will until death relieves him, 
it seems to me by the same argument that Brigham H. Roberts: 
is still suffering from his status as a polygamist that he received 
when Utah was nothing but a Territory. 

I do not desire to occupy my time, but will gladly give it to 
other gentlemen who want to present their views upon this great 
question. But Ican not help but stop and askthis House, for how: 
much longer are the p piem — people to be pestered with this 
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polygamous question? It has now been ever present with us for 
more than the average lifetime. Away back fifty or more years 
ago we had the Mountain Meadow massacre, 

Hundreds of men, women, aud innocent children were shot 
down and knifed down and knocked down with axes solely and 
only because of the terrible conditions that then prevailed in the 
Territory of Utah. And in the judicial investigation at a subse- 
quent time the murderers were tracked almost to the front door- 
. of the high chieftain of polygamy in the Territory of Utah. 

o all l the fact that the United States military forces 
under Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston were kept there for a long 
period of time, that there might be a semblance of law and of order. 

In 1862, busy as this Congress was, it found time to respond to 
the demands of civilization, to the demands of a well-matured 
public opinion, and the statute of that year, commonly called the 
“Cullum Act,” was formulated, which denounced polygamy and 
affixed a punishment. 

But the author of that statute neglected to prepare the ma- 
chinery for the enforcement of that law, and it took 1 twenty 
years before there could be a single conviction had and the judg- 
ment of the wir phere Court of the United States pronouncing the 
validity of that law in all material respects. In 1878 this was done. 

We should remember the fact that subsequently to 1878, when 
the . — Court had thus pronounced, Brigham H. Roberts 
married these plural wives. He did it knowing the judgment of 
that 12 court. In 1882 the act was supplemented and reen- 
acted by what is called the Edmunds Act, not only denouncing 
polygamy, but polygamous cohabitation and practices as well. 

Subsequent even to that Brigham H. Roberts married both of 
his polygamous wives. Then in 1887,I believe it was, the act was 
still further supplemented by what is called the Edmunds-Tucker 
Act, and subsequent to that time one at least of these polygamous 
marriages was made by Brigham H. Roberts. 

We have had these questions with us, I say, now for half a cen- 
tury of time. It was only upon the 8th day of this present month 
that there was another proclamation from the head of the so-called 
Mormon Church in Utah with reference to these statutes, with 
reference to this compact, with reference to the status of these 
men who had been in polygamy, and it was given such dignity by 
Senator RAWIINs at the other end of this Capitol as to make its 
appearance in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD under the head of 
Senate 1 for the 16th day of this month. 

And I ask any man, a member of this House, to read it and 
say whether or not, between the lines, authority is given by the 
church of Utah that while no man must violate the laws of the 
land, if he does he must take his chances and carry his own bur- 
den; but nowhere is it said that he takes any chances with the 
church. And I charge that in that proclamation of the 8th of 
the present month, to be found at the places I have indicated, 
implied, at least, authority is given these men to continue their 

Ser practices, the laws of Utah and the laws of the 
En ted States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

For how much longer, I say, must these things be continued? 
Can such a man, with such a record, with such membership, 
longer be continued as a member of this body? The minority say, 
„Go through the hollow mockery of telling him to hold up his 
hands and swear not.simply to support the Constitution of the 
United States, but impliedly at 1 that he will demean himself 
for the next two years as a member of Congress should,” when 
they know, if they know eg bape if their construction is the 
correct one, that he will not be allowed to sit for fifteen minutes 
of time if the requisite two-thirds vote can be had. 1 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. S er, I have listene th deep 
interest for two days to the able ar; ents upon the various 
phases of this case. It is entirely within the bounds of truth to 
say that no parliamentary case in the history of this Government 
ever received as careful and exhaustive investigation as has been 
given to this by the able special committee that has had it in 
charge. Exhaustive reports have been filed and elaborate argu- 
ments have been made in support of both views presented by 
members of the committee. 

This case, in the aspect it presents for the consideration of this 
body, is without a paralel in the history of the Government. 
Already the House has adopted the extraordinary expeđient of 
arresting at the bar and withholding the oath of office from the 
duly elected representative of one of the States, who comes with 
credentials in due form and who is clothed with all the express 
qualifications prescribed by the Constitution, This was đone in 
accordance with what was regarded as the uniform custom of the 
House when grave charges are made affecting the character and 
fitness of a member. e charges should be of a grave character 
indeed, and be most solemnly presented, to justify a resort to such 
an unusual method of procedure. A study of the parliamentary 


history of the country will disclose that in nearly every instance 
where unusual p: ure was adopted it was in relation to a case 
of absorbing ular interest, and public feeling was to some 


extent responsible for the action of the House, 


This Republic, in common with all others, Sk bride its greatest 
weaknessesin times of popular excitement. Its ability towithstand 
the sweeping tides of public feeling is the best evidence of its sta- 
bility an SEA men oh In all such crises it behooves those occu- 
pying responsible official tions to be exceptionally firm and 
patriotic and to conduct the public affairs in a calm, dignified, 
and orderly manner, so that when the excitement abates their 
work will command the confidence and respect of all thoughtful 
citizens. The charge involved in this case, however, is of that 
unusual and serious character that the conduct of the House must 
be regarded as just and will be fully vindicated with time. 

The right of the people of a State to choose their own Repre- 
sentatives in this body is fundamental and necessary to the inde- 
pendence and autonomy of the States, but no State has the right 
to be represented by a member who is an enemy to the Govern- 
ment or the social structure upon which the Government rests, 
or by one whose character is such that his membership would sub- 
ject the House to obloquy and disgrace. The Constitution declares 
that no one shall be a member of this House who does not possess 
certain qualifications in relation to age, residence, and citizenship. 
This provision is negative, ana yet I find myself unable to agree 
with the view expressed 3 in this debate that Congress 
has the power to add to the qualifications: fixed by the terms of 
the Constitution. 

The rule recognized by jurists for the construction of constitu- 
tional provisions is different from that which is applied to the 
interpretation of statutes, When the Constitution speaks upon a 
subject the presumption is that it covered the whole ground, and 
its expression is exclusive, unless from the whole contest it fairly 
appears that it was intended to be otherwise, while the opposite 
rule applies to statutory provisions, If Congress may add to the 
qualifications of members to this House there is no limit upon its 
power except that it can make no religious test for greta 

t has the power, if the subject is open at all, tolimit membership 
to a particular race or calling; it may lawfully provide that no 
one shall be ps Th to membership who does not hold acceptable 
views upon political and economic questions. Does anyone be- 
lieve that any such power was designed by the framers of the 
Riese charterof government? Once concede its existence and civil 

iberty is at an end. The safeguards for the protection of person 
and property, of the rights of the minority, of the equality of 
States, would be utterly destroyed. If it exists at all, there is no 
limitation upon it, except that to which I have adverted. It is 
not necessary for the correct solution of the questions presented 
in this case to declare a doctrine that would put it in the power 
of a majority of the States to practically dictate whom the 8 
of the other States should choose for their Representatives. The 
powa is not expressly given, and by virtue or what principle 

oes it exist by implication? 

Nor can I concur in the view that the claimant is ineligible un- 
der the operation of the Edmunds law. That law was enacted in 
1882 and it declared on its face that it was to be operative only in 
the Territories where Congress had exclusive jurisdiction. Con- 
gress did not possess the power to give it a broader operation. I 
grant, sir, thatif Utah were stilla Territory, and the claimant 
were seeking a seat in this body as a Delegate, that law would jus- 
tify his exclusion. The Edmunds law, by its own force, disquali- 
fied polygamists from yoting or holding office. The disqualifica- 
tion was not contingent upon conviction of the crime, nor was it 
in the nature of a penalty, Itwasa tion of the right of suf- 
frage and to hold office, that Congress always had the power 
to make for the Territories. The conviction of claimant under 
that law has no legal significance now. His rights are the same 
as if he had never been indicted. The disqualifications imposed 
by the law were ina only as long as the law was operative. 

o one will deny that a repeal of the law would have removed tho 
disqualifications. It did not and could not fix a permanent and 
irrepealable political status that would continue after the law 
ceased to operate. The law was applicable to the Territory in its 

robationary state, and when it was received into statehood all 
laws of Congress for the regulation of the affairs of the Territory 
and affecting the political and civil rights of its inhabitants be- 
came N to the same extent as if they had been expressly 
repealed. 

he whole subject of the regulation of the morals and the po- 
litical and civil rights of the inhabitants vested in the State gov- 
ernment, subject only to the limitations contained in the Federal 
Constitution. That is not a debatable question and no decisions 
of courts are necessary for its support, although a number could 
be easily found. Congress recognized that result when Utah was 
given statehood, A policy of pronounced an nism against the 
institution of polygamy n maintained in the Territory 
and upon granting statehood Congress recognized that its control 
of the subject would cease; therefore the enabling act required 
the State to continue the same policy that Congress had inaugu- 
rated and maintained. The new State was required to solemnly 
provide by what was said to be an irrepealable ordinance that 
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polygamy should be forever prohibited in the State. This ordi- 
nance was declared to be the fundamental condition upon which 
the State was admitted into the Union. I affirm that there is no 
express provision of any law or constitution operative in the State 
of Utah that renders claimant ineligible to a seat in this body. If 
he were excluded upon that statute, it would be an implied admis- 
sion that a 927 gamist in Ohio, or any other State, if there be any 
such, would be eligible to a seat in Congress. I believe that polyg- 
amy is as bad in one State as another, and that the qualifications 
for membership in this body are the same in all the States. 

The suggestion that Utah has been guilty of bad faith in send- 
ing a polygamist to represent her interests in this body is no 8 
fication for the exclusion of the claimant from his seat. Utah 
made no enforceable compact with the Federal Government at the 
time of her admission into the Union, excepting that embodied in 
the Federal Constitution. No State has a right to surrender one 
iota of the political power held by all the other States to the 
Federal Government or to any other authority. An attempt to 
do so would be against sound pouoy and be void. That theory is 
at war with the very genius of the Union and in violation of the 
fundamental principles of our complex pian of government, The 
Territory of Utah had noenforceable right to statehood, Whether 
that dignity should be conferred upon her depended upon the will 
and temper of Congress. Congress had the exclusive power to 
admit or deny statehood; but when it admitted the Territory into 
the Union as a State, it came without condition, but possessed of 
all the constitutional rights of the other States. The admission 
of a State into the Union is a political function, and it belongs 
exclusively to Congress. That function can be exercised arbitra- 
rily and capriciously. Congress may impose conditions before it 
will act, but when action is taken and the Territory becomes a 
State, the conditions are without force, Congress can only depend 
upon the probability of their observance. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the State of Utah 
could now change its constitution so that it could permit the prac- 
tice of olygamy legally in that State? 

Mr. CRUMPAC 


R. The State of Utah could change its con- 
stitution and 3 the practice of polygamy, provided the State 
of Illinois could legally authorize the practice of polygamy in that 
State. It has the same right as Illinois, 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think there is any doubt 
about the legal right in Illinois? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I do not believe it is the right of 
any State in the Union to legalize the practice. Asa fundamental 
proposition it is at war with the institutions upon which govern- 
ment is founded. It is inimical to government, and can not be 
tolerated in Illinois or anywhere else. 

Mr. Does the gentleman think the act admitting Utah, 
so far as it relates to the provision that they shall provide that 
polygamy shall not be adopted, is invalid there? 

Nr CRUMPACKER. I think it is not enforcible as a compact. 
In the reconstruction of the States lately in rebellion the Fed- 
eral Government undertook to make a compact with them re- 
specting the terms of their rehabilitation, and, with all due respect 
to the opinion of my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. McPHER- 
son], the Supreme Court of the United States held the alleged com- 
pacts invalid. 

Con required of those States, before they should be restored 
to their constitutional relation with the Government, that they 
should ordain constitutions fixing certain qualifications for the 
right of suffrage, which they did, and then an enabling act was 
passed declaring that the right of representation was restored 
upon the fundamental condition that the qualifications fixed in 
their respective constitutions should never be altered or changed. 
Those laws stand unrepealed to-day. Yet many of those States 
have materially changed the qualifications contained in their con- 
stitutions, and the Supreme Court of the United States has said 
mee had the right so to do. 

e have the power to exclude the claimant on the ground that 
Utah has disappointed the hopes of the country in relation to her 
policy. We have the arbitrary power to expel or exclude any 
member of this body and are not answerable to any other tribunal 
excepting the people for our conduct. But can we find justifica- 
tion in the Constitution for such action? What would be the re- 
sult if this body should use its arbitrary power to expel or ex- 
clude members by way of punishment to a State or to coercea 
State into submission to a policy that belongs wholly to the State? 
Who can predict the result? We could then make State consti- 
tutions and enforce them, dictate the domestic politics and morals 
of the States. Once give the power of expulsion, that interpreta- 
tion and the equality of the States would be destroyed. The 
equality and the independence of the States within their spheres 
is a vital pencils in our scheme of government, and without it 
the functions of government could not be performed. It would 
be better to give claimant ą seat in this body, however revolting 


to the moral instincts of the country that would be, than to adopt 
an expedient so full of dangerous possibilities. I have no fear of 


the growth of polygamy in this country. It can not live in this 


atmosphere. It isa germ that will wither and die in the sunlight 
of the Christian virtues. Noble womanhood is too steadfastly 
enthroned in the affections, too firmly woven into the social fabric, 
too securely embedded in the religious life of this country to fear 
any evil from that execrable system. 

But, sir, there is ample justification under the Constitution for 
the exclusion of the claimant from a seat in this body, without 
resorting to questionable expedients and without the hazard of 
establishing a dangerous precedent. The power of expulsion is 
expressly given to this body and it necessarily includes the power 
of exclusion. No one will deny that if a person appeared at the 
bar of the House to receive the oath of office and it was discoy- 
ered that he did not possess the express qualifications contained 
in the Constitution, the oath might be withheld and he be finally 
refused admission. The charges against the claimant in this case 
do not affect his qualifications in the proper sense, but they relate 
to his fitness to a member of the House, and they naturall 
belong to the class calling for the exercise of the power of expul- 
sion. If he could be expelled after admission, he certainly can be 
excluded upon the same grounds, if the facts have been properly 
ascertained and he has been accorded all the privi onos in making 
his defense that he would have been entitled to if he had been 
sworn in the first instance. What useful purpose would be sub- 
served if he were sworn and then immediately expelled? There 
could be no object in this procedure, and the law requires no use- 
less ceremonies, 

But it must be kept in mind that in its action under these con- 
ditions the House exercises its power of expulsion by construc- 
tion, and the spirit of the Constitution must be observed respecting 
the majority necessary toexpel. It would bea a subterfuge, 
unworthy of the Spay of this body, to withhold the oath of 
office, ascertain the facts, and then attempt to exclude the claim- 
ant by a bare majority vote upon a ground which is a proper 
cause for expulsion, which can only be accomplished by a two- 
thirds vote. It would render BU 8 5 that wise provision of the 
Constitution that requires two-thirds to expel a member. The 
claimant should be accorded his seat unless two-thirds of the 
House vote to exclude him. 

The power of expulsion is more than a mere disciplinary power. 
It may be used to preserve the integrity of the House and to pro- 
tect it against scandal and reproach. If the Constitution were 
silent, the power of expulsion would exist by necessary implica- 
tion, because the express powers could not be carried into effect 
without it. It is a power that is inherent in every independent 
legislative body, because it is essential to its preservation. This 
body may expel a traitor to the Government. It has done so in 
some notable instances. The right of the States to send Repre- 
sentatives of their own choice necessarily limits the right of the 
House to expel members except for purposes of discipline, to pro- 
tect its dignity, and to protect the Government against its ene- 
mies. ulsion can never be resorted to for purposes of pun- 
ishment alone. The criminal courts of the land must administer 
the penal laws, according to established procedure. 

Useless refinements have been attempted between the words 
“exclusion” and “expulsion.” I do not believe we can do an act 
and change its meaning by simply changing its label. It makes 
no difference what you call the act that we are about to do, 
whether we declare the seat vacant or whether we admit the 
claimant and then ezpal him, it is in substance the same thing. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question 
right there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Supposing this House should invite 
Mr. Roberts to the bar of the House to take the oath of office as a 
member of this 17175 knowing all the facts and circumstances 
connected with his election and his life and his practices, and we 
did deliberately and with full knowledge, would that not be pretty 
nearly condoning all the offense there is in his life and practices? 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. No, I do not believe this House can 
estop itself by any action of that kind, particularly if itis taken 
ony to carry out a formality that some members of the House 
thi A to be carried out. 

Now, the talk about the lack of authority to expel a member, 
after the oath has been administered on account of misconduct 
or crime he may have committed several years before, it seems 
to me, can have no application to this case. If Iam to under- 
stand from that that Brigham H. Roberts was a polygamist five 
or six years ago, but in good faith ceased the practice and re- 
nounced his faith in that system, there is no ground to either expel 
or exclude him, Is that the kind of a case you bring before the 
House? Not by any means, You show by the report that he is 
now a polygamist, both in beliet and practice. He is a, living, 
active representative of that revolting system to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. He is a polygamist now. 9 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He is a polygamist now. 
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Soe, talk about the Oakes Ames case? When a resolution was 
to expel Oakes Ames from membership for an offense com- 
mitted five or six years before, the argument was made that he 
could not beexpelled. The same argument would have been made 
with equal force if the proposition been to exclude him. 

The Constitution requires three express qualifications, as already 
explained by my friend from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], and it requires 
a valid election. We can inquire into the qualifications: men- 
tioned by the Constitution; we can inquire into the validity of 
the election and decide those questions by a bare majority; but if 
the claimant. has all the constitutional qualifleations and has been 
properly elected, we can not deny him à seat except upon a two- 
thirds vote, and it is immaterial whether the procedure be exclu- 
sion or expulsion. That is the position Loccupy, and that will be 
the meaning my vote carries when I cast it against the claimant, 
regardless of the form of procedure. 

. SNODGRASS. Suppose the majority resolution is carried 
and a majority of this House voted to: exclude him; would that 
exclude the Representative from Utah? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. If the majority votes to exclude him? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Yes.. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If Iwerein the Chair, it probably would 


not, 8 Jam not sure. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose the Chair should rule that it did 
exclude him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that is for the Chair and the House 
to determine. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. And suppose that he should from 
the ruling of the Chair; would not a majority of this House sus- 
tain the ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.. That is a parliamentary question, to be 
determined by the Chair and the House. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. If the Chair should rule that a majority 
ee him, would not a majority of this House sustain the 

air? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is. a matter of speculation. I do 
aes e =r presume the House would, because the Chair is 

ways : 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then, after all, in order to give the mem- 
ben rrom, Utah his full rights, must not the question come upon 
two-thirds? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.. Probably. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the importance of this feature of the case 
can. not be overestimated, ere is no occasion for establishing a 
dangerous precedent. The exi of the case do not require 
it, and it seems to me that a fair analysis of the powers of Con- 
gress. under the Constitution will disclose to any judicial mind 
that it is the purpose of the Constitution wel cop the right of 
the States rather than the right of any individual member. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN ~ Suppose a two-thirds. vote was 
given for the majority report. Does that exclude claimant under 
the Constitution? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.. The gentleman. asks me, if a two-thirds 
vote were given for the majority report, whether it would exclude 
under the Constitution. presume it would; but the majority 
report, to which the resolutions are attached, contains statements 
and inferences which make the conclusion almost irresistible that 
those resolutions are based upon the theory that a bare majority 


is all that is necessary; and if there should be two-thirds; it would 


be accidental rather than necessary. 
J hope that the majority resolution will be so amended that it 

will declare apan its face that two-thirds will be necessary. 

have an amendment prepared which 1 hope at the proper time to 


have an opportunity to offer. 
TE ART May J interrupt the gentle- 


Mr. S of New Jersey. 
man for a question? 

Mr. CR ACKER.. Letmeexplainforamoment.. I propose 
to amend the majority resolution by inserting. the words two- 
thirds of the House concurring” alter the word case,“ in the 
first line. Now I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The constitutional. provision 
to which you have referred, and upon which your argument is 
entirely based, assumes thatthe person to be or excluded 
is a member of the House. Do you contend: that Brigham H. 
Roberts is a member of this House? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He is a member for some purposes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey.. Has he not a presumptive or 


inchoate right as a member, and was not that right destroyed. 


his ob- 
ouse,.and is 


when the 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] int 
jection? 


he not cease to be a member of this 


not his right in abeyance until he shall have been admitted and 
sworn in? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ido not subscribe to that doctrine, be- 
cause he has. the constitutional qualifications. and. has been duly 
elected. He has drawn salary since the 4th of last March, has 


uestion of expulsion, which the Constitution says requires: 


I | the Lord may see fit to bless the union 


exercised the franking privilege, and participated in the election 
of Speaker. He is a member to the extent that he may be expelled 
without being sworn. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. Is it not a fair inference, inas- 
much as the gentleman is a distinction in the definition of 
exclusion and expulsion, and the question is on expelling—does it 
not imply that he is a member of tiie House now? 

So CRUMPACKER. To the extent necessary for expul- 
sion. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is not that the legal constitu- 
tional status, according to the gentleman's assumption? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.. I do not believe that you can make any 
such inference, If he were sworn as a member, and a resolution 
were introduced declaring his seat vacant, it would be expulsion.. 
Zon can not change the character of an.act by 5 
its name. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The gentleman has spoken of 
the shame and obloquy that would be cast upon this House by 
admitting a propagandist of pol; V. I assume, therefore, 
from his argument in drawing the distinction between exclusion. 
and expulsion, that the gentleman considers that the legal status 
of Brigham H. Roberts is that he is a constitutional member of 
this House at the present time, 

Mr. CRU MPACKER. Let me say to my friend from New 
Jersey that I will not have any controversy with him over a re- 
finement of terms and definitions. Roberts is a. polygamist, and 
should not be a member of the House, and I am aie to vote for 
a resolution to exclude, vacate his seat, or expel him without the 
oath, with the understanding that it requires a two-thirds vote 
tee accomplish it. I do not care what name you give the pro- 


ure, 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. It only requires a two-thirds) 
vote to expel a member, and exclusion only requires a majority 
by construction: and necessary implication. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I hope I am too much of a lawyer to 


permit such technical refinements: to destroy the substance of a 


great constitutional safegnard.. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But the gentleman is driven 
to the: extremity of admitting that Mr. Roberts is a member of 
this House at the present time.. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, For some purposes, 

I can say with my eloquent colleague [Mr. Lans] that I too. 
desire to write over the portals of the Capitol that “No 8 
need apply for admission,” but I would have the legend written in 
letters that blaze with such brilliancy that they can be read from: 
the North and the South, from the East and the West, even as far 
as the archipelago of Sulu. 

The report of the committee in this: case shows the claimant to 
be a polygamist not only in belief but in practice. He believes it 
to be a divine right and a proper system. of social life. He may 
entertain. whatever belief chooses in relation to religion and 
morais.. That is the right of every citizen of the country. But no 
one has the right under the guaranty of the freedom of conscience 
and religious tolerance to do that which is condemned as criminal 
by the universal sentiment of the people. Liberty of conscience 
does not mean: license to commit crime. 

Society existed before government. Government was ordained 
to enlarge and. protect. social activities.. Our civilization has its 
basis in the Christian faith and philosophy, and it is founded upon 
certain fundamental institutions around which all other interests 
center.. Chief among these is the family, which, by common con- 
sent, consists of one husband, one: wife, and as many children as 
with. That institution is 
older than the Government. It was here before the Constitution 
was written. It is the unit of civilization: and it was not neces- 
sary to define its composition in constitutions or laws. There 
never was any controversy about it. It wasa matter of universal 
knowledge and consent. It is the warp into which every other 
social relation is woven, and it constitutes the foundation rock 
upon which the structure of government rests. Without it our 
civilization could not exist and the government would crumble 
into ruins. It is of infinitely greater importance than the govern- 
ment itself, for if that were overthrown another, with like attri- 
butes and functions, would be erected in its place; but if the foun- 
dation were destroyed there would be nothing for republican 
institutions to rest upon. 

The claimant is a propagandist of a system of social order that 
is.destructive of the Christian family. He believes in the institu- 
tion-of pol y as. a divine right, and he puts his belief into 
practice.. He claims toliave renounced that belief, but the report 
of the committee shows that his renunciation was coerced, and! 
that his practice has not been abandoned. If he had it in his 

wer to-day, he would make his loathsome institution universal. 

e have no right to exclude him from membership here because 
he is a Mormon. A Mormon has as much right, under the law, 
toa seat in Congress as a Presbyterian’ora Baptist. I would dis- 
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tinguish his case from the ordinary bigamist who contracts un- 
lawful marriages, not under claim of moral right, but clandes- 
tinely and to grates a depraved moral nature. All crime tends 
toward moral degeneracy and social decay, but the criminal courts 
have adequate power to antah, the common offender, and this is 
society's safeguard. But here is a man who is an avowed enemy 
to the Christian family. He is a Polygamist because he believes 
it to be morally right. It is the rule of his moral nature—of his 
life. He would substitute his detestable system for that which is 
the basis of this civilization. He could bring his wives here into 
the very temple of civilization, maintain polygamous relations 
with them, and be protected from arrest and prosecution by the 
Federal Constitution if he were a member of this: House. 

The principle which justifies his exclusion is that he is the rep- 
resentative of a system of social and moral life that.is.inimical to 
our civilization and destructive of society itself. We have the 
acknowledged right to expel traitors to the Government from this 
House. <A traitor isone who would accomp the overthrow of 
the Government.. Is not one who would destroy the very founda- 
tion upon which government rests as great.an.enemy as a traitor? 
Would he not accomplish the overthrow of the Government? The 
way is clear, the duty is plain. Let him be excluded upon this 
broad ground and let the world: know that there is no place under 
the American flag where an avowed polygamist, as a propagandist, 
is eligible to a seat in this body. 

But, a false: chivalry says since he: has: incurred obligations 
toward innocent women and children, what: would you have him 
do? Shall he heartlessly thrust them aside? Ah, but that is not 
the question, He made the mistake of his life in getting into pol- 
itics and obtruding his loathsome 7 into the affairs of the 

e should have remained at 


country. He was the i r. 

home and discharged those obligations in as inconspicuous a man- 
ner as possible, and thanked the patience and generosity of the 
American people that he was out of the peniten 3 


In conclusion let me say, the Christian homes of this country 
are the fountain of every virtue. Keep the homes pure and our 
institutions are secure; but let them become uted, and the re- 
sult will be social and political decay. [Ap 1 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to- 
morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. [yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Idaho. à 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allot- 
tod me in this discussion I can not go into all the important ques- 
tions involved in it. To my mind the issue here presented in- 
volves much more than the personality of the member from Utah, 
It extends to the very essence of constitutional government. The 
member from Utah had a certificate of election and credentials 
from. his State, and was in. every way a regularly elected and 
commissioned Representative, as much so as any member of this 
House. On the 4th day of last December, he presented himself 
before the bar of the House to receive the oath of office, not even 
questioned on constitutional grounds by a contestant from Utah 
or by a member of this House. 7 

The only requirements exacted in the Constitution: are that he 
be 25 years: of age, seven years a citizen of the United States, and 
an inhabitant of the State: from which he is elected. It was not 
contended by those who sought his rejection that he did not pos- 
sess.all these qualifications, and your commi after many weeks 
of investigation, has found unanimously that he did possess them 
when he sought to take the oath of office. I therefore view with 
satisfaction my vote in favor of administering to him that oath. 
The refusal of this House to admit the member from Utah on his 
credentials is an extraordinary and unjust proceeding in more 
ways than one. 

In the first place, it tends to prevent a fair hearing in his behalf. 
He is denied the manifold rights and privileges of a member. 
is not permitted to vote or receive the emoluments of his office or 
his expenses in coming to attend the meeting of this body. The 
poor privilege he was permitted (a courtesy extended’ by the ex- 
acting rule of unanimous consent) was an opportunity to: be heard 
in his own. behalf for a very limited time, not so much as one- 
tenth the time allowed his opponents, who occupied. most of it in 
uncalled-for abuse of the people he represented. 

In the second place, it denies: representation in the Congress of 
the United States to a sovereign State in this Union without a 
hearing, and on the ex parte statements of a member with no 
better credentials than those possessed by the member from Utah. 
Suppose, after this investigation, our committee had found that 
the member was entitled to his seat; how then cam this wrong 
to his State and people be corrected, leaving out of consideration 


his rights in the premises? Nearly two months have elapsed since |; b 


this. Congress. assembled, and great. and important matters of 
legislation, in which. Utah had as much interest as any other 
State, have. been considered by this body. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
this Congress ip ea have declared war against the most pow > 
nation on earth during that time, and yet Utah could have had 
no part in that declaration. These suggestions are but a few 
which might be made to show the unwisdom of this course. I 
ht extend them indefinitely, but my time will not permit. 
The Constitution alone prescribes the qualifications of member- 
ship in this House, and Congress has never by legislative enact- 
ment, much less by the act of this House alone, sought to add to 
those qualifications.. When the people of this nation, for the first 
time in a , deemed it necessary to add to those qualifica- 
tions, Congress not attempt to do it even by solemn legislative 
enactment, though there were more than atwo-thirds vote in each 
House: favorable thereto. The exciting times immediately suc- 
ceeding the war of the rebellion caused the enactment of some 
drastic measures, but the heads of our legislators were not turned 
on this. great question of constitutional government. The four- 
teenth amendment, adding other qualifications for membership in 
this House than. those. enumerated in the original Constitution, 
was submitted by resolution of the Thirty-ninth Congress, June 
16, 1866, to the several States for ratification. Thus it. will be 
seen that Congress for more than a hundred ears never attempted’ 
to add to the constitutional qualifications of membership in this 
body, with a single exception, and then it was done by an amend- 
ment to the Constitution itself. I contend that this record estab- 
lishes a precedent for our guidance which we can not mistake. 

Section 5 of Article Lot the Constitution prescribes, among other 
things, that each House may, with the concurrence of two-thirds, 
expel a member.” Here is asafeguard Stun improper member- 
ship in this great body, and lest the right might be abused for 
partisan: or other purposes the Constitution required a two-thirds 
vote. passing, permit me to say that the ponderous. roll of 
petitions presented: to this House in this case, and which has ter- 
rorized so many members, did not call for or contemplate the ex- 
clusion. of the member from Utah: or æ denial to him of the oath 
of office, hut uniformly asked for his expulsion after he had been 
sworn in, and under the: clause of the Constitution just referred 
to. Do not. hasten. to do violence to the Constitution in these 
peaceful times, for the people do not now and. never have asked 
you to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not go further into the constitutional ques- 
tions here involved, for my time will not permit. 

I believe the ificent a which was presented by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] yesterday has not been 
answered: from a legal standpoint. anywhere: on the floor of this 
House.. I believe every other gentleman who is a member of the 
legal profession has that same conviction, however he may vote 
upon this pranon Other influences may govern him, or perhaps 
he may think his constituents exact that he shall vote otherwise; 
but from a purely Hn standpoint he can not believe that the 
requirements: of the Constitution may be nullified. For these 
reasons.I deem it my duty to support the minority report. 

But, Mr. l 1 to correct some statements made upon 
the floor of this House as to matters having no place in this 
cussion.. It is unfair and unjust to a grent people that they should 
be permitted to be uttered. here and go unchallenged: I refer to 
some of the charges which have been made against the Mormon 

eople.. Now, I know somera about this old controversy. 
e agitation. and discussion: which this case has occasioned may 
not be compared. to the great contest that was waged in that 
mountain country twelveorfifteen years ago. I had something to 
do with that contest. I was there and saw it and in a small and 
humble way participated in it. 1 was then advocated 
and taught by the Mormon Church throughout the whole of the 
intermountain country as a religious duty and as a tenet of their 
faith. The fear was entertained that at some time it might spread 
into all the Pacific States, as the Mormons had missionaries every- 
where advocating and practicing their religion. 
The Territory of Idaho passed a law during her Territorial exist- 


He | ence which required a test oath, if you please, to be taken by ev: 


man who.exercised the right of suffrage or the privilege of hold- 
ing office. That test oath prescribed that before a citizen could 
vote or hold office he should swear or affirm that he did not belong 
to an organization which tought, counseled, or advised polygamy, 
ay nate „or any other crime. defined by law. It was a departure 
in legislation. Nothing of its kind had ever been enacted by one 
State or Territory in the Union or by the Congress of the Uni 

States. The constitutionality of that act was bitterly contested 


in all the courts of the land. The supreme court of our Territory 


sustained it. The Supreme Court of the United States, by unani- 
mous: opinion, sustained. its validity. That great: tribunal held 
that the right of suffrage was not a God-given right, not a vested! 
right, not: akin to the: question of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, but a privilege that might be restricted or regulated 
y the at any time it sa w fit. 
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It is needless to say that during that contest the bitterness of a 
religious controversy divided the people. Political lines were not 


distinctly drawn, but the controversy was between the Mormons 
on one side and the anti-Mormons, or gentiles, as they were called, 
on the other. 

Tam glad to be able to say, here in ny place in the American 
Congress and as the Representative of all classes of our people 
regardless of their religion, that the controversy I have referred 
to no longer exists; that it is settled and settled right and settled 
forever. The bone of contention was, of course, the question of 
polygamy, or plural marriages, The non-Mormons insisted that 
such a doctrine should never be 3 or practiced within the 
confines of the Territory or State of Idaho; that it was a relic of 
barbarism and had no place in our day and age, and that the civili- 
zation of the world was against it. I am not here to advocate it; 
= the contrary, I condemn it as much as any member of this 

ouse. 

I believe that God intended, when he created two sexes in this 
world, that one man and one woman should live together as hus- 
band and wife. I believe that the marital relation as now recog- 
nized is the safeguard of our civilization and the crowning bless- 
ing of humanity. It constitutes the ideal American home and 
hearthstone, around which cluster the hopes and aspirations of the 
Republic. it fosters, creates, and uplifts American manhood and 
poem and elevates, as nothing else can do, American woman- 

ood in all its loveliness and beauty. It was for this institution 
that this contest was bitterly waged in my young State and Terri- 


tory. 

On the 25th ef of September, 1890, the president of the Mormon 
Church, Wilford W. „issued a manifesto, by virtue of his 
authority as the head of that organization, which abolished the 
doctrine of plural marriages as a tenet of their faith and advised 
all members to refrain from teaching or practicing it as a religious 
duty. I confess I had some doubts about the honesty of their in- 
tentions at that time. That manifesto was ratified by their annual 
conference by unanimous vote October 6 following. 

Looking backward f e the past ten years, knowing those 
people intimately and well during all that time, and knowing the 
situation and conditions there as no other member of this House 


has had an opportunity to know them or can know them, I want 
to say, appropriating the words of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER], upon my responsibility as a member of this House, that 


the ma was issued and has been adhered to by the Mormon 
people in good faith and with an honest purpose. One who does 
not understand conditions there can not Be yyw the situa- 
tion which confronted these people. ized that the world 
was spunt nen on this issue and that they must abandon it. 
They taken plural wives, following the principles of their re- 
epee To these wives children had been born. Must they cast 
off and abandon their helpless women and children? Must they 
brand these innocent dren with the shame and disgrace of 
illegitimacy? 

ell, whatever others may think about that, the men of the 
mountains never demanded it and never will, We are willing 
that the ‘dead past shall bury its dead.“ The institution of poly- 
gamy is dead and gone, never to beresurrected. Were polygamous 
matriage to be attempted in my State to-day the whole population, 


gentile and Mormon alike, would resent it, and he who had the | th 


temerity to make the attempt would soon find a felon’s cell. 
There are 30,000 members of the Mormon Church in my district, 
and I do not believe that a single polygamous marriage has been 
en into in that State by those people since the issuance of 
that manifesto. 

a. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Upon what do you base that state- 
ment 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I base that statement upon the fact of 
haying lived in that country, that I have come in contact with 
the pent there for sixteen years, that I know hundreds of them 
personally, that I have been among them, and that I know some- 
thing about what goes on and what exists there. 

Mr. McPHERSON . Then, why was the proclamation of Jan- 
uary 8 made? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Iam coming to that, and will have it 
read in the presence of this House and have it incorporated into 
my remarks. I may say that the proclamation of January 8 was 
probably issued to correct a false impression which has been 
created on the public mind throughout the country by those who 
had misrepresented the Mormon people in this agitation. 

However, I am not the author of it, and can only construe it in 
the light of its language and the conditions and circumstances 
which surround its issuance, I believe, like its predecessor, the 
Woodruff manifesto, that it was issued in good faith, and that 
the Mormon Church and the Mormon le intend to obey it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with necessary brevity I want to controvert 
some of the false statements which have been e on the floor 
of this House during this debate xeapeoring oe character of the 
Mormon Church. This organization, like other religious or- 


ganizations, has, doubtless, made mistakes in the past and may 
continue to make them in the future. Church organizations are 
but human cies for the teaching of what their members be- 
lieve to be religious truths. It will ony not be charged that 
from a regions standpoint I am prejudiced in favor of the Mor- 
mon Church. 

For two centuries of time my ancestors have belonged to the 
Presbyterian Church. I believe there is as much of good in that or- 
ganization as in any other in these United States or throughout 
the world, but Iam not here to say that it never has made any 

es. Why, not very long ago, when the General W 4 
of the Presbyterian Church met, I believe, in this city, they di 
away with a tenet of their faith, a de of their doctrine, to wit, 
the doctrine of infant damnation. They were compelled to do it 
because the civilization of the age required them to do it, and con- 
demned it; for no father ever looked into the face of his child and 
believed such a doctrine as that. That is the reason why they re- 
pealed it. This action is no reflection on that church organization 
nor on John Calvin, its immortal founder. Times have changed, 
civilization has changed, and churches have changed. I believe 
A is to the credit of the Presbyterian Church that it mađe that 
change. 

The Mormon Church has done likewise. They have abandoned 
in good faith the doctrine oe polygamy: I believe that a vexed 
question is settled, and settled forever and settled right, in that 
intermountain country. I believe, sir, that the Mormons are try- 
ing to obey the law of the land. I know they have gone into the 
desert and into the wilderness, and builded there a civilization as 
good as any district in these United States can boast of. I know 
that in all church matters they are liberal. They might teach a 
lesson in this respect to some other church organizations in this 
country. In my opinion, the best evidence that an individual has 
any religion at all is illustrated by the fact that he tolerates other 
religions, and I might add in passing that I believe it is better to 
have almost any religion than no religion. 

Our people are a cosmopolitan people, who welcome all people 
andall religions, with the single exaction—obedience to and respect 
for the law. The Christian and the Jew, the Protestant, the 
Catholic, and the Mormon are all required to pay tribute to the 
State and obey the law. In oh Ere ae the 35 loyalty, 
and devotion of all these fai to the law of the land and the 
Governmentof our common country is absolutely beyond question. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say, I have not submitted 
these d tory remarks with any hope t oy would change 
the vote in this House on this question, but with the hope that 
the country might learn thereby some about the facts as 
they exist in that country from one who is in a position to know 


the truth. pone) 

I prefer, Mr. Speaker, to have the manifesto, attention to which 
was called by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McPHERSON], read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PROCLAMATION—PRESIDENT SNOW, OF THE CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF 
LATTER-DAY SAINTS, DEFINES THE STATUS OF THE CHURCH WITH RESPECT 
TO POLYGAMY. 


poole have been mis! occasioned thereby, I 
‘eel it is just to both “Mormons” and “non-Mormons”™ to state t, in ac- 
cordance with the manifesto of the late President Wilford Woodruff, dated 
ber hich was 8 and unanimously accepted by, 
conference on the of October, 1890, the church has positive y 
gamy, or the solemnization of plural mar- 

in this and ev tate, and that no member or officer thereof 
authority wha’ ural or enter into such 
on. 


other 


has an ver to perform a 
a rela’ 


R 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 
SALT LAKE CITY, January 8, 1900. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention sim- 
ply tothe fact that that proclamation shows upon its face that the 
members of the church in the practice of ygamy shall not be 
subjected to any church discipline or church punishment. 

. WILSON of Idaho. e reading of the proclamation does 
not bear out any such statement. $ 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I should like the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] fora moment, asto whether, 
if the House adjourns now, the time to-morrow is to be equally 
divided between us? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I was just looking that matter up. 


Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if that be not so, then I 
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desire that the minority continue the discussion this evening until 
they have exhausted so much of their timeas will — ours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). e gentleman 
from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, it is past the hour for ad- 
journment, and I hope the gentleman will move that the House 
do now adjourn. dat 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is simply waiting while 
gentlemen are ecting an arrangement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
If there is nothing to do, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The understanding between the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and myself was that the 
time would be onal divided to-day and equally divided to- 
morrow. Now, all the time has not been consumed yet by the 
gentleman from Maine, and I want to have an equal division of 
time to-morrow. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. We are not prepared to use any more 
time in debate this evening. We lose twenty-eight minutes on 
our side if we stop here. If the majority will concede twenty 
minutes to us in the morning 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. e have not half the time we need 
to-morrow, and we want to get to a vote to-morrow. The under- 
standing was that the time should be equally divided to-day as 
nearly as ible. There has been no attempt to make an accu- 
rate division of it. I think there should be an equal division of 
the time to-morrow, à 

The SPEAKER. That can be arranged by the Speaker to-mor- 
row in his recognitions. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. To-morrow is the last day of the debate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will concede us fifteen 
minutes in the morning, I think we will be satisfied. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, I do not want to impose upon 
the House—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And I will allot that time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. : 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 1 move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a, m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
—— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the 0 transmitting a 
copy of the report of the Auditor for the War 1 on the 
claim of Jesse N. Strickland, late colonel of the Eighth Tennessee 
Cavalry- to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 A letter from the Secretary of the Treamry. transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
tting an estimate of appropriation for the Choctaw orphan 
fund—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting & 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for construction of library buildin, 
at Fort Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
77) ͤ ͤ tie Hoar ok EEPE TUDE AORA 
reports of the pr gs of the of Su 8 rs 
of Steam Vessels—to the Committee on Printing. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Neah Day, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and one from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to an agree- 
ment with the Crow Indians of Montana—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
she pe and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 47) 
granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash- 
ington, D. C., in honor of Gen. Francis E. Spinner, late Treasurer 
of the United States, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 115); which said joint resolution and 


report were referred to the Committee of the ole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE, from the Committee on the Public Lands 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6073) to amend 
section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, grantin; 
to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, an 
for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 116); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2477) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Pennington, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 112); 
which said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4698) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Fitnam, reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 113); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Albert Ham- 
mer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

Ae sn) which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alien . 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2098) for the relief of Hattie 
A. Phillips, 1 81 8 the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 117); Which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6678) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Capron mmittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Annie Duncan Wood—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4635) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the 
State of Mississippi and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayres, 
deceased—Committee on Private Land Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2469) for the relief of Guernsey County, Ohio— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oe tbo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. DE GRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 7220) to provide 
for a public building at Greenville, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SU WAY: A bill (H. R. 7221) for the reconstruc- 
57 of the old frigate Constitution to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7222) to create a 
Territory of the District of Columbia by the name of the Territory 
of Columbia and to grant Territorial government to the same— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7223) to regulate fares on the 
street cars in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other pur- 
poses—tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7224) to place bind- 
ing twine and all materials used in making or manufacturing the 
same upon the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr, HITT: A bill (H. R. 7225) to establish the western ju- 
dicial district of Ilinois—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7226) to establish an 
ys ee the United States—to the Committee on the 

ry. 

By Mr. PEREA: A bill (H. R. 7227) for relief of certain heads 
of families in the Territory of New Mexico who were or may be 
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residents of any confirmed Mexican or Spanish grant in the Ter- 
ritory at the time of the confirmation thereof—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

e McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7228) to amend section 2294 of 


B 
the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7229) to make disposition of 
the increment and accretions upon the sums reserved by the De- 
partment of State from the fund received by the United States 
upon the account of the payment of the awards of the late Spanish 
and American Claims Commission, and to pay and distribute the 
same—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7330) toamend the char- 
ter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 135) author- 
izing and ae Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, by a canal to connect the lower Harlem River with Long 
Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feetin 
depth at mean low water, or by asimilar canal 18 feet in depth at 
mean low water, in strict conformity with the survey and report 
made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 115) calling upon the Sec- 
retary of War for copies of letters relating to the safety of 
Long Bridge—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A resolution of the Pennsylvania 
legislature, asking for legislation looking to an amendment of the 
Constitution to provide for the election of Senators by direct vote 
of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 7230) ting a pension to 
Roxie B. Salter —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7231) for the relief of 
L. G. Bowers, of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. 
Brown to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) for the relief of J. S. Murrell, of Mon- 
roe County, Ark. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) for the relief of the estate of Robert E. 
Bonds, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of Henry McGill, of Mon- 
roe 8 Ark. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) for the relief of the estate of Nancy 
Whisenant, deceased, late of White County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7237) for the relief of Paul 
Chappin, Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7238) to correct the military 
record of Anthony C. Spy re alias Anthony Chapaton—to the 


Committee on Mi airs. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. bees to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military service of Lewis Dunham—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of the legal representa- 
„ e John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the eee of Benjamin F. Follen to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) to remove the c of desertion from 
the Lge ord record of J, A. Church—to the Committee on Mili- 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Silas Nicholson—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary b 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7244) to provide for the reim- 
bursement of naval officers losing property on the United States 
steamship Yantic—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7245) for the relief of Alice 
J orden, of Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7246) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 


Butler, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Co t- 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7247) for the relief of Aquila Bowie, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief of Elijah Vandiver, of 
Leflore County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) for the relief of Alfred Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) for the relief of the estate of D. B. 
Downing, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) for the relief of the estate of Madison 
Stephenson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Bettie Stafford, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of the estate of B. S. Hal- 
. late of Warren County, Miss. —to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7254) for the relief of the estate of W. S. 
H part deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 

ar 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of the estate of Edward 
B. Willis, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of James Murphy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of Hixey Parker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7258) for the relief of John Noble, of Bolivar 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7259) to increase pension of 
William H. De Bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) for relief of Jacob Higgins—to the Com- 
mittee on Tne nee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261) to correct record of William H. Haw- 
ley—to the Committee on sys} Affairs. 

Saved HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. n a pension to 
Anthony Slack to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7263) granting a pension to Mary J. Waugh 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7264) granting pension to Hannah 
C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill oe 7265) for the relief 
of J. B. Hall, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7266) for the relief of Martha A, 
Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Br r, JACK: A bill (H. R. 7267) gran a 
E. Hetherington—to the Committee on Inv: ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) ting a pension to Christina Holben— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7269) granting a pension to Mary E. Boyer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 7270) for the relief of the estate 
of Franklin A. Davis, late of Orange County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7271) granting a pension to Anna 
H. te—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) for the relief of Jessie Benton Frémont 
and other former occupants of the present military reservation at 
Point San Jose, in the city of San cisco, and to re an act 
entitled“ An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton mont to 
certain lands and the improvements thereon in San Francisco, 
Cal., to the Court of Claims,” approved February 10, 1893—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of the estate 
rs Sarah M. Dunbar, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7274) for the relief of David 
C. Stewart, of Seman, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) for the relief of Ammon McLaughlin, 
of Sciotoville, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Bh | Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7276) for the relief of C. M. 
, of Walker County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) for the relief of J. 8. McLain, of Whit- 
field County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of James B. Bone, of 
Chulio, Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


msion to Annie 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7279) for the relief of William B. Quinn, of 
Whitfield County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. Mc : A bill (H. R. 7280) to correct the military 


record of Robert Burton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7281) for the re- 
lief of John E. Lewis, of Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7282) for the relief of J. M. Sanders, of Gib- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7283) for the relief of Joseph B. Somerville— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) for the relief of A. L. Dunlap, of Gib- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) for relief of Jesse L. Brandt, of Gibson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Brooks, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7287) for the relief of Thomas 
Bramble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7288) for the 
relief of E. A. Givens, sr., Arcadia, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. f 

Also, a bilt (H. R. 7289) for the relief of Mrs. Aurora M. Fal- 
coner, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7290) for the relief of estate of Stephen Rob- 
erts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La.—to the ittee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7291) for the relief of the estate of Samuel N. 
White, deceased. late of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7292) for the relief of the estate of Adelon 
Vignes, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7293) for the relief of H the A. Morgan, 
of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the C ttee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Baum, Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) for the relief of Emily C. McIntyre, of 
Livingston Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Str, RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7296) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry H. Norton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 7297) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert M. Browning, deceased, late of Claiborne Parish, 
La. to the Committee on War Claims. 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of Joseph Cordill—to the 

ttee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7301) to re- 
move the charge of desertion now existing on the records of the 
War Department against John McKeon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 7302) for the relief of Agnes E, 
Craig—to the Committee on War Claims, f 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7303) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred E, Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) granting an increase of pension to La- 
vina M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7805) for relief of T. J. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7306) granting a pension to 
Mary Isabel White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9 @ pension to 
John W. Parmalee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry M. de Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7309) for the relief of John Wilkes Moore—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 7310) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Joseph Tate, alias William Tate, late 
of the Sixth Michigan Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
ile A Affairs. 

B . WATERS: A bill (H. R. 7311) to increase the pension 
nos B, Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7312) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Sullivan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7313) to remove charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Charles Williams—to the Committee on Mili- 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) to increase the pension of G. K. Glenn 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) to increase the pension of William W. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Ales. a bill (H. R. 7316) for the relief of Peter S. Burke to the 
Also 4 bl (H. H. ff z ting a pension to Mary E. Dean 
O, a bi R. ) a on — 
eee to Georga erik 
„ 5 a pension eorge Herrick 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) granting a Parr ping to William A. P. 
Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7320) to remove charge of 


of 


desertion a William McCutcheon—to the Committee on 


Milit airs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7321) for the relief of Ar- 
milda J. Luttrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick E. Vance, of Clay Center, Kans., 
late of Company A, First Minnesota Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
rison Canfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7324) granting a pension to 
Mary Ragan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 7825) for the relief of the 
estate of Felix Robb, deceased, late of Catahoula Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7326) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph M. Jack- 
son, alias Mennell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7827) ting an increase of 
pension to Charles 8. Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) to increase the pension of Lewis Swen- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following penons and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Chicago Federation of 
Labor, Walter Carmody, secretary, relating to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of George S. Woodruff, of Independence, Pa., 
favoring amendment of the revenue law in regard to sanay 
sampa on insurance policies—to the Committee on Ways an 

eans. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of the Horse Breeders’ 
Association, favoring the Brosius bill relating to dairy and food 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of the Missouri State Grange, for the enact- 
ment of anti-trust laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5551, 
for the relief of F. B. Case to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers in support of House bill 5567, for 
the relief of nig Paes the ee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, accompany House bi granting a pension to 
Howasd Pankin to thet Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4195, for the relief of 
Harrison Kilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accom: House bill No. 4190, for the relief of 


Eliza A. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the on of 
William H, Debord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of railway postal clerks 
of the Second Congressional district of Wisconsin, favoring a bill 
providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of O. A. B. Tracy, of Nantucket, 
Mass., and numerous others residing in other States, urging the 
abolishment of capital punishment in the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Oliver Wise and soldiers and 
sailors of Allegan County, Mich., in regard to amendment to the 
civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of the Connecticut Woman 


8 Association, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting disfranchisement of women—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary 


By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of wink? bce of the Westfield, 
Mass., post-office, favoring the e of House bill No. 4351—to 
the Committee on the and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution 
granting to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Protest of the Choctaw and Chickasaw na- 
tionsagainst the ratification of the treaty of the Kiowa, Comanche, 
and A e Indians, of Oklahoma, with the United States—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Protest of S. O. Bigmy, chairman of the 
Jewelry Tariff Committee of Massachusetts and Rhode island, 
soie the French reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

i Stare MERCER: Memorial of the South Orange Live Stock 
Exchange with reference toa change in the presentrevenue laws— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Ruth B. Ferguson and 190 citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, Ohio, for the rejection or expulsion of B. H. 
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Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts 


Case. 

Also, petition of J. N. Rainey and several hundred others, fa- 
voring an amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of E. B. Wolcott Post, No, 1, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., against the removal of disabilities of all desert- 
ers in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of the mayor, aldermen, 
and over 900 citizens of Frederick City, asking for the passage of 
a bill reimbursing Frederick City of $200,000 required of said 
city by General Early in the civil war—to the Committee on War 
Cla’ 


ims. - 
By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7004 for 
the relief of Penelope Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, - 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petitions of numerous citizens 
of the State of Michigan, against the seating of Brigham H. Rob- 
erts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts 
Cas 


0. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Michigan 
for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the 
disfranchisement of citizens on account of sex—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of the railway postal clerks of the 
Eleventh Congressional district of husetts, for the reclassi- 
fication of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the New York State Brewers and 
Maltsters’ Association, protesting against exhorbitant war taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Charles S. Paine—to the Co ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Lewis Swen- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Winona County Medical Society, protest- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the prevention 
of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of Christian Endeavorers of Rochester and Ches- 
ter, Minn.; voters of the First Congressional district of Minnesota; 
Winona Presbytery; ee ee of the Baptist, Con- 
gregational, Episcopal, Methodist, Presbyterian, and Reform 
churches, and general missionary committee of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, all in the State of Minnesota, against the seat- 
. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the 
B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Resolutions of Division No. 1, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Stonington, Conn., expressing sym- 
pathy with the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 7021, in relation to the cob dock opposite the navy-yard, 
in the East River—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of J. A. Smith, agent, Lemoyne, 
Pa., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. fi 

Petitions, etc., for relief from the paper trust” were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk and severally referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Petition of the publisher of the 
Gleaner, Henderson, Ky. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of the publishers of the Times, Wood- 
land Park, Colo.; the Morning Sun, Rico, Colo.; the Republic, 
Buenavista, Colo. i 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Petition of James A. Greer, publisher, 
of Hubbard City, Tex. 

By Mr. CRO V: Petitions of the publishers of the Greenup 
Press, Charleston News, Mattoon Commercial, and Toledo Demo- 
crat, in the State of Illinois. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petitions of the publishers of the News and 
Democrat, Sidney; Standard, Celina, and the Democrat, Green- 
ville, all in the State of Ohio. 

y Mr. JETT: Petitions of the publishers of the Litchfield Her- 
S Sullivan Progress, Kankakee Democrat, in the State of Illi- 
o 


n 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of W. W. Lastinger, publisher, of 
Gatesville, Tex. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Petition of the publisher of the Sentinel, 
Pickens, S. C. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Petition of G. W. Clinton, of the Leipsic 


Press and Signal, Independence, Ohio. 
By Mr. ARLES: Petition of the publisher of the Spectator, 
Staunton, Va. 


By = RIXEY: Petition of the publisher of the Exponent, Cul- 
Va. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Petitions of the publishers of 


the Fremont Herald; the Advertiser, of West Point; the Demo 
crat, of Crete; Teller-Democrat, of York, and the Sun, of Aurora, 
all in the State of Nebraska. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Lebanon (Mo.) Rustic; Beading hgh a Los Angeles Herald, 
Woodland Democrat, Visalia News, San Francisco Democrat, 
Santa Barbara Independent, San Bernardino Free Press, all in the 
State of California; Virginian-Pilot, Norfolk, Va.; Western News- 
Democrat, Valentine, Nebr. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Democrat, Greenup, Ky., and Democrat and Independent, Cat- 
lettsburg wh 
$ By ge STOKES: Petition of James L. Sims, editor, of Orange- 

arg, S. C. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of the 8 of the Times, 
Cobleskill; News, Albion; Republic, Brockport; Freie Presse, 
Brooklyn; Star, Nyack; Republican, Glens Falls; News, Mount 
Vernon; Gazette, Middleburg; Republican, Albion, and Free Lance, 
Albion, all in the State of New York. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petitions of the publishers of the Progress, 
Lawrence; News, South Boston; L’Etoile, Lowell; The Sun, n- 
cer; Journal, Southbridge; The Record, Chelsea, and the Free 
Press, REST all in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petitions of the publishers of 
the lville Gazette- ress, Rockford Poster, Minonk Register, 
Galesburg Republican-Register, Kendall County News, Antioch 
Soan Piatt County Republican, Fairfield Record, all in the State 
0 nois. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: Petitions of the publishers 
of the Henry Times, Beardstown Star, Jersey County Democrat, 
Winchester Times, all in the State of ois, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 25, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HANSBROUGH, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was 8 With. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 


DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATIVE OF THE TRANSVAAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the Président of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate: 


In Shes Chaar to the resolution of the Senate of January 19, 1900, uestin 
the President to inform the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible wit! 

the public interest, if any person has been accredited re ntative in any 
capacity to the United States of America by the South African Republic, 


rope poe! known as the Transvaal, and if such person was omean accepted 
an 


as such representative by the Government o e United 
States, and if he was not, for what reason official acceptance and recognition 
was refused him; also to inform the Senate of the name of such person, and 
when he applied for official recognition, and when and for what reason offi- 
cial rec tion was refused him, and if any other government, and if so, 
what government, or its official 88 or representatives, objected 
or protested inst the official recognition of said South African or 

vaal Republic the Government of the United States,” I transmit here- 
with a report by the Secretary of State. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1900. 


Mr. ALLEN. I move that the message be printed, with the 
accompanying papers, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith, for the information of the Con the Sixteenth 
Annual Report of the United States Civil Service 3 
WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1900. 
FRACTIONAL SILVER COINS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the T , transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 19th instant, certain information rela- 
tive to fractional silver coinage for 1899; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

ISLAND SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 9th instant, a letter from the 
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Director of the Geological Survey relative to the logical sur- 
veys of islands now under the jurisdiction of the United States; 


which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT FORT DU PONT, DEL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army explaining the impor- 
tance of having the provisions of section 355, Revised Statutes, 
waived so far as they prohibit the expenditure of public money 
for the purposes of erecting public buildings on a tract of land 
recentl anpren as a site for necessary buildings at Fort Du 
Pont, Del., before the consent of the legislature of Delaware to 
the purchase has been given; which, on motion of Mr. HALE, was, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. f 


EXPENDITURE OF WAR APPROPRIATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 
mse to a resolution of the 8th instant, a statement by 
e Paymaster-General of the Navy showing the allotments to 
the Navy Department from the $50,000,000 po git era by Con- 
gress under the act approved March 9, 1898, entitled “An act 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior 
ears, and for other p „etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ng Lint yo was refe to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
0 to be printed. 


TEXT-BOOKS IN INDIAN SCHOOLS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 19th instant, a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs relative to the text-books used for in- 
bt ag Soh pe elegy 5 teed the jurisdiction of the Inte- 
rior artment, etc.; which, wi e accompanying papers, was 
hey ied to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to change 
the time and | cas for the district and circuit courts of the north- 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
PACIFIC CABLE, 


Mr. HALE. I submit certain testimony taken Li the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs relating to a Pacific cable. I ask that it 
be printed, perhaps one hundred copies, for the use of the com- 


mittee, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered, One hundred copies will be 
printed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the board of 
aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the deepening and widening of the entrance of 
the Buffalo River in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of North Tona- 
wanda, N. Y., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry bj irae of railway mail clerks of 
Mamaroneck and New York City, in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the classifica- 
tion of clerks in first and second class post-offices: which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Van Chemical Company of 
Albany, of J. Milhaus’s Son, of New York City, and of sundry 
druggists of Tompkins County, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medi- 
cines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., and a petition of the Geographical Society of the 
Pacific, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the 
clause in the deficiency appropriation bill to prevent a discontinu- 
ance of o hydrographic work of the Geological Survey; which 
were referr 


to the Committee on the Geological Survey, 
XXXIII —73 


He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., remonstrating against any change being made in 
the present tariff law that will discriminate against the industries 
of that State; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the adulteration of food products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the suppression of adulterated food or drinks, or the 
sale of such products under false or misleading labels; which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for certain changes in the Weather Bureau Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANNA. I presenta petition of the American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, praying for the immedi- 
ate passage of the bill to increase American shipping. I ask that 
the petition be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[Introduced by Mr. Van Kevren.] 


Whereas in the carriage of American imports and exports, several thou- 
sand ocem gota are annually employed, but 9 per cent of which ves- 
sels are built in the United States and owned by American ms; an 

Whereas the monopoly of our foreign 88 trade now enj 
alien ships, to which our people annual! $200,000, 


ereas 
trade carries with ita lack of American officers and seamen, thus perpetu- 


the Senate by Sena 
providing for the upbuil 8 
eign „„ Therefore. be it 

Resolved, t the American Asssociation of Masters and Pilots of Steam 
Vessels, in annual convention assembled, earnestly urges upon Congress the 
immediate passage of the said pending shipping bill, to the end that Ameri- 
can shipmasters, American officers, and American seamen may secure addi- 
tional opportunities for employment upon the sea, so that the 000,000 now 
paid annually to foreign ships may be —.— to American ships und thus kept 
at home, and in order that the United States may enjoy the prestige and pro- 
tection that inheres in the possession of an American-built, American-owned. 
and American-manned merchant marine adequate to all of the needs of 
American foreign commerce. 

Passed ously. 


me: 


A. S. FITTS, Grand Captain. 


ttest: 
Beng. F. PERKINS, G. C. C. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Federation of Labor 
of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent any of the public lands from being ceded to the States or 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Littlefield Drug 
8 and sundry other druggists of Manchester, N. H., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was refe to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. DEPEW. I presenta memorial of the National Board of 
Trade relative to the needs of the country for a revival of its mer- 
chant marine, I will state that the board is now in session in 
Washington. It represents the principal chambers of commerce 
and boards of trade in the United States. Lask that the memorial 
be printed in the RECORD, with the names, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 
a on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

‘ollows: 
—.— . 1 U: siagi 3 vous 58 70 carried 2 per ‘oat ae ae 

ports and e. 
cent in 1899, showing a lamentable decline in our merchant marine In The 
foreign trade, owing to the fact that it isconducted on a free-trade basis; and 

reas the tonnage of vessels of the coasting trade, in which forei, 
5 is absolutely forbidden, inc: from 722,350 in 1826 123.518 
in 1845 and to 2,247,663 in 1856 and to 3,965,313 in 1899, thus demonstrating the 
ability — — r A te meet all of its needs in the matter of shipping when 
T tected; 

F herons the United States is now paying to foreign shipowners nearly 
. to do our ocean carrying trade, which sum increases 
OW aceon the enormous declino in our ocean merchant marine is due to the 
lower pages paid abroad and to the subsidies paid by den 
Great alone, according to document No. 490, Miscellaneous Series,“ 
issued by the British Government in 1899, paring lst ear $3,266,380 in ** 

bsi $233,005 additional to the same s — lines in “naval sub- 
ventions,” while for mere wages al 
is almost exactly one and a half times the cost of operating a similar Briti 
ship, and the same difference in 
in every way, including lower cost in 
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foreign trade, that it may be y bo bf as has peon done fn th ths oa of other 
5 


egy e thop Mabie em} gee oes ton he surplus onanere wer ot the 
cn p Sis and AL tates tes impera- 
ve pan 


ren — especially expedient to make immediate vision to 
e jen e TO 
these ends: 8 2 55 
This 2 1D, Lepra of the 1 Board of Trade, assembled in Washington, 
January 23, 1900. Bae sey resents to the 3 House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate of as ate United Pratos 75 that the delegates now here, rep - 


cot that O f pes po rts ha 8 Ponte 
ur tore ex ve no 
offer. portunities f tosi oyani in ‘si wider a ep 
To give force: 221 nities, and to give some per- 
manence to the 8 3 of the past year, this country needs 
3 th Netter mal Board of Trade, respectfull, t 
menoras e Natio: represen 
or the Pa House bill be affective to end. 
in these shave met the approval of the President 
„and the Commission t 


ever known 


mercial organization in the OaS: page 7 
shows an overwhelming sentiment in th 
he argument for an American 8 N has had the further dis- 
tinct recommendation of foreign delegates to the recent convention 
as essential for the further cementing of trade relations with the countries 
they 5 represented. 
In view of these considerations, your memorialists, the National pepo of 
jan” look with confidence for your early and favorable action on this sub- 


Andrew Wheeler, 3 pe tne Iphia; M. C. Blain, New York; 
Wilson, Ohio Valley oy rovement 
tion; H. Lee E Poris Cincinnati Chamber mmerce 
Venison B. Smith, 2 prank ~ Milwaukee, Wis- John 
HEE Philadelphia; G. Waldo Smith, New York Board of Trad 


Adopted dne Nadden gl Board of Tr W ET C., January 24, 1900. 
2 by 3 . Vice-President, 


O. P. TUCKER, Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM. L present a petition of the Millers’ State Asso- 
ciation of Illinois, praying for the 8 the bill (S. 1439) to 
amend the act to commerce. t bill is now before the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and I move that the petition 
be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS ee the petition of Virginia C. Cl 

ident, and elia C. Dillard, secretary, on behalf 

oman 8 League of 8 praying that the i 
“male” be omitted in the suffrage clause to be framed for the 
government of Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philip 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman e 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present the petition of Isa 
Beecher Hooker, president, and Frances Ellen Parr: secretary, on 
behalf of the Connecticut Woman Suffrage Association, praying 
that in any new government to be established in our possessions 
women may have the right to vote. There is a letter from Miss 
Susan B. Anthony accompan: it. I do not know to what com- 
mittee the petition ought to be referred, whether to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico or to the Select Committee 


on Woman 8 think, perhaps, it should go to the Com- 
mittee on . d erte fle 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Similar oe pia have been re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Woman 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Very ost hi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be so re- 


ferred. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I also present a protest of the dele- 
gate from the Choctaw Nation and by the counsel of the Chicka- 
saw Nation, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 1352 
and House bill 905. I move that the memorial N 
document, and referred to Actas Committee on Indian 


presented resolutions adopted at a mass 
meeting of ex-soldiers of the United States of the civil war, held 
at Bloomington, Ind., in favor of the enactment of legislation 
oviding that when ex-soldiers of the United States are ordered 
or examination before any medical board for the 8 of re- 
ceiving a ion or of being granted an increase of pension the 
findings of the board shall be faal, and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions shall be directed to certify to such ratings or prove by a 
medical board nearest to the applicant's residence that such find- 
ings were contrary to facts; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 

ffices: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Board of Trade and 
Business Mens’ Association of Norfolk, Va., pra: that an ap- 
propriation be made to continue the plan, work, and beneficial 


results accomplished by the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business Mens’ Association 
of Ni orfolk, Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion changing the present pilot system; which was referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the Ae of A. H. Witham and sundry 
other citizens of Denmark, Me., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to abolish all customs tariff for the island of Puerto Rico; 
8 Mire referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 

u co. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 2681) for the establishment of joint Sane houe and fog- 
gers stations on the coast of Alaska; which was read twice by 
its Ə. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 307) for the establishment of joint light-houses and fog- 
signal stations on the coast of the district of Alaska, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was . the 
bill (S. 1289) to provide for the construction of an ee 
light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washin 

or Alaska, as exigencies may determine, reported it wit fas 
e and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 983) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and 
Joseph Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLIN GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 340) to amend an act entitled An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cher- 
okee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” sperored July 27, 1892, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

. CARTER (for Mr. GEAR), from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 165) for 
the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William C. 
McClellan, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 945) for the purchase or construction of 
a launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, 
Qreg., , reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


Mr. FRYE (Mr. Kean in the chair), from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill 
(S. 2708) to roo an act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2612) to remove the 
charge of desertion t Frederick Schulte or Schuldt, to ask 
to be excused from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Afairs, The bill refers to a 
seaman in the Navy. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, fr from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. Sie fix the rank of military 
a , reported it without eas ent, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I present in behalf of the National Academy 
of Sciences its annual report provided for by statute. The 3 
also provides for its printing. There is n to be done exc i 
5 prees t it to the presiding officer and send it to the Pu 

nter 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received 
and ordered printed, without objection. 


OLMEDO ALFARO, 


2 HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
rt back favorably, without brea the joint resolution 
01 . J. R. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for in- 
struction at the Military Academy at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, 
of Ecuador, and I ask for its present consideration. It is the 
joint resolution to which I referred the other day, and which I 
withdrew because of objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, 
The joint resolution was re’ to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1900. 
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CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize 
the Chi „Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill 
military reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes, to report it without amendment, and submit a report 
thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: A bill has just been re- 

rted by the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the 
8 on Military Affairs, granting a right of way to the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway through the Fort Sill 
Military Reservation. I understand that the road is completed to 
the line of the military reservation, and it is exceedingly ne gen 
tant that this authority should be given. It is recommended by 
the Secretary of War, is a very short bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration, it being a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is the Calendar number of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was just reported this morning by 
the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. It is a House bill. 

Mr. NSBROUGH. It has been reported from thecommittee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CŒUR D'ALENE MINING TROUBLES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the resolution which he intro- 
duced December 11, 1899, requiring information in regard to the 
authority of General Merriam, etc. I have been instructed 
the Committee on Military Affairs to report a substitute an 
recommend the passage of the substitute. The substitute will 
now be read. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution reported as a substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to make and sub- 
mit to the Senate of any and all orders, instructions, or directions 
ives by the War Department to Brig. Gen. H. C. Merriam, United —.— 


, touching the troubles in Idaho between the miners, mine owners, 
civil authori — and to any officer or officers under him; and also any and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Ne If it will not give rise to any extended debate, I do 
noto 


ject. 
i Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to it in its present 
‘orm. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear the first part 
of the resolution read again. 

The Secretary read as requested. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. The resolution is reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Is there objection to its consideration? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT re tempore. The original resolution will be 
indefinitely postponed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2682) for the extension of 
Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2683) to provide for the construe- 
tion of a revenue cutter for use in St. Marys River, Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2684) for the relief of 


3 F. Shaw; which ee eee are with 
e accom g papers, referred to the Commi on Claims. 
Mr. LATE of Nes 


5 Jork (by re ) introduced a bill (S. 
2685) for the relief of Daniel Joseph Holland; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. d 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2686) to reward officers of 
the Army for distinguished services; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLAURIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2687) to 
define and carry into effect the eight-hour labor laws, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2688) for the relief of Robert 
Adger and others; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RIS introduced a bill (S. 2689) granting a pension to 
Agnes B. Hoffman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2690) for the relief of Alfred W. 
Kent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

He also (by reauest) introduced a bill (S. 2691) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Lindsay Ridgway, deceased; 
4 5 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2692) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Association of Manufacturers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2693) to repeal the stamp tax; 
which was read by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2694) to extend to the commission- 
ers of agriculture of the several States the franking privilege; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2695) for the classification of clerks 
in the first-class and second-class post- offices of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to 
William Sheppard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2697) for the relief of 
William Wolfe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2698) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham Park; which was read twice by 
its title, and, together with the decision of the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior on certificate No. 248311, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2699) to provide for the 
employment of women nurses in military hospitals of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 5 

Mr. F. BANKS introduced a bill (S. 2700) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. H. Neff; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the ttee on Pensions, 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2701) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a reporter and for the publication and distribution 
of the decisions of the United States circuit courts of appeals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2702) granting an increase 
of ion to Leander J. White; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2703) granting a pension to Mary 
M. F. ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. val to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey; which was read twice by 
its hen? Toa referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2705) granting a pension 
to Marcena Pinchin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2706) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Andrew P. (also borne An- 
drew J.) Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of 
pension to Prosper L. Knappen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2709) 
to Marietta Elizabeth Stanton; which was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


anting a pension 
its title, 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
52) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 25th 
instant approved and Senet the act (S. 1484) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to change the material to be used in the con- 
struction of the docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to 
change the time and places for district and circuit courts of the 
northern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN DEPENDENCIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate full and exact copies of all proclamations and orders that have 
been issued or made 8 g the collection of eases internal, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Archipelago 
since the seizure thereof by the Government of the Uni States, the rate 
of such customs, internal, and other revenues, the total amount thereof, a list 
of the person or persons in such service, where stationed, respec- 
tively, and how such customs, internal, and other revenues have been and 
are bel disbursed, and whether the same or any portion thereof have been 
covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence relating to the collection of the customs, 
internal, and other revenues in said islands since the seizure thereof by the 
Government of the United States to this time. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Nebraska if he will not consent to strike out the last clause in his 
resolution, which is as follows: 

And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence relating to the collection of the customs, 
internal, and other revenues in said islands since the seizure thereof by the 
Government of the United States to this time. 

I think the first portion of the resolution covers all the informa- 
tion the Senator desires to obtain, and that the answer to it will 
be perfectly satisfactory to him. 

he reason why I ask the Senator to amend his resolution by 
leaving out the last clause is that it evidently relates to a very 
large mass of correspondence, from day to day, with reference to 
the daily transactions, or weekly transactions, 3 the rev- 
enues there, the amount that has been received daily, and all that; 
and it would be a very great hardship upon the War Office to have 
to make copies of all those papers; and when received, I imagine 
that they would not aid in the object which the Senator desires to 
accomp! I trust he will strike that paragraph out, and thus 
relieve the War Department from the immense labor of transcrib- 
ing all the letters which are received in the daily course of busi- 
ness from Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the first part of the resolution 
calls for copies of all proclamations and orders that have been 
issued ‘respecting the collection of customs, internal, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine 
Archipelago. The second clause, to which the Senator from Con- 
necticut calls my attention, was designed simply to reach thatcor- 
respondence which might be of a general nature and therefore 
interesting to the Senate in construing the orders or proclamations 
and giving general directions to customs officers. 

I do not care siden Pp the daily and perfunctory corre- 
spondence between the War Office and those engaged in the col- 
lection of revenues in those islands, but if there are any letters 
that have passed between the Secretary of War or his assistants 
of a general nature explanatory of the system in vogue in those 
islands and nec for our proper understanding of what is 
going on there, I should like to have them. 

I do not think I shall object to the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut, although it is due that I should say that this 
latter clause was inserted because of a suspicion I have, whether 
well founded or illy founded, that there is usually an attempt to 
avoid information rather than to furnish it, and it was done with 
a view of bringing that out. However, I will accept the sug 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut, and let the last paragraph of 
the resolution be stricken out. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I willstate that my only objectis 
to relieve the War Department of unnecessary labor; and, if when 
the answer is made to the resolution, the Senator should think 
that there was anything further that he desires, I would not object 
to a resolution which he might offer for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN, I shall accept the amendment with that view. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Chair understand th 
Senator from Nebraska to consent to the amendment? > 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified 
as indicated, The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
penat a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 


Whereas food products are not in their nature instruments of warfare; 
an 


Whereas the United States is ö producer of such products in 
the world, and it is therefore essen to our prosperity that these products 
be freely sold and delivered wherever purchased; and 

Whereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
subject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 
„ injury to the great body of our agriculbaral population: There- 

ore, 

Resolved, That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare food products contraband of war or to seize such 
products hes eee to citizens of the United States or being transported in 
vessels owned by citizens of the United States. and that any such seizure 
will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. As the Senator who introduced that resolu- 
tion is not at this moment in his seat, I suggest that it stand over 
for the present. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foran Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Dakota is not in his 
seat, and I think the resolution had better lie on the table until 
he comes in. 

Mr. HALE. That motion ought not to be made in his absence. 
Let the matter stand over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro N Holding its place on the table? 

Mr. HALE. Holding its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW su uently said: I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution which I introduced yesterday may retain its 
place until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDEN ape tempore. Thathasbeen already granted, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thank you. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE, If the morning business is completed, I ask that 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be laid before the Senate, 
It is very important that it should be passed to-day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6237) making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1600, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appro riations with amendments, 

a HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached in their order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee amendments be acted upon 
as they are reached in order. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. e first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Treas- 
ury Department,” on page 8, after line 11, to insert: 

Office of the Treasurer of the United States: For the following from Feb- 
ruary 1 to June 30, 1900, inclusive, namely: Three clerks, at the rate of $900 
all. 05 and 3 expert counters, at the rate of $720 per annum each; 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 13, to insert: 
ee expenses: For purchasing material for binding important rec- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 20, to insert: 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


That the sum of $100,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
for the expenses of the Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year 1808 is 
hereby 1 and made available for expenditure for said service 
during the year 1900. 


0) 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 3, to insert: 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Post-office and custom-house, Kansas City, Mo.: For painting and installa- 
tion of passenger elevators, $35,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1157 


The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 7, to insert: 


Public building at Helena, Mont.: That the 
authorized to complete the er of block 
0 


Secretary of the Treasury is 

Helena town site, He 
1 ma — tor srepun Dae, at — piac at a cost not to — ena 

500, an ‘or the same out of money heretofore a priated 
continuation of anid public building under e present limit of | aggregate cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of District of Colum- 
bia,” on page 12, line 10, after the word dollars,“ to strike out: 

One-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia and one-half from any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. s 

So as to make the clause read: 

Poplin tae pertained AHO ack of COANE making te verwepte cf tie 
ance © provisions of the act o n sur ve 
District of Columbia a salaried officer, 2.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 13, to insert: 

Freedmen's Hospital and Asylum: That the appropriation for salaries for 
the Freedmen's and Asylum for the current ear shall be 
available for the payment of an assistant clerk, a pharmacist, an assistant 
pharmacist, and a steward at said institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 8 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 
33 H : ig 5 int the 8 of the 1 5 = 

‘ovidence cluding the necessary grading and pa 0 e 
approaches thereto, 000, to be expended under the direction of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. x 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to insert: 

Militia of the District of Columbia: That the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for rifle practice and matches for the fiscal year 1899, amount- 
ing to $780.61 is hereby reappropriated and made available for the service of 
the fiscal year 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 à 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 3, to insert: 

One-half of the foregoing amounts under the District of Columbia shall 
be paid from the revenues of said District and one-half from any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,” on page 15, after line 19, to strike out: 

National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: Marion Branch, at Marion, 
1 — For gas mann to ee rome rongain pipe, =n 9 1 — rant or 

ne separators, ing tren ying and back an o 

way through farms, ll. 8 aoe ss 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 16, to insert: 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Southern Branch, at Hampton, Va.: For tra: rtation, namely: For 
transportation of members of the Home, fiscal year „8575.84. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 5, to insert: 


Pacific Branch, at Santa Monica, Cal: For household, namely: Expendi- 
tures for furniture for officers’ quarters; for bedding, beddin, 
material, and all other articles required in the quarters of the members, and 
for their repair, if they are not repaired by the Home; for fuel, including 
fuel for cooking, 5 light; for engineers and firemen, bath house 
keepers, hall cleaners, lanndrymen, g and soap makers, and privy watch- 
men, and for all labor, materials, and appliances uired for household use, 
and r their repair, unless the repairs are made by the Home, fiscal year 


For hospi! namely: Pay of assistant surgeons, matrons, druggists, hos- 
pital clerks — stewards, ward masters, nurses, cooks, waiters, ers, hos- 

tal drivers, hearse drivers, gravediggers, funeral escort, and for 
such other services as may be n for the care of the sick; for surgical 
instruments and appliances, medical a medicines, Hauora, frases, and 
other necessaries for the sick not on the regular ration; for teads, bed- 
ding, and gy maleria, and all other articles n for the wards; 


for hospital, kitchen, and dining room furniture and appliances, including 
aprons, caps, and jackets for hospital, ki and dining-room employees: 
for , hearse, stretchers, coffins; for tools of and for all 
repairs to h tal furniture and appliances not done by the Home, fiscal 
year 1899, 8478. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge whether the committee understand, as the bill 
says, that hearse drivers, vediggers, and funeral escorts are 
ADANY oE the care of the sick?” That is the way the bill 
reads, if I heard it correctly. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
answer the Senator from Massachusetts, I will say that these 
come under the general heading of the hospital department; and 
while the deficiency has not occurred in those items to which the 
Senator has referred, it was thought best to Bare them under the 
general head of the items which are appropriated for in that one 


9 
r. HOAR. I should hardly want to enact by law that grave- 
diggers are n for the care of the sick. If, however, the 
committee 8 it in that way, I shall not interpose an objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 17, after line 9, to 
insert: 


Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For household, including the same objects 
ed under this head for the Pacific Branch, $474.60. 
under this head for the 


For hospital, including the same objects 
ic Branch, fiscal year 1899, $465.44. 

For mines to 8 veh 3 Ripe. gate 2 N line 
separa igging trenches, g pipe, an filling, and right of way 
through farms, $9,117. 

The amendment was agreed to. y r 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 21, to insert: 

Clothing: For clothing for all the Branches, namely: Expenditures for 
clothing, underclothing, hats, caps, boots, shoes, socks, and overalls; also all 
sums expended forlabor, materials, machines, tools, and appliances employed 
and for use in the tailor shops, knitting shops, and shoe 5 other Home 
shops in which any kind of clothing is made or repaired, year 1899, 

The amendment was agreed to. y 4 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 4, to insert: 

State or Territorial Homes: For contin aid to State or Territorial 


Homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act approved August 27, on account of years as follows: 
For the fiscal year 1898, 


978.07. 
For the fiscal year 1899, Stig l oe: Provided, That one-half of any sum or 
sums retained by State homes on account of pensions received from inmates 
shall be deducted from the aid herein provided for. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Military Estab- 
lishment,” on page 27, line 4, after the word dollars, to insert 
the following proviso: 


Provided further, That from the foregoing amount, if in the judgment of 
the 8 War the eme ney exists, the sum of $130,000, or so much 
thereof as in his discretion may be necessary, shall be used for the purchase 
of a site or sites for the location of barracks for the accommodation of a gar- 
rison in charge of fortifications. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses 
for the safe-keeping of military stores; for offices, recruiting stations, and 
for the hire of buil: eae grounds for summer cantonments, and for tem- 

rary buildings at mtier stations; for the construction of tem 

dings and stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts: 
Provided, That no part of the moneys so appropriated shall be paid for com- 
mutation of fuel; and for quarters to officers or enlisted men, $1,000,000; Pro- 
g amount, if in the judgment of the 


vided further, That from the fore: 
Secretary of War the emergency e the sum of $130,000, or so much thereof 
as in his discretion may be necessary, 1 be used for 


the purchase of a site 
or sites for the location of barracks for the accommodation of a garrison in 
charge of fortifications. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Naval establish- 
ment,” on page 31, after line 15, to insert: 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 

For the payment to the following-named officers of the United States 
Navy, their heirs or legal representatives, the amounts hereinafter stated, 
for expenses of subsistence at Key West, or aa ug od both, between Febru- 
font fag and May 1, 1898, checked, or directed to be checked, a: eir 


accounts: Capt. Charles D. Sigsbee, $137.83; Commander Richard . 
; Lieut. Commander rge F. W. Hol . $92.63; Lieut. John Hood 4 
eut. Carl W. Jungen, $95; Lieut. Frederic C. Bowers, $101.33; Lieut. 

, $65.33; Lieut. Wilfrid V. Powelson, $25.93; Lieut. John R. Mo 

a. rg op B aN $66.67; gn . H. Holdon $140.76; 

at T. Cluve $ m, t; Ensign 

Arthur Crenshaw, $34; 01.38; David F. Boyd, 


rk mt $92.33; Pay r ur d on ac- 
count of Lieut. John Blandin, deceased); the heirs or legal representatives 
ah. the ate ‘les P. Howell, commander, United States Navy, $140.76; in 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 7, to insert: 


That the provision in the act entitled “An act making appropriations to 
— deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
and for prior y and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, 
authorizing yt ae to the officers and enlisted men comprising the teny 
rary force of the Navy 1 the war with Spain who served creditably 
beyond the limits of the United States of two months’ extra pay, and to those 
who so served wi the limits of the United States of one month's extra 
pay, is hereby amended so as to authorize the payment to the heirs or legal 
representatives of the officers and enlisted men entitled to the benefits of said 
poren who died, or may hereafter die, of the extra pay therein provided 
‘or. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 21, to insert: 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Observation of total eclipse of the sun in May, 1900: For preparation and 
outfit of instruments and their transportation, the purchase of additional 
apparatus and materials, including photographic material, the erection of 
suitable buildings at each station, and generally the expenses of preparation 
and observation, including the living expenses of parties at the several sta- 
tions, and the available instruments in observing the transit of Venus 
in 1874 and 1882 may be also utilized, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 38, after line 11, to insert: 


To pay the Atlantic Building Company for rent of the seventh and elghth 
floors and four rooms on sixth floor of building used and occupied by the 
ovember, 1899, at $500 per 


Indian Office, for the months of October and 
month, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 16, to insert: 
hae Sag Re sah cost of rae! yond of certain rooms in the Atlantic Building, Wash- 
occupied by the In 


dian Office and beyond 
ins’ oe atten Bye wear and tear as eee a 
by the Secretary of the arine $0 assess $21. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 

For 3 for the Department ot the Interior and its several bureaus 
and n cluding the Civil Service Commission and the Geological Sur- 
vey, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Geological Sur- 
vey,” on 42, line 15, to increase the appropriation for con- 
tinuation of the investigation of the coal and gold resources of 
Alaska from $25,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ““ Indian Affairs, 
on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 

For the prevention and stamping out of smallpox among the whites in the 
Indian Territory, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 22, after the word 
“and,” to strike out “ninety-nine” and insert ninety-seven;“ so 
as to make the clause read: 

To complete the work of the commission appointed by the Secretary of 


the Interior under section 9 of the Indian — a core June 7, 1897, to meet 
certain 5 under the agreement with the Chippewa and Christian 
Indians, bursable, $600. 


appointed 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the subhead „Miscellaneous 
objects, Interior Department,“ on 44, line 14, after the word 
To,“ to strike out ‘reimburse ” an insert “pay to the widow 
of the late; so as to make the clause read: 

to the widow of the late Dr. A. H. Witmer on account of salary 

withhold, and other disallowances, $537.15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 16, to insert: 


Reimbursement of John E. Crane: To reimburse John E. Crane, United 
States Wenger yee ay) in Alaska, for expenses incurred —— Se? the’ Aer of 
sick Americans peci Circle City, Alaska, 897 and 1898, 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, 8 the head of Department of 
Justice,” on page 46, after line 9, to insert: 


For incidental expenses and for log at e aS tem: 3 and 


orkmen necessa. . eee. in the District 
of Columbia ren by Department of and their 
compensation fixed by the V and to 8 expended under his 
direction, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Post-Office De- 
partment,” “ the aby as of page 48, to insert: 


To enable th 8 F resented at 
irmana * stion of the twenty Atth a of tho organization on of the Unk 


br del og — tor that genes the er ane Kober Sea ri 
os se eater nh discretion. to fix fix a per diem allowance to the 


he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead Out of the 
pea tal revenues,” on page 48, line 24, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to 
rt the following proviso: 


Provided, That in administering the service under this a riation no 
deficiency be created therein. 9 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Paris Exposi- 
tion,” on page 50, line 1, after the word ‘‘expended,” to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Patents is authorized and directed to 


allow such patent models as have been previously exhibited at 25 meg me 
tional gree on as the 5 t 
ported to and from and exhi! 5 
employee ‘of the Patent Office duly fos apon on thar ithe 
Commissioner of Patents; such models to returned to 
at the close of the exposition; but no models shall be removed 9 
which litigation is now pending. 

The amendment was 


The next amendment was, ene the same head, on page 50, 
after line 10, to insert: 


For six additional commissioners, to be appointed as provided by the sun- 
ay civil 3 act, 8 proved: 7 — * 1 a who shall perform the 
du rte subject to the therein, at $3,000 each, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Legislative,” on 
page 50, after line 16, to insert: 
SENATE. 
F ofin andin ti ordered by the Senate, includ- 
a a 
— but not exceeding $1.25 per printed ne $25,000. 


The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 23, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $15,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 25, to insert: 
For repairs of Maltby Building, NG 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 51, to insert: 


To enable men Recre of the Senate to Lg rai x eee with 
the reception of the statue of bster on January 18, 
1900, incurred Reirs the gte, committee of the Senate and B of Representa- 
tives, upon vouchers to be approved p of tee, $700, 
or so much thereof as may ben 


The amendment was 

The next amendment was, ae the subhead ! Under the Pub- 
lic Printer,” on page 52, line 6, after the word! For,“ to insert 
printing and binding for;” so as to make the clause read: 

For printing and binding for the Treasury Department, $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 11, to insert: 

For printing and 5 8600 age Department of the Interior, including the 
Civil Service 

The Annen ce 1880 to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments in In- 
dian depredation claims,” on ea SAES 19, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out: House ent No. 27, two hundred 
and forty-two thousand one hundred and twelve,” and insert 
Senate Document No. 84, three hundred and ninety-six thou- 
sand nine hundred and sixty-seven;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 1 of judgments rendered the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases, ce: to Congress at its present session in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 84, $396,967. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head of “J udgments, Court 
of Claims,” on page 54, line 15, after the word ‘‘twenty-six,” to 
insert and Senate Document No. 99;” and in line 19, before the 
word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “‘twenty- -three thousand nine hundred 
and twenty-five dollars and sixty” and insert ‘‘ fifty-one thousand 
six hundred and fifty-five dollars and eighty-two;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For the Berens of the judgments 1 by the Court of Claims, 
rted to at its nt session in House Document No. 28 and 
nate —— ied o. 99, $2,151,655.82. 


The 5 was agreed to. 

Ther ek of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
95 ff the bill what is the total amount proposed to be appropriated 

it? 

Mr. HALE. About $9,000,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The total amount appropriated by the bill 
is about $9,000,000? 

Mr. HALE. Nine million and odd dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there anyitem in the bill to pay for the 
rent of the custom-house in New York? 

Mr. HALE. No; of course there area thousand items in the bill. 
I have read it over several times. Iam satisfied there is no item 
of that kind. There is an amendment which was proposed to be 
offered on the floor touching that, and when the subject was called 
to my attention I declined to offer it, because it is not a matter 
that should come into this bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the committee inform 
me what portion of this deficiency app tion is for expenses 
of 5 the war in the Philip 

Mr Of course I can not festegate that item, because 


the expenses of the War Department are general. ey run over 
the pi, uae obec s Department, the Co: Department, 
the Pay Department, the Si Corps, Medical and Sur and 
the other divisions of the War Department. How m of these 


War Department eee e which amount to shout $45,- 
000,000, will be expended upon the Philippine service I do not 
know. Ido not know whether an ing directed to the War 
Department by the Senate, at the instance of the Senator from 
ae Dakota, would elicit that information. I suppose that 
ee it might; but there is nothing in this appropriation 
ill that conveys to my mind or can convey to any Senator's mind 

fe distinction between that service in the War Department and 

e other. 

I have no doubt ee it is a very large proportion of this amount 
that is being so e , because the most of the Army is there, 
the most of the o jse are there, and the transportation of sup- 
plies and of troops and all the incidents to war touch the Philip- 
pine Islands; and the Senator knows, as every Senator knows, 
that there is no war so expensive as an itionary war. 

I must ask the Senator to be content with that answer. I did 


not conceive, as the Senator in charge of the bill, that I would be 
called upon to furnish perdi fy more definite than that statement. 
At any rate, I can not furnish it. 


1900. 
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are situated. 

While I arn net Sobek to refuse to yote supplies at this time to 

the Government, I feel like entering my protest against expend- 
collected from the people of the United States by 

taxation for e purga of conquering the people of the Philip- 

pines and depriving them of the right to govern themselves, 

Mr. HALE. It is proper, perhaps, that I should state—it may be 
that I did not in answer to the Senator's question—that while the 
appropriations direct are but nine million and odd thousands, 

are funds that we have given in our 9 that 
3 reap i ted, amounting to forty-seven and odd 
ousan 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is a war, Mr. President, against a 
constituted government that Congress has not declared, and we 
propose without inquiry to vote money to carry it on. It seems 
to me that it is the first duty of this Congress to take up and de- 
termine the question of right or wrong, and ascertain whether 
there is an occasion for the loss of life and the e ture of 
money in the effort to conquer those le, and that that ought 
to be done before we approve any by the appropriation of 
money the acts of the Administration in this connection. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to discuss this question at the pres- 
ent time, but I do desire to enter my protest against a further ap- 
proval of this business. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


| ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY—THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maine I 
think that ought not to be done unless our friends on the other 
side will say to us that they do not wish on to-morrow to con- 
tinue the debate on the financial bill. 

Mr. HALE. I had understood that no Senator desires to 
to-morrow. I know that many Senators desire the day for busi- 
ness at the Departments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I do not know of any Senator on this 
side who desires to take the floor at this time on the financial bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or for to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Neither for to-morrow or the next 


day. 

Mr. HALE. I was so told. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the absence of the Senator from Rhode 
Island . ALDRICH], who ap to be absent from the Cham- 
ber eee ar to I attention to the fact that the 
weeks and days are passing without a discussion of this bill, and 
to urge its discussion in the Senate so far as it may properly be 
* Of conte, if ae nee ieee fo ont no one wishes 

speak u t question. I do not objec journing over, 
but certainly it ought not to be made a reason for asking or sug: 
gesting a tponement of the final vote upon the financial bil! 
upon the 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I do not understand that any notice 
has been given for Monday, 


Mr. I should not have made the motion if I had not 
understood that no Senator on the other side or on this side de- 
sires to to-morrow, 

Mr. TT of Connecticut. There is no notice for Monday. 

Mr. HALE. As to what will be done on Monday, I donot think 
what we do to-morrow or the next day will in any way change 
that. If we come here in the morning, so many Senators desire 
the day for business at the Departments and o business that 
we shall have nothing to do and will adjourn. It will bring only 
a few Senators here. I should be ing to leave the question 
E the Senator from Iowa, who has large experience 

matter and who is standing now as the for the 
bill, but I remind him that we will not get any debate to-morrow, 
I believe, from what we have heard here to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, for the first time, I hear from the other 
side that they are not prepared to go on with the debate upon the 
financial either to-morrow or the next day. It was only to 
5 5 a that a re 7 and not 

ving an opportuni consult about it, and no one sug- 
gesting to me from the other side that they did not wish to go on 
to-morrow or the next day, I of course interposed the suggestion 
that I made, TFT 
this financial bill, I know of no pressing matter before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will ask that a vote be taken on my motion. 
E 5 Senator desired the floor to-morrow, I would not insist upon 

of course. 


case and ask to have it : 
Mr. BATE, I wish to say that the junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee is necessarily absent. He was for for a special 
urpose. I understand that he can not return before about Mon 


r. CHANDI ö 
ž LER, I understood that the junior Senator from 
Tennessee would be necessarily absent until next week. As soon 
as he returns that case will be brought to the attention of the 


Senate. 

Mr, TELLER, I wish to suggest that several Senators have 

prer onoo speeches to be made on subjects other than the 
question. Some of them have been crowded ont, and 

by the usual custom they will feel at li to make their speeches 

on some other day. Thus we are liable to be crowded into the last 

of the time and to have no opportunity to make the financial de- 

bate without seeming to be rteous to our associates. 

The Senator from New Ham Mr. CHANDLER] and the 

ve notices here on the 


usual custom of allowing Senators to come in with 
which they have given notice, we shall find ourselves at the last 
with a number of Senators who will want to speak on the finan- 
cial 2 but who will have no opportunity. 

NES of Arkansas. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 


already fixed by unanimous consent. Mr. MONEY. I that after the busi- 
Mr. JO. of Ar C ness of the morning hour to-day I woul: the Senate on tha 
pene ee The time was agreed on to vote; Senators know | resolution of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 
have that time; and if they choose to take time to p a Mr. HALE. Ido not understand that to-morrow or the next 
little bit more thoroughly than they would if the bill were bei Gay bare been mort, by any Senators. 
pressed it is a matter certainly that can not be complained of. . CHANDLER. No; there is no notice for speeches on those 
Mr. TELLER. There has some notice at least given of | da 
the discussion of another subject on Monday, so that no one will X . They are not mo , but what I want to 
probably have a chance to discuss the financial bill on Monday. po Bey that I hope Senators who are g to make on 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Unanimous consent was given when | o subjects will make them in time and not interfere with 
the bill was taken up that the bill should not give way to anything | those who will desire to speak on the financial bill. I know sev- 
else after 2 o’clock. eral Senators who to make a speech on the financial ques- 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows very well that we can not tion. I shall feel at liberty to insist that the financial question 


easily say to a Senator who desires to discuss some other question 
and who has given the notice that he must not doit. It has been 
the custom of the Senate to allow him to doit. Of course, if the 
debate is not to go on to-morrow, the Senate can adjourn until 
Monday, but I do not believe it ought to adjourn over. I know 
there has been some notice given of ae on MOOIS that has 
nothing to do, I understand, with this question. If any- 
one is ready to discuss the financial bill, I shall insist that he 1 
have the 5 doing so, inasmuch as I do not now recall 
whe ee ere notice for Monday, But that it is unpleasant 
0. 


shall be the question before the Senate if anybody wants to speak 
on it at any time. 

Mr, JO of Arkansas, That was the unanimons-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to be discourteous to any Senator 
who would like tospeak, but I shall insist after Monday that noth- 
8 of the Senate, shall allow financial 

to be set aside if anyone wants to speak on it, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. ident 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Isu we shall have an opportunity to 
discuss the financial bill eee report. [am wp bos 


to make some remarks on the subject, but inasmuch as the House 
has passed one bill and the Senate committee have 
other, I tho 
majority 


‘ proposed an- 
ht I should like to discuss the measure which the 

y conclude to present to the country and I would 

in discussing the conference report, which 

y which we are to consider. I understand 

there is no limit to debate upon a conference report, and I prefer, 
as far as I am concerned, to wait until I ascertain what is pre- 
sented here finally for consideration. 

Iam well aware that as the matter now stands a measure en- 
tirely different, another scheme entirely, may be mted to this 
body by the conference committee, and with the latitude we have 
allowed to committees of conference it can be almost entirely a 
new measure. Therefore, if it is understood that there is no limit 
to the debate on the conference report, I should prefer to defer my 
remarks until that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Iowa, who speaks for the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
whether we are to understand that debate on the opposite side of 
the Chamber 73 25 the currency bill goes entirely by default? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am not authorized to speak 
for the chairman of the Finance Committee on that special point. 
The chairman has already explained his views upon the tute 
offered by the Committee on ce. 

Mr, T. ER. He said he did not know of anyone else. 

_ Mr, ALLISON, I am reminded that he said he did not know 
that anyone else upon this side intended to speak upon the sub- 
ject. I should think that later on 2 there might be some 
observations on the bill before its from Senators on 
this side of the Chamber. I myself may want to make a few ob- 
servations at some stage of the pre ; but if the bill could 
be passed now, or if I could understand t 
ators on the other side with respect to it, I might perhaps waive 
any idea I have of making a estion on the subject. 

listened to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as well as 

I could a few days ago, and I was surprised to find that he places 

a very different construction upon many of the provisions of the 

bill from that fa adr ih i I wanted to get a lit- 

tle of the tren aoe on on the other side of the Chamber in re- 
d to the detail of the bill before I said very much about it. I 

o not know that I shall say much about it at any time, but I 
would not wish to be foreclosed now by the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska so that I would be debarred making such 

8 ations as 1 might think proper to make later on in this de- 

0. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Thad e ee e ee 
remarks of the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, when this measure 
was a by him, and with p ‘respect for that Senator 
and the bill he represents I supposed that an additional argument 
would be offered on the other side of the Chamber in support of 
the bill. Not a word has been said by our friends on the other 
side since the Senator from Rhode Island last spoke. It seems to 
be taken for granted that this measure is so ect and so com- 
ete that no man ought to question its co: ess before comin, 

o the support of its provisions on that side of the Chamber. 
have been at a loss to know whether it was regarded in that light 
by our Republican friends or whether, realizing that they had the 

the mere force of numbers to vote it through 

on the 15thof next month, they intended to remain silent until that 

ire aoa carry it in spite of all arguments and protests against its 
on. 

Now, the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island were so 
completely overcome and destroyed by the senior Senator from 
Colorado | Mr, TELLER] that I 7 the Senator from Iowa or 
some equally well-informed and experienced Senator would reen- 
se the Senator Sram 33 e here, pe seems to be Sh 
without any suppo especially hoped something wou 
be said ape the other side of the Chamber that would be in the 
nature an argument in support of this most extraordinary 


measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair), The 
Senator from Nebraska will suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock hay- 
ing arrived, the e before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be sta 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. My motion is still pen x 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator wait. 

Mr. HALE. Let it at least be considered as pending. I do not 
care for a vote at this moment. 

Mr, TE . The Senator can renew the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 


attitude of the Sen- pl 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I had hoped something would be 
said on the other side of the Chamber in support of measure, 
which it took so many months at Atlantic City and elsewhere to 
formulate and get in shape, so that those of us who do not believe 
in its provisions or in the policy might have an opportunity to 
combat the arguments made in this body. Yet not one word has 
veer neig here aside from what was said by the Senator from Rhode 

nd. 

An unfortunate death, Mr. President, the lorable death of 
the gentleman who was elected to succeed me in he. Peas dis- 
connected me for a time from that continuity of study and thought 
upon this question that I would have given it if I had expected to 
return to the Chamber at the present session of Congress. When 
I left here in March last I turned my attention to another pursuit, 
and I did not follow my reading and study on the all-important 
subject of the science of money as I would have followed it if I 
had remained here or if I had expected to returnshortly. There- 
fcre I find myself on my return as a member of the Senate not in 
a situation to take up the question and discuss it fully at this 
time. Iam trying to prepare myself. 

But I want it distinctly understood upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and by the country, that so far as I am concerned, and 
so far as those who believe with me are concerned, hostility to the 
passage of this measure is not at an end. 

Why, Mr. President, this measure is a direct violation of every 

ledge the Republican party has made to this country in the last 

m years. It is an open and inexcusable abandonment of every 
prore; In 1888 the Republicans the Democratic party 

or undertaking to demonetize silver. 1892 it pledged itself to 
bimetallism, and in 1896, in a qualified way, in favor of interna- 
tional bimetallism. 
Now, what has been done to carry out that pledge or those 
edges? When the present Administration came into power on 
the 4th of March, 1897, a commission was appointed under an act 
in the Fifty-fourth Con the distinguished 
tor from Colorado Mr. WoLcotT] was chairman, to visit 
Europe and see what could be done in the way of entering into an 
international t for the coinage of gold and silver. 

. R. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
a WO 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I 
* should be fulfill 

te closes, I want to 


with the Senator that all these 


gave notice several da 
usiness to-day he would 
by the Senator from North 


Mr. ALLEN. I knew the moment I attempted to assail the 
position of the appaia and show zp its weak places there 
would be some against it, but I did not it from the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I realize what the Senator says, 
and I shall close what I was going to say in a moment. 

That pledge was not ful When the Senator from Colo- 


rado [Mr. 
member of 


them by Con 
Treasury was 

E 

stan very pai 

Was broken, and When that > 
January, 1898, to make their 
States they found that every effort had been used in this country 
to handicap them while they were gone and to destroy their 
efficiency. So, after that puny and futile effort, the President of 
the United States and the Republican party turned their backs 
upon the question presented by the commissioners. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
who is chairman of the Committee on Finance made a speech on 
this bill. I have no hesitation in saying it was avery able A ue 
for it seemed to be the 8 8 ting 
what the bill contained, and he su admirably, I think, in 
that particular. I felt it my duty briefly to speak what I thought 
of the bill. The Senator from Rhode Island was present on both 
days when 1 e The Senator from Iowa was also present. 
According to usual custom of the Senate, the advocates and 
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supporters of a bill, if it is misrepresented by a er, will gen- 
erally een and at least give their opinion. ere was not a 
suggestion 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER, Wait a minute. There was not a suggestion 
that I was misrepresenting the bill. I should have been most de- 
lighted to have heard what was their interpretation of the bill if 
it was different from mine, but I did not have that opportunity. 
Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON, If I stated that the Senator from Colorado 
misrepresented the bill 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not mean that. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not state it in that form. 

Mr. TELLER. Not offensively. 

Ma, race tt What I agg ih to say va 8 Senator's 
understanding, as expressed observations, many pro- 
visions of the bill was different from my understan A at of 
course at some time I may interpret the bill and its ous pro- 
visions as I understand them, but I do not care to do so now. In- 
deed, it may be interpreted by others so that it will not be necessary 
for me toe any views on the subject. 

Mr. TELL I essed my surprise the other day when 
the Senator from Rhode Island said he did not know that there 
TVTVTTTTTC oE R 

Mr, ALLISON, I did not hear him say that. 

Mr, TELLER. He said most distinctly that he knew of no 
other speech that was to be made in behalf of the bill. 1 
— fr rise then that a great question of this kind should be sub- 
mitted in that way. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that if we go on 
and put such a construction on the bill as we think is justified 

and I certainly will put nothing on it that I do not think is justi- 

ed), it will not do for the Senator and his associates to go on the 
stump after the bill is passed and say it does not mean what we 
said it did if they will not here defend their bill, , 

Mr. President, I proposti submit some further remarks on this 
bill, and I hope then that if I misinterpret the bill in the slight- 
est d , any Senator who thinks I am not right will get up and 
raise the question. I am trying to get at the truth of the bill, 
Mr. President. I do not care to come here and misinterpret it, nor 
misinterpret it in 1 eapo or manner, and I have not, in my 

nion, in the brief time I have discussed it, talked in any d 
about some of the enormities of the bill and some of the in- 
fluences that are to follow. And yet we get nothing at all from 
the other side. I do not understand that they are to debate it at 
any time, but it is to go nem con, not because, as the Senator 
from Nebraska 4 that they think it is a perfect bill, for 
I know there are tors who are going to vote for it who feel it 
“ not, Lich because they have got in front of the machine that is 

0 


m. 
I do not mean to be offensive when I say that since the Repub- 
lican party have surrendered to a caucus and allowed a caucus to 
dominate them in their ju mt in this Senate, we can not ex- 
pect they will stand up and defend that which their 8 18 
i That is the case with some of them, at least, Mr, Presi- 
dent. Whenever a man surrenders his jonas to a caucus, he 
is bound by the caucus, For myself, I never surrendered to a 
caucus, and I could not surrender to a caucus on a great question 
involving, as this does, the interests of the whole nation and of 
all the world because of our great influence, 
ae ed ph yo it is the Saus 2 1 jt got the eee 
on eoan propose o and then say to us, 
Aan of New Yor 


as a distinguished k once said, “ What are you 
going to do about it?” They say, We have got the power, and 
we are going to put this bill h. If you do not like it, you 
can do the other thing.” That is sen t which seems to 


animate, with rare exceptions, the Republicans of this Senate to- 
o I will not include all of them in that statement. 

r. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator allow me to say that there 
mene Heat Do SOODNE Canoes OD Shae bill and that there is to be 
none - 

Mr, TELLER, Oh, Mr. President, that is a mere way of avoid- 
the statement I have made. A caucus was hel , and the 


pub lic were told that a caucus was held, that a committee had | beca 


pointed by the caucus to go down to a watering place on 
the Atlantic coast and take the bill, which had been sent to them 


from Indianapolis, and see whether it was suitable or not. That | of 


is the fact, and it will not do for anybody to deny it, There ma 
have been no Senatorial caucus, but there has been a caucus, 


tives, and this is the first time in the history of this or any other 
nation of free people when such a bill has been presented, coming 
from no committee, having had no consideration of the committee 
of that body, and having had practically no consideration by the 
committee of this moar 

Mr, President, I did not rise to interfere with the Senator from 


TST ER ae, te es 


Mississippi, but I shall take occasion before this debate is over to 
continue some remarks in the line I have started in on to-day. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr, TELLER, I have concluded for the present. 


Mr. ALLISON, I mean the Senator from 
Mr. MONEY. I yield to the Senator. : 
Mr. ALLISON. . President, I do not desire or intendinany 


way to impugn the motives of Senators on either side of the Cham- 
ber or to delay in the discussion of this measure to either 
ac hen the Senator from Main (Mr. Har. | proposed adj 

en mator aine l E an adjourn- 
ment over until Monday, I suggested that it ought not to be done 
if Senators on the other side desired to discuss the bill 
ing. On the assurances of Senators on the other side that they did 
not wish to discuss it during this week, I yielded, of course, tothe 
motion of the Senator from Maine, 

I take it for ted, not having heard from the Senator from 
Rhode Island . ALDRICH] on subject for some days, that 
ebate on this on both sides of the Chamber, 

their views as to the de- 

tails of the bill, and that there will be discussion as to how far the 
8 tated a d edos Republi rapid ds in th 

wi and sup ican principles e 

past. I made the ion to the Senator from Colorado that I 

paos a led Mg > construction on some of the details of the 

from what I understood him to place upon them. I am speak- 

ing now of the amendments of the Senate Finance Committee to 


now pend- 


zasa ae 


the bill. I understood the Senator to say that the effect of th 


Senate amendments will be to withdraw entirely the greenbacks 
from circulation and substitute bonds for them. I understood 
him also to say, in effect, that the result wonld be a withdrawal 
in time, under the operations of the bill, of all the silver money 
and silver certificates in circulation. I certainly can not accept 
that interpretation. I only mention these two as illustrations of 
the Senator’s contention. 
Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, the 
House bill does that thing beyond question, does it not? 
VCTF 
am on now— perhaps allu on— 
of the Renate committee amendments as I understand them. I 
ts the effect of the 
currency of our 


That, however, 
is what I meant when I said that I thought the Senator from 
Colorado misapprehended e ad ag at herder 
ate committee amendments; and atsome time early in the debate, 
or late in the debate, I shall endeavor to give my interpretation 
VV)VWWWWWWWWWWWWWW erent 
men 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now renew the motion made by the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Hate}, that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next, 

The motion was agreed to, 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. MONEY. Task that the resolution of the Senator from * 


North Carolina 88 PRITCHARD] may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLAY in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolution referred to by the 
Senator from 5 which will be read. 

The Secretary read resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resol That enactmen consti rwise, 
which parae Moi the right to cornet fi any ro 5 A ga 
classes of and excludes other citizens 

nth and fifteenth 
of the United States of a fundamental 
governmen 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, in accordance with the notice I 


of our republican form 


ve a few days , I purpose addressing the Senate on thé reso- 
ution which ust been read by the There need be 
no excuse for any tox ci in this debate. Icertainly 


‘ht into this argument the name 
have used ‘‘ unconstitutional 


certain of its citizens, I hope that I 


ees 


— 
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shall always be willing, if not prepared, to defend my State when- 
ever it is assailed from any quarter. t 
resolution which he has offered and 


The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
Hoan form of government, etc. 
Then the Senator seriously contended that if the State of North 
Carolina, through its sovereign citizens, should make an or; 0 
law imposing certain it 
will have lost its republican form of government. It would be 
very difficult for hini to prove that it had lost even the spirit of a 


republican ernment; and I can not take very seriously any 
i t ch would go to show that it had lost its form. Cer- 
{ bataly thers iano conten 


i 
Z 


imposing in its a than sound in the 
texture of its material; and Iam to say, without any disre- 
I i grt, sag ta cy in 5 es 

r ng ap dislike 
ical, but there is n FCC 
i ples, but to follow the text of my 
ds and to make what I consider appropriate com- 
ments upon it. I shall endeavor to t the con- 


it considers important or unim 
transit of Venus down to the 

upon any question which any gentleman 
one, and perhaps 


t, a case could have been up foe Se 
courts on the constitution of the State of Louisiana, of w. this 
amendment is a copy. p 
uch desirable to have a judicial deci- 


2235... 
as o have a ve upon matter; an 
jada, pary that the 8 the Senator from 
with the amendment, was very much 
like the newspaper and committee declarations he read on Mon- 
day last—mere cam documents. In other words, it seems 
to me that the Senator draws upon the Senate of the United States 
for an at eo upon the coming contest in his 
th penta mdiment is anounstituth ‘re readily Fr 
het amen un perceives, 
as you will, that it will exercise an Atman a 
effect upon the voters of North Carolina favoring amendment. 
In any State of the Union that would be the necessary result. 
Many voters will decide at once that whatever this Senate says is 
Ne ve Oe Dae DO St SAA OF See on ce D OE 
r 0 against that N. EAN ey are unwilling 

wait fot a Judicial decision m it. 

In the first place, Mr. 
want to refer to the same authority which was used on Monda; 

my friend from North Carolina; r 
$ te no other authorities except those which he himself has used. 
T his tion in this matter, 
then 1 will yield the case; but d that every decision 
he has quoted here goes him in the construction that he 
deaives to en upon it. case of Williams was decided in the 
State of ppi, and the Senator gave his construction of the 
decision of the court. 

I can not see well enough to find what I want, but, in brief, the 
Sarpa doek N took an N eee care ee 

ashing unty upon a charge of murder, ground being 
that the 3 the electors of a county who were 
discriminated against in a manner obnoxious to the fifteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the UnitedStates, Thesupreme 
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to find the place, although I have the book here before me. 
Before I 3 , Mr. President, I call the attention 
oaos Senate to the fact that 


The Secretary read as follows: 

Sego. 5. No male who was on January 
thereto, entitled to vote under the laws of any in the United 
wherein he ed. no t ot any such person, shall 
be denied the right to and vote at election in State by reason 
of his failure to educational q cations prescribed in section 
4 of this article: He shall have in accordance with the 


intentional on my part to leave out anything which occurred in 

the amendment, and I have not done so, as I understand it. 
8 I accept that explanation on the part of the 
Mr. PRITCHARD, I did not base my argument on any such 


ground. 

Mr. MONEY. I think I will show that yon did. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. But Ido cog: Beco the amendment is uncon- 
stitutional as it was read by the tary just now. I do not 
rely on the other in the slightest degree. 

Mr. MONEY. ell, Mr. President, I, of course, t the ex- 
33 of the Senator, as I shall accept another from alittle 

ter on, because I do not believe he would be so uous as 
to base his remarks upon so flimsy a foundation as that; but, at 
any rate, I called his attention during the progress of his speech 
320 teat forge madonnina A open fie tate Sant 

rel ge ug e pu argument u e 
there are no such words in the p constitutional amend- 
ment. Weshallsee. Mr. President, Í am laboring under a phys- 
ical difficulty that I can not very well get over just now. 

Mr. PR Ik I can be of any assistance to the Senator 
I shall be glad to find for him what he wants. 

Mr. MONEY. I want the language of the court in the case of 


illiams. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I will find it for the Senator. 
Mr. MONEY. While my friend is finding the quotation for me, 
I want to mention for a moment one of the arguments made i 
e Senator from North One of his quotations is as fo 
ows: 


That each of the States of North South 
Alabama, and Wiorids shall be entailed and 


fun: 
States ever be so amended or as to deprive any citizen or 
class of citizens of the United States of a right to vote in said Sta 
I suppose every lawyer knows that whatever restrictions may 
be put upon a State to enable it to enter the Union, > hee when a 
State has been admitted she is the peer of any other State there, 
and that she can act without any regard whatever to that restrict- 
ing ahead and has power to do what any other State can do. 
The Supreme Court has said, and the President of the United States 
during the of the reconstruction measures said, that no 
State had ever 3 out of the Union at all, and therefore she need 
not, so far as the power to cha her constitution as she pleased 
was con thin the inhibi of the fourteenth and 
amendments, to make no pledge whatever, Asa matter of fact, 
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there was an intense anxiety throughout the Southern States as to 
what was to be the fate of those States. We did not know what 
sort of government we were going to have, and the people were 


willing to accept almost any sort of conditions in order, not to 
enter the Union again, but to resume Federal relations.” 

The Senator from North Carolina endeavors to make a point on 
section 4 of the proposed constitutional amendment, which reads 
as follows: 

. 4. hi: lf f istration shall be able 
reat ond writs any section of the constitution in the Bngtiah ze; an 
before he shall be entitled to vote shall haye paid, on or before the 18 aay of 
March of the year in which he proposes to vote, his poll tax, as prescri by 
law, for the previous year. 


Well, Mr. President, several States of this Union have prescribed 
an educational qualification, and it can not be said that that vio- 
lates the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, because the 
Senator admits that there are 50,000 negro voters in his State who 
can read and write. So there is no discrimination pointed out 
there, as has been said in the decision he has now before him in 
the case from Mississi cin The Supreme Court said that the con- 
vention of Mississippi had swept the whole field of expedients to 
find something that would restrict the right of suffrage; and as 
they could not find power under the fifteenth amendment to dis- 
criminate against the negro, they discriminated against his char- 
acteristics. They did so, Mr. President, not as my friend thinks, 
to maintain the Democracy dominant, but to maintain a civiliza- 
tion that is dependent very largely ag the Democratic party 
being in control. If 50,000 negroes in the State of North Carolina 
can read and write, then where is the discrimination in the illiter- 
es! clause? 

ow we get to the argument concerning persons disqualified 
to vote if they were not voters or if their ancestors were not voters 
on the ist day of January, 1867, or prior thereto, Asa matter of 
fact, it is recognized that up to 1835 the free colored pebple of 
North Carolina were permitted to vote. It is also well known 
that many of the people of color in Massachusetts and in other 
States prior to 1861 were voters, and they may be presumed to have 
some of their descendants still living in the State of North Caro- 
lina. That relieves this section from any charge of discrimina- 
tion on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

My friend says: 

I call upon my Democratic friends to show me a single individual who, 
while in a condi of servitude, was entitled to vote. 

It is not necessary to show that anybody has ever alleged that, 
but it was only those who were free in the State of North Caro- 
lina up to 1835 and entitled to the elective franchise and their 
descendants, who are supposed to be still numerous in that State. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. May I ask the Senator a question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
appl yield? 
r. MONEY. Certainly. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. May I ask the Senator what is to become 
of those who had been in a condition of servitude? 

Mr. MONEY. If they are illiterate, they will not vote. 

Mr, PRITCHARD. Iam not speaking of that, but I want to 
know what will become of them as à class of le. The framers 
of the fifteenth amendment not only provided that it should not 
operate against those people on account of race or color, but they 
went a step further, as the debates will show, and in order that 
there should be no doubt about the question, they provided that 
those ae should not be discriminated against on account of 
previous condition of servitude.” Now, I ask my distinguished 
friend to point me to a single instance wherein any individual in 
any ue a States while in a condition of servitude had the right 
to vo : 

Mr. MONEY. I do not know of any. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iso understand it. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not think that is of any importance to this 
case. This applies to the descendants of those who did vote, and 
there were a great many of them who were entitled to vote. It 
does not mean to go any further. 

The Senator claims that there is no similarity between the illit- 
eracy clause in the constitution of Massachusetts and that of his 
State, and he proceeds to read, as I wish I could, from that con- 
stitution. His point is that all those who voted at the time the 
constitution was made in Massachusetts are still entitled to vote, 
and that it is not so in the constitution proposed in North Caro- 
lina; but, as a matter of fact, that distinction is unimportant, 
because in both instances, in order to presorve the best interests 
of the country, it was thought best to legislate against illiteracy, 
and it makes no difference whether a man voted at that time or at 
any other time. At any rate, he has the time under the constitu- 
tion to prepare himself for the ballot. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina assumes that if part of 
this constitutional amendment shall be declared unconstitutional, 
9 does not carry the remainder with it, and he cites from 
ad ion of Justice Matthews. I should like to find that case. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I think you will find it in 153 United States. 


Mr. MONEY. One hundred and fifty-eight United States. I 
have the case here, Isuppose. It is the case of Pollock vs. Farm- 
ers’ Loan and Trust Company, quoting from Sprague vs, Thomp- 
son (118 U. S., 90, 95): 

The insuperable difficulty with the application of that principle of con- 


struction to the present instance ts, that by rejecting the exceptions intended 
the ture of Georgia the statute is made to enact what confessedly 


the 2 — 


ture never meant. It confers upon the statute a positive opera- 
tion beyond the legislative intent, and beyond what anyone can say it would 
ha ve enacted in view of the illegality of the exceptions. 


Then, again, the court says: 


We do not mean to say that an act laying by apportionment a direct tax 

real estate and personal pro; or the income thereof, might not 
excise taxes on business, privileges, employments, and vocations. 
But this is not such an act, and the scheme must be considered as a whole. 
Being invalid as to the gaur part, and falling, as the tax would. if any part 
were held valid, in a direction which could not have been contemplated 
except in connection with the taxation considered as an entirety, we are 
constrained to conclude that sections 27 to 37, inclusive, of the act which 


became a law without the signature of the President on August 28, 1894, are 


wholly inoperative and void. 

That is on the income tax. That is not the case I wanted, 
although it is to the same point. 

In the case of George W. Warren and others vs. Mayor and 
Aldermen of Charlestown (68 Mass.), the court says: 

When the parts epende: 
nnd. dd AE ae te OAO ETA 
belief that the 1 ture intended them as a whole, and that if all could not 
be carried into effect the legislature would not the residue independ- 
ently, if some parts are unconstitutional and void, all the provisions which 
are thus dependent, conditional or connected, must fall with thom. 

That exactly meets the case in point. Now, it is evident that 
the legislature of the State of North Carolina intended to present 
a scheme of suffrage to the sovereign people of that State for their 
adoption. It was a whole scheme; it was something in entirety. 
It had its several sections, it is true, but, as the court has frequently 
said, sections are simply artificial and carry no meaning. Two 
different things may be in the same section, and one thing may 
be scattered through a dozen sections. Here is the legislature of 
North Carolina presenting to that people a constitutional amend- 
ment upon what? Upon the subject of the elective franchise, 
And they make their declaration first as to illiteracy. 

One must read and write the Constitution. One must pay poll 
taxes. Then, as a modification of its restrictions as to illiteracy, 
a liberal condition appended to it, a certain class of people, to 
wit, those who voted on or prior to the Ist of January, 1867, and 
their descendants in North Carolina and in other States, are per- 
mitted to exercise the franchise. 

Now, here is a scheme presented as a whole; and with some 
re for the white people of his State I ask the Senator if he 
believes that that legislature would have presented the scheme 
minus that section—section 5, I think it is? No, Mr. President; 
they presented this scheme of suffrage as a whole, one part com- 
3 another, that called the fifth section moderating the 
rigor of the fourth section, I believe it is. 

. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 

Sop yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
. MONEY. Certainly, for a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has read from two decisions to 
sustain his contention that if section 5 falls the whole amendment 
would fall. Now, the Senator no doubt in his researches has 
found a number of other cases to the contrary; and, I take it, it 
would be fair, if he is to claim to present to the country what is 
the consensus of the opinions of our courts on this . that 
the decisions which take an opposite position should not be left 
out and that the weight of authority should be considered. I 
have on my desk a number of such decisions. I hold in my hand 
a case with which no doubt the Senator is familiar. It is 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator wants to ask me a question, he is 
N liberty to do so, but I object to allowing him to make a speech 

mine. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Senator willing for a fair statement 
of the opinions of the Supreme Court on this point to be given at 
this time? 

Mr. MONEY. Not at this time, but in your time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Senator willing for me to put into 
the RECORD a statement of a number of decisions 

Mr. MONEY. I am willing to be interrupted by the Senator, 
but I am not willing to have the Senator teach me how to make 
my fs ie or instruct me about the line of argument I am to 


make, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi decline to yield? 

r. MONEY. I decline to yield to anything but a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not wish to 
interfere with him if he is opposed to my calling hisattention toa 
2 of decisions of the courts which negative the position he 

en. 
Mr. MONEY. I am very willing for the Senator to cite all the 
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decisions he may have before him, when he speaks. I am pursu- 
ing a line of argument I have selected for myself. I have authori- 
ties to support me, and I am not willing to make use of the argu- 


ments that he ts to support his side of the case. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought the Senator wanted to get the facts 
in this case. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam presenting the facts, and I do not need the 
assistance of the Senator from North Carolina to do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi decline to yield? 

. MONEY. I decline to yield any further. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to say, in this connection, that I will 
invite the Senator when I speak to correct any statement I make 
or val put in any opinions of our courts, Iam not afraid of the 


Mr. MONEY. If the Senator means to infer that I am afraid 
of the truth, he could have spared himself that observation., It 
was not necessary for him to do that. I am not afraid of the 
truth; I am no more afraid of it than he is; but I propose to pur- 
sue my own course in this matter; and when the Senator inter- 


rupts me and I politely tell him that he can interrupt me for a | 1 


question, he ought to observe the usual courtesies of debate and 
not insist upon my taking up his decisions, which, as he says, I 
must carefully have looked over, and present them asa part of 
my argument. I do not wish to be at all uncivil to the Senator 
from North Carolina, but I must beg him to accord to me the re- 
spect that he expects from other people. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intended the utmost respect to the Senator, 
and I did not know that it was offensive for me to call his atten- 
tion to some Supreme Court decisions until he seemed to be dis- 
paet I bog his pardon for interrupting him. I shall not do 

t any more. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not object to the Senator interrupting on 
material things, but he must not close his remarks by inferring 
that I do not want the truth brought ont. It is not true, asa 
matter of fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply offered to put into the Senator’s re- 
marks this statement of Supreme Court decisions—— 

Mr. MONEY. I know that. 

Mr. BUTLER. If he did not object to it. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not intend to let the Senator do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. MONEY. He can pen it in his own speech, 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do so. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I can not find the decision of Mr. 
Justice Matthews which I desire. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. If the Senator will permit me, I haye the 
book here, and I have two places marked. 

Mr. MONEY, Letmeseeit. [Examining book.] That is not 
the case I want. I can not find the reference, so I will go on with 
my observations. s 

desired, Mr. President, to quote some decisions which I thought 
were referred to in the P FIE of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. Ido not at this moment find them, Iwill 

t to what I said a while ago, when I said the Senator from 

orth Carolina had in lated a word in the decision, which I 
will now read, and upon that he does base an argument. It is the 
case of Yick Wo vs. opkins, sh 

Though the law itself is fair on its face and impartial in appearance, yet 

d administered with an evil eye and unequal d, so as to 


if it is a an 
ractically make unjust and illegal discrimination between persons in sim- 
Tar circu’ neces material to their ri justice is still 


msta: ighte, the denial of eq 
within the prohibition of the Constitution. 

Now, here is what my friend says: 

Here is an explicit statement by Justice Matthews, which declares that al- 
— a law may be fair on its face and im jal in appearance, yet if it is 
capable of be administered with an evil eye or an unequal hand,” so as 
tod te between persons similarly situated, that the denial of guar- 
anteed rights is violative of the spirit and letter of the Constitution. Will 
any one deny that the proposed amendment is capable of being administered 
“with an evil eye and unequal hand?“ 

The word “capable” is not in the decision. 

Mr, PR D. I do not understand the Senator to contend 
that I was quoting the language of the decision when I used the 
word capable.“ 
oer MO. EY. It says an explicit statement by Justice Mat- 

ews. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator permit me? I will read 
the section to which he refers, if it will not be an interruption. 

Mr. MONEY. Have I not just read that one? 

Mr, PRITCHARD. Yes, sir, I based my argument on that 
decision, and I gave the Senate exactly what the decision said in 

d to the matter. 

. MONEY. I can not read this; but what it says is that there 
is nothing that appears in the constitution of Mississippi which 
is unfair or partial, but it has not been shown that the adminis- 
tration of the law has been with an evil eye. Soit isnot whether 
or not the law can be capable“ of being administered with an 
evil eye, but whether it has been so administered. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Is it not a natural inference that if it was 
administered with an unequal hand and an evil eye it would be 
subject to the objection therein stated? 

r. MONEY. If it had been administered with an unequal 
hand and an evil eye, then certainly the court itself would have 
found it was unconstitutional. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is my contention. 

Mr. MONEY. But there is not astatute on the books that is not 
capable of administration with an unequal hand and an evil eye. 
It depends upon the integrity of the judge who expounds the law 
and the officers who administer the law. It has been the custom 
in every legislature and in pheri branch of the Government to 
infer that a public servant will discharge his duties conscientiously. 
and no man can say in advance that a law is to be adm!nistered 
with an evil eye and a pee hand. Yet my friend puts this 
remark here as being in the decision itself—that if it is capable of 
being so administered; and his statement if undisputed will cer- 
tainly have its effect upon the votes of the people of North Caro- 


ina, 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I certainly did not intend to do any such 


thing. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I hope that the Senator 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I wish to state in this connection, if the 
Senator will permit me, that I quoted this decision in reply to a 
statement which had been made by the Senator from HR Re 
(Mr. Mondax) the other day, in which he said that the Missis- 
sippi cases practically settle the constitutionality of the proposed 
amendment to the constitution of North Carolina, I quoted the 
case to show that it had no relation to it, that it had no bearin 
on the case one way or the other unless it should turn out 
that the law in Ree i had been administered with an evil 
eye and an unequal hand. In that event I am fully satisfied that 
the Supreme Court would not hesitate for one moment to declare 
that it was unconstitutional. 

Mr. MONEY. That is very true. When a law like this, which 
is fair upon its face, has been administered with an evil eye anda 
sing or an unequal hand, I believe the Supreme Court would 

ve decided that it was unconstitutional; but that does not sup- 

rt the e of my friend, the Senator from North Carolina, 
use that or any other statute is ‘‘ capable” of being adminis- 
tered at tos an ially. 

Mr. PR TCHARD. I may have been unfortunate in the use of 
ee but I certainly intended to convey the idea I have 
stated. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr, MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Does the fact that a law is badly administered, 
contrary to its obvious meaning, render the law unconstitutional, 
oea a ery. a violation of the law by the judge who so admin- 

rs it? 

Mr. MONEY. I understand it in that way—that it does not 
affect the constitutionality of the law; and that is why I say that 
this word capable” gives a new meaning to the law which the 
courts have never given to it. 

Iam not proceeding in the order in which I wish, Mr. President, 
because I can not find what I want toin the speech of the Senator 
from North Carolina, but I desire to take note of one statement 
made here, and of course he will do himself the justice in his 
speech, when he sends it out, to correct the phraseology of the 
amendment as he has it in his speech made the other day. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, That, I understand, was simply a clerical 
error of the writer, and was not intended by me. 

Mr. MO I hope not. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, In reply to the Senator, I indicated that it 
applied to those who were entitled to vote on or before the ist of 
January, 1867. That was well understood at the time. I do not 
know why the words were left out. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator said: 

The grandfather clause will not avail those citizens who, in consequence of 
poverty and misfortune, are unable to pay their poll tax on or before the Ist 
0 h in the year in which they propose to vote, as provided in section 4 
of the proposed amendment. 

My friend is in misfortune again, because there is not any such 
provision in the amendment. ere is no provision in the amend- 
ment that a man shall pay his taxes for 1900 before March 1, 1900, 
as stated by the Senator, but, on the contrary, the taxes of the 
previous year shall be paid before March, 1900. In other words 

if a man wishes to vote in the year 1900, he must, before the 1st of 
March, 1900, have paid the taxes of 1899. Certainly the Senator 
is at fault in that statement; and if it goes to North Carolina un- 
corrected, we know not what influence it will have, coming from 
so distinguished a source—a man respected by his own people and 
a man whose opinions have been received and are received gen- 
erally and justly. But when he says to them, You have got to 


pay the taxes of this year by the 1st of March instead of the taxes 


1900. 
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of last year by the 1st of March, what will they consider? They 
will take it for granted that it is true; and asa matter of fact the 
law states that it is not true. The Senator was mistaken again 
about that. So the plea of poverty on the part of the man who is 
unable to get up enough money to pay his taxes by the ist of March 
disappears, because he has fifteen months in which to get up 
those taxes. 

Mr, PRITCHARD. May I interrupt the Senator again? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Is the Senator of the opinion that the 
grandfather clause will avail those who are unable to pay their 
poll tax of the previous year, as he has stated it? 

Mr. MONEY. What I am speaking of now is the statement 
the Senator made-here that these poor citizens had to pay by the 
Ist of March the taxes of that year, when the law exp: y states 
that it is for the previous year. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I think I have asked the Senator a very 
pasmami of the poll 


pertinent question, as to whether or not the 
nefits intended to 


tax is necessary in order to avail them of the 
be conferred by section 5. 

Mr. MONEY. As I understand it, the poll tax is necessary for 
everybody in the State. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That isto say, no white man will be ex- 
1 0 N the enjoyment of its provisions provided he shall pay 

is poll tax. 

. MONEY. I do not believe there is anybody exempted, and 

I do not believe there is any State in the Union that exempts any- 


ge from the poll tax. 
r. PRITC D. That is what I want to settle. I thought 
we could ee about that. 


Mr. MONEY. No State, so far as I know, exempts anybody 
fromthe poll tax. Some States do not make ita requisite for voting. 
In my State it is required of every man. But certainly the Sena- 
tor’s argument of discrimination on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude falls to the ground. 

He also in another place amplifies the E of the amendment. 
It gives me no pleasure, Mr. President, to call the Senator, whom 
I so highly regard, to account for these little words that come in 
here interpolated into the law because, as I said, his statement is 
designed for a campaign document. It will go to every household 
in the State of North Carolina. TheSenator’s high character and 
standing before that people and the country give it great weight 
with those people, and they will take every word that he says as 
literally true as representing the law. 

Let us see in another case. He says here: 


How many men in your voting precinct if called upon to-morrow to 
write any section of the Constitution in the English language from dictation, 
would be ableto correctly write the same? 


There is no such requirement in the law. The law does not say 
a man shall read it correctly. It says he shall read it. It makes 
no difference whether he reads it correctly or incorrectly. Itis 
just as in the case of the constitution of the State of Mississippi, 
where, in order in some way to alleviate the rigor of the clause 
requiring ability to read, it was said that if the citizen could not 
read the constitution or a section of it, he should understand it and 
be able to interpret it, and it was well understood that that was a 
liberalizing of the provision; that he was not e to make 
such an interpretation of it as a lawyer would speaking before a 
court or a judge from the bench, or an ordinarily intelligent man 
says Es on the street corner. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I do not wish to put the Senator off his 


rd. 
r. MONEY. It does not make any difference. The Senator 
can get up as often as he wishes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I want to ask the Senator if he does not 
think, when it says they must read and write the constitution, 
that the inference is they must be able to read and write it 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Write it correctly and read it correctly? 

Mr. MONEY. No, I do not. I do not admit—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. By what rule of construction does the 
Senator arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. MONEY. I just simply take the law. The law states that 
they must be able to read and write. The law does not state they 
must read and write it correctly. There are a great many people 
amongst the voters of every State, both black and white, who can 
read the law, but will not read it correctly, and who can write the 
law, but will not write it correctly, and they come within this 
provision and are entitled to vote. 

In his h the distinguished Senator paid a very high and de- 
served tribute to the brave citizens of North Carolina who went 


into the civil war under the banner of the Confederacy and re- 
turned to homes which had been devastated and ruined, while their 
antagonists upon the field had gone home to peace and plenty, and 
all that; and he wants to show us that the descendants of those 
men will not be able to vote. I think that was the burden of his 
argument. Ifthe Senatorfrom North Carolina will find it for me, 
I will be very much obliged to him, 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iwill accommodate the Senator. Does he 
want me to read it for him? 

Mr. MONEY. If you can find that part in which you allude to 
RR return of the Confederate soldier to his home, I will be obliged 

you, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Very well. 

Mr. MONEY. While the Senator is looking for that, I want to 
say that there is no man living who has more respect for the peo- 
Re of North Carolina than I have. My father was born in that 

tate, and both of the parents of my wife were born in North Caro- 
lina; and her conservatism, her steadiness, and her intelligence 
have been equal to those of any of her sister States. On any field, 
whether during the Revolutionary war or the civil war, no troops 
behaved better. I had the pleasure once of being brigaded with 
a North Carolina regiment, and no more ant fellows ever trod 
upon battlefield. I would go as far as the Senator from North 
Carolina to resist inflicting upon what he,calls the very poor 
ple of the State any sort of deprivation of their rights, but these 
2 have made an experiment of the elective franchise in the 

ands of the colored men, and when he cites what was said in 
1870 and at other times, they were beginning then to try the ex- 
periment of negro suffrage. 

They have tried that experiment, and while my friend says that 
there is no fear ot domination of North Carolina by the n 
on account of their numerical inferiority, yet I will remind him 
that he said that ten or twelve counties in his State are under the 
control of the negroes so far as votes go—that is, they have the 
numerical superiority in votes—and that the condition of some sec- 
tions of his State only a year and a half ago was utterly lamen- 
table. I have here, which I may have occasion to have printed, 
begging leave to do so, the statement made by a gentleman now, 
I believe, a contestee in the other House, of the condition of things 
in Wilmington just prior to the election of 1898, and also of Mr. 
Chadbourn, who was the postmaster at that place, I believe, which 
shows a condition of things that would simply appear te me to be 
intolerable, 

Now, these gentlemen, having tried negro maar having found 
that they were unable to preserve the of their State and 
its prosperity, to advance in their civ tion, have found, as they 
think, a peaceful and constitutional way, not amenable to objec- 
tion, because tried by other States and not found objectionable 
by the courts of the country, inorder toestablish themselves more 
rage in their civil government, to bring the advantages and bene- 
fits of good government to them and to their children. 

This race question, which I do not care now to discuss, but which 
I will discuss later on, is one that is entering vitally into the con- 
dition of every one of the Southern States and of the whole Union; 
and while I claim that there is no discrimination on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, yet there may be 
a discrimination on account of the characteristics that may mark 
one race. It is quite likely that there is, and it was so designed; 
but it is not what some people have called “skin” government 
government according to the color of the skin, which is, they say, 
a moral unreasonableness, but it is because the skin is the evidence 
and the indication of certain qualities, the possessors of which 
have manifested capacity for government ever since the races 
came upon the globe. 

If my friend has found that part of his speech, I will be glad to 


get it. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Do you desire me to read it? 
Mr. MONEY. If you please. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I will read what I said: 


It is also contended by some that the pro’ amendment contains iden- 
tically the same provisions that are to be found in the amendment to the 
constitution of the State of Massachusetts. 

* * * * * * * 

It is unfair to attempt a comparison between North Carolina and Massa- 
chusetts, when it is well known that Massachusetts has all the while had the 
best public-school system of any State in the Union 


Mr. MONEY. I do not think that is the part of my friend’s 
ech? I want him to turn to the part where he spoke of the 
mfederate soldier. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I am coming to that in a moment. 


while ours has been weak and inefficient. At the close of the late civil war 
— am from the State of Massachusetts returned to a home of peace and 
ienty— 


Mr. MONEY. That is it. 
. PRICHARD— 


where his children had enjoyed uninterruptedly the benefits of the public 
school, while, on the other d, the Confederate soldier returned to a home 
of desolation and ruin, to find that his children had been denied the privilege 
that had been enjoyed by the children of Massachusetts. 


Is that sufficient? 

Mr. MONEY. Les, sir; that is sufficient. 

Mr. President, that does not. I think, show that the children of 
the Confederate soldier are to be excluded from the franchise. 
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It is now proposed— 

He says— 
bs: Soa leaders of the Democratic party that his children and their descend- 
an! 


Speaking of the Confederate soldier— 
be denied the e Locuri ee ee 
— 1 in the Eng! language. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. — 

Mr. MONEY, That is 8 2 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; t is correctly reported. 

Mr. MONEY. Does not the Senator know that these very chil- 
dren of the Confederate soldiers are entitled to vote because they 
are the descendants of people who voted either in 1867 or prior 
thereto? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator from Mississippi asks me a 
question. Will he permit me to answer it? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; that is what I asked you for, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That would certainly be so if the Supreme 
Court should decide that section 5 is constitutional. But if the 
Supreme Court should decide that section 5 is unconstitutional, 
as lam satisfied it will, in that event the white ple would be 
required to undergo this educational test as well as the colored 
people. In other words, I do not believe that any State legisla- 
ture has the power to confer the right to vote by inheritance on 
any class of e residing therein. 

DAVIS. And deny it to another. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And deny it to another class of people who 
are similarly situated. In the event 3 decide that to be 
the law (and they have already decided that to be the law in every 
case that has ever been considered, as far as I am informed) the 
white people of North Carolina will be compelled to stand the 
same test that is required of the colored people. 

Mr. MONEY. Ishowed a while ago from the decision I quoted, 
and some which I desired to read I could not find, that when this 
scheme of franchise submitted by the 9 was passed upon 
it wou d all stand or all fall together. I do not believe that there 
isa reasonable doubt of that fact. I read from some decisions 
that I had in a then, and there are others concurring, which 
I can not now find. : 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will gladly assist the Senator in any way, 
if there is any book I can turn to for him. 

Mr. MONEY. If I could see it I would be very glad. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. IfI knew what the Senator wanted, I would 
take great pleasure in helping him. 

Mr. MONEY. Here is Cooley's Constitutional Limitations, a 
very good authority; everybody so considers. Here is what Cooley 
Says: 
FVVVVVVVVCCCTCCCVCCCTVCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCVVVVVVVVTTTT oye S574 

rovisions are connected in subject-matter, depending on each other, operat- 
Se Scent be 8 A 5 
. tho other. 

That is Cooley on limitation of power, Who has used in this 
matter the very language of the decision in the case of Common- 
wealth vs. Hitchings, decided in 5 Gray, the supreme court of the 
State of Massachusetts. Judge Cooley goes on to say: 

The constitutional and unconstitutional P bier ging may even be contained 


tinct and separable, so that the 
first imay stand though the last The point is not whether they arecon- 


the same section, for the distribution into sections is sree 8 
su 


7 is 
ane is complete in itself and capable of being executed in accordance with 
i 8985 it must be sustained. 

All that I have read from Cooley is literally quoted from deci- 
sions made in 5 Gray, case of Commonwealth vs. Hitchings, 485; 
Eels vs. People (5 III., 512); Robinson vs, Bidwell (22 Cal., 379), and 
quite a number of cases. Cooley continues: 

fits purpose accomplish „and some of its 
peculiarly met ft uno sultant Femnine to oe 
0 ou © O 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that nothing can be clearer than 
this. That is taken from the case of Santo vs. State (2 Iowa, 165). 

In other words, the Senator from North Carolina bases his argu- 
ment upon the conclusion in his mind that if the fifth section, 
January 1, 1867, or eed to that time,” etc., shall be declared 
unconstitutional, the balance will stand, and, as I said, that there- 
fore those Confederate soldiers’ children will be deprived of the 

ht to vote, because they would be put in the class then with 
other illiterates. I think, from this author, whois admitted to be 
one of the best upon constitutional law and who here in writing 
does not give his own language, but the language in every in- 
stance of the court itself, I have shown conclusively that if the 
legislature of North Carolina mtended that all these sections 
should go together and be pare of one general plan of suffrage, 
when one falls to the ground the others must fall, too. 

For if it is true, as the Senator states, that the object was to 


discriminate against the colored man, how, then, can he reconcile 
that statement with the fact that the legislature did not intend to 
save the white man and his descendants? In this section, then, 
that is a material part of the legislative intent. That is a part so 
material that he knows the legislature would not have passed the 
other section of the bill, and not have done it, without add- 
ing this section. There is not a man, I believe, in the State of 
North Carolina who believes that that legislature would have sub- 
mitted to the people of that State for their ratification any such 
frame of law governing suffrage as would in any case exclude 
these 8 from the ballot, and therefore 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him, for I am very much interested? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it not apparent upon the face of this legislation 
that if section 5, if that is the one, is declared unconstitutional, the 
remainder of the statute can stand and would operate alike upon 


5 

Mr. MONEY. It is 3 to my mind that every part is 
justly fitted to e goat e Whole. It is all open; one subject in- 
separably connected, one part compensatory for another part, and 
it all comes within the decisions of the different courts and of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In that case when one falls 
they all fall. 

. DAVIS. But suppose one section is declared unconstitu- 
tional as affecting a certain class and the rest of the statute can 
stand affecting everybody. Why can not that alone be declared 
unconstitutional? 

: . MONEY. Because it is not carrying out the legislative 
intent. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is to be adjudged from the statute itself. 

Mr. MONEY. The legislature intend a certain thing, and they 
have used lan e which, if adopted by the State, will secure 
that intent. To say now that a material part of that law can be 
elided from the measure and that the remainder can stand goes 
against Cooley on the constitutional limitation of power and 
every decision he quotes here and every one I have been able to 
find. And yet upon that the Senator from North Carolina has 
based a great deal of his argument, as I said. 

I want to say also (of course he has explained to me that it was 
an inadvertence) it seems to me that as in the case of the Con- 
federate soldiers here, that their children should not vote, he had 
based his argument upon the fact that the time “ prior to that 
time” was not to be in the amendment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I did not so intend. 

Mr. MONEY. I said I accepted your explanation. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I did not so intend. 

Mr. MONEY. I made my statement oeny right, because that 
ap from the statement you had prin 

r. TILLMAN. I understood the Senator from ey pe to 
say a moment ago that it is apparent the poll tax would apply to 
old men in North Carolina, 

Mr. MONEY. No; I did not. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Nobody contends that, I think. 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; I did not say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood yon to make that statement in 
your language in regard to the poll tax in answer to some ques- 
tion from the Senator from North Carolina, 

Mr. MONEY. I made no allusion to any old men at all, for 
they do not 8 apply. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will just mention now, in order to make 
that matter very clear, that under the constitution of North Caro- 
lina the limitation on the poll tax is from 21 to 50 years. There- 
fore no Confederate soldiers, unless some very small number who 
F reach, will be paying any poll tax 
at all. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I certainly understand the law to bein 
my State, and Iso declared, that the descendants of Confederate 
soldiers would be deprived of that right unless they could pay 
their poll tax. That is what I said. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood the Senator from Mississippi to 
speak of old men as though there was no limitation on age. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Ido not think he intended to convey that 
idea. 

Mr. MONEY. There are discriminations that are not consid- 
ered unconstitutional, although it would apparently be a discrimi- 
nation. Now, for instance, take the constitution of the State of 
Mississippi. It has never been objected to the provision there 
enacted, but it is evidently in some sense a discrimination that 


is an enlargement of the liberty and a softening of the rigor of 


other parts of the law—that is, in a case where a man is required 
to live within a State two yearsand one year in the county within 
which he proposes to vote, but clergymen are not required to live 
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solong. Will any man tell me that that statute is unconstitu- 
tional because the rigor of the law has been relaxed as to clergy- 
men, who, necessarily from their yocation, change their places of 
residence very frequently? Why, of course not. 

My friend says some of the best people in his State can only 
make their mark. I have no doubt but that there are a great 
many of them. Some of the best men Iever knew and some of 
the most capable men in ordinary affairs of life could not read 
and had to make their mark. Those gentlemen are protected from 
the fact that they are voters or descendants of voters in 1867 or 

rior to that time, and certainly they have until 1908 to register. 

f they want to vote at all they will make that re inside of 
those eight years, and it is impossible that any p should 
fall upon them. 

I do not insist myself as strongly as some poops do upon an 
educational qualification in my own State. Not being a part of 
the constitutional convention, but somewhat active in getting that 
convention ordered by the legislature, I was explicitly against the 
whole scheme of literacy as a test. Now,I may have been wrong 
about that, but I insist more upon brain capacity than I do upon 
a schoolbook education. I believe in that mysterious and far- 
reaching influence of blood, that accumulating, 1 ~ 
pacity resulting from generations of practice of the individual, 
until it at last 3 the instinct of the race. I believe in that 
capacity born in the forest of Germany, the banks of the Elbe, 
and the bogs of Friesland, growing as related by Sir Henry Maine 
and founded upon the development of the individual and respect 
for women. 

I believe that you might educate the negroes through the com- 
mon school—every single one of them—and that they would still 
be incapable of conceiving or executing a self-governing republic 
like this. He has never yet shown the capacity, I do not care 
where he may have been situated. In Africa, his native land, he 
never yet rose to a legislative assembly or a judicial tribunal. It 
is the oldest continent in the world, if geologists can be believed. 
Sir Roderick Murchison says so. Thenegro was there undisturbed 
for thousands of years. Never by his own effort has he risen to 
anything like semicivilization. 

„ PRITCHARD. Will the Senatorallowme? I do not want 
to break into his speech, but I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MONEY. All right. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I know the Senator does not want to inten- 
8 uote me. 

Mr. MONEY. No; I do not intend to do so. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And to misquote the proposed amendment 
to the constitution. I want to call my distinguished friend's at- 
tention to the fact that the constitution does read that he shall 
pay his poll tax on or before the first day of March in the year in 
which he proposes to vote—that is, the tax which is due for the 
previous year. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is the only tax that he could pay, at 
that time, Under the laws of North Carolina we give the tax 
list to the sheriff on the 1st day of September, and that tax list 
runs until the Ist day of the next September. Therefore he pays 
the tax on or before the ist day of March of the year in which he 
proposes to vote. I take it that my distinguished friend will 
cheerfully make this correction, because he undertook to put me 
in the position of saying that the voter had to pay his poll tax in 
one year when the law required him to pay it in another year, 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator misunderstood me, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Icontend that I am fully justified in tak- 
ing the position I did, But he would not be able to pay his tax 
—— on or before the ist day of March in the year in which 

was entitled to vote, for it is well known in that State that 
numbers of individuals do not pay their poll tax now until along 
in the summer months, and sometimes not until the fall months, 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I did not misstate the Senator. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I know the Senator did not do it inten- 


tionally. 

Mr. MONEY. I did not do it at all, because I read all the Sen- 
ator said, if he will allow me, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. But the Senator put an improper con- 
struction on the constitution; that is the trouble, 

Mr. MONEY. Iam going toreadit. I certainly did not in- 
tend to misstate what the Senator said, and I do not think I did. 
Now, here is what the Senator says: 

How many men in your voting precinct, if call orrow to write 
any section 81 the Consti tution 5 — Eugen nea upon: e 

Now, I invite the attention of the Senator to his language here, 
which I ao he corrected before he let it go to the press. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. It is the language I read, and the comments that 
I made upon it I think were entirely justified. Icertainly would 
not want to do him any injustice. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I know you do not. 

Mr. MONEY. And I will not permit myself to do so. 


* 
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But I think it is fair in 

debate to comment upon the pon guage, and to derive from 

it the meaning which generally belongs to that language. 

3 such persons shall have paid their poll tax as required by law.” 

oa g the language of the Senator from North Caro- 
na— 

That is to say, the grandfather clause will not avail those citizens who, in 
consequence o verty and misfortune, are unable to pay their poll tax on 
or before the of March in the year in which they propose to vote, as pro- 
vided in section 4 of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I think I was perfectly justi- 
fied in saying that he was abs Sone to pay the poll tax which was 
then due. He certainly could not pay a poll tax that had not been 
assessed inst him. That was all I contended, one way or the 
other; and I am sure my distinguished friend does not undertake 
to do me an injustice, because I know no man in the Chamber for 
whom I have SKERA re; than the Senator whoisnow speaking. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, no; I do not intend to do the Senator an in- 
justice. Iam glad the Senator has made that explanation. All 
through the Senator’s speech, however, and I believe it will have 
its effect in the State of North Carolina, as it ought, runs the idea 
that a great number of white people, sons of Confederate soldiers 
among others, are to be disfranchised by reason of illiteracy, be- 
cause of the fact that the whole system falls together. 

Now, if he can impress that by reiteration upon the minds of a 

number of people in North Carolina, they may be deterred 
in their resolution to vote for these amendments, believing that 
they are the excluded or proscribed 5 S le. I cited the decisions 
which show that this is an unjustifiable conclusion, and I have 
read the text-book authority. 

1 was proceeding a while ago, Mr. President, to say 5 
of North Carolina are justified, by every means that they could use, 
not unconstitutional, by every peaceful method, to reduce as far 
as possible a dangerous element in their voting population. Asa 
matter of fact, the capacity of the white man to govern himself 
has never yet been finally demonstrated. We are making perha 
as grand an experiment as was ever made on the face of the eart 
but we are just now 5 what I may call the cruci 
period in the history of this country, when it is soon to be deter- 
mined whether the white man, with his inherent capacity, with 
his sustained resolution, his fixedness of Purpose, his intelligence, 
and his apa virtues, will be equal to the task of self-government, 
at which so many other peoples have failed before in human his- 


Ty. 

Mr. President, there is an instinctive feeling of self-preservation 
in this race, in every race. As I was p ing to say, we have 
reached the point in our history when it is to be shown whether 
the American white man is capable of continuing a self-govern- 
ing Republic. Already there is a feeling cropping out everywhere, 
showing itself in the newspapers, in made by the high- 
est officers of the Army, in declarations made by the highest offi- 
cers of the Navy, in a subserviency, if I may be permitted to use 
that word, shown in Congress to the will of the Executive—in 
every way there is a disposition to relax that constant ce 
which is said to be the price of liberty, and in a few years it is to 
be determined whether we have solved the 3 or not, whether 
we are capable of self-government, or Whether we shall go the 
way of all other nations that valued freedom and independence as 
much as we have and that have failed. But that disposition of 
SA ped arena e e EEE D ten beer 
is always operating amo en, as silently, as powerfully as the a 
traction of gravitation itself, Andnowin this struggle tomaintain 
the right of self-government, why should anybody insist that any 
part of this Union, if otherwise it can be efully and constitu- 
maT oe way should inject into the 8 a devitaliz- 
ing blood to render it still more incapable of self-government? 

t gives me no pleasure to depreciate the African. I know that 
under certain conditions he has attained a certain degree of civ- 
ilization, but it has never occurred anywhere on this globe except 
under the hot-house influence of oropan or American civiliza- 
tion, and it has always happened, unfortunately, that whenever 
the i hand of white civilization has been withdrawn he 
has rapidly reverted to his original savagery. That is a weight 
that is continually and incessantly drawing us down; and if any 
State by constitutional methods can relieve itself of this incubus, 
nobody, in my opinion, who values the prosperity of this country 
and the permanence of free institutions should make objection. 

Mr. President, we know the history of the African at home and 
in the oldest colonies in the world. e know what he has done 
under Spanish, English, Dutch, and French domination. We 
know to-day where the most intelligent black people in the world 
are found, where their conditions are best. They are those who 
have been emancipated from slavery in the United States and in 
the English, the Spanish, the French, and the Dutch West Indies, 
where they have been sustained like ships floating upon the tide 
of white civilization; and when that is withdrawn they immedi- 
ately sink into the mud. 
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I would not 
Mr. Do 


icularly recite the history of Haiti but that 
lass, the great orator of the colored race, declared that 
he looked with anxiety to the fate of Haiti, because that was to 
decide the notas capacity for self-government, What has been 


the history of Haiti, the most beautiful island in the world, with 
the most fertile soil and 8 climate, and where grow the 
most precious woods? The French brought to them the blessings 
of the Christian religion, paved roman roads, docks, forts, country 
honses, mills; and ina spasm of generosity the French, when 
«Égalité, fraternité, liberté,“ was the slogan, the intoxicating 
watchword of the French Revolution, handed it all over to the 
ne; a free gift. 
at is their condition to-day? Those are the people we are to 
look to as the example of the capacity of the colored race for self- 
vernment. When their cities were burned, as they have been, 
in the numerous revolutions—I believe there have n twelve 
constitutions in the island in about forty years—they were never 
rebuilt, Whenever a road was worn out it was never 8 
whenever a mill or a plantation went down it was never rehabili- 
tated. When the rice fields were overgrown with weeds, b - 
ing pestilential fevers, they were never reclaimed. The coffee 
plantations have been neglected. 

Their trade has materially declined. Not only that, but they 
have arrived at that condition when the Christian religion has 
been in part rejected; they have returned tofetichism and voodoo- 
ism, to a belief in snake charmers, and to cannibalism in some 

laces. These are unpleasant facts, but they are true and are 

8 from the records of the courts of that island, from the re- 
ports of consuls and ministers; they are found in the secular and 
religious press of that island; and to-day the man who is the hero 
of Haiti, the man who has his day on the Ist of January, as we 
have the birthday of George Washington on the 22d of February, 
is Dessalines. Dessalines was such a monster that his own people 
said, ‘‘He never spared a man in his anger nor a woman in his 
lust.” He was the man who ordered the massacre of the mulat- 
toes in the island, who plundered the treasury, and murdered and 
robbed every one of his political opponents. 

Toussaint L’Ouverture, the only black man who ever became a 
great man in that country, who was the greatest of them all, is 
absolutely neglected, and nobody speaks of him. Why? He was 
a humane man, a man of brains and of character. e did not 
impress himself upon his own people, and they speak of the great 
man es, à man who slaughters his political opponents 
and winds up every revolution with a massacre, who plunders 
both public and private pro yon the island, as“ a strong man.” 
That is ERER y a republic—a personal despotism—which has 
existed there through all these years, 

This account was not written by a man who was an enemy of 
those pope It was written by one of the most distinguished 
men of the British Empire, by a man who was there sixteen years 
as their friend, and he said in the second edition of his work that 
the first was not written in ink, but in rose water. That writer, 
the great ian, essayist, and philosopher, Mr. Froude, could 
not accept these conclusions at first. He could not believe such 
conditions were 8 He attributed the failure of those peo- 
pe to the fact of their French civilization and Catholic religion. 

e then went to the English West Indies; and in that . 
bock, which we have read, The English in the West Indies, 
he formulates his conclusions as to the mental and moral inca- 
pacity of the African race for any self-government. 

Now, under the stimulating effects of ambition it is quite nat- 
ural that a heathen nation should extend its conquests on every 
side, attain supremacy, and acquire some of the arts and princi- 
ples of civilization, but in my judgment—I do not want to be 
1 or very philosophical in a speech of this kind there 


is a 1 t to the capacity for improvement of every people in the 
wor 

We know that t for thousands at Aint was an empire upon 
the banks of the Nile, in that narrow belt, which was the glory of 
the world, t built the greatest temples, the greatest pyra- 
mids; Egypt the finest architecture and the finest literature 


of the world. The Egyptians had advanced their religious views 
until they almost reached the height of the Christian religion; and 
for three or four thousand years they held the rin aiken | in the 
world of literature, of arms, and of commerce; but finally they 
reached a point where there was no more development, and for 
two thousand years they have stood as silent as their sphinx, una- 
ble to progress, unable to recede; the individual disappeared, the 
type survived, Everything was fixed, everything was conven- 

onal; they had reached the limit of their F for development. 

The Chinese or yellow race developed a civilization five thou- 
sand years anterior to the birth of Christ. They made certain 
progress; they built cities; they built canals; they invented the 
mariner’s compass, writing paper, gunpowder, and thousands of 
things which were unknown for hundreds of years in the West; 
and yet they, too, reached the limit of their capacity. They got 


to that point beyond which there is no initiative, no self-suggestion, 
where it was impossible for them to advance. They have stood fixed 
and conventional for thousands of years. 

We now have the African race, which has never made any 
progress, except in the civilization and under the reflected light 
of the white people and where they have white civilization sur- 
rounding them. When that is removed, they retrograde down- 
ward with a velocity that is amazing, as is shown in the example 
of Haiti since the year 1800, when it was turned over to them as 
a gift by the French. Yet, because they are here, gentlemen will 
insist that this incapable mass shall become a part of the body 
politic; that they shall share with white men the responsibilities 
of government. Who will hold this generation or the next re- 
sponsible for civilization and literature and the refinements of 
life? The black man? No; but the white man. Yet this proposi- 
tion to share with them this responsibility seems an idea almost 
intolerable when we must feel, every one of us, that our own 
capacity, undiluted by such an element, is being taxed to the 
utmost. Some of them have become orators, because oratory 
springs from the emotions and not from reason; but I defy any 
gentleman to show me an oamp where government has been 
shared with this inferior race and the result has been good. 

We all know that Great Britain freed her slaves in 1832, and 
paid $100,000,000 to their owners, and that Jamaica, one of the 
most beautiful islands in the world—we ought to have it, by the 
bye, although I am not an expansionist—that Jamaica was given 
what the English call a ‘‘ responsible government; that is to say, 
they had a right to elect their own council, make their own 
laws, and every other law, only receiving a governor by appoint- 
ment of the Crown. As soon as this was done, the franchise was 
conferred upon the negro just as it was here after the civil war. 
What was the result? The historian tells us that the negro gen- 
tlemen who got a few hundred dollars wanted to be magistrates, 
because the English gentlemen were all m trates and had 
power to commit people to jail and to punish them for minor 
offenses. They were not quite capable, but they wanted that 
office, and then arose a desire to have the land without payin 
rent, Then came an armed insurrection and a bloody o cial 
execution, until the sense of England was outraged, and the white 
people of Jamaica said to the Crown, ‘‘ We surrender this respon- 
sible government. It is impossible to share its duties with this 
race;“ and the Crown took back this largess of liberty, and 
Jamaica became what is called a Crown colony. 

In Natal a responsible government was proposed. The admin- 
istration of Great Britain at that time—that has been several 

years ago—said to the people of Natal, Lou can have a responsi- 
le government whenever you are willing, but you must share it 
with the blacks. They met in convention and they sat there six 
weeks. The condition included also the elective franchise in the 
hands of the Kaffirs. The Kaffirs are the most superior Africans 
of whom we have any knowledge. These English gentlemen, 
colonists and farmers, concluded, after six weeks’ deliberation, 
that they would not have free government—responsible govern- 
ment—with even the right to fix their own tariff against the 
mother country and their own fiscal laws, because they were un- 
willing to share the government with their black neighbors. 

So with the most enlightened of the dark races—the brown man 
in Hindostan, the negro in the West Indies, the negro in Africa, 
the aborigines of Australia, Except only the fast perishing Maoris 
of New Zealand, none are permitted to share in the government. 

Mr. President, I want to abide by the Constitution of the United 
States. I do not want a State to pass any act that infringes that 
Constitution. I know the Supreme Court would declare it un- 
constitutional if it did, and why should we kick against the pricks? 
I say, however, that the people of the South are justified, and it 
would be inexcusable if they failed, by every constitutional meas- 
ure in their power, to preserve in their own hands the power of 
government in their own States, they being responsible for their 
welfare, their education, their business interests, and the interests 
of civilization. 

My friend the honorable Senator from North Carolina says there 
is no danger of the domination of the negro. That is true, so far 
as the whole State is concerned, I presume, but is it true as to all 
parts of the State? Does the condition of affairs that was pre- 
sented to the public in Wilmington, N. C., in 1898 show that the 

ple, at least in that section, should not use every means possi- 

le to rid themselves of the government inflicted upon them by 

the negro vote? Should not every white man in the whole State 

of North Carolina and everywhere, whatever his perty politics 

may be, sympathize with people who were oppressed as they wero 
by ignorance and vice? 

I haye here a statement made bya gentleman in the other House, 
Mr. BELLAMY. I shall ask the Secretary to read what I have 
marked on page 243 down to the end of what is marked on 1 page 
245. That iiiustrates the condition of things in Wilmington, N. G., 
which was a more potent factor in urging the legislature of 
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North Carolina to this measure than bat bah else; and the pledge 
which my friend says was made that the blacks should not be in- 
terfered with was, as I am informed, that the legislature itself 
would pass no law restricting the franchise in any way, anå now 
they propose a scheme of franchise that is to be submitted to these 
yay sape themselves. a 

r. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes. : 

Mr. PRITCHARD, In reply to that statement, I desire to say 
that the Senator will find, by referring to a statement which was 
issued by the Democratic executive committee, entitled ‘‘A reply 
to the People’s Party Handbook,” a statement that the Democrats, 
if elected, would not submit any proposition which would deprive 
anyone of the right to vote. ; 

. MONEY. Will the Senator give me the date of that? 

Mr, PRITCHARD. Les, sir; I can give it to you with pleasure, 

if you have the RECORD there containing my speech. 
. MONEY. Let the Secretary first read from the book which 
I have sent to the desk. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Very well. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


John D. 5 the contestee, in the case of Oliver H. Dockery, contest - 
ant, against John D. Bellamy, contestee, in the case of contest in the Sixth 
Congressional district in North Carolina, for the contestant’s seat in the 
Fifty-sixth Con; before J. J. Fowler and T. E. Wallace, notaries public 
at Wilmington, New Hanover County, N. C., on the 10th day of A 1899, 
being duly sworn, deposes and — 5 

Q What is your name, age, and place of residence? 

John D. Bellamy; just 45 last week; residence, Wilmington, N. C. 
Q 1 you the Congressman elected from this district? 
am. 

Q. Did you read the testimony of one 8. M. Cole, a witness for Oliver H. 

Dockery, the contestant, taken at Laurinburg, February 27 last, in the pres- 


Mr. PRITCHARD. If the Senator desires, I will read this. 

Mr. MONEY. What is the date? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Itis on 1059 of the RECORD contain- 
ing my remarks, and reads as follows—— 

r. MONEY. I merely want the date. 
ca PRITCHARD, I do not remember the date of this cir- 
ar. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not want the text. I have that. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I want to show the Senator what they said 
in the text. 

Mr. MONEY. I know what they said. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. They said they would not submit any 


ropom aon to the people to proscribe anyone, 
a r. MONEY. You spoke of that the other day. I want the 
e. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. That is what the handbook says. 

ner MONEY. I want to know the date—that is the essential 
ing. 
a PRITCHARD. I have not the date when the circular was 


med, 

Mr. MONEY. I am sorry you have not. I hope the Secretary 
will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, and read as follows: 


È Please state in substance that testimony. 
One S. M. Cole stated that in a private conversation had with me at 
Old Hundred that I said that they, meaning the Democrats, were gging to 
have the election if they had to carry it at the pointof the bayonet. He 
ther stated upon a question in reference to it Who was present. Hesaidthat 
no one was present except himself and me. 

Q. Will you please state whether the testimony ees by S. M. Cole in that 
particular was a truthful quoting of what you said? 

A. I will state that his statement is absolutely and 
did not entertain such a thought; I did not express su: 
idea if I had 


v. and 3 proba 


Q. Will you state, in substance, what that testimony was?—A. Although I 
hardly think it is necessary to contradict the statement of Mr. as 
his character has been shown by a number of witnesses to be very bad, I will 
do so. He stated that he was present at a political speaking where [addressed 
the assemb! at a schoolhouse in Union County, and that I stated that the 
people of W. m were armed with Winchester rifles and were going to 
carry the election if it was 3 down the negroes. oy, in 
reply to that, that statement of Mr. is absolutely false. What I did 
say,and what hasbeen testified to by other witnesses who heard me, was this: 

ter I had discussed the po an 12 of the Democratic party and 
its position upon national aren ions, I came down to the question of the bad 
8 of North Caro! under fusion rule in State affairs, and then 

nally in local matters. I stated to the assemblage as a reason why the Fu- 
sionists should be hurled from power and controlin North Carolina was that 
they had subjected the citizens of W: m, Newbern, and Greenville to 
the horrors of misgovernment and negro domination and all that that implied 
and after briefly stating how the town of Greenville had ge 


been 
and put under negro control, and how the city of Newbern had been likewise 
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trea’ I then came to the city of Wilmington, where I resided and was 
— with the state of — 


egro 
parent of the property and paid that much of the taxes of the city, that we 
a board 


o; that every 
by ne; 


arrested in a lady's residence, a 3 burglar, was 8 and held by the 


own recognizance or a straw bond, I have forgotten now which 
and the negro escaped; that murders and crimes of all characters were of 
constant occurrence; that within about a year six murders had taken place 


in the county; that the negroes showed an utter Gasperi for and defiance 
of the law; that the city authorities, in the exercise of their discretion upon 
sani tters, had located a hospital for infectious on the out- 
skirts of town, and the negroes, several hundred in number, a complete mob, 
aee wie pm, pistole, And other 3 went be . ed. 8 tata; 
and burn own, and the mayor po cemen, ough remoustrating, 
were powerless to resist it, and none of the said n were ever arrested 
or tried for the offense; that in the trial of causes in the court-house it was 
impossible to convict a negro of where a question of credibility arose 
between white witnesses and n: witnesses; that the juries com par- 
tially of whites and partially of would retire and a hung jury was the 
t, the negroes always voting solidly in the jury box in favor of the 

not (rw of the negro, if a negro was on trial. 

recollect y reciting an instance of my own experience, where I 
told them that I prosecuted for Mr. Hamme, a very gallant and reputable 
citizen, a hat merchant of this city, who was assaul in broad daylight in 
his store by Richard Holmes, a negro policeman, and struck between the 
eyes with a ot brass knuckles and felled senseless to the floor, and that 
on three although the defendant himself, Holmes, did not take the stand. 
that the j „although the evidence was uncontradicted, failed to agree a 
single one of the three times, standing the first time nine whites for convic- 
tion and for acquittal; the second trial taking place at the 
next term of court, all the white men on the j stood for conviction and 
the negroes on the j for acquittal; on the t trial, which took pio at 
a su uent term, it likewise stood eight or nine—I have forgotten the num- 
ber—whites for conviction and three or four negroes for 8 according 
to the number ot negroes on 1 and that finally the on solicitor, 
although I myself was associa in the prosecution, nol prossed the case 
without even consulting me; that day after day white ladies while 
the streets of the city were insulted, and in one instance a reputable young 
— 7 to the cemetery was shoved from the sidewalk by a ne woman 
ands over the head with an umbrella; that the daughter of one of the 
ablest divines of the city was brusquely hurled up against the fence and 
b y ava a) ə streets in the broad da; e; that indecent re- 
marks were e to ladies walking the streets by negroes, and complaint 
after complaint being made to the city authorities, which were the ones 1 
have before related to you, they found themselves unable to ress it; that 
property and life were not safe, and that good order could not be secured in 
the town; that the city authorities were totally inefficient to secure it; that 
the chamber of commerce, a representative business body of the city, pre- 
sided over by a Republican as president, resolutions stating the city 
authorities were unable to secure law and order substantially, and 
upon our people as a matter of business and self-preservation, without 
to Pate ga to change the existing order of 

a 


and a race riot ensu egroes, I 
did not state in that speech or in any the campaign that the 
whites were going to carry the election by force or fraud or any illegal 
means, and if thought so I say most e. that I would not have 
countenanced it, and I would have advised 1t; and I say further that 
as far as aye pg EEn. and — ef 8 ee wa no aon 
purpose on the part of the Democratic y or the w people to carry the 
election by force or fraud, but there as a determination Er every legal, 
peaceable, and energetic means, such as ent and the like would prompt, 
as a matter of cape poy idee wien to our people, to hurl from power the Fusion- 
ists then in control and restore peace, law, order, and good government to 
our distracted State. I will state further that having made those statements 
in that ta and substantially the same thing in many others that I de- 
livered during the campaign, I now again affirm that the statements made 
are a statement of the true condition of affairs as they existed in Wilming- 
ton, and if I have failed in the statement, it was in not stating other and 
greater wrongs which actually occurred and which I forgot to mention, 
eis J them the publication in a n newspaper published in the 
ani a vile and slanderous attack upon the virtue and reputation of the 
white women of our State. 


Mr. MONEY. I desire to read just a nee hs in a letter 
addressed to Senator J. C. PRITCHARD by Mr. W. H. Chadbourn, 
who, understand, was a postmaster. Amongotherthings, he says: 

For the sake of any fancied political advantage I can not afford to makea 
one-sided presentation of the situation in this city and county, and by nam- 
ing only the white officials and leaving out the colored doubtless some ad- 
vantage has been taken and a false color given to the actual situation, to 
which the business people and taxpayers, regardless of party, have made 
serious objections. 

As a matter of fact, there are in this county thirty-six colored magistrates 
and a colored r of deeds, and various other minor officials, besides 
some Presidential appointees, and the property owners, taxpayers, and busi- 
ness men seriously object to this state of affairs, and there now exists here 
the most intense feeling against any sort of negro d n. 

Mr. President, I think the apprehension of negro domination is 
quite justifiable, at least in that part of the State, and we know 
what happened in the fall of 1898 in that city. Do not the white 
poopie in other of the State owe something to their friends 
and kindred li in Wilmington and in the twelve black coun- 
ties of that State? If they can protect them from these disorders, 
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and if the taxpayers and the business men, without regard to 


party, labor under such intolerant ignorance and corruption and 
vice as is de there in the statement of Mr. „a mem- 
ber of the other House, under oath, and by Mr. Chadbourn, who 
says he is a Republican appointed by the President as postmaster 
there, then ought they not to be permitted to do so, and not be 


intimidated b hes made here or elsewhere? 
Mr. PRIT D. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that some time prior to the date of the letter from 
Mr. Chadbourn which he has read, Mr. Chadbourn addressed a 
letter to me, and said that the statement that there was negro 
domination in the city of Wilmington was without foundation. 

IT also desire to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
a number of gentlemen waited upon him, as I am informed—I do 
not know whether it is true or not—and with a pistol at his head 
they induced him to write the second letter from which the Sen- 
ator has quoted. I shall ask to inco 8 in the RECORD the 
first letter which Mr. Chadbourn wrote to me, which 3 
negatives the statement which my distinguished friend has read. 

. MONEY. I admit that a pistol at the head is a very per- 


r. PRITCHAR 

Mr. P. D. It seems to have been in that instance. 

Mr. MONEY. It seems to me the last statement made by the 
Senator from North Carolina is contradictory of the first, and the 
first is contradictory of the second, that there has been a better 
development of sing ea the first letter was written; but cer- 
tainly the Senator not deny the statement made by Mr. BEL- 
LAMY under oath that forty of the Sos pire were negroes, and 
that many other officers of that city and county were also negroes, 
and the condition of things which existed there during the time of 
that canvass. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam not oe a to deny what Mr. BEL- 
LAMY has said about the matter, Tam p to show that 
there is not a single instance wherein one of the colored justices 
of the peace to whom my distinguished friend refers ever 
attempted to exercise j ction in a case wherein a white man 
was concerned or interested, either in property or i 

Mr. MONEY. That may be true. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not doubt but that you think so; but it is a 

queer magistrate who discards jurisdiction because of the 
color — boas man who comes before him—a very queer sort of a 
ow, this condition of things exists ina partof North Carolina. 
There is not a particle of doubt about it, and the legislature has 
sought to put an end to it. Now, my friend thinks—he has here 
so stated in his speech, I believe; I am pretty sure he did—that 
one of the results of the restriction would be some Congressional 
action, taken under the fourteenth amendment, to reduce the rep- 
resentation in the other House, and therefore that North Carolina 
and other Southern States would lose a numerical proportion of 
their influence. I want to ask my friend, will he vote for a reso- 
lution or a bill that reduces the representation of the State of 
North Carolina if these constitutional amendments are adopted 
and are not declared unconstitutional? i 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, realizing as I do that the 
provision of the fourteenth amendment to which my friend refers 
3 e eee 

mator, to do everything to preclu possibility o enac 
ment of such a law, and therefore I shall do all I can to see that 
every man resi in the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent is accorded the right to vote, in order that he may be 
counted in the Federal enumeration, as contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. MONEY. The remark of the Senator is very creditable to 
him, but no answer at all to my question. My question was this: 
If this constitutional amendment is carried by the vote of the 
sovereign citizens of North Carolina and the courts shall declare 
it is constitutional, then, whether, under the fourteenth amend- 
ment, if a bill is pro here to curtail her representation in 
Congress, he will vote for it or not? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I never cross a e 1 get to it. It 
Will be time enough to talk about that matter when the people of 
North Carolina adopt such an amendment. 

Mr: MONEY. I think myself the prudence and discretion of 
the Senator are v sound. It certainly would not do for him to 
say here and to ao hatin the people of North Carolina, for whom 
he has such an affection and such care, and say to them that he 
would vote to cut down their representation because a measure 
was passed which was declared constitutional by the courts. I 
for one do not believe that any serious attempt ever be made 
anywhere to cut down the representation in Congress because of 
the restriction to vote. I do not believe that the public mind in 


any section of this country will entertain seriously such a by 105 
tion as that. Every man of intelligence will recognize the 


progress of every State in this Union is material to the 
of every other State, and that a vicious and ignorant vote any- 
where is felt everywhere within the confines of this country 

Mr. CHANDLER rose. 

Mr. MONEY. Even in the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr, MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr, CHANDLER. It is, how does he justify his present atti- 
tude? The Senator almost persuaded me in his remarks a few 
minutes ago to treat this as a white man’s question. Now, as- 
suming it to be a white man’s question alone, upon what princi- 
ple does he advocate the elimination—I will use that word; it is 
a mild word—of the negro from the suffrage, the suppression of 
the colorea vote at the South, and yet advocate the 89 Con, 
sional votes and the votes in the electoral college which are given 
to the South by reason of the negro population? How can the 
Senator in all fairness say on the one hand that the fifteenth 
amendment shall be nullified by the suppression—— 

Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon. I do not say that. 

Mr. CHANDLER, By the sup on of the colored vote and 
that the fourteenth amendment shall not be enforced by reducing 
representation? Is not that a fair question? 

. MONEY. Oh, yes; itis a fair question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How do you advocate holding on to the 89 
Congressional and electoral votes because of the seven or eight 
million colored poopie and yet ahd ar: to naor the colored vote? 

Mr. MONEY. Les, sir; that is a fair question, and it is put 
with the usual adroitness and skill of my friend the Senator from 
New 5 and Iam perta ready to answer him, Ac- 
cording to the original meaning of the makers of the Constitution 
there was no representation based upon votes at all. The negro, 
though a chattel, was represented in two-thirds. Women and 
children were represented as well as n They are citizens, 
The right to vote is not a natural right, It does not inhere in 
1 citizenship. It is a result of political action. It is the result 
of law. 

Iam not willing to any amendment that I believe comes in 
conflict with the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, It 
would be a work of supererogation for me to fayor such a propo- 
sition, because the Supreme rt would at once declare it null 
and void. But I want the Senator to say what he would do in 
such a case. Iam willing to retain the representation, if it will 
suit the Senator from New Hampshi use it represents 
human beings whether they vote or not, My children do not vote, 
but they are represented. My wife does not vote, but she is repre- 
sented, Thousands of people do not vote, and yet they are repre- 
sented. I did not say that the power did not reside in Congress to 
reduce representation, but I do doubt the wisdom of exercising it. 
That is a question which I will debate, as my friend says, when 
we get to it. 

But I stated that I had such confidence in the good sense and 
the ie virtue of the people of all sections of this country— 
North, South, East, West—as to feel that they would not deliber- 
ately retard the progress of the Southern States by attempting to 
fix negro suffrage upon them if it can be avoided in a peaceful and 
constitutional way, and that the people there (I care not whether 
they vote or not) are entitled to representation. Now, we did not 
go to war, as my friend from N. Carolina seems to think, when 
we achieved our independence of Great Britain to secure the right 
to vote, but to secure representation if taxed, Thatis all. For 
whom? For everybody, represented by afew, as a matter of fact. 

A statement has been made here, and I may as well allude to it 
now, about the State of Mississippi. My friend addressed him- 
self somewhat to my State the other day as an example of those 
States 3 had used eee sgn — 5 3 5 he 
language carrying ons. on the only attemp 
the conetitationall of the new constitution of Mississippi, abridg- 
ing the right to vote, the constitution was declared to be consti- 
tutional. Then where are the unconstitutional methods? Was 
it individual action? Was it organized political action? I can 
say to the Senator that he can not point me to a complaint made 
of fraud, intimidation, or violence in Mississippi since the year 
1876, when the t civic revolution was had, not one. 

I will say, as I said the other day, that one Democrat held his 
seat here upon a certificate based upon an election technical in 
nature, and that that gentleman was unseated and a colored man 
was seated by a Democratic House, and the ousted gentleman went 
over the next day to the Republican party on the ground that the 
Democrats had not stood by him. I say that another contest was 
waged in what is called the black district of Mississippi, the Delta 
country, and then the contestant attempted to prove that certain 
practices were used to convey over the river and get rid of certain 
colored voters, and other offenses of that sort to the prane of 
a fair election; and it all fell to the ground, and the Republican 
committee kept the contestee in his seat. 

Now, gentlemen, if we have pursued unconstitutional methods— 
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the court has not said so as to our statutes and our constitution— 
if we have pursued unfair and unconstitutional methods, there 
has been no charge against any organization or any individuals at 
the poua at any of the elections since 1876. I defy any gentleman 
to show me one, and I object that the fair fame of my State should 
be assailed unless the gentleman can produce some proof of the 
assertions he makes. ii Ate te : 

There has been no disturbance in Mississippi, There is abso- 
lute freedom there; and I want to tell my friend here that the 

ear after the constitution was adopted 10,000 negroes came from 

is State, where they had an unrestricted right to vote as much 
as the white man, and emigrated to Mississippi and are living 
there to-day, and they have lately come, this winter, in such num- 
bers from the State of Georgia into Mississippi that the farmers 
of Georgia have appealed to the authorities to protect them from 
the invasion of the agents who are carrying the to Missis- 
sippi, where they are to be trampled under foot by unconstitu- 
tional methods, as some would have you believe. Negroes are 
still coming to Mississippi. They seem to understand very well 
what they want, and they get it when they go there. They get a 
good wage, fertile land, and plenty of employment. 

I was alluding a while ago to the difficulties of government 
under any circumstances. Ə thought when we esta ed this 
great Republic that we had solved the problem. We saw the Re- 
publics of Greece, of Venice, of Rome, and others perish away 
and merge into monarchies; and we thought that by having States 
bound together by one Constitution, with a Federal head and two 
depositories of political power, one power could never absorb them 
all; and we ized, as we thought, in that fact the safety and 
permanence of popolar institutions, Now we are called upon to 
say what this State shall do in the election. In other words, we 
are to issue from this Chamber a pronunciamento, a declaration 
of opinion as to the constitutionality of a measure not voted upon. 
There is no disposition to take it into the courts and make a test 
of it. A case can be made instantly in Louisiana, where the law 
isthe same. But itis to deter the free and independent voter of 
North Carolina from declaring his own sovereign will at the polls, 
I hope that no man in North Carolina will permit himself to 
diverted from his intention, whatever it may be, to vote exactly 
as he thinks best for the protection and the prosperity and the 
well-being of his State. 

Mr. President, the question that has now been brought by Bers 
not likely to end very soon, and I think the foreign questions that 
are likely to press upon the attention of the American Con, 
will still further put in the background this contention about 
the vote of the negroes. We are en in a contest for self- 
preservation while we are expanding. ile imperialism has its 
advocates, there are some people who still want to preserve the 
Republic, and this effort to purify the governing element of this 
country, as far as is safe under the Constitution, is one that is so 
obviously right and proper that I do not see how any assault can 
be made upon it except for political advantage. 

The distinguished Senator from North Carolina declared the 
other day that all these methods were used simply to keep the 
Democratic party in power. That may be true, according to his 
way of thinking about it, but it was not the idea in my State. 
The idea was simply to put the intelligence and the public virtue 


of that State in power as best for the State, for the interests not 
only of the white people and the Democratic ty, but of the 
tate. When we 


black poe and the Republican party in that 
look at the genesis of this matter, and when we see through these 
miserable six years of reconstruction, more humiliating and de- 
grading and terrible to the South than the four years of bloody 
War, when we saw measures declared by our own courts to be 
unconstitutional passed day after day, despite the protest of the 
President, and when we recollect that suffrage, when it was pro- 
posed for the negro in the South, met its strongest resistance in 
this Chamber and in the House from such men as Roscoe Conk- 
ling and Oliver P. Morton and men of that character, who were 
the founders and the champions of the Republican party, then we 
recollect the purpose for which it was 3 upon us. It was done 
tos suo eee perpetuate Republican rule and to punish 

e South, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator know that impartial 
suffrage was adopted because the Southern States rejected the 
fourteenth amendment? 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know that, but I suppose it is true if 
you say so. I will admit it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will say to the Senator that that is 
a very bold charge he has made. 

Mr. MONEY. I say I do not know it, but I will take it if you 


say SO. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 8 more than I do that the 
Southern Senators, the Sena m Alabama and the Senator 


from Lonisiana and the Senator from Mississippi, have reopened 


this Southern question. 
on. I did not open it. 


Mr. MONEY. I beg 

Mr. CHANDLER. t something is due to historic truth. 
The Senator must know very well, because I do not know of any 
more careful student of American history than he, or of the his- 
tory of the world, for that matter, that the Southern States re- 
jected the fourteenth amendment, which simply said if the 
did not vote he should not be counted in the basis of represen 
tion. 

Mr. BERRY. It said more than that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And then, and for that reason only, impar- 
tial suffrage was enacted by the Congress of the United States and 
the fifteenth amendment was adopted. If it had not been for the 
rejection of the fourteenth amendment by Andrew Jobnson's re- 
constructed governments, the fifteenth amendment would never 
have been adopted. 

Mr. BERRY. The fourteenth amendment did much more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not much. 

Mr. BERRY. It disfranchised a large number of people, as I 
recollect. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator allow me to reply to the 
Senator from Arkansas? > 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will reply to the Senator from Arkansas 
first, and then the Senator can pitch into me. 

Mr, MONEY. No; I will not do that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The disfranchising clause simply provided 
that where any citizen of the United States had taken an oath 
as an officer of the United States to support the Constitution of 
the United States and had then gone into the rebellion he should 
be disfranchised until Congress, by a two-thirds vote, removed 
the disability. That is all; and the Senator, I think, ought to 
admit that that was a vi light disfranchisement. Conie 
went to work and proceeded almost immediately, by two-thirds 
vote, to remove all the disabilities. So the case which I made to 


be | the Senator from Mississippi, before the Senator from Arkansas 


kindly interposed, was that negro suffrage was not imposed upon 
the South by the legislation of Congress until after the fourteenth 
amendment had been unanimously rejected by every one of An- 
drew Johnson’s reconstructed governments. I ask the Senator 
now, in order to give him a text to start on—he needs no text, 
however—whether he approves the Southern rejection of the pro 
osition that if the negro did not vote the negro population should 
be excluded from the basis of representation. 

5 BERRY, Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me one 
w 

Mr. MONEY, Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Ihad no 5 or intention to get into this 
debate, but the Senator from New Hampshire recited a part of the 
fourteenth amendment and then ceased. One of the strong reasons 
why that amendment was rejected by the South is that we were 

upon to put a brand upon the men who had previously 
held office of any character and who had served in the Southern 
army. We were asked to vote to disfranchise the men who had 
done exactly the same thing that we had done, and we did not 
feel that it would be honorable and just on our part—those of us 
who did not come under this disfranchising clause—to vote it upon 
our men, with whom we had been associated, and who had been 
ty of no greater wrong, if wrong at all, than we had. I deny 
that we were ever guilty of any wrong, but certainly there was 
no difference in the character of the acts of those who had held 
office ‘and those who did not, and there were many of us who did 
not come under that clause who were unwilling to vote it upon 
our associates. We refused to do it, and I have always rejoiced 
that we refused. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The eg Bas I say is that the rejection 
of the fourteenth amendment is what caused the adoption of the 
fifteenth amendment, and not the motive which the Senator from 
pe so e pos 4 imputed to the whole Northern people. 

Mr, NEY. I did not impute it to the whole Northern 

le, There was a gallant band here that opposed it the whole 
e. They were members of the Democratic party and some of 
them were leaders of the Republican party. 

I want to answer my friend the Senator from New Hampshire. 
He says that because Mississippi refused to ratify the fourteenth 
amendment negro enfranchisement was put upon us. Mississippi 
had no representation here, nor did she at that time have her new 
constitution. In other words, she had not resumed her Federal 
relation when the fourteenth amendment passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, There was a reconstructed State govern- 
ment in Mississippi. Will the Senator tell me who was the pro- 
1 appointed by President Johnson? 

Mr. NEY. It was under the military government of the 
9 commander, and Adelbert Ames 

. CHANDLER. Oh. no; there was a provisional governor 
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appointed by President Johnson, I can think of his name in a 
moment, he Mississippi reconstructed State government, 
through its legislature, by an almost unanimous vote, rejected the 
fourteenth amendment. The Senator from Arkansas has stated 
the reason that influenced him and others. I do not deny-that 
they may have been partly influenced by that argument; but I 
stand upon the proposition that negro e was brought upon 
the South solely by reason of the rejection, by the reconstructed 
South, of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. MONEY. Permit me to correct the history of my friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire, In the first place, there was 
no provisional governor appointed for Mississippi. In the second 

lace, the people elected Benjamin Humphreys as governor. In 

e third place, he wasejected by bayonet. Yes, I believe Sharkey 
was appointed. General Ames ethe mili governor, and 
a military governor, who had never hada shirt washed in the State 
before he came there, signed his own certificate to this Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER, as not Mr. Sharkey—the Senator called 
the name—the provisional governor? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
teaching me the word. Governor Sharkey, under the direction of 
Andrew Johnson, who certainly was a friend of the South after a 
little while until he got over his rage; and the provisional govern- 
ment was organized in Mississippi, a legislature was elected by 
the people of Mississippi without negro suffrage and without the 
disfranchisement of a single Southerner, and that reconstructed 
legislature almost unanimously rejected the fourteenth amend- 
ment. Thatis history. The Senator knows that, 

Mr. MONEY. Iam willing to accept it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iknew you would. I want you to tell me 
whether you think, on the whole, at this distance of time, thirty- 
three or four years, when we ought to be done with fighting these 
old and sectional questions, but since you introduced them, it was 
a wise thing for the South to reject the fourteenth amendment to 


the Constitution? 
Mr. MONEY. In the first place, the Senator is mistaken about 
who introduced this measure. The Senator who introduced this 


business is the Republican Senator from North Carolina. I had 
no such intention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He introduced his resolution, and without 
hearing from him one word about it—perhaps he 8 D have gone 
up and withdrawn the resolution if the Senator had hinted that 
it was disagreeable to him without hearing a word from him, the 
Senator from Alabama takes the floor and maligns the North, and 
he is being followed up by the other Senators from the South, and 
very unwisely, as I think, very mi enly, as I think, very inju- 
riously, as I think, they are reopening the whole question 

Mr. MONEY. Doyounotthink ze have had enoughof my time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The whole Southern question upon the floor 
of the Senate. without the slightest occasion for it. 

Mr. MONEY. I am not going to try to take care of the Senator 
from Alabama. I am sorry he is not here to take care of himself. 
ae 5 ante capable of doing that. If he has maligned anybody in 

e North 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will show him when he comes back from 
his quest for reelection. 

Mr. MONEY. As long as our historical reminiscences are be- 
ing brushed up by the ever-elert and ht Senator from New 
Hampshire, I will say that when we voted upon a constitution it 
was that submitted to us by the Federal Government, and in that 
election every single nigger in the whole State was permitted to 
vote upon the question whether he was to be a voter or not. It 
did disfranchise the very best popa in that State—the very best. 
The cream of the State was disfranchised, and we rejected it, 
although the negroes voted, and it was a very strong vote. 

There is one more matter that I want to allude to, and I knowI 
am detaining the Senate too long. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina asserted the other day that the very fact that a very small poll 
of votes occurred in Mississippi and other Southern States was 
proof to his mind that they were prevented from voting; that 
they would have voted if they were not prevented from voting. 
He alluded to the fact that at the last election only about 48,000 
votes were cast in Mississippi, and that the total white vote is 
184,000. I do not know w ether that is true or not. According 
to the census of 1890 it was 119,000. Does he think that the 
48,000 white men prevented the balance of the white men from 
voting? Who can compel a man to vote? You can lead a horse 
to water, but you can not make him drink. Has not this thing 
occurred elsewhere without any challenge? 

I explained at that time that the reason why the poll was so 
small at the regular election was this: The nominations had been 


settled at primaries or mass conventions. Then the voting force 
of the party turned out and the election was with such small op- 
position that it was a mere ratification. That may be unwise or 
not, but it does not argue anything unlawful or anything uncon- 


stitutional, because our State provides by law for a system of 
primaries, and consequently the thing being already done, simply 
to be ratified, the people did not trouble themselves to go to the 
polls and yote. So it can not be considered, even remotely, to be 
evidence that anybody was prevented from voting. 

Let us go to some other State. I will take the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and I do not select Massachusetts with any intention 
whatever of in any manner derogating from her dignity, because 
I believe it is one of the greatest Commonwealthsin this Union in 
every respect. But here is what Massachusetts did: In 1890 she 
cast 285,000 votes, and yet she had 665,000 voters. What became 
of the other 400,000 votes? Will the Senator from North Carolina 
rise and say that these 285,000 prevented the other 400,000 from 
voting? What reason is there, then, in such a charge? 

Mr. TILLMAN, In the absence of the Senator from North 
Carolina, I think the Senator from New Hampshire ought to an- 
swer the question. He is a neighbor of that State. 

Mr. MONEY. I would be glad if anybody would tell me, al- 
monga Tam not asking for information., Iam only illustrating 

e poin 

r. CHANDLER. Any question that either of the two Sena- 
we 87 75 put to me I will be most happy to answer, if I under- 
nd it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator from Mississippi can repeat his 


question. 
a an MONEY Ido not want any answer to the question, par- 
cularly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ithank the Senator, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire has in- 
vited me, and I will ask him the question, if the Senator from 
Mississippi will permit me, 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thequestion was why it was that in 1890 the 
State of Massachusetts polled only 285,000 votes, when she has a 
voting population of 665,000? 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Mississippi tells 
me why they do not cast more than 20,000 or 30,000 votes in 


cay 
Mr. NEY. Lou have not been listening to me. 
Mr, TILLMAN. Youare goding: You do not usually do that, 
Mr. CHANDLER. Not both Senators at once. When the two 
Senators have explained the pitifully small vote in their two 
States, I will examine the returns from Massachusetts and see 


why— 

Mr. MONEY. Please do not leave. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Iam simply going to get a vote to confute 
the Senator. : 

Mr. MONEY. Do not leave, please. I do not want you to get 
the book right now. You have enough, The Senator, as I said 
the other day, was talking to somebody else and not listening to 
me. I was meeting the argument of the Senator from North 
Carolina. You were not paying attention to me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave got the book. Now, go ahead. 

Mr. MONEY. Allright. I was endeavoring to answer the ar- 
gument of the Senator from North Carolina that because of the 
small vote in Mississippi and South Carolina and other States 
necessarily those who did not were prevented from voting. I de- 
nied that pro ition. E gave the reason why the vote was small. 
Then, I said, take the State of Massachusetts, which in 1890 polled 
285,000 votes and yet had 665,000 voters. I have not called upon 
the Senator or anybody else to explain why there were not more, 
It is their own affair, No law can compel a man to vote. He can 
go fishing if he Wants to or do anything else that pleases him on 
that day; but if Massachusetts dropped 400,000 votes in one elec- 
tion, why should not Mississippi dropa hundred thousand? Why 
should it not be done in the good old State of Connecticut? I see 
my friend the distinguished Senator here present. In 1890 Con- 
necticut voted 125,000, and yet had 224, votes. Now, no one 

uestions or should question the right of those people to stay away 

‘om the 2 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, In what year was that? 

Mr. MONEY. In 1890. Those voters had a right to stay away. 
They have a right to vote as they please and no man has a right 
to question them, and no man has a right to im +h the State 
where such things have obtained. It is simply the individual 
preferring to do one thing to another thing. 

But I want to say if there had been in the State of Massachu- 
setts or in the State of Connecticut or in the State of South Caro- 
lina or in the State of Mississippi a question that would be vital 
to the interests of the people of that country and parties were 
close you would have seen the whole vote polled, just as in 1896, 
I believe, when one vote was cast for every two and a half inhab- 
itants in the State of Ohio. But it is the question, the race, the 
contest that brings ont the vote; and there is no necessity for 
everybody the polls going to when nothing is Les 

I have some other lists here on some other points, but these are 


1900. 
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simply taken as samples. It certainly does away with the aren 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina and all others that 
cause people do not vote they are prevented from voting. Iknow 
there never was any attempt to prevent anybody from voting in 
my State since 1876, that Lever heard of. 

As for the question of illiteracy, I can speak of that State, hay- 
ing traversed almost the whole State in 1895, I think I made 
about eighty speeches, and I traveled from March until November. 
Imade it a point to inquire in every county I visited of the circuit 
clerk, who was the keeper of the book of registration. I inquired 
whether anybody had ever been objected to because he could not 
read the Constitution or could not understand it or interpret it 
when read to him, and in every case he answered that no man had 
been rejected, and that the exclusion of those who attempted to 
register was on account of the nonpayment of their taxes. Now 
that is the fact. I was myself opposed individually to inserting 
anything of the sort in the constitution, but I was not a member 
of the constitutional convention. 

Mr. President, [have detained the Senate very much longer than 
I intended, and on account of my inability to see the citations 
which I have brought here with me I have not made the legal 
points as broadly as I wished; but I have read from the stand- 
ard authority upon constitutional limitations and from the deci- 
sions of the court, which that author literally quotes, to show, in 
the first place, that these constitutional amendments are not con- 
trary to the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Consti- 
tution, and second, that if one falls the whole scheme falls to- 
8 it is inseparably connected in representing the legisla- 

ve n 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, allow meone word. Ithink 
in justice to the absent Senator from Alabama [Mr. 8 
ought to quote the lan which he used in which I said he 
maligned the North. He said first that he was a soldier of the 
Confederacy: 

I was a soldier of the Confederacy, and, while I have always regretted the 
necessity that put me under arms in open hostility to the flag of our common 
country, I feel, as every Confederate soldier feels, that it is a peculiar honor 
that we were the only white men ever called u as soldiers, to defend the 
white race against a fanatical attack of so-called reformers and the deliberate 
organization of ambitious politicians, who forced us into war by their cruel 
design to put negro slaves on a political and social footing of equality with us. 

Now, here is a deliberate declaration, made a third of a century 
after the war closed, that the war for the Union was occasioned 
because of the deliberate organization of Northern politicians 
with a cruel design to pai negro slaves on a political and social 
footing of equality with the white people of the South. 

Now, Mr. President, I denounce that charge as a slander upon 
the North and as a reflection upon every Northern soldier who 
volunteered for the war and fought for as sacred a cause as sol- 
diers ever fought for. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Ala- 


bama? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Alabama, cer- 


tainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Would 
it not be more decent to wait until the Senator from Alabama 
returns before he makes his denunciation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I intend to wait, but I want the senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama, who is absent, I want the junior Senator 
from Alabama, who is now here, and I want the Senators from 
the Southern States who have reopened this question, which I 
supposed was forever dead, in the Senate to tell me whether the 
North is to be expected to allow a charge made upon this floor 
to go unanswered that the war for the Union, which was a war 
growing out of a Northern determination to prevent the exten- 
sion of slavery into free territory, was a war of ambitious poli- 
ticians with a cruel design to put negro slaves on a political and 
social footing of equality with the Southern whites. Now, if 
Southern Senators wish to discuss that question, they will have 
plenty of time before this session ends. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRO WNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the report of the committee of conference on the 8 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, further 
insists upon its amendments Nos. 1 and 2, agrees to the further 
conference asked for by the Senate, and had appointed Mr. Hor- 
KINS, Mr. RUSSELL, and Mr. GRIFFITH managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House, 

POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Monday, immediately after the completion of the routine morn- 
ing business, I shall call up the various resolutions on the Philip- 


pine question and ask the leave of the Senate to submit some 
remarks thereon. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to move an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 29, 
1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 25, 1900. 
POST MASTERS. 


Elizabeth J. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 

county of Howard and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a 

tmaster for the gaid office having, by law, become vested in the 
dent on and after January 1, 1900, 

William M. Newell, to be r at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1899. 

Leonard S. Calkins, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the 
county of Nevada and State of California, in the place of J. E. 
Carr, whose commission expires February 1, 1900. 

Frederick A. Smith, to postmaster at Colchester, in the 
county of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
C. B. Rogers, whose commission expired December 19, 1899. 

R. ord Tyler, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of G. F. Stearns, 
whose commission expired Jan 15, 1900. 

Mary N. Herrick, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the county 
of Volusia and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Hugh M. Pierce, to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the county of 
Colquitt and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Moses C. Thomas, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, in the place of Harriet S. Coffeen, 
whose commission ired January 23, 1900. 

W. N. Burdick, to be postmaster at Postville, in the county of 
Allamakee and State of lowa, in the place of J. N. Leithold, whose 
commission expires February 13, 1900. 

Clark H. Barker, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of G. L. Swett, 
whose commission a ape February 1, 1900. 

George P. Bliss, to 5 at Florence, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of G. L. 
Beals, whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Samuel E. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Samuel E. Walker, whose commission expired January 7, 1900. 
(Reappointed. ) 

Evert J. Pruim, to be 5 at Zeeland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Jesse A. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post master 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


on and after January 1, 1900. 

George B. Tretbar, to be postmaster at Lamberton, in the county 
of Redwood and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office haying, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William G. Kitchen, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri, the appointment of a 

master for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Henry C. Wright, to be postmaster at Webster Grove, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri, in the place of A. B. M. 
Thompson, whose commission expired December 30, 1899. 

Harry L. Jaques, to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, 5 vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New Vork, in the place of A. J. Smith, de- 


ceased, 

O. H, Willard, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York, in tha place of D. C. Adams, 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900, 
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William H. Holt, to be 8 at Graham, in the county of 
0 


Alamance and State of Carolina, the appointment of a 
8 for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
ident on and after January 1, 1900, > 

William E, McGuire, to be at Pawhuska, in the 

Nation of Oklahoma Territory, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, law, me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Peon ir amda ael VVV 

ma Territory, the appointment of a er 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

William H. Leitner, to be 3 at Huntington, in the 
county of Baker and State of Oregon, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office haying, ews — — in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William G. Bassler, to be postmaster at Zelienople, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of. a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William P. McMasters, to be eee at Munhall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Elizabeth L. Bampfield, to be tmaster at Beaufort, in the 
= of pis and State of South Carolina, in the place of 

„ J. pfield, 

John Harvey, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
Bosque and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1898. 

Eli Hawks, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for the 


said office ha , by law, become vested.in the President on and 
after April 1, 1899. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE 


CORPS, 


Harold C. Reisinger, at large. 

Frank Edgar Evans, a citizen of Wisconsin. 

Harry Randolph Lay, at large. 

Thomas A. Mott, a citizen of North Carolina. 

St. John L. Caffery, a citizen of Louisiana. 

John C, Beaumont, a citizen of Maryland. 
-Charles B. Taylor, a citizen of Virginia. 

John W. Wadleigh, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

William Radford Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 
Henry D. F. Long, at large. 


— — 


CON FIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 25, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


James Ross, of Washington, to be a captain, Forty-fifth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers. 


POST MASTERS. 


John F. Newlin, to be postmaster at Chrisman, in the county of 
Edgar and State of Illinois. 

Charles W. Fleming, to be postmaster at Arthur, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of Illinois. : 

Frederick Dilg, to be . at Mascoutah, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Illinois. 

John W. Campbell, to be postmaster at Morrisonville, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois. 

Jacob F. Shuler, to be eee at El Dorado, in the county 
of Union and State of Arkansas. 

Lewis A. Groff, to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the county 
of Los les and State of California. 

Joel P. Watson, to be aster at Ashley, in the county of 
‘Washington and State of Illinois. 

Cadwallader J. Pride, to be tmaster at Rockhill, in the 
county of York and State of South Carolina, 

Minnie M. Cox, to be einai at Indianola, in the county of 
Sunflower and State of Mississippi. ; 

John N. Sandlin, to be postmaster at Minden, in the county of 
Webster and State of Louisiana. 

Robert J. Morrison, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 

Isaac A. Smith, to be aster at Tennille, in the county of 
Washington and State of Georgia. 

Frank W. Rollins, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 25, 1900. 


The House metat 11i o'clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following m from 
the President of the United States; which was read, refe to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit. herewith, for the information of the Congress, the sixteenth 
annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1900. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 70. Joint resolution diverting and setting apart 850,000 
out of the sums heretofore og 8 eco pn for jetty work at Cum- 
berland Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for sluicing 
and dredging at the entrance of said sound; 

S. R. 34. Joint resolution authorizing the prin of 35,000 copies 
of Bulletin No. 24, Department of Agriculture, entitled A Primer 
of Forestry,” for the use of Congress and the Department of Agri- 
culture; and 

S. 32. An act for the relief of George W. Weston. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widening and ex- 
tension of Sixteenth street, in the District of Columbia, 

The message also announced that the Senate had a 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and su uent 
censuses and giving to the Director thereof additional power and 
authority in certain cases, and for other purposes, had further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendments numbered 1 and 
2, had asked a further conference with the House on the 28 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CAR - 
g e and Mr. MCENERY as the conferees on the part of 

e Senate, 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions were 
taken from the Bpen s table and referred to their appropriate 
committees as indicated below: 

S. 32. An act for the relief of George W. Weston—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. R. 34. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 35,000 copies 
of Bulletin No. 24, Department of Agriculture, entitled A Primer 
of Forestry,” for the use of Congress and the Department of Agri- 
culture—to the Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 70. Joint resolution diverting and setting apart 850,000 out 
of the sums heretofore appropriated for jetty work at Cumberland 
Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for sluicing and dredg- 
ing = the entrance of said sound—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 


NORTHEASTERN JUDICIAL DIVISION OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
p enen consideration of the bill which I send to the Speaker's 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judicial district of 
’ the State of Tennessee, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of Americain Congress assembled, That a new division of the eastern judicial 

istrict of the State of Tennessee, to be known as the northeastern division 
judicial district of Tennessee, be, and the same is hereby, established, to be 
com) of the following counties, to wit: Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, Sulliva: 
Washington, Greene, Haw Hancock, Cocke, and Hamblen; and sai 
counties be, and the same are hereby, transferred to said northeastern di- 
vision of said eastern district of Tennessee, but no additional clerk or marshal 
shall be a ted in said district. 

SEC. 2. t a term of the circuit court and of the district court of the 
eastern district of Tennessee shall be held at Greeneville, in said State, each 
year, -on the 25 and fourth Mondays in August and February, after the pas- 
sage of this 

SEC. 3. That the clerks of the district and circuit courts for the eastern 
district = 5 the marshal ry 3 at — ag ymi 
shall perform the du appertaining offices, respectively, for 
courts, and except when court is in session, and a judge present, clerk’s 
office of the said courts may be at Knoxville, where all records for said courts 
may be kept as of the same court, and all duties performed as though the 
clerk were at Greeneville; but should, in the judgment of the district judge 


and the clerk, the business of said courts hereafter warrant the employment 
for thacoutts harain cronted, en Dept at Greeneville, and a deputy cook 

or the cou. erein crea’ ani at Greene’ a T. 
pointed to reside and 1 ville. x i 


office at Greene 


ants residing in different divisions of the t, such suits may be brought 
in either division. All issues of fact in said suits shall be at a term of 
the court held in the division where the suit is so t. 


cutions for crimes or offenses committed 

shall be within such division, and all 
tions for crimes or offenses heretofore committed in the eastern dis. 
ict as heretofore constituted shall be commenced and proceeded with as if 


this act had not been 5 
SEC. 6. That all d and petit jurors summoned for service in each di- 
vision shall be ents of such division. mesne a 


to the provisions hereinbefore contained, issued 
may be served and executed in either or both of the divisions. 


nessee such removal shall be to the United 8 

which the county is situated from which the removal is made, and the time 

within which the removal shall . so far as it refers to or is 

regulated by the terms of the United States courts, shall be deemed to refer 
to the terms of the United States courts. 

Sec. 8. That each of said courts shall be held in a building to ee 

by the county or municipal authorities and without expense 

to the United States. 


Sec. 9. That this act shall be in force from and after the 30th day of June, 
8 und all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
re 8 


e amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OWS: 

(I By . after the word in,“ in line 11, page 1, the 
words “or for;” 

2) By striking out the words “a term,” in line 12, on page 1, and insertin 
in at thereof the word “ terms;”’ 17 85 a% . 


By strikin out the word “eastern,” in line on 1, and insertin 
in ; thereof tho words “northeastern division P on pare . 
3 By striking out the words “first and,” in line 14, on el; 
5) By inser , immediately after the word 2 e 6, on page 2, 


the words of said northeastern division judicial district;” 

(6) By striking out the word “the,” inline 17, on page 2, and inserting in 
lien thereof the word “said;” 5 

(7) By striking out the word “inhabitants,” in line 18, on page 2, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “inhabitant; 

@ y striking out all of section 4, after the word “ division,” in line 22, on 


int 


ing eu thereof the words “divisions of said disi “a 
(10) By inse . immediately after the word “courts,” in on page 
3, the words held in said northeastern division judicial distriet;“ and 


septs Sh ae aha Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a statement 
from the gentleman from Illinois. I understand that this creates 
another division, and not only provides another place for holdi 
the court, but it creates another division or district, and I woul 
like to know the necessity for it. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It does not 
create another district, but makes a subdivision of the eastern 
district and fixes another place for holding the court in that dis- 
trict; and we provide for no additional officer, except under cer- 
tain exigencies, if they should arise, there may be an additional 
deputy clerk to be placed at Greenville, where this additional 
court is to be held. It makes no additional expense, that 
which may be caused if it should be necessary to have this deputy 
clerk at Greenville; and, on the other hand, it will save thousands 
of dollars to the United States. It takes in ten northeastern coun- 
ties of Tennessee. 

The present place for holding the court of that division is at 
Knoxville, These counties renge all the way from 60 to 160 miles 
in distance from Knoxville, at is a mountainous country, and 
by the usual routes of travel in going to and re from 
court witnesses, parties to suits, and attorneys have to travel 
double the distance to Knoxville from their p of residence. 
There is a great deal of criminal litigation from that section of 
Tennessee, all of which now must be heard at Knoxville. The 
Government has to pay all the expenses of having witnesses taken 
to and from their places of residence; and as they all claim mileage 
on the usual and customary routes of travel, that makes the ex- 
penses very great for the Government. 

There will be a very great saving of money on account of the 
expenses of witnesses if this new division is created, much more 
than any additional expense that may be incurred by reason of 
haying an additional deputy clerk. The judge of the district 
court for the eastern district of Tennessee writes a letter, which 
is made a part of the report on this bill, stating his views on the 
question, and saying, while it will make himsome additional 
trouble and work to go over to Greeneville and hold that court, he 
is perfectly willing to do so, on account of the benefit it will be to 
those people. Instead of it being a measure that will create addi- 
tional expense, it will be an economical measure, and I am of the 
opinion that it should be passed, The bill has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on the J ce pool #2 and I am directed by 
that committee to present the bill and ask its 8 

Mr. MADDOX: What I wanted to ask the gentleman was if 
this was unanimously reported by the committee? 

Mr. WARNER, It is unanimously reported by the committee, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Theamendmentsrecommended ae committee wereagreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed 


On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SALARY OF THE POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON, D. C, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if this is to take any time 
I will have to object. 
Mr. LOUD. It will not take more than sixty seconds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6272 tho salary of the 
¢ ) fixing a on eve at Washington City, 
r 3 —＋ Fino 80 ee of ee 4of the act geese lege sok Ui 
esalar: postmas n. March as — 
of the ast lity, D. C., is 8 ad. and the 
be adjusted, as provided in the cases 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? poaa a pause] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LATE HON. EVAN E. SETTLE, 


Mr. GAYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House that Saturday, February 10, after the hour of 1 o’clock, be 
set apart for the purpose of paying fitting tribute of respect tomy 
late predecessor, Hon. EVAN E. SETTLE, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that Saturday, February 10, after the hour of 1 
o'clock, be set apart for the purpose of paying tribute to his late 
predecessor, Hon. Evan E. SETTLE, of Kentucky. Is there objec- 
oo [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ered. 


COMPILED STATUTES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res.136) providing for the distribution of Com 


tatutes of the District of Columbia tocommittees of the Senate and 
of Representatives. 


Resolved, tg.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to deliver, from the number now in his care, jot 


of the se ar Statutes. of the District of Columbia to each standi 
tee of the Senate and of the House of Representatives not now supplied there- 
with, for its use. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to engrossed for a third 
age Pasi being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 

bid by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 


ouse 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair calls up the unfinished business, 


and igs, ag the Se from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. 
Mr. . Mr. Speaker, almost ever since the election in 1898 
the members-elect 


member-elect from the State of Utah, Brigham H. Roberts, I 
here read one of those petitions, as follows: 


To the Hon. ——~-——, E. sentative-clect of the Congressional dis- 
pas g State o the Fifty-sixth * of the United States of 
merica: 


We, the undersigned, legally qualified voters of the said Congres- 
sional district of the State of „do hereby most respectfully and most 
earnestly call upon you as our Representativein the Fifty-sixth Congress to 
use your utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure the 
prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Roberts, of Utah, the avowed polygamist and 
covenant breaker, from the House of Representatives, in acco’ ce with 
the ee of the National Constitution in Article I, section 5, paragraph 
2, which reads as follows; Each House of Congress may determine the ales 
of its punish its members for disorderly behavior, and with the 
concurrence of two-thirdsexpel a member.” 

We also do most earnestly and most respectfully call upon you to use your 
utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure action by the 
Fi proposing an amendment to the National Constitution, 
sameto the legislatures of the se States, d 
legal mic,and making polygamy, under whatever 
guise or pretense, a crime — —.— the United States, punishable by severe 

ch disfran ent ualification to vote or to hold 
or emolument under the United States or any State or 


1176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


That petition asks for certain specific action. 


It asked for two 
specific things—one the expulsion of the member-elect and the 
other an amendment to the Federal Constitution making parties 
guilty of polygamy ineligible for office. 

When we came in here on the first day of the present session of 
this Congress, petitions stood piled up there in front of the Speak- 
er’s desk 7 or 8 feet high, wrapped about with the national colors, 
said to contain 7,000,000 names, asking that such specific action 
be taken by this Congress, If there was any other action asked 
by any petition filed, I never saw or heard of it, They asked 
further that the expulsion take place not con to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, but in accordance therewith, and 
pone out the very section under which they asked this Congress 

ac 

I say that in view of the language of these petitions members 
came as I did to this House, no doubt a majority, with no other 
idea than that no other action would be attempted on the part of 
this House except Papoon, rovided we ac in accordance 
with the requests of these petitioners. I confess I had not studied 
any other feature. But when the resolution was brought in it 
made specific charges, and I wish to read the first two sections in 
relation to that: 

Whereas it is charged that Brigham H. Roberts, a Representative-clect 
to the Fifty-sixth e e State of Utah, is in ible to a seat in 
the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas such charge is made through a member of this House, on his re- 
. as such member, and on the basis, as he asserts, of public records, 

davits, and papers evidencing such ineligibility. 

Then for the first time the charge. was made in form that Brig- 
ham H. Roberts was not eligible, that he was ineligible, and action 
might follow the charge of ineligibility which was not in accord- 
ance with the prayer of these petitions, not in accordance with 
the generally received construction of the law applying to such a 
case. It struck meas new; but then was read by the gentleman 
from Ohio having charge of the resolution a section of the law 
from McCrary on Elections, as follows: 

The regular certificate of election, properly ed, is, as we have seen, to be 
taken as sufficient to authorize the person ho! oigas to be swornin. Itis 

facie evidence of his election, and the only evidence thereof which can 

considered in the first instance and in the course of the 9 ization of a 
legislative body. But there are questions which may be r: touching the 


qualifications of a person which may be investigated and decided as 
Semin 1D prima facie case and as preliminary to the swearing in of the 
man 


ly well unded allegation be 
scpressntetives of tim Unilod Biases diate PotD bration A 
cate of election is not a citizen of the United States, or is not of the re- 
quisite age, or is for any other cause ineligible, the House will defer action 
upon the question of swearing in such person until can be an investiga- 
tion into the truth of such allegation. 

McCrary was cited as authority by the gentleman from Ohio 
and read. McCrary was cited as an authority by the member- 
elect from Utah and read. It seemed to me that McCrary on 
Elections was regarded as sound and authority, and if he was 
I could see no reason why we should not, ee to being 
sworn, investigate questions relating to the eligibility of the 
member-elect from Utah. The voy ka of the resolution 
precludes an inquiry into the grounds proper for expulsion. 

Eligibility is a question of law and does not necessarily carry 
with it anything in the nature of degradation or penalty to the 

m. To say he is ineligible is equivalent to 3 that he 
acks some or all of the qualifications required by law to consti- 
tute eligibility. Where do we find the law? In the Constitution 
of the United States. It prescribes the grounds of eligibility. It 
says what a member must possess to be eligible. en for a 
member of this House to charge, upon his 3 as a 
member, that a member-elect is ineligible upon evidence by affi- 
davits and court records, going to the question of naturalization, 
or citizenship, or age, is eno to warrant this House in assum- 
ing and presuming, and it d come to no other conclusion than 
that thec was that he did not have some of the qualifications 
uired by the Constitution. 
very man, regardless of his opinion as to expulsion, could vote 
for that resolution, and in so doing has not committed himself to 
theidea of exclusion upon grounds that are pertinent alone to a 
question of expulsion. 

Now, what are the qualifications? They are stated in the Con- 
stitution. Has this House or Congress as a body ever added an- 
other? The fourteenth amendment of the Constitution did add 
one for certain parties, prescribing that they should not be eligible 
to office provided they had taken a certain oath and afterwards 

icipated in the rebellion. That provision is no longer the law; 
tthe very fact that those who wanted to render ineligible parties 
who had taken such an oath and afterwards were guilty of par- 
ticipating in the rebellion, sought it by means of a constitutional 
amendment, was an admission on the pars of those who brought 
about that amendment to the Constitution that they believed it to 


be the only way by which it could be done. 
and contended that under that section of the Con- 
ch says that each House may judge of the qualification 


It is all 
stitution w 


of its members the word ‘‘judge” includes the right to exclude 
upon grounds not heretofore established by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States; in other words, that this House, acting 
alone, may impose a qualification, may create a qualification, along 
with those already created bylaw. 1 contend most earnestly, Mr. 
Speaker, that such a construction is stretching the words of the 
Constitution beyond warrant. To judge of qualifications is to 
judge of qualifications existing at the time a man becomes a 
member-elect. To contend or to admit that this House at any 
time preliminary to administering the oath of office, after a mem- 
ber has been elected, may by its action alone createa qualification 
for office is certainly a very dangerous doctrine, and if it can en- 
large or add to the specific provisions of the Constitution, why 
can it not do away with or release us from some of the obliga- 
tions imposed therein? Why can it not reduce the age limit or 
increase it? 

I can not for a moment admit, whatever may be said of Congress 
as a body in a general law imposing additional qualifications of 
eligibility, that this House alone can add to the Constitution, or 
can make qualifications equal in effect to those made and created 
and contained in the Constitution, and which have afterwards 
been made by amendment to that Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear much said upon the floor of this House 
which seems to me to be a little in the nature of pettifogging, 
about protecting the American home in our action. Is it to be 
supposed for a moment that if Brigham H. Roberts is guilty, as 
charged in the janguagect the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], 
that any man in this House is so lost to proper self-respect and to 
a proper estimation of his duties that he will not do right when 
the occasion presents itself in a proper and aa Mt bs 

I want to say that the American home depends largely upon the 
organic Jaw of this land for its being what itis, The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. LAN Dis] I believe said something about going in 
a straight line no isosceles triangle in the matter—about going in 
a straight line to do that which you want todo. Why, that is the 
very language used by the mob. If a man has been guilty of a 
crime for which his life might be forfeited by law, the mob says— 
there being no doubt of his guilt, he . his guilt—why not 
go in a straight line and break his neck, and not go through the 
circuitous isosceles triangle of a trial to do that which it is admit- 
ted ought to be done? 

I want to say to the members of this House that there is no 
straight way for us to do anything except that way that goes 
hand in hand with the Constitution of the United States. [Ap- 
plause.] I want to say further that if there is any doubt in the 
mind of a member as to whether a course is constitutional or not, 
he should give this sacred instrument the benefit of that doubt. 
Le poira: The American home without American institutions 
would not be worthy of the name, [Applause] And I say it is 
pettifogging to speak of such a thing. am willing to concede 
and do concede that gentlemen who take the opposite side of this 
view are sincere, for I thought it was the correct view until I 
investigated it myself. 

I have no quarrel and no charges to make; but if you can ac- 
complish the yarpose and accomplish it according to the Consti- 
tution and according to established usages and precedents, and it 
is as effectually accomplished when done as in any other way, I 
ask you why not doit? To presume that more than one-third of 
this House will not vote for ry peso under the facts alleged by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] is to presume that more 
than one-third of this House ought themselves to be expelled. 
5 Are we going to say — fon shall not go accordin 

o law in doing that which is desired because you are afrai 
that a sufficient number of those who are authorized to carry out 
the law will not execute it? Has the fear of a failure to execute 
the law ever been a justification for acting in an illegal manner? 
I certainly think not. 

How much time have I left, Mr, Speaker? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman five minutes remaining. 
He has spoken fifteen minutes. 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of course, it is impossible 


to go over this casein detail and at length in twenty minutes, and I 
have onlysought to go over it in a hurried manner; but I want to say 
that I can see nothing inconsistent in a member of this House who 
voted for the original resolution upon the charges contained on 
the face of it now voting against the conclusions of that commit- 
tee as exp in the majority report. We are not bound, be- 
cause, upon sufficient charges, we created a committee to inves- 
tigate and report back certain facts, to agree with that committee 
apon np conclusions of law which they reach upon the findings 
of fact. 

And I think that every member of this House, e e of 
party politics, regardless of how he voted on that question, should 
vote now as he thinks is right, after full and fair investigation, 
and vote in accordance with the law of the Jand, in accordance 
with constitutional provisions, and not here at this time, in this 
way, seek to add rae tions which never have been created by 
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the lawmaking power, either in the organic law or in this Con- 
die acting as a body. Therefore I contend that no man is es- 

pped from voting against the majority report in this case 
because he voted simply to create the committee to make the 
investigation upon the charge of ineligibility. Expulsion is for 
personal conduct of the member, and I will concede, as far as I 
am able to determine, that it must be conduct of which he has 
been guilty after becoming a member-elect, after the 4th of March 
following his election. I take no stock in this argument that after 
he is brought in here and sworn in, he must be guilty of polygamy 
after taking the oath. 

But suppose that it should come to that and there should be no 
other way to expel him—no right to expel him except for conduct 
which he had committed after taking the oath? Should we here 
and now deliberately and willfully violate the Constitution of the 
United States in order to punish Roberts for what he had done 
for fear he will not continue his wrongdoing? Certainly that 
does not Sopon to one who will think and reason pon this mat- 
ter. Isay I believe he can be expelled, and expelled as soon as a 
vote can be taken after proper proceedings, after the oath is ad- 
ministered. Now, why try to bulldoze or browbeat members of 
this House with the idea that if you swear him in he will behave 
himself, and you can not expel him for something unless he has 
done it after taking the oath? I think the law and the precedents 
are all against those who make that contention, and I think that 
argument is made for the sole purpose of getting members to vote 
for exclusion, Constitution or no Constitution. 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that this Government is a Government 
of limited powers. The Constitution is the instrument of that 
limitation, and I have been taught all my life as a Democrat to 
construe that instrument strictly and not liberally so as to avoid 
the plain provision and effect of its terms. I am not afraid of such 
a vote from a liberty-loving, law-abiding people, and if I have got to 
go out of this House because I vote to uphold what I honestly be- 

ieve to be the plain dictates of the Constitution, let me go. [Ap- 
lause.] I would rather be outside with the Constitution and 
Roberts than to be inside with neither the Constitution nor Rob- 
erts. [Applause.] But I have no such fears. Those who have 
asked and petitioned our action in this case have not asked or 
titioned us to violate the law or disregard the Constitution in 
oing so, but have asked us to do the only thing that we can do 
lawfully, and that is to expel the member-elect from Utah. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have a conference report here that will only 
take a moment, and, in lieu of a written statement, with the in- 
dulgence of the House, I will make a brief oral statement on the 
action of the conferees cf the House on Senate bill 2179. 

There were four amendments adopted by the House to the bill, 
and the Senate on the amendment numbered 3—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is there no written statement? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is a conference report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I know; but I think we ought to have 
the written statement which is called for by the rule, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The conference report is written. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know; but there should be a written 
statement accompanying every conference report. 

The SPEAKER, The point is well made. 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
J igh Sel 5 for eight minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. Speaker, with interest I have read the 
report of the committee in this case, together with the views of 
the minority thereof, 

The report is an able one and replete with strong, exhaustive 
legal argument on the grave constitutional questions involved, 
and the committee is to be commended for the research made and 
the patience and energy with which it has discharged its duty, as 
well as for the legal learning exhibited in the report; es 
this true of the concise and convincing argument presented in the 
views of the 11 & 

I have also listened with equal and even greater interest to the 
arguments adduced pro and con, and especially to the masterful, 
logical, constitutional argument of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. LITTLEFIELD], and, in my humble judgment, it is so strong 
and forceful that as yet it has not been answered and is unan- 
swerable, 

Upon a careful review and consideration of the report of the 
committee I am unable to yield my assent to the conclusions 
reached by it, and to the resolution proposed by it for the action 
of this House, but thoroughly agree with the views expressed in 
the report of the minority, and, briefly, these are my reasons: 

It is not questioned—indeed, it is conceded—that the member- 
elect from Utah at the time of his election possessed all the con- 


stitutional qualificationg requisite to entitle him to a seat on the 


m of this House and to become a member thereof as an organ- 
i b 
It is 8 asserted nor claimed that since his election he has 
lost or been deprived of any of these constitutional qualifications 
or that any change has taken place in his status. k 
gain, whatever his status was under the laws of the United 
States operative in Utah prior to her admission into the Union 
as asovereign State, it has not and can not with reasonable plausi- 
bility be argued that the laws of the United States in force in 
Utah before her statehood can have any force or bearing upon 
D status or that of her people after her statehood became com- 
plete. 

Whatever may have been the force and effect of the Edmunds 
or the Edmunds-Tucker law while in force upon the question of 
the eligibility or noneligibility of the member-elect from Utah, 
they can not affect the question as to his now eligibility or ineligi- 
bility as the Representative of a sovereign State. 

If it be conceded that the member-elect from Utah, who asks to 
be admitted to take the oath as a member of this House, at the 
time of his election possessed the qualifications prescribed by the 
Constitution, and has not since his election lost any of these, then 
it is difficult to conceive how his right to be sworn in as such 
member can be denied, whatever may be the final action of the 
House hereafter as to his right to retain his seat. 

I can not see—I do not find any warrant in the Constitution 
that convinces my judgment or enlightens my conscience that this 
House possesses the right or the power to exclude the member- 


elect. 

Nor do I find anything contained, urged, or argued in the report 
of the committee that convinces me that such power or right 
exists. 

Nor do I find any authority in the Constitution that leads me to 
believe that this House, as such, that is without the concurrence 
of the other branch of the ee, of the Constitution, 
can add e where they did not before exist. 

It is true the committee cites numerous authorities and some 
apparent precedents for its conclusions, but upon a close exami- 
nation of the text-books referred to by it and precedents cited, it 
will be found that the statements from the text-books are largely 
the expressions of opinion of the authors and sustained by no 
authority, and most, if not all of the decisions of courts relied 
on as precedents are cases either wholly 5 to the facts 
of the case under consideration, or are merely obiter dictum. 

The committee has found, as shown byits report, that the mem- 
ber-elect from Utah was, at the date of his election, and since, and 
now is, a polygamist—having three wives. However criminally 
abhorrent this ray tive to the poron of our Christian religion, 
and however much this may be opposed to the spirit and genius 
of our Christian civilization, and however much we may detest 
and abhor this relic of barbarism and of the act of the grandson 
of Cain, the murderer of his brother, by whom it was first inau- 
gurated, yet this Government of ours is a constitutional Govern- 
ment and a Government of law and order, and we can not afford 
to tread even lightly upon the Constitution and exclude a duly 
elected resentative of a sovereign State of this Union on doubt- 
ful grounds when we have a plain, simple constitutional method 
by which we may quickly solve the problem, to wit, explusion. 

We are told that we can not expel him, because the offense for 
which we pro to rid the House of his presence is not one 
related to his duties as a member of this House. Is this true? 
Let us see, 

The Constitution, section 5 of Article I, provides: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers 5 8 behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
amem . 

Some of the meanings or definitions of the word “disorderly,” 
as given by Webster in his dictionary, are, Not regulated by the 
dee of morality; unchaste; of bad repute, as a disorderly 

ouse. 

The Apostle Paul, in his first letter to the Thessalonians, third 
chapter, sixth verse, admonishes his brethren: 

Withdraw yourselves from every brother that walketh disorderly. 

The word “ disorderly ” has a broad and comprehensive mean- 
ing when applied to the various forms of human conduct and 
action, and must be likewise construed as broad and comprehen- 
sive when used by the Constitution in its application to members 
of this House. 

However exemplary may be the conduct of a member of this 
House in its presence, yet many instances may be cited where he 
may, not in the presence of the House, be guilty of acts which 
would tend to disgrace it as a legislative body and bring it into 
scandal and disrepute and make it contemptible in the eyes of the 
good people of the country and disentitle it to the respect and 
confidence of the le; and if he should do so, he most certainl 
would be guilty of rderly behavior in the sense above stated 
and within the meaning of the Constitution. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


It is made most manifestly to a; by the report of the com- 
mittee that the present status of the member-elect from Utah is 
that of a pol ist, and his continuance as such is an affront to 
this House, its dignity, and sense of decency, and shows that his 
conduct is not ted by the restraint of morality,“ that he 
is unchaste and of bad repute,” and is therefore now ty 
of continued ‘disorderly behavior,“ for which he should ex- 
pelled, but in accordance with constitutional methods, in the 
way pointed out by the Constitution—in decency and in order. 

offense therefore has a relation to his duties as a member 
of this House, in his contact and association with its members, 
and his cooperation in its business. 

Giving due consideration and weight to the report of the com- 
mittee, with due deference to its opinion, still so cogent is the! 
argument and See Seon in the report of the minority 
why the member-elect from Utah should not be excluded, and 
bellowing that neither constitutional nor legal power exists in the 
House to exclude him, and that the ands of objection to his 
being sworn in are not valid and sufficient in law, I shall vote for 
the minority so ci but believing that his continuance in poly- 
gamy is behavior“ within the meaning of the Consti- 
tution, I stand y to vote for his expulsion; and in this way I 
believe I shall di my constitutional oath. 

It may be—indeed, already been argued—that proceedin 
in this way would be wholly superfluous and unnecessary, an 
even to pursue this course would be ridiculous. This may so ap- 
pear to some gentlemen who do not have conscientious scruples 
about the Constitution and constitutional methods. Short methods 
may be justified in some things, but can not well be excused in 

with grave constatutional 1 

We can not afford to put out the eyes of the Constitution and 

2 law and establish what may become a very dangerous prece- 


mt. 

I know some persons regard the Constitution as an obsolete, 

antiquated, musty old document, of not much binding force ex- 

cept when they want it to be binding, but a very elastic and 
nding sort of instrument when they want to expand. 

me e us not be swerved from our fidelity to the Constitution and 

our duty to ourselyes as men by mere sentiment. [Lond ap- 


use. 
Mir, ‘tAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
at this time that all members be allowed to print their views on 
this case for ten days after the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER. All members who have spoken? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. All members. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that all members be allowed to print remarks on the 

order for ten days, Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
e Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, as varying bells make the perfect 
chime, it may not be uninteresting to sound a different note from 
those to which we have listened in this debate and look at the case 
from another point of view. We have heard able and exhaustive 
5 from the view of the majority and minority reports, 

we have listened to a review of the case from the personal 
point of view of the member-elect from Utah. We have heard 
the profound lucubrations of the constitutional lawyer and the 
deep reasoning of the parliamentarian and the political philoso- 
pher. Now let us glance at the case from the point of view of the 
eof the United States. Let us stand in the American home, 

y the firesides of the common people, where dwell the fathers 
and mothers, husbands and wives, who make up this Christian 
nation, and see what view we get from that pure-aired elevation. 

I shall vote to sustain the majority report, because I approve 
their findings of fact and their conclusions of law. The argu- 
ment of that report on the legal and constitutional aspects of the 
case I believe to be absolutely sound. On those two aspects the 
case is fatal to the contention of the gentleman from Utah, and it 
remains to be seen whether there exists a third view which is also 
fatal. Ordinarily two fatal wounds would suffice without look- 
mens a third to explain a homicide, and the proposal to look for 
a d ground of action in this case can not fail to suggest the 
unconscious humor in the answer of the untutored physician who, 
when asked if the injuries to his patient were fatal, replied that 
two of them were certainly fatal and as tothe third time will tell. 

As a basis for the brief reflections I desire to submit from the 
point of view of the people at large, I call attention to the findings 
of fact unanimously agreed upon by the committee, 

> FINDING OF FACTS. 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected asa Representative to the 

Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was, at the date of his election, 


Shows tee give ct SS pears Sune oe had been for more than seven years a 
F the United States and was an inhabitant of the State of 


We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 


8 six children. 
hat about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 
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has ever since lived as such, and who since such has 
children, of whom the last were born Aug: pe s97. 


JANUARY 25, 


That some years bble he contracted 
0 pa th Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever since 
lived in the habit and repute our committee is unable to fix 
the exact date of 1 „It does not a that he held her out as 


his 
That the t . taki 
Mr. Roberts, and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to 
lace himself stand. 
From these facts it appears that the gentleman from Utah is a 
polygamist in principle and in practice; that he is the husband of 
three wives all in full life and the father of at least two sets of 


egal | children, who are being reared contemporaneously under the 


wings of their respective mothers. It only accentuates the situa- 
tion without altering its character to say that the husband of 
these wives and the father of these children could not remove 
with his families, his entire domestic establishment, to any other 
State in the Union or into any country on the face of the earth 
where the common law or the canons of our Christian faith pre- 
vail and live outside the penitentiary. 

It is a situation mest extraordinary, and derives its momentous 
importance from the fact that it is shocking to the moral sense of 
the country and abhorrent to the Christian feelings of the Ameri- 
can people. The people of the United States are a Christian peo- 
ple and have a deep-seated and ineradicable conviction that the 
whole course of human history has demonstrated that the dualized 
unit of humanity, the one man and one woman, the twain making 
one fiesh, to nurture offspring in the peace and harmony of Chris- 
tian marriage, is the essential requisite to a sound social formation 
and a progressive Christian civilization. They believe that the 
family based upon monogamy is the only true or possible founda- 
tion of a wholesome social order and necessary to the honor, dig- 
nity, freedom, and elevation of womanhood as well as to the proper 
nurture, well-being, moral character, and the civil and spiritual 
interests of children. They believe 

There is no holy matrimonial vow 
Save where one sole pair to love's soft fetters bow. 

They hold to the estimation of the love borne a single wife, de- 
picted by the Knight of the Sleeping Leopard in the Talisman,” 
when he likened it to the gem on the Saracen’s finger. Said he: 

The love a true knight binds on one only fair and faithful is the gem entire. 
The affection thou flingest among ay f-wedded slaves is as worthless as 
„ of that gem if 1 with this ax should break it into twenty 

They believe the harem and the home are incompatible and can 
not exist in the same country; that the teaching and practice of 
polygamy are demoralizing to society and destructive of the essen- 
tial principles upon which our free institutions and our Christian 
civilization rests; that it is a malignant growth, a cancer fed and 
fattened upon immorality under the cloak of religion; that it is 
an offense that smells to Heaven, a blighting, blistering, blasting 
bondage to woman, and a withering curse to children, and there- 
pongo, Sonar that Se State oE = in onang Mr. Bobu here 
as their resentative, perpetrated a gross indignity upon the 

le of the United States which we are bound in honor to e 

y sending him back to his people, and that seating him as a 
member of the House of Representatives would be an outrage 
upon the moral sense of every Christian citizen of the Republic, 
a shameless assault upon every Christian home, and an insult to 
every honest woman in America. 

This characterization of the situation does not overstate the at- 
titude of the public mind toward this case, With this profound 
moral conviction, deep-rooted and all-pervasive feeling of the in- 
effable disgrace and reproach upon the nation of admitting this 
loathsome moral contagion into the nation’s Congress, the people 
are not overzealous to find constitutional warrant for 
excluding Mr. Roberts from membership in the House. They 
will not be astute to find ingenious and subtle reasoning to sus- 
tain a proposition the logic of which they are wholly unable to 
comprehend, that we have the t to put him out after he is in, 
but no right to keep him out before he gets in. They may con- 
cede the powerful logic brought to the support of that contention, 
but they will remind you of the ar ent of Aristotle to prove 
the finiteness of the universe, of which, it was said, it was wholl 
unanswerable, and yet it never convinced a single human so 
They will not hear you say that he has a constitutional right to 
his seat, but no constitutional right to occupy it. 

They will not even see the humor in that proposition and will 
ead the contention of the minority report as to the mode of 
procedure, after the concessions they make as to the merits of the 
case, as too trivial for the dignity of statesmanship. It will at 
least remind them of the deep philosophy in the observation of 
an English judge who, after pronouncing sentence, said: 

Iseem to have been 
sanleen tne ine ante pronouncing sentence not against the prisoner, but 

The proposal of the minority is to first pronounce sentence 
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nst our Constitution, our country, and our civilization by 

itting the claimant to his seat, and then pronounce sentence 
against him by expelling him. r rather say, in this 
crisis of the nation’s g name and o, as was said ima crisis 
of the nation’s life, if the warrant is not in the Constitution, it 
ought to be there; that it is a casus omissus due to the impossi- 
bility of our fathers anticipating the occurrence of the incident 
we are now considering; and they command us to act as if it were 
Shore, and save the honor, good name, and fame of the American 

ple. 

pert you suggest to them that some authority ought to be shown 
for such heroic treatment, they would answer as William Wirt did 
when in the trial of a case he stated a proposition the soundness 
of which was questioned Ls his opponent, who asked for his 
authority, book and page. irt replied: 

Sir, I am not bound to grope my way am Se athe of antics and 
Galen's blaciclester inne te MANR of a 8 is Written eig 
letters upon the heart of every man. 

They will easily see that the case N but two questions 
a question ot poner and a question of right. They will insist that 
the Constitu er no limitations on the right of this House 
to judge of the q cations of its members, They will concede 
that this does not authorize the House to doa 8 an unjust 
act in excluding a member-elect who, on grounds of general rea- 
soning in view of justice, right, and good morals, ought to be 
admitted; but, on the other hand, they will hold thatit authorizes 
the House to exclude a person who, on every ground of right, 
justice, and good morals, ought to be excluded, and that the House 
in the nature of the case must be the sole judge of the exigency 
which calls into requisition the exercise of the power of exclusion. 

This is the voice of the public opinion of this nation—a mighty 
assembly which without visible session ever legislates, and with- 
out army or navy, marshal or constable, ever executes its decree. 
And that decree, when the American people are stirred as they 
only can be by a great moral question which marshals the eon- 
science of the nation, is quite likely to reaffirm a law higher than 
the mere lex scripta. It was of the other “twin relic of barbar- 
ism” that William H. Seward was speaking when he declared 
there wasa higher law than the Constitution, and that every hu- 
man enactment which is just and right is a reenactment of thelaw 
of God. The e in this crisis appeal from all subtle reason- 
ing, fine-spun distinctions, and refinements of logic to the higher 
law of right, justice, and Christian morals. Nor is this august 
tribunal of public ene without citations of authority for its 
appeal from the omitted letter to the higher law of the spirit of 

e Constitution and the invincible will of the nation. 

Senator Berrien, of Georgia, on February 12, 1850, said: 

There is no warrant in the Constitution for the Missouri compromise act; 
but in what was considered a great crisis, menacing dangers of a serious na- 
ture, they felt that they were authorized under the pressure of the occasion 
to assume the power which they exercised, bat dug yoo the A vn sense, in- 
telligence, and patriotism of the people to justify the assump of a power 
which the Constitution did not confer and which they had no specific power 
to exercise. In other w I consider that the compromise was 

tted under the influence of the principle salus publica suprema lex. 

When the Louisiana purchase was before the public mind 
Thomas Jefferson said: 

The Constitution has made no provision for our holding 8 
still less for inco ting foreign nations into our Union. The Executive 
seizing the fugitive occurrence which so much advances the good of the 
country has done an act beyond the Constitution. The Legislature in cast- 
ing behind them the metaphysical subtleties and risking themselves like 
faithful servants must ra’ and Bey for it and throw themselves on their 
country for doing for them unauthorized what we know they would have 
done fot themselves if they had been in a situation to doit. 

So in this crisis, menacing danger, dishonor, and reproach to 
this nation before the eyes of the on-looking world, we might well 
consider, if we found no warrant in the letter of the Constitution, 
whether we were not justified under the extreme of the 
situation in assuming the power which the people themselves 
possess and which they, by aspontaneous and united acclaim with- 
out a parallel in the history of the country, command us to as- 
sume. Happily, we are not driven to this alternative; but if the 
circumstances of the case made it n for us to choose be- 
tween the shame and reproach of seating this man, and assuming 
for a moment and for a righteous purpose the sovereignty of the 
people, to carry out their will, there are some, I am sure, who 
would not hesitate long to accept the latter responsibility, and, as 
Jefferson said, throw themselves on their country for doing for the 
people, unauthorized what we know they would do for themselves 
if they were in a situation to act; and if any accuser should arise 
who has more reverence for the mere letter of authority than for 
the good name and fair fame of his country their sole han 1 
be, The letter killeth, but the spirit maketh alive,” and the pub- 
lic good is the supreme law.” ud applause on the floor and in 
the galleries. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. S er, it seems unfortunate that the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the might of the member-elect from 
the State of Utah to a seat in this House should have divided as to 


the method by which he should be kept out of the House, when all 
are that he ought not to participate in its deliberations. 
Fortunately, however, the division is not on party lines, and the 
two reports present two methods of reaching the same result. 
The first is to refuse to the member-elect the oath and never admit 
him to membership. The second is to allow him to take the oa 
which admits him to full fellowship in the House, and then 


WHY SWEAR HIM IN IF HE IS TO BE EXPELLED? 


Now, as a matter of plain common sense, the question will at 
once be asked, Why swear him in if he is to be thrown out a few 
minutes later? Mr. Speaker, as a matter of plain sense, this is not 
an easy question to answer, nor, sir, is it an easy question to answer 
when you open the technical volume of legal refinements upon 
constitutional limitations and parliamentary usages. 

It is under these refinements and manifestly against the plain 
sense of plain people that the minority frame their argument in 
favor of swearing in Roberts and then expelling him; and this, in 
brief, is the argument. That when the Constitution says, Each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members,” it means so far as the right to be 
sworn in is concerned; that the House can consider and judge 
only the i cea qualifications bed by that instrument, 
among which are those recited in the clause which reads as follows: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the 
shail not when elected, be an {ahauitant of that State in which he shall be 
chosen. ? 

In other words, the minority contends that the House must ac- 
cept and swear in whoeyer may come with a certificate of election 
from the governor of his State, providing he be 25 years of age, 
seven years a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of 
the State when elected, no matter what crime he may be guilty of; 
no matter if he be a forger, bank robber, horse thief, or murderer, 
or, as in the case at bar, a polygamist and bigamist. This, Mr. 
Speaker, is what the minority report resolves itself into. 

Inasmuch as the minority recommend the expulsion of Roberts 
after he is sworn in it would seem to follow as a necessary infer- 
ence that they admit that the House may bo for members 
other qualifica than those negatively enumerated in the 
Constitution. This with some is a moot qona, but seems 
not to be involved in this discussion, inasmuch as the reason for 
the expulsion of Roberts, as given by the minority, is in nọ way 
tee in the Constitution. But here again the question recurs, 

y does the minority insist that the member-elect shall be sworn 
in at all if he is not to remain a member of the House? Mani- 
festly in deference to the custom which has sprung up of allow- 
ing the member-elect who comes with the certificate of the gov- 
ernor of his State to receive the oath and take his seat in the House, 
even though some one else may be eee his right to the seat 
and may ultimately displace the person so tted. - 

This is the invariable practice of the House, and, as for that mat- 
ter, of legislative bodies generally, where the question is upon the 
election of the member; but that is not the case before us. The 
question here is whether the member-elect from Utah is entitled 
to take his seat at all. Whether, in short, in the judgment of the 
House he ought to be admitted to membership. e minority say 
emphatically in their report that he ought not to be; and here 

the question thrusts itself upon us, Why admit him and 
SARANAT cast him out? The reason given by the minority is 
that the Constitution requires it. Does it so read? No, say the 
minority, it does not exactly so read, but the proper construction 
of certain clauses, the clauses I have just read, entitles the mem- 
ber-elect with the certificate of the governor of his State to be 
admitted to membership, no matter what his crimes may be. 


DIFFERENT READINGS OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


And this, Mr. Speaker, is the way the minority would make the 
Constitution read. For one, sir, I can not make it so read. When 
it says that ‘‘no person shall be a Representative who shall not 
have attained the of 25 years, and have been seven years a citi- 
zen of the United States, and who shall not when elected be an in- 
habitant of the State from which he shall be chosen,” and stops 
there, it simply means that no one shall be a member without 
these qualifications, and leaves all else as to the admission of mem- 
bers to the Houseitself when not regulated by act of Congress. But 
how can it be said that because a member-elect has these annt 
cations, even though he be a polygamist and bigamist, as in the 
case at bar, or perchance be guilty of the foulest of felonies, or 
8 of high treason, that there is no power in the House un- 

er the Constitution to prevent him from taking his seat? 

Mr. S er, this view of the Constitution reminds one of the 
conclusion reached by a high official of this Government forty 


ears ago, who could nowhere find in the Constitution the power 

coerce a State. But the American people found that power, 
and in this case the House has found and has already exerci 

the right to stop the member-elect from Utah at the bar of the 
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Peuhigation tad be is galley of all Goat ty aliaged 
on e is guilty o at is against him. 
The minority so inform the House, but at the same Sate ask it to 


And it turns out on in- 


say in substance that its action in stopping him at the bar was 
wrong; was, in short, unconstitutional; that under the Consti- 
tution as read by them he was entitled to receive the oath and 
could then be dealt with. 

The House will, of course, if satisfied it is not in the right, 
promptly seat this man, notwithstanding his poly y and not- 
wi ding his continued violation of the laws of Utah against 
polygamy, made permanent by its constitution. 

BOTH REPORTS ABLE AND HELPFUL. 

The House and country are to be congratulated upon the able 
and exhaustive investigation of this important question by the 
committee having it in char; Both reports are models of re- 
search and statement and in the best sense helpful to the House. 
In the brief time at my disposal no full analysis can be presented 
of these long and learned reports. But a careful examination of 
them side by side will, I k, justify these conclusions: First, 
that the House may rightfully under the Constitution refuse to 
admit a member-elect for crime or any other offense which in our 
enlightened civilization should = ify a Representative of the 
people, even though he possess all the requisites enumerated in 
the Constitution. l 

Second. That the House may assert this right when the member- 
elect presents himself to receive the oath. 

Whether or not this be the constitutional right of the House, 
certain it is that the House has in repeated cases exercised that 
right, and in no instance cited in either report, where the question 
has been raised, has the House declined to take jurisdiction on 
an around that the member-elect was entitled first to receive the 
oa 

PRECEDENTS ALL SUPPORT MAJORITY REPORT. 

The precedents on this point, really the only point in controversy 
between these two reports, all pal the majority view. The 
fact can hardly be given too much emphasis that no instance is 
cited by the able and learned gentlemen submitting the minority 
views where the House has ever held otherwise. One can not help 
admiring the ingenious plausibility with which they attempt to 
explain away the force of the precedents; but the cold fact re- 
mains that in every instance the record stands against them. And 
should the House sustain the majority report, instead of making 
a precedent, as some have asserted, we shall only be acting in ac- 
cordance with precedents, 

But some say the majority proposition is a dangerous one; that 
it will make ible revolutionary ings by which, in times 
of great excitement, the House might be prevented from organi- 
zation. 

The reply is, that something of that intelligence, candor, and 
conservatism which in the past have preserved the dignity and 
integrity of this body should be conceded to its future. 

In the hundred and more years of the history of the House only 
a few cases have arisen in which the power of refusing admission 
has been invoked. During the sixteen years I have had the honor 
of a seat here there has been but one case—that of George Q. Can- 
non, a Delegate from Utah while a Territory. It was in 1892. 

Cannon, on a contest against Allen G. Campbell, was found by 
the committee to have been elected, but was also found by the 
committee to be a polygamist and ineligible on that ground. This 
was before the passage of the Edmunds law. Before the case came 
up for consideration in the House the Edmunds law was passed. 

e Committee on Elections, however, before the passage of the 
law, had declared him ineligible on account of polygamy. 

I remember well the temper of the House on that occasion. It 
did not doubt that it was a duty it owed itself and the country to 
protect its membership from the admission of criminal characters, 
such as was Mr. Cannon under the Edmunds law. 

The House also held the same view of duty in 1870, when one 
Whittemore, a member from the State of South Carolina, was found 
by a committee of the House to have sold a cadetship, and who, 
to avoid expulsion, resigned his seat. He went home to his con- 
stituents, was reelected, and returned to the House with a certifi- 
cate in due form, supposing, in accordance with certain precedents 
that if indorsed by his constituents the House could not expel 
him. But the House said it would not disgrace itself, and sum- 
marily refused him admission, not even referring his case toa 
committee. 

Then there are the Kentucky cases, so called, disposed of in 
1867, directly to the point. But other precedents need not be cited. 
BROKEN COMPACT. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say that if there were no precedents for 
this proceeding, to my mind there is ample ground for the pro- 
posed majority action in the broken compact entered into by Con- 

and the people of Utah when admitted asa State. It was 


en distinctly understood that the people of Utah had accepted 


in good faith the provisions of the Edmunds law; that polygamy. 
both as a religious belief and asa practice, had been abandoned 
and would never be revived. Glance with me for a moment at 
the conditions under which Utah came in as a State, and note the 
strong assurances of the abandonment of polygamy under which 
she came in. On September 26, 1890, Wilford Woodruff, first 
ponor of the Mormon Church, preparing the way for state- 
ood, issued a manifesto in which, among other things, he said 
the endowment house, in which plural marriages had formerl 
been solemnized, had been torn down. In this manifesto he 
the following language: 


Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Siege, hers forbidding plural mar- 
riages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those la and to use my 
influence with the members of the church over which I preside to have them 


do likewise, 

There is nothing in my teachings to the church, or in those of my associ- 
ates, during the time specified, which can be reasonably construed to incul- 
cate or encourage poly; Y. and when any elder of church has used 
language which a: to convey any such teachings he has been promptly 
reproved. And I now publicly declare that my advice to the Latter-Day 


ts is to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the law of 


the land. 
WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

And later, on application for restoration to the church of the 
pro which by the Edmunds-Tucker law had been escheated 
to the State, both Wilford Woodruff, then first president, and 
Lorenzo Snow, as counselor and now first president, testified that 
they construed the above manifesto to prohibit the continuance 
of poly; ous relations in cases where the marriage was entered 
into before the eof the Edmunds law as well as afterwards. 

On December 19, 1891, a gorse was addressed to President 
Harrison, signed by Wilford Woodruff, first president, and by 
George Q. Cannon and Joseph F. Smith, his counselors, and the 
twelve apostles also, praying for amnesty for those under judg- 
ment of the Edmunds-Tucker law, and from that petition let me 
read the following extracts: 


To the President of the United States: 


We, the first presidency and the apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
55 Saints, beg respectfully to represent to your excellency the fol- 


owing : 
We formerly taught to our people that polygamy. or celestial marriage, 
as commanded by God through pe h Smith, was right: that it was a neces- 
sity to man’s highest exaltation in the life to come. - . 

t doctrine was publicly promulgated by our president, the late Brig- 
ham zonn ied years ago, and was steadily taught and impressed upon 
the Latter-Day Saints up September, 1890. Our people are devout and 
sincere, and they accepted the doctrine, and many personally embraced and 
practiced polygamy. 

* * * * * * 


* 
According to our creed, the head of the church receives from time to time 
revelations for the religious guidance of his people, In September. 1800, the 
resent head of the church in anguish and prayer cried to God for help for 
flock, and received 8 to advise the members of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints that the law commanding polygamy was 
henceforth suspended. 

At the great semiannual 8 was held a few days later, this 
was submitted to the people—numbering many thousands and represen 
every community of the people in Utah—and was by them in the most solemn 
manner accepted as the rule of their lives. 

They have since been faithful to the covenant made that day. 

At the late October conference, after a year had by, the matter was 
once more submitted to the thousands of people gathered together, and they 
again in the most potential manner ratified the solemn covenant. 

* * * * * * * 
shepherds of tient and kamag ask amnesty for th 
and pindoe ae faith a homer for their People, aa Sage 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

President Harrison granted amnesty November 1, 1893, to all 
who had abstained from ee e practices after November 1, 
1890. But this would not include the member-elect from Utah, 
who the committee report married his second plural wife, Celia 
Dibble, in 1885, and has lived with her as such ever since, she 
bearing him twins August 11, 1897, and is now the mother of six 
5 But to return to the conditions on which Utah was 
admitted. 

Now here was the manifesto of September 26, 1890, construed 
by the solemn oath of Wilford Woodruff, then first president, and 
Lorenzo Snow, now first president, to prohibit 3 rela- 
tions of every kind, and to enjoin obedience elaw. Here 
was also the petition for amnesty, signed by all the higher officials 
of the church, and closing with the following solemn promise: 

herds of tient and sufferi: le, ask ty for them 
ant todos sos faith and — for — a g Ind yon petitioners will 
ever pray. 

On the strength of these unequivocal declarations, approved 
and ratified in the most solemn manner, as the church officers 
informed President Harrison, by two of their general conferences, 
the Committee on Territories earl y in 1893 reported a bill enabling 
Utah to form a State government on condition that polygamous 
or plural marriages are to be forever prohibited. On December 
12, 1893, when this bill came up for consideration, to satisfy the 
House and the country that polygamy was dead in Utah, Mr, 
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RAWLINS, then Delegate and now Senator from Utah, in the de- 
bate said: 


men who o it, perhaps more violently than any other, says: 
“The practice of polygamy has been abandoned ‘by the church and the 
people. i authorities of the 


olygamous ee are forbidden by 
church. The people or church party has been dissolved, and the conditions 
existing in the Territory are now in no wise different from those in vogue in 
the States of the Union.” 


Further on he said: 


I think I understand the sentiment that prevails among those who are 
uppermost in the councils of the political parties in the Territory of Utah, 
and who would be likely to dominate its affairs in case it be tted as a 
State; and lam pre tosay upon my conscience that I believe these people 
can be safel intrusted with the full measure of self-government which would 
be accorded under statehood. 


And again: 
The eradication or discontinuance of polygamy is perhaps first due to exter- 
nal pressure, but still more largely to the efforts of people within the Mor- 


mon Church itself to bring about the reform of the organization in that 


r t. 

* should be borne in mind that a very small rtion of the Mormon 

le have ever practiced polygamy. hose who did not practice it saw the 

evil consequences which followed from its practice, the unhappiness which 
it caused in families, and that it rendered the people of Utah obnoxious to 
the prevailing sentiment of the age. Its practice disturbed the tranquillity. 
impeded the p retarded the growth, darkened the character, an 
destroyed the p: ty and happiness of the people. 

And speaking of the manifesto of September 20, 1890, already 
referred to, he used this strong language: 

The elders of the Mormon Church got up and said that this came to the 
people with all the force of a revelation and was binding upon them, and 
many of the Mormon people have testified in court, when occasion has arisen 
when such testimony would be relevant, that they regard that as a rey- 
elation from Almighty God; that they no longor believe polygamy and its 

yd asa 


Pence to be right, and in effect it is not iscontinu practice, 
ut, so far as the t mass of the Mormon le is concerned, it is eradi- 
cated asa belief. Butthe people of Utah—I think | can speak for them on this 


uestion—mean, I believe, what they say. They are engaged in no eof 

aud or treachery which to deceive the nation. Having made . 
and on this pledge ed this action by the American Congress, I Ican 
say for them that they will stand by it though the heavens fall. 

On the strength of these assurances from the governor of the 
Territory, the president and counselors and apostles of the church, 
and of Delegate Raw ins, the enabling act was passed, and Utah 
became a State. 

To those of us who were charged with the responsibility of the 
admission of Utah and who heard these words of solemn assur- 
ance as they fell warm from the lips of Delegate RAWLINs in this 
Hall, it seems a clear case of bad faith on the part of her people 
to now send a polygamist to represent them in this body. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the blackest kind of fraud and treachery, the 
very thing that Mr. RAWLINS assured us against, and I think hon- 
esfly, too. If not fraud and treachery on the part of the Mor- 
mon people, it certainly is on the part of the man Roberts, who is 
now knocking at the door of the very place where the fraud was 
made effective. But of this I will s later. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is not claimed that there is any consti- 
tutional Pe against doing as one agrees, nor any against the 
people of Utah doing as they agree. There is no provision against 
common honesty and decency, and both, as well as proper self- 
respect, require that we say to Mr. Roberts, Not o Tose you 
deceived us, but you are a polygami, an offensive character to 
Christian civilization, and are also a constant violator of the consti- 
tutional provision of Utah, which you yourself helped make for the 
sole purpose of working Utah into the Union, and we do not want 
and will not have such an odious character in the House, not for a 
few minutes even. We say to you, go back to your constituents, 
who will go unrepresented in this body until they select some one 
who is not a ygamist. We are going to resolutely hold the 
people of Utah to the agreement made when we clothed them 
with statehood.” This is good morals and good law. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a principle in both law and equity that who- 
ever comes into court asking the benefit of a contract or its en- 
forcement must show that in every particular that he himself has 
kept the contract. This principle is older than constitutions, and 
is of such high moral scope that I shall hope there will be no 
claim that it is unconstitutional. 

Now, let us apply this principle to the case at bar, not asa 
court deciding between parties and hedged about with the limited 
jurisdiction ascribed by the gentleman from Maine, but as one of 
the high contracting parties and as clothed not only with judicial 
power over matters rightfully before us, but with that creative 
pa also which is the distinguishing function of all legislative 

es, 

Let us view it as the holders, for the time, of the sovereignty of 
the people, and the medium through which that sovereignty can 
be expressed without limitation, except as prescribed in the Con- 
stitution, which in terms says: 

Each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. . 
JUDGE WILSON’S ADVICE. 

Let us apply the above rule and do what Judge Jeremiah Wil- 


son, counsel for the people of Utah in 1887, when they were asking 


admission, said Congress could do if they did not live up to their 
agreement, viz: 


You could shut the doors of the Senate and House of Representatives 
against them; you could deny them a voice in the counsels of the nation 
because th bad f: 


ey had acted in aith and violated their solemn ment by 
which they succeeded in getting themselves into the condition of a State. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, do just what this eminent counsel, when 
pleading for the admission of Utah as a State, said we could do; 
and he being their counsel, his language is their language. Let 
us shut the door of the House against them” so long as they fla- 
grantly violate their pledges and send a pen to represent 
them in this body. Let us, in the literal language of the learned 
counsel, ‘‘shut the door,” and not go through the farce of asking 
Roberts in and, after giving him a seat, then ask him to go out. 
I say the farce, because the cause for which the minority would 
expel Roberts is the identical cause for which the majority would 
exclude him, and confessedly that cause is outside of the qualifi- 
cations negatively enumerated in the Constitution. Then what 
becomes of the elaborate argument of the minority that the 
House can not add to the three enumerated qualifications, for 
they must add the cause upon which they would expel him, and 
it does not satisfy sound reason to say that as against a two- 
oe vote qualifications may be added, but not as against a ma- 

ority. 
7 “i PRECEDENT WHOLESOME AND NOT DANGEROUS. 

But some fear the precedent. Mr. Speaker, the precedent cre- 
ated oyu adoption of the majority resolution will rest u 
grounds so distinctly peculiar to itself that it can never be invo. 
unless it be in some future case from the State of Utah, in which 
violated pledges shall cry out in the name of honor and 
decency; and the sooner the people of Utah learn that the doors 
of this House are barred against the entrance of a polygamist the 
sooner will the young men of that State learn that the way to 
honor, in this world at least, is not in plural marri ; the sooner 
will the Mormon Church realize that the taint of polygamy ho 
lessly bars its way to fellowship with Christian civilization; the 
sooner also will the State itself discover that this relic of barbar- 
ism is the only hindrance to a brilliant and prosperous future, the 
only blot on the otherwise good character of this fair sister of the 
mountains. 

Mr. Speaker, the minority position, briefly stated, is this: That 
whoever has the governor's certificate, is 25 years old, seven years 
a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the State from 
which he comes, shall be seated as a matter of absolute right, 
simply because the Constitution says the member must have 
these qualifications, but does not say that Congress or the House 
may not require others. The minority seem to lose sight of that 
other clause, that beach House shall be the judge of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members.“ The only judg- 
ment which the House has under the minority view is, whether a 
man is 25 years of age, has been seven years a citizen, and was 
an inhabitant of the State at the time of election—three very 
heavy questions indeed for the representatives of the sovereign 
people to judge. 

I submit that these things are all matters of ascertainment 
rather than of judgment. And if the framers of the Constitution 
intended to limit the power of the House to these three things, 
they would have used the word ‘‘ascertain” as more applicable 
to this wre wo so that the clause would read. Each House shall 
judge of the election and return and shall ascertain the qualifica- 
tions of its own members.” The framers of the Constitution un- 
derstood well the use of language; and if they had intended this 
limitation, they never would have used the word “judge” in that 
connection, 

The majority claim that under the word ‘‘judge” the House 
may not only ascertain if the member is qualified as the Constitu- 
tion says he must be, but when charges are preferred against a 
member-elect that ought to disqualify him as a Representative it 
is the duty of the House to look into them and, if true, judge 
whether the offense he may be guilty of ought to exclude him 
from the House. 

TEST CASES. 

Now, let us test the minority views by some extreme cases, 
which, on the authority of Chief Justice Shaw, prove the rule. 
— 9 5 a lunatic presents himself with the governor's certificate, 
and he possess the three prescribed qualifications. According to 
the minority, he must be sworn in, no matter what confusion 
and danger he may bring into the House. Suppose a leper comes 
with a certificate and the three qualifications—and one may some 
day come from Hawaii, though there be lepers in the United 
States—the minority, following the logic of their position, must 
say he should be sworn in, thus making a pesthouse of this Hall. 
But suppose a murderer raises his head, still red from the fatal 
fray, for the oath. Gentlemen of the minority can not help say- 
ing he eae receive it and sit down with the representatives of 

ple. 


e 
The minority may reply: After admission these men might be 
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expelled, of course, because one is alunatic, the other a leper, and 
the other a murderer. It would, of course, be because of these 
disqualifications,” But these are not enumerated in the Constitu- 
tion, and Epir position denies the power of the House to add any 
others. It will trouble the ordinary mind to understand, if the 
House may add to these qualifications for expulsion, why it may 
not for exclusion, Thus do we see the argument of the minority 
running into the face of itself. 

The majority view is, that when the Constitution says the House 
shall be judge of the qualifications of its own members, it 
means just what it says, and it may, if it so determine, refuse 
admission to all such characters as above described; may, in 
short, exclude any person whose entrance into it would affect 
its integrity, compromise its dignity, or be a blot on its mo- 
rality; and I do not care whether you call this the power of pre- 
scribing additional qualifications or of self-preservation and self- 
protection. Mr. Speaker, I believe if this question ever gets into 
the Supreme Court, that that tribunal will never take away or in 
any way abridge the power of the House to keep itself respectable. 

Now, apply this principle to the case at bar. Brigham H. Rob- 
erts is a polygamist, and is such in violation of a law kept on foot 
by a provision in the constitution of Utah which he himself 
helped place there in order to bring the State into the Union, 
when at the very time he was living in violation of that law and 
has been from that time until now, thus adding to the crime of 
polygamy hypocrisy and falsehood. Shall we t such a man 
to a seat in the House? 

POLYGAMY, HYPOCRISY, AND FRAUD. 

Here are the facts: The enabling act authorized Utah to form 
a State government on condition that polygamous and plural mar- 
riages be forever prohibited. This provision was incorporated 
into the constitution, and it was also moved by C. S. Varian, of 
Salt Lake, to insert the following clause declaring in force the 
laws of the Territory against polygamy: 

The act of the governor and legislative pr peng a a the Territory of Utah 
entitled An act to punish polygamy and other kindred offenses," approved 
Fe 4, 1892, in so far as same defines and imposes es for 
polygamy, is hereby declared to be in force in the State of Utah. 

And on this motion Mr. Roberts, who was a member of the con- 
vention, spoke as follows: 


Mr. President, Iam in favor of beg Dee amendment offered by the 
Salt Lake. I + it should prevail. First an 


upon wh d 
uire, by its enabling act, an express stipulation upon this subject, and I 
believe ite 1 d 


intention was to have a declaration that would be effective and 
not merely an empty ion, I vision of this racter 
1 e document we are , in order to establish 


ment as 

It was on February 4, 1894, that Mr. Roberts uttered the fore- 
going. He was anxious to have it known that the people of Utah 
were ac in perfect good faith” and were intending “‘ sai 
out to the letter their agreement as expressed in the soe wags wi 
the United States,” from which it seems Roberts perfectly under- 
stood there was a compact. = cl 

Now, let me ask, what kind of faith was he exercising at that 
very moment, living, as he was, with Celia Dibble, his plural wife, 
whom he married in 1885? And what kind of faith has he exer- 
cised since by continuing his relations with this second wife ever 
since,” as the committee find? And, further, let let me ask what 
kind of “‘faith”—that is his word—did he exercise three 
later, in 1897, when he took another wife, Margaret C. Soe 
Not only this, but while Roberts was before the people of Utah 
for election, in reply to Governor Wells, who is a Mormon, but 
who protested against Roberts’s election on the 4 . of his 
polygamy and that it would be a violation of the n com- 
pact, said in an interview which a in the Salt Lake Her- 
ald of November 6, 1898, and signed by him, among other things, 
the following: 

He knows that while technically a law which into our statute book 
by what may be called an inadvertence—viz, that code m put 
into the code what was considered before statehood an law, 
and then the code was adopted be, rigs legislature, a number of whose mem- 

rsonally t they were not aware such a law was in 
+ the law has not bee: ecuted; 


‘cice against; for 
his charges are true, under all the circum- 


hi A 
When the sow that has been washed returns to her wallowing in the mire 


stamps the brand of dishonor on his own 
t, carried to its legitimate conclusions, 


years | how could Roberts 


ould put his sisters beyond th of the law and 
casts, then there iano comparison that cau express one's contest and ale 
gust for such a craven. 
_ Thus do we find this man solemnly ae his good faith” 
in the constitutional convention, professing himself in fayor of 
legislation 8 polygamy, While at that very moment he 
was himself a pyres Later we find him repudiating these 
rovisions and airily brushing aside as a dead letter the very law 
e had favored, speaking of it as having ‘‘crept into the statute 
book through an inadvertence;” and now he is posing before the 
House as an honest man under persecution from the intolerance 
of the suspicious and inquisitive. 
Thus does, 
He wire in and wire ont, 
And leaves us still in doubt 
Whether the snake that made that track 
Was going east or coming back. 


Mr. Speaker, out of his own mouth Brigham H. Roberts stands 
convicted of being not only a polygamist, ut of being a hypocrite 
and a fraud; and what shall be said of his supreme audacity in 
now asking this House to allow him to sit down with those on 
whom he has practiced this imposition and here flaunt his polyg- 
smy and hypocrisy in the face of the House and of the world? 

he angina report would let him do this. The majority re- 
port says the House is the judge of all this under the Constitution, 
and they recommend that he be not allowed to take advan’ of 
his own wrong, his own bad faith, and that this, coupled with his 
lygamy, ought to be an absolute bar to his entrance into the 

0 


use. 

Mr. Speaker, the House has already been told that the majority 
report is in direct line with its precedents and with all of them. 
No instance has arisen in its history where the question has been 
raised and the House has refused to popeo the qualifications of 
a member-elect when challenged at the bar. 

RESULTS UNDER MAJORITY PLAN. 

Under this rule the Kentucky members were sifted in 1867 and 
the disloyal ones kept out of the House. Under it the cadet broker 
was kept out in 1870, and in 1892 Cannon, the polygamist, was 
kept out on account of his polygamy; and the country has sur- 
vived what, according to the gentlemen holding the minority 


a | Views, must have been a terrible wrench to the Constitution; and 


the people have said amen every time. 
RESULTS UNDER MINORITY PLAN. 
Under the minority plan of purging the House of unworthy 


is | characters by expulsion, the record is a dismal one, 


First of all, it left Cannon, the polygamist, in the House in 1874, 
and his victory gave him such standing that he held on for eight 
years longer, when the majority plan sent him home. 

Under the minority plan a long list of dubious and shady char- 
acters have been left in the House unmolested. I do not wish to 
make unnecessarily public the names, but it left one man charged 
with murder and several charged with bribery and bribe taking 
and other corrupt practices. 


PRECEDENTS MAKE ROBERTS'S EXPULSION DOUBTFUL. 


Mr. oo all the cases of attempted expulsion hold that it 
can be done only for some cause connected with service in the 
House, and in the very term, too, in which the attempt is made. 
Under this rule, big agin by an unbroken line ep oe seep 

expelled immediately after ission, in 
the absence of proof of some fresh act of polygamous cohabita- 
tion? What has he done connected with his service in the Houso 
which would justify it? But enough; the House understands the 
issue between the two reports. It is principally a question of 
constitutional construction, and each member will say for himself 
how he will read that instrument, not only in the light of legal 
learning but of common sense and legislative ence, 

Mr. er, for myself I shall stand by the precedents of the 
House, eving they are constituti and essential to the 
wholesome discharge of its duties. I shall vote to exclude Roberts 
from the House. ond applanse.| 

Mr, TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I voted to exclude the Utah 
Representative without any regard to his alleged prima facie 
rights to be formally sworn in as a member of this body. I felt 
that the country had been so outraged by the election of an 
avowed and notorious polygamist to Congress that I paid little at- 
tention to the technical question as to the legal form of exclusion. 
It was a case, in my estimation, Mr. Speaker, of such abhorrent 
and defiant immorality that I did not stop two seconds to think 
whether he ought to be kicked in and then kicked out or whether 
=e more decent thing to do is to keep him out entirely. [Ap- 

use. 
p Tadd on the broad principle that the man was unfit to be a 
member of this House. I have read the evidence carefully, not- 
withstanding my early convictions of the man’s guilt. I would 
give a dog the benefit of any doubt I might have if its reputation 
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or life were at stake. I have no doubt in this case. This accred- 
ited Representative has no place in this House, and the sooner it 
lause } 


is clear of this case the better and cleaner it will be. [App 
But, Mr. Speaker, the majority report has interjec pan 
in the case that, in my opinion, is unnecessary, unwise, an 


warranted. 
The third paragraph of the report declares that Mr. Roberts's 
‘election as Representative is an explicit and offensive violation 


of the understanding by which U was admitted as a State,” 
and for that, among other reasons, should be denied the right of 
membership in this” House, ‘ 

Commenting upon this declaration of the committee, the New 
York Press (January 22), the leading Republican newspaper in 
the country, says: 

Utah deserves a forced return to the Territorial condition. Since there is 
no such means, the committee majority has taken the most signal way poe 
ble of rebuking the Mormon combination of insolence and ill faith by deny- 
ing to its Representative the privilege of a seat in the House long enough 
even for expulsion. 

This House nor this committee has nothing whatever to do with 
the question of statehood introduced in this controversy. It ought 
not to have been introduced. Whatever its purpose, it has no 
business in this dispute at this time. I hope it will be eliminated 
from the report. Leave that question to the courts, where it 
properly belongs. Let the House of Representatives attend strictly 
to its own business. 

There is altogether too much flippant talk, Mr. Speaker, about 
the power of Congress and the duty of Congress to coerce and pun- 
ish States by the most drastic restrictive legislation. It is boldly 
and persistently ie S toreduce representation in this House 
and in the electoral college upon the census report of the voting 
population of certain States. And why? Because in the very 
words of this majority report the election in these States was an 
explicit and offensive violation of the understanding (referring to 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments) by which they were 
admitted as States. Only this week, at the other end of this 
building, has this new Republican gospel of reconstruction been 
pronl aimed. It is a very important and very serious matter. The 

anet isnot only notremote, butin the immediate future. [Ap- 

ause. 

8 nies Republican House is a possibility—the merest possibil- 
ity. If the almost impossibly unexpected should happen and the 
next House has a Republican majority, what is there to prevent 
the exclusion of every Representative from every Seuthern State 
upon the declaration of the majority that these States have ex- 
phicitly and offensively vetoed” the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments? 

I would like to haye my mind disabused of thisimpression. I 
would like to vote for the majority report,and expect to vote for 
it, but the paragraph I have quoted is explicitly and offensively” 
objectionable to my sense of duty and to my eption of the 
fundamental law of the land. But there are others. Others are 
to be admitted tostatehood if the Republican poos carried out, 

We are soon to enjoy the relics of ancient Mexican civilization 
in the admission to statehood of Arizona and New Mexico. Then 
follows the State of Hawaii, the State of Luzon, the State of Puerto 
Rico, and others, perhaps. Hawaii is right at our door. A bill 
has been reported at this Congress for its admission as a Territory. 
Its population is composed of 100,000 Kanakas, Portuguese, Japan- 
ese, and lepers, and 3,000 Americans. So that no flippant, i- 

or ye itical agitation of this statehood question should be 
olerated. 

I hope the chairman of the committee will agree to strike out 


the objectionable paragraph. 

I shall vote for the majority report heartily if this objection is 
5 8 ax Fee only) m 8 as to this 

ragra or the adoption of the repo ud applause. 
Pa ADAMSON x Mr. Speaker, after the masterly arguments of 
the gentleman from Maine and other accomplished lawyers who 
have expounded the true law of this case, it is difficult and hardly 
necessary to discuss further its legal aspects. It is a consumma- 
tion devoutly to be wished ” that gentlemen who gave such admir- 
ing attention could yield the sanction of their votes to the control 
of their convictions. 

Of course unlawful cohabitation, politely called polygamy, is a 
heinous sin against society and the law. In fact, when aggravated 
by the formality of a felonious marriage celebration, statute law 
fixes the status of the ultrauxorious perpetrator as entitled to mem- 
bership in the penitentiary, rather than in Congress. The more 
odious the crime, however, the greater the indignation and resent- 
ment aroused and the more furious the storm of condemnation 
and demand for punishment; therefore the greater danger that 
passion may silence reason, override law, and break down consti- 
tutional safeguards, 5 

If the gentleman from Utah is in open rebellion against the 
law,” “up in arms to overturn society“ by leading a life of 
shame with plural women, as d by the majority moet iE 
is not being done in a corner.“ It is capable of easy and satisfac- 


tory proof fair method, and it is due to the dignity of this. 
House and the decent for the Constitution which over- 
shadows and protects us all, if we are protected, that we deal with 


full effect given to all his substantial rights, be fairly tried and 
proven guilt 

member of House would vote to expel dgment 
the ent that he must be excluded because of fear that he 
could not be expelled is not well founded in fact or probability, 
while doing violence to reason and justice. It is a reflection on 
the House and unworthy of its distinguishedauthors. Therecan 
be but one correct course. The longer we neglect our duty by 
refusing to adopt it the greater the confusion and danger. 

It has been our duty every minute since we unlawfully stood 
the member-elect aside in our organization and still is our duty to 
administer to him the oath in recognition of the certificate from a 
soy. State, thereby investing him with the duties and re- 
sponsibilities of membership, whatever else betide him hereafter. 

en he may be accused, tried, and expelled. To be accused and 
tried is one of the liabilities attending the responsibility of mem- 
bership, and a 1 trial is one of the rights of membership. 
& plause.] Neither liability nor right attaches to any but full- 
edged members. If a certified member should do as some profess 
to fear in this case would be done, should expulsion fail, walk 
away and refuse to be sworn, the seat would be declared vacant, 


not by raising any question of polygamy, but by reason of the fact 
that the certified member failed. to appear and enter upon the dis- 
charge of his duties. 


When sworn as a member he occupies vantage ground in man 
respects by enjoying certain prerogatives and 2 of which 
he is wrongfully rived when barred at the threshold and 

beyond the pale of membership and under the ban of pre- 
judgment. If there could be legal trial at all before the oath 
was taken, it would manifestly involve the loss of substantial 
rights, the 5 or curtailment of which might taint and 
discredit the finding. Three hundred and fifty-seven members 
are elected, and four months thereafter their term of service begins 
according to law—that is the period of two years, during which 
they are authorized to legislate whenever, either in re or ex- 
traordinary session, they take the prescribed oath, without which 
they can not participate in legislation. All have credentials, 
identical in character, importing absolute and conclusive verity 
as to the matters covered by them, but having no reference or 
relation whatever to the subsequent conduct of members. 

All ess the same common right to appear and take the oath, 

ticipating mutually in the organization of the House. Noman 
ving such certificate can ordinarily be denied the right of being 
sworn except Pe unconstitutional and revolutionary proceedings. 
Per contra, neither the House nor any member thereof isafterwards 
esto from investigating reprehensible conduct by reason of the 
fact that the ty member had taken the oath. In organization 
ee is judged or acted upon. Persons certified are placed on 
the roll and sworn. Nothing can be properly known at the time 
about personal conduct. If misconduct during the term renders 
the . unworth e e $ Sede ie no —- in the 
way, but every consideration deman ə be arraigned, tried. 
8 expelled, nor is there any rule to govern the vote to expel 
except the dictate of sound discretion, guided by enlightened con- 


science. 

The suggestion that the member-elect be excluded in limine as 
a rebuke to the State of Utah for an alleged violation of compact 
is utterly untenable. Like every other theory invoked to justify 
exclusion, it Produdges the case, assuming continuing guilt from 
previous conditions, ignoring and reversing all salutary presump- 
tions in favor of innocence and rectitude, and, in the language of 
high ‘authority, “‘ blowing down the wind” the time-honored doc- 
trine that there is a place for repentance both in law and religion. 
Furthermore, it implies that Congress may indulge in child’s play, 
fashion States to-day and demolish them to-morrow, on the plea 
that it may rue a so-called b in or compact because. forsooth, 
individuals made extravagant statements which were not verified, 
thus destroying and impairing statehood, ignoring the rule which 
mere all preceding words into asubsequent contract, and, worst 
of all, darkly suggesting harrowing memories and possibilities of 
reconstruction, sometimes more horrible than bigamy, polygamy, 


multigamy, or wars, famines, and all other baleful c: ities that 
may afflict mankind, [Loud applause] 
But there was no compact. There could be none. No State of 


Utah existed until its creation, when it needed no compact. Be- 
sides, the idea of compact between a State of the Union and the 
General Government is new, and its value will have to await 
demonstration. There was a time when respectable authority 
maintained that a compact between the several States created the 
Union and formed the eral Government as a general and com- 
mon agent for certain well-defined and limited purposes. Passion 
declared its allegiance to a higher law than the Constitution,” 
which is the same wicked assertion attributed to the gentleman 
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from Utah by the majority report. Yet in support of that claim, 
now denounced as heresy, the thunders of the atest war of 
all time seriously impaired the practical force and application of 
the com doctrine and reti it from the governmental busi- 
ness. ughter.] When Congress out of its Territory and from 

citizens thereof erects a new State by authorizing a 
vernment, and afterwards by proclamation places the new 
State in position among her sisters in the very hour and article of 
her birth she eo instanti is invested with equality of privil 
and function with all her sister States, inalienable and indefeasible 
except through revolution or by usurpation and tyranny. 

But while exercising exclusive control of internal and domestic 
affairs, and electing and certifying Representatives to Congress, 
the conduct of such members comes within the purview and 
3 of this House, and r dless of the policy of the 

tate, real or imaginary, on mo uestions, we are the sole 
judges of our fellowship here. ile we could not lawfully 
undo or humiliate a State, nor dictate the morals, statutes, nor 
domestic polity thereof, we can and will expel from our ranks for 
any conduct violative of good morals or the honor and dignity of 
this House, the popular branch of the greatest Legislature of the 
greatest country and the greatest people that ever graced this 
earth. [Loud applause.] States may certify members and place 
their names on our roll by virtue of constitutional right, but upon 
being sworn they immediately become amenable to our judg- 
ment for conduct during the term for which certified, and can be 
expelled for any sufficient cause, no matter how regarded in said 
State. 


I fear that “the bogy man” referred to so often in this case 


has been imp: tly located. [Laughter.] If that interesting 
person really ts, I apprehend that it is in a mistaken idea of 
what the people have demanded. If there are timorous members 


alarmed about the popular view of this case, let them take courage 
and examine coolly the manifestations of their people’s will. Not 
only do the leading newspapers take the correct view of our duty, 
but every one I have examined among the much-talked-of monster 
batch of petitions asks that we expel the member-elect according 
to specific provision of the Constitution, with the implied pro- 
viso, of course, that he is found guilty. Not one in my knowl- 
edge demands exclusion at the threshold. The le are usually 
right. In the main they are intelligent and law abiding. They 
appreciate the importance of constitutional guaranties and abhor 
its violation as subversive of their liberties and destructive of their 
rightsandinterests. Theyhatepolygamy with unspeakable hatred, 
because it is obnoxious to morality and offensive to society. They 
would not, however, outrage law and morality to punish any 
crime, however grave, when the same end may be reached as 
surely and more effectively by legal and orderly methods. [Ap- 
lause. 
ji If als panic-stricken member surrenders his convictions and 
votes for exclusion because he imagines the people have demanded 
it, when they haveplainly requested constitutional expulsion, he 
ves himself and unnecessaril: i 


grossly d underrates and mis- 
udges the people whose intelligence and patriotic devotion to 
be and morality at least equal his own. Let us give effect to the 


certificate attesting the equal right with ourselves of the member- 
elect to take the oath of office. Then if he is proven guilty we 
will unanimously expel him. [Applause.] Nobody will be 
deceived by any simulation of righteous zeal or assumption of 
superior virtue and morality. Nobody will believe from profes- 
sion that any member abhors polygamy more than we who insist 
upon the constitutional course in dealing with the case. But 
there is danger that some members may be sus of thinking 
more lightly of the sacredness and inviolability of the Constitu- 
tion and of exercising less scrupulous and jealous regard for the 
dignified, orderly, and rightful procedure of this honorable and 
exalted may ae applause. 9 — 

During the delivery of the above remarks the time of Mr. ADAM- 


SON ns i f 

Mr. AMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a minute or 
two more to conclude my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised as to the time. That 
is controlled by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Missouri . DE AR- 
MOND], whom I do not see now, agreed that I might have time to 
conclude my remarks out of his time. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield sufficient time for the gentleman 
to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. ADAMSON resumed and concluded his remarks as above.] 


TWELFTH CENSUS, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the committee of eee on the di ing votes of the two 


Houses on the amendments to the bill S. 2179. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 


RECORD-—HOUSE. JANUARY- 25, 
The Clerk read as follows: f 
The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth 

and subsequent censuses, and gi to the Director thereof additional power 


their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, 
fixing limit of expenditures for law books, etc. d to the same with 


„an 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “five” in the amended bill in- 
sert the word “three.” 


That the Senate recede from 2 to amendment numbered 4, 
regarding payment to heirs of d supervisor or enumerator. 

As to amendment numbered 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and 
amendment numbered 2, relating to mines, mining, and mine „the con- 
ferees have been unable to agree and ask for 1 


; ITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
THOS. H. CARTER, 
UGENE 


E 
8. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The rs on the part of the House of the conference on the 3 
tg votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
2179) relative to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses submit the followi 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon ani 
recommended in the accompanying ‘erence report: 

On amendment No. 3: Limits the amount that zey be nded for pur- 
chase of ks to $3.000, instead of $5,000, as proposed y the House, and $2000, 


the Senate. 
amendment No. 4: Authorizes payment to the widow of a deceased 
su r or enumerator, and if there be none, to the representatives 
of such supervisor or enumerator, such sum as may be just and fair for serv- 
ices rendered, as proposed by the House. 


i Ta conference committee have been unable to agree on amendments Nos. 
an 


A. J. HOPKINS, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con- 
ference — 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
still further insist on amendments numbered 1 and 2. They are 
the amendments relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and mines 
and mining; and also move to agree to the further conference 
asked by the Senate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What did the Senate do with amendment 
numbered 4? Did they agree to that amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was a House amendment, which was 
disagreed to here. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not in this conference report? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not in this at all. Theonly disagreement 
now between the two Houses are on amendments numbered 1 and 
2. No. 1 relates to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and No. 2 to mines 


an minag, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that the House insists on its 
amendment relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the Senate insists that it shall go out? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House still further insist on its amendments numbered 1 and 2, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair apponi the following conferees: 
Mr. HorRIxs, Mr. RUSSELL, and Mr, GRIFFITH. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
Dy woh tbe conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table, 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Brigham H. Roberts, a 

resentative-elect from the State of Utah, stands indicted before 

the bar of this House of the offense of being a 8 having 

a three wives recognized by him, with of whom he 
cohabits. 

This polygamous status now exists and has existed for many 
years last past. In 1887 he pleaded “guilty” in open court to the 
crime of unlawful cohabitation, the result of his polygamons status 
and practices. 

A committee of this House, duly authorized, has reported the 
fact stated, which Mr. Roberts does not attempt to deny, but he 
answers in effect that it is none of our business, The offense 
charged is not only contrary to public morals and decency as un- 
derstood and declared by the whole civilized world, but contrary 
to and in violation of the laws of the United States in all places 
where it has exclusive jurisdiction, and of the State of Utah, where 
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Mr. Roberts resides, and which State he claims the right to repre- 
sent on the floor of this House. 

His right to membership here having been challenged, he was 
stopped at the bar of the House when he presented himself to take 
the oath, and we are now to decide whether he shall be sworn in 
and become a member of this body or refused a seat, excluded, 
and his seat declared vacant. Our right to exclude Mr. Roberts 
is challenged on the ground that he was duly elected, that Lod se 
sesses the qualifications required by the Constitution of the United 
States, and is therefore entitled to his seat. 

Section 2 of Article I of that Constitution declares that— 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States ; 

And then prohibits certain persons from being members by use 
of the following language: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 


of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 


chosen. 

This clause is prohibitory both in N and construction. 
In no place does the Constitution attempt affirmatively to define, 
specify, or enumerate the qualifications of a Representative in 

mgress. That instrument, with the restriction or prohibition 
just quoted, relegates that whole question to the House itself, and 
declares in section 5 of the same article that each House shall be 
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members.” 

It can notreasonably be supposed that the power to“ be the ju 
ofthe * * * qualifications of its own members” confers only 
the power to determine the age, the citizenship, and its duration, 
and the residence or domicile (inhabitancy) of the member-elect. 
Has the Constitution, by a negative or simple prohibition, imposed 
three disqualifications and by implication declared every person, 
whatever his moral or mental or itkaa condition, q ed to 
be and to sit as a member if not within the prohibition? In pro- 
hibiting persons under 25 years of age, persons not seven years a 
citizen, and nonresidents of the State from which elected from 
being Representatives in Congress, did the framers of the Consti- 
tution affirmatively declare that every other person is qualified for 
and eligible to hold the position? as it important to provide in 
the Constitution that a bright, intelligent, well-educated, and 

triotic young man 24 years of age is not qualified to be a mem- 

of this House, but that insane men, idiots 25 years of age, and 
criminals are? 

Were the framers of our Constitution guilty of such an absurd- 
ity? Ithink not. Iam of the opinion that each House is, under 
the express provisions of the Constitution, the judge of the quali- 
fications of its own members, and that in judging qualifications 
when the member-elect presents himself to be sworn in we are 
not restricted by the Constitution. In the exercise of this power 
we must be controlled by honesty of purpose and good sense, the 
same as in judging the elections of members, 

Every legislative body must and does possess the inherent power 
of self-preservation. It may and must preserve and protect its 
dignity and N and hence every legislative Posy possesses 
the inherent right and power to expel a member, and may also 
exclude a person whose qualifications are such that he is not enti- 
tled to a seat. 

That clause of the Constitution of the United States which says 
“ each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish 
its members for disor derly behavior, and with the concurrence of 
two-thirds expel a member,” confers no powers the House would 
not 3 had they not been specifically recited, but, on the other 
hand, is restrictive of such power in that it requires a two-thirds 
vote to expel a member. But for such provision a majority of 
this House might expel a member. The clause is also restrictive 
in that it confines, by implication at least, the power of expulsion 
to causes arising after the member is sworn in. And uniformly 
it has been so held, 

The question arises, When may we exercise the inherent power 
to protect and preserve the integrity of this body? May it be 
done in the process of organization, or must we exercise the power 
thereafter and by expulsion only? 

Section 2 of Article I says: 

The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers. 

The members-elect, before being sworn in, elect the Speaker, and 
the validity of such action can not be questioned. We may, when 
organizing, ask any member-elect to stand aside for further action, 
and if he refuse we may summarily set him aside—refuse him the 
oath and a seat in the House, 

Each House shall be the judge of the * + + qualifications of its own 
members. 

And hence the question of the power of Congress—the Senate 
and House—by law, and with the approval of the President, to pre- 
scribe qualifications for membership in the House of Representa- 
tives is not involved in this controversy. In my judgment no 
such power exists. No law of this or of any prior Congress can 
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bind this House in determining the qualifications of its own mem- 


bers. The Constitution has vested t 
and in each House for itself. 

Precedent and law may and should enlighten the conscience and 
guide the judgment of members, but can neither confer nor take 
away the jurisdiction nor limit the power. Each House, by con- 
stitutional provision, has been made the judge of the qualifica- 
tions that a person must possess to entitle him to sit that is, take 
and hold his seat—in the organized body and also of the election 
of each member. In judging of the election of a member we 
judge of his eligibility, for no ineligible person can be lawfully 
elected. Age, length of citizenship, and residence at the time of 
election are not, in my judgment, qualifications” in the sense in 
which that word is used in the Constitution. We determine all 
those questions in determining the election, and then is added the 
power to determine the moral, intellectual, and physical fitness 
the qualifications of the member-elect. It is said that such doc- 
trine infringes the right of a constituency to elect and be repre- 
sented by whom it pleases. So it may, indirectly, but there is_ 
far less danger in permitting the majority of the House to deter- 
mine the question of fitness to sit in the House than in permittin 
a Congressional district, controlled, perchance, by viciousness an 
lawlessness, to send a pronounced and possibly a red-handed crimi- 
zen! 5 r it and forcing the members of the House to sit 
wi N 

There are qualifications and disqualifications by the common 
pono ont law, and these disqualifications, unless expressly removed 

y the words of the Constitution, pronti the person subject 
thereto not only from the exercise of the elective franchise, but 
from pining, Songs Says Cushing (Law and Practice of Legisla- 
tive Assemblies, page 13): 

By the common political law of England and of this country, when not 
otherwise specified in a particular State by its constitution and laws, certain 
descriptions of persons are deemed to be excluded from exercising the right 
of political suffrage, even though not prohibited therefrom by any express 
or constitutional provision. The persons thus excluded are minors, idiots, 
and lunatics, women and aliens. 

And at page 24 he says: 

The same descriptions of 
women and aliens, who have a 


t power in the House itself, 


to any political office Whatever. Such 
a 


See also Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, page 599. 

It is evident that the framers of our Constitution did not intend 
to do away with these common political law disabilities, but only 
to extend them. The alien who under the law spoken of would 
become eligible to be elected to office as soon as naturalized does 
not become so under the prohibition and restriction of the Consti- 
tution until he has been such naturalized citizen for seven years, 
and while but for the Constitution a district might elect its re- 
sentative from any State in the Union, under the restrictive and 
— provisions of that instrument he can only be chosen 

om the residents of the State from which elected. Who will 
contend that the Constitution removes the common political law 
disability of an idiot to be elected to and hold the tion of Rep- 
resentative in Congress? And the same argument applies to 
women. 

For more than a quarter of a century the people of the United 
States have been struggling to suppress polygamy in the Territo- 
ries and in the States. Laws making po gamy and polygamous 
cohabitation a crime in all places where the United States has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction were early written upon the statute book and 
there they remain; and Congress went further and enacted: 

Sec. 8. That no pol bigamist, i 
than one woman. Py mre Shabiting 5 88 
as aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to or be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
Se ee in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 

0 le 


Thus are the policy and purpose of the Government declared, and 
thus the conduct and present status of Brigham H. Roberts are 
characterized by written law. This section of the law applied to 
Brigham H. Roberts until Utah was admitted to the Union. 
Utah as a State has a similar statute, although it does not pur- 
pre to render the polygamist ineligible to a seat in Congress. No 

tate law could lawfully do that. 

Brigham H. Roberts, a criminal in the eye of the law of the 
United States, in the eye of the law of his own State, declared in- 
eligible to hold” or to be elected or appointed to any office or 

lace of public trust, honor, or emolument under the United 

tates when offending in any place where the United States has 
exclusive jurisdiction, and a moral leper and offender against de- 
cency and the sanctity of the home wherever civilization reigns, 
comes into this House armed with a certificate of election which 
he claims to have received by the votes of a constituency that ap- 
proves polygamy and begs no mercy, promises no reform, but, 
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defying the law, demands as a right that he, a notorious law- 
breaker, be made a lawmaker in the highest legislative body of 
this nation or of the world. 


And tlemen tell us that this House, armed with the consti- 
tuti authority and powa to determine and judge the qualifi- 
cations of its own mem has no power to refuse to make him 
one of our number, to refuse to clothe him with the robes of office, 
because, forsooth, he is not barred by express words in the Con- 
stitution, and for the further reason that Roberts not having 
brought his bevy of wives with him into the District of Columbia, 
this House has no jurisdiction of his offense. His wives may not 
be here, but his status as a thrice-married man is. He is here; 
his offense is here and there and everywhere; the offending is in 
the man, his defiance of and contempt for the law of the nation, 
and therefore, in the exercise and discharge of my constitutional 
right and prerogative to judge of the qualifications of Brigham 
H. Roberts to sit and act as a member of this House, I declare him 
by r law unfit and disqualified. He should not 
pe put in only to be expelled. It should never be said that Brig- 
H. Roberts, the polygamist, the criminal, was ever a member 
of the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States. The privileges 
of this floor for the years to come are not for such as he, but for 
those who, respecting and obeying the law, are fit to become and 
to be lawmakers. This House must not be inconsistent. 

There is no danger to the Republic or to the integrity of this 
House in this man the seat he claims and declaring it 
yacant, but there is grave and impending danger when the open, 

istent, and notorious lawbreaker is permitted for one moment 
be clothed with the powers of a lawmaker. 

If by the common political law of all civilized nations the mi- 
nors, the idiots, the aliens, and the women are precluded from 
being Representatives in Congress, as they are, there being no 
permission granted them by the Constitution, I am in favor of 
adding to the list so precluded that other class of which Brigham 
H. Ro is the type and representative. Itcan not be that our 
Constitution is so weak that we may not refuse him a place as 
lawmaker within this Hall, where law is made to guide and con- 
trol 80,000,000 law-abiding and God-fearing people. 

Once admit and swear in such unfit person, and a factional ma- 
jority, to increase its power, or a factional minority, to increase 
its powers of opposition, N fea and probably would, in some cases 
at least, refuse to expel, and so the spectacle would be presented 
to the world of a House made up in ge of open and notorious 
lawbreakers dor pa te in making laws for the protection and guid- 
ance of the millions, 

In many cases the vote of such a member might determine the 
fate of measures in the House, and so the lawbreaker would be- 
come the arbiter in determinining what may or may not be the 
law of the land. 

There is nothing in the language of Alexander Hamilton 

uoted by the minority of the committee that denies to each 
Anan of Congress the right to determine the qualifications of its 
members and refuse a seat to a member-elect for mental inca- 
pacity or moral unfitness. He says: 


The qualifications of the persons who may choose or be 8 ene 
on, 


remarked u other occasions, are defined and 
and are terable by the legislature. 
Everyone concedes that a constituency is at li to elect any 
person to this House not prohibited by the Constitution, and that 
the Congress can not add, subtract, or fix, or even judge the quali- 
fications of any member or of any member-elect. But this is 
very far from declaring each House may not for itself judge the 
qualifications of its members and reject a moral or physical leper, 


an insane man, an idiot, or an open and notorious criminal 


In ponpon g and giving effect to our Constitution we are to 
keep in mind common law and the common political law. 
Says Cooley in his admirable work: 
the quane cummeckion 1} iay be emacbed thas the comacations are 50 Ds 


fixed in the 


ed the common law and of the fact that its rules are 
still left in force. this we do not mean that the common law is to control 
the constitution, or t tho latter is to be w; and perverted in its mean- 
ing in order that no may be made in the sys- 


Apae Ba as few as e, 
tem ir tbr ymin oat rules, but only that for its definitions we are to draw 


istence of a well-understood system, which is sti 
der such limitations and restrictions as that instrum: 


And again he says: 


narrow and mischievous criticism. 
etry and 3 lan 
the Constitution a wi used in some sense which falls in wi 
theory of interpreting it, have made that the standard by which to measure 
its use in every o part of the instrument. They have thus stretched i 
0 


as it were, on bed of Procrustes, l gomis meaning when it see 
too large for their purposes and extending t when it seemed too short, 
And still again: 


In Le or eth Ponca Constitution of the United States the rule has been laid 
. tho exercies of the one or the performance cee 
or exe: e one or ormance 0 

other is also conferred. 


Heeding these remarks, which commend themselves to our com- 
mon sense, what are we to say when we construe and give effect 
to the words ‘‘Each House shall be the judge of the * * * 
qualifications of its own members?” 

Does it say ‘‘ qualifications hereinbefore expressed or recited?” 
No. Is the power limited or restricted in any way, or are we 
left to carry into full force and effect the power conferred? If 
the Con „through both Houses, is fit to make laws to govern 
the millions, is not each House to be trusted with the exercise of 
this great constitutional power of determining the qualifications 
of its own members? ; 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in maintaining our own dig- 
nity and self-respect as a lawmaking body, as the representative 
of a great people, as individual citizens of this grand Republic, as 

ters of law and order, it isnot only our constitutional right, 
but our constitutional duty to refuse Brigham H. Roberts a seat 
in this House. [Applause. 

Let Utah complain if she will, but let our action be such as to 
admonish her that she must be represented, if at all, by a person 
who at least respects and obeys the law cf that cent coun- 
try for which he would become a lawmaker. If the one constit- 
tency may be represented by a lawbreaker—one in open rebellion 
against the laws of the land—so may all, and so mob law will 
prevail and the Republic perish. 

The alarm has been sounded that if we refuse Roberts a seat we 
shall violate the Constitution of the United States, and the mem- 
ber-elect from Utah, Mr. Roberts 8 to speak here 
by the sufferance ot the House, has sounded the alarm and warned 
us not to violate the Constitution lest the Republic perish. This 
warning comes with good grace from him, an open, notorious vio- 
lator of the law, not only of the United States everywhere where 
we have jurisdiction, but a violator of the law of the State of 
Utah and of the constitution of that State. I can see no danger 
that we shall violate the Constitution, because there is the common 
political law that underlies the Constitution of the United States, 
upon which it is founded, not abrogated by it, and which we must 
all recognize and which I have already reall that declaresourright 
and power and duty in this respect. 

It follows, Mr. Speaker, that women, aliens, and idiots are pro- 
hibited, notwithstanding the Constitution is silent on the subject, 
from having a seat in House, and I assert that ifthe common 

litical law that underlies the Constitution prohibits every intel- 

igent woman in this broad land from being a member of this 
House of Representatives, I can add to the list and can vote with- 
it DYRE E E ORADA AORAR AA onal VAN, 
7 z offender against law, cy, and mo 
Brigham H. Roberts, [Applause] - z 
r. FREER. Mr. Speaker, the House having under considera- 
tion the case of Brigham H. Roberts, a member-elect from the 
State of Utah, is now called upon to consider the report of the 
committee appointed in pursuance of the following resolution: 

Whereas it is tbat Brigham H. Robe: a 
the -sixth . —— from the State of Utah is W taa a t tro . 
House of Representatives; and 

Whereas such 


his 

responsibility as such member and on the as he asserts, of public rec- 
affidavits, and rs evidencing such ineligibili A 

That the (aeation of the prima 8 


ngress, as well as ot his final righ 

be referred toa committee of nine members of the House, to be a 
ted by the S; er; and until such report u and 

ouse decide such question and right the said H. Roberts shall not 
be sworn in or be permitted to occupy a seat in House; and said com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons and papers and examine wit- 
nesses on oath in relation to the subject-matter of resolution. 

After six weeks of patient sy pa the majority of the commit- 
tee have reported to the House the following resolution: 


Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. 
Roberts, tative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. 

As a member of that committee I had hoped to be one of those 
who might be permitted to discuss at length the law and the other 
questions arising in this case, but the demand for time on the part 
of the members of this House has been so persistent upon the 
chairman of the committee that I have very cheerfully, at his 
request, yielded nearly all of my time to older and more expe- 
rienced members of this body, and for that reason have but a few 
words to say in reference to this most important case. 

I appr this discussion, brief as it may be on my part, with 
hesitation and embarrassment; I fully recognize its gravity, its 
importance, and the tremendous responsibility resting upon each 
and every member of this House. I thought when I came to this 
Congress a few weeks ago that I knew a little something about 
law, including constitutional law; but I have heard so much con- 
stitutional law advanced here upon all sorts of questions discussed 
that I have concluded that out of 857 members there are but threa 
who are not constitutional lawyers, and they include ve pee 


man from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS], the claimant from U 
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Roberts] , and your humble speaker pron this occasion. 
wyer, 


ugh- 
ter.] I am no great constitutional but a si rural 
member of the legal profession, and, as such, look at legal ques- 
tions in a common-sense way and a common-sense view of 
them as they arise. A 4 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution to me is a living, breathing, al- 
most human thing; I look into its eyes and see its great soul illu- 
minated by the light of the spirits that framed it, and I see its 
strong arms outstretched to protect the people who live within 
its influence and power, and I always appr it with bared head, 
reverently and with awe, and touch it tenderly; but it seems to 
me the Constitution often in this body—like the cry of Liberty! 
is made to cover a multitude of abuses and used to prevent abso- 
lute adjustment of right and the protection of the institutions 

by it. Does anybody tell me on the floor of this House 

t the framers of that immortal instrument—God rest their souls 

to-day—did not know and fully believe that it had within itself 

the power of protecting itself, and not only the power to protect 

itself, but every creature that it created, including this Congress 
and each branch thereof? 

This is the spirit, I believe, which actuated the framers of that 
immortal instrument, and it is the spirit in which I look at it, and 
while I have not time but briefly to state my position with refer- 
ence to the law of this case, yet I want to here, now, declare my 
hearty, loyal concurrence in the report of the majority of this 
committee. I believe that r declares the law as it is to-day 
in this American Republic. I believe it declares the law as it re- 
lates to this House, its rights, privileges, and qualifications of its 
members, and I further believe that it declares the law that refers 
to the right of this body to defend itself against imposition, wrong, 
and outrage. There is no question, as stated in the vec, De 
facts, but that the claimant from Utah is a polygamist and 
been since at least 1885. He comes to this House the husband of 
three wives and the father of thirteen children, as is shown by 
the following finding of facts by the committee: 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected asa tative to the 

-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the date of his elec- 


Son above the age of bet dase that he had been for more than seven years a 
ralized citizen of the United States, and was an inhabitant of the State 


We further find thatabout 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 

ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
has borne him six children. 8 

t about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 

has ever since lived as such, and who since such has borne him six 


11. A 
his to Celia 1 Dibble he contracted an- 
with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever since 
our committee is unable to fix 


wife. 
That thesé facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged against 


prego on these was taken in the presence of Mr. 
Roberts and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to place 
himself upon the witness stand. 

Believing the law to be as stated by the majority of this com- 
mittee and as ably expounded by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McPHERson], I shall 
vote for the exclusion of the claimant from Utah, and also for two 
other reasons: 

First, because he has been and is an open, defiant, persistent, 
and continuous violator of the law for at least the last fifteen 
years and stands convicted in a court of public justice, as well as 
at the bar of public opinion, and is a criminal, unworthy and unfit 
to assist in making the laws for a great nation. 

In 1878, under findings, he was a law-abiding citizen of the 
Territory of Utah. In 1882 the Edmunds Act was , mak- 
ing polygamy an offense against the laws of the United States. 
Notwi ding this fact, in 1885 he married his first plural wife, 
and thus violated that solemn enactment of the National Legisla- 
ture. Not yet satisfied, when the Edmunds-Tucker Act was en- 
acted, in 1887, he still continued in open and notorious violation of 
that law; children were born to him by his plural wife. In 1890, 
when President Wilford Woodruff, the official head of the Mormon 
Church, his issued manifesto, he failed to observe and ony the rev- 
elation of the church to which he declares he is so ardently at- 
tached. President Woodruff says: 

Now, I publicly declare that my advice to the Latter-Day Saints is to re- 

from contracting any marriage forbidden by the laws of the land. 

Still he continued in open hostility and in defiant violation of 
that declaration of his church organization. In 1891 the presi- 
dent and apostles of the church declared in a petition to the Pres- 
ident of the United States that according to our creed the head 
of the church receives from time to time revelation for the guid- 
ance of his people.” In September, 1890, the present head of the 
church in anguish and prayer cried to God for help for his flock 
and received permission to advise the members of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints that the law commanding po- 
lygamy vas henceforth suspended.” Still he continued to act in 


polygamous relationship, notwithstanding the great body of his 
church, as I fully believe, sincerely concurred in that revelation and 
rf 4809 President Harrison se ed his proclamati tin, 
issu on gran 

pardons to all those who had faithfully observed the law ae 
unlawful cohabitation as provided in the Edmunds-Tucker Act of 
1887, and also pardon to those who, since November, 1890, had 
abstained from such unlawful cohabitation, upon the op ok con- 
dition that they should not further disobey the laws of United 
States. The claimant from Utah failed to take advantage of this 
most generous declaration of a great President. On September 
25, 1894, President Cleveland, that man with the iron backbone, 
declared in a proclamation that he would grant amnesty and par- 
don to all persons who had offended the laws against polygamy, 

rovided that they had complied with the conditionscontained in 
President Harrison’s proclamation; still the claimant from Utah 
defied this tion; and refused the offers of peace and mercy 
extended to him by President Cleveland. Not satisfied with de- 
fying the laws of United States, he defied the laws of his own 
State after it was admitted into the Union, for in that constitu- 
tion it is provided that polygamy is forever prohibited. 

Now he comes into this House and plants hi upon the bed 
rock of his zenion faith and says, By that I stand or fall,” and 
h; itically drawing around himself the cloak of that faith, he 
violates the manifesto of the apostles of his church and the peti- 
tion of the heads of that hideous deformity of the West and the 
revelation that he claims was sent by God Himself to the people 
of Utah with whom he associates. My idea is this, that no man 
is a fit man to make laws for this great nation who violates not 
only the law of his land persistently and defiantly, but denies the 
rig ‘ht and the authority and the power of the church to which he 

Ongs, 

This is briefly my position on the question presented by the ma- 
jority report in its second objection to the 9 becoming a 
member of this House. 

In clean assaults, the defender of our Christian faith in Utah 
advocates abolition of the law amour: In an article in the 
Era, of which he is editor, written in 1898, he says: 

It appears to the writer that modern Christians must either learn to tol- 
erate polygamy or give up forever the glorious hopeof resting in Abraham's 


In other words, there is a warfare between modern Christianity 
and the horrid system of polygamy. For one, I believe I speak f 
the t body of the Christian faith in this country when I say 
the of resting in Abraham's bosom is not so important as it 
is that we may be erp to cling with mighty hands to the 
foot of the Cross. is is an insult to the faith of the great body 
of the American poops and shows clearly that there has been no 
acceptance by him of that new revelation of his church that po- 
lygamy shall be no longer tolerated and its practice no longer in- 
C 


ow, one otheridea: The gentleman on my left here, from South 
arolina [Mr. TALBERT], objected to that part of the pag ray Lod 
port referring to the violation of the compact between this Gov- 
ernment and the State of Utah, or, more particularly speaking, 
this Con, and the State of Utah, under the enabling act per- 
mit t to become a State in the Union. That act provided pen 
fect toleration of religious sentiment should be secured and that 
no inhabitant of Utah should ever be molested on account of his 
or her mode of religious worship, vided that polygamous or 


plural ve were forever prohibited. 

1 understand that it has been the practice to put States upon 
terms when they ask for admission into statehood. I live in the 
grandest State in this Union, a State of greater 28 and 
grander hopes than any other; the only State in the Union where 
you can stand on your t d and see the State grow every 
day of your life. But that State, born out of the throes and con- 
5 of war, appealed to this American Congress for state- 
hood in the years img past. The people came here and demanded 
admission into the Union, and Congress said to them, ‘‘ You can 
not become a State unless you declare an absolute prohibition of 
slavery within your territory.” Our people sent along that consti- 
tution and they said. No, that will not do. The old mother State, 
the mother of Presidents and of States Virginia has a debt, and 
it may be possible in the future that you ought to assume some 
equitable portion of that debt. You must go back to your people 
and put in your constitution a clause saying that you will pay and 
adjust my equitable assignment of the debt of the mother State, 
if any be found.” After we had done that and came back here, 
then we became a of this great American Union, and I be- 
lieve we are a glorious part of it to-day. 

Be that as it may, that is what this Con said to us. It has 
been said ef Say gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] that 
there is no law for a compact between the State and the National 
Government. That may be, if you consider the compact to mean 
a contract, But what does a compact mean? Story, the man 
whom the minority love. the Boswell of the Constitution,” as has 
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been suggested to us, does not say so. He says a compact means 
an tion or consent of minds“ between people. What did 
Utah say? Utah said, Give us statehood and we will abolish 
polygamy;” but she deceptively now says that only polygamous 
Pro bg. should be forbidden, meaning on her part evidently, 
under the testimony in this case, merely a cessation of marriage 
ceremonies, but not of the marriage rights and privileges. She 
did not intend that polygamy as a practice should be killed and 
destroyed, and her people went back and some of them, including 
the claimant from Utah, practiced that crime against morality, 
decency, and American citizenship, 

Marriage is a status, a condition, as the following reference will 
clearly show: 


eee contract made in due form oflaw by which aman and woman 
reci yen to live with each other during their joint lives and to 
discharge toward each other the duties imposed by law on the relation of 
husband and wife. Marriage, as distin; hed from the ment to marry, 
the mere act of becoming married, is the civil status of one man and one 
woman united in law for life, for the discharge to each other and the com- 
munity of the duties ie Aa een on themselves. 

“ Marriage "is the legal status or condition of husbands and wives, just as in- 
fancy is the legal relation or condition of persons under age.—1 American and 
English Ency ia of Law, volume 14, page 470. 

‘fhe act of having been once accomplished, the word becomes 
afterwards to denote the relation itself.—Schouler on Domestic Relations, 22. 

M. is the civil status of one man and one woman united in law for 
life under the obligation to 5 to each other and to the community 
those duties which the community, by its laws, holds incumbent on persons 
whose association is founded on the distinction of sex.—1 Bishop on Marriage 


and Di 3. 
Marriage is a personal relation e Wedd of a civil contract to which the 
consent of es capable of making it is necessary.—Hart's California Civil 


Marriage meansall that the relationshipimplies, not simply the 
performing of a ceremony, and the American people understood 
that when they gave that State permission to enter the Union. It 
makes no difference what Utah understood, it is what the Amer- 
ican people understood through their Representatives in the Con- 
gress of the United States. And you say, supposing they vio- 
lated that com , what punishment can be inflicted? I refer 
you to the declaration of Hon. Jere Wilson, who, when this en- 
abling act was before Congress, or the one preceding the one upon 
which the State was admitted, said if Utah violates it, deny it rep- 
resentation; cut off its mail facilities; do other things toshow that 
the power of this Government is displeased with the conduct ex- 
hibited in that State. Now, just a word more. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] the other day referred to public 
opinion, and he warned us to beware of that “evanescent” or 
‘‘effervescent”—I do not remember which—opinion which might 
influence judgment upon this floor in the decision of this case. 

I do not know what others may think, but to me public opinion 
is the highest law of any republic and liberty-loving government. 
Why, I remember in 1898, when the determination came to havea 
war with Spain—public opinion all over this land said, War!“ 
that brave man up yonder in the White House said, No war until 
it becomes an absolute necessity;” but it came at the behest of a 
mighty public opinion, and when it came party litics were for- 
gotten, partisanship was buried out of sight, and at the behest of 

ublic opinion you rose as one man in this House and declared in 
Tevet of the Governmentand the flag, and I remember in 1898, after 
the election of that year, what public opinion was. It was no eyan- 
escent thing in this case especially; it crept into the homes of the 
members of this House and the people of this land; it followed 
them to this capital; it crept into the doors of this House and to 
the seats of the members and into the galleries, representing every 
State in the Union. It was the combined voice of the men, the 
women, and the children of this mighty land denouncing thisout- 
rage upon priyate morality, public decency, and the sanctity of 
the American home. Beginning at the Atlantic, it rolled across 
this country, over our mountains, across rivers and prairies, over 
to the golden shores of the Pacific; yes, further than that. It will 

o on until it reaches the foot of that mimic throne in Sulu and 

estroys forever polygamy in those sun-kissed islands of the sea. 


[Applause. } 
filers the hammer fell.] i 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRICE] is 
ized for thirty minutes. mee 
Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I gd depend concur in the opinion 
of the committee that Brigham H. Roberts, of Utah, should not 
hold a seat in the National House of Representatives. I had a aa 
that there would be no serious controversy as to the method of 
removing him, and had a resolution been presented to that effect, 
preserving the constitutional rights of the people as I see them, I 
would probably have been content with a mere vote. This is no 
p pecan eg Neither is it merely technical. I have no 
reverence for convention or form, ge 5 so far as they may guard 
order and protect great right. But, viewing the question asI do, 


every sense of duty compels me to give my reasons upon which I 
found my vote. 
I fear we are about to resort to arbitrary force, because we pos- 


sess it, to the disregard of constitutional right, which shall here- 
after come mte haunt us. I donot refer to the personal right of 
Brigham H. Roberts; in the light of all the facts that concerns 
me but little; but I do refer to the rights of all the constituents 
of every Representative who may be here now or in the future. 
It has been said, A lion is at the door; shall we let him in?” 
Whatever that may mean, I would warn you that there are peo- 
ple on the outside, as well as on the inside, of this Chamber who 
have no desire to sleep on the inside of that lion. The courageous 
thing to do is for us to kill it, and not wound it. Not with the 
brute force of a Samson that shall pull down the temple of our 
Constitution in ruins upon our head, but with the serene power 
of the law that shall forever silence the roar of that monster, and 
sanctify our decree. 

It has been said that this is a tempest in a teapot; that it is of 
too small importance to bother us now or in the future, a mere 
technicality that should be brushed aside like a fly from a pot of 
sweet ointment. And yet the question here inyolved could be 
used to coerce the States into almost any sort of action upon the 
penalty of refusing to seat any man they might send upon a mere 
partisan majority. It may appear to the common eye no larger 
than a small bullet. Yet I say to you that it strikes a vital prin- 
ciple that might mean decay and death. 

To most persons they have seemed to deem it at worst an insig- 
nificant cloud; and yet that cloud might grow to darken a nation's 
horizon and envelop a nation’s sky. It is not a mere question of 
form and technicality. It is a question that received the serious 
and labored consideration of the framers of our Constitution. It 
was settled by them and the States in the most solemn and benefi- 
cent compact of modern history. The people in order to have 
a stable National Government adopted a Constitution which was 
to contain the fundamental pores of sovereignty. The rest 
belonged to the people. It is the glory of our nation that we are 
free, and the most valued right of all was the one given to the 
people of local self-government, reserving to them the powers 
not provided for the National Government in the Constitution. 

Among the powers reserved was the right to be represented and 
to choose their own Representative, and have him recognized in 
the halls of Congress. The only restrictions that the Constitu- 
tion imposed were the ones agreed upon as fundamental—thoe 
age, citizenship, and residence in the State. These three qualifi- 
cations were acknowledged to be such as should be uniform in all 
the States, and a qualification of fitness 15 to be complied 
with by the ple. If they are present then the people's re 
resentative should be recognized, and could not be excluded. 
And no one could be excluded for any other reason, nor any fur- 
ther qualification added, unless and until the Constitution be 
amended so as to provide for further restrictions and qualifica- 
tions, This has been done in one instance, so that the qualifica- 
tions now number four. 

Mr. Roberts admittediy does not fail in any of these; therefore 
he should be expelled, but could not be excluded. 

The qualifications being all of them provided by the letter of 
the Constitution, any disregard of the letter of the law would be 
so flagrantly apparent that no danger would be imminent to allow 
a mere majority to say whether they were present or not. But 
other things might happen which might destroy the dignity or 
endanger thesafety of the State. This also occurred to the framers 
of the Constitution. They undoubtedly recognized that the power 
of expulsion was a necessary and incidental power to enable the 
House to perform its high functions, and necessary to the safety 
of the State—a power of protection, and an unlimited power, rest- 
ing entirely in the sound discretion of the members, from whose 
i udgment there is no appeal except to the supreme court of pub- 

ic opinion, 

The necessity and danger of this plenary power they fully rec- 
ognized, It would have existed in its full vigor and force had 
they not mentioned itin the Constitution. But the people were 
jealous of their 1 and the framers of the Constitution were 
willing to guard them. They said this is a powerful weapon for 
good or evil. If a mere pousan majority may strike down the 
will and representative of the people, then in times of great pub- 
lic or partisan excitement this power may shake the very founda- 
tion of free government and subvert the Constitution. So they 
reenacted an existing power in order to guard it. And the Con- 
stitution says we may expel on a two-thirds majority. 

Some say this must be construed in connection with its imme- 
diate and connecting clauses and can apply to no other subjects 
or actions, To me that proposition is not tenable, because it 
would be unlimited without mention. They do not in any terms 
res‘rict it, except to require the solemn conscience of a two-thirds 
majority to invoke it. And this is the right I plead for. Iam 
not advocating the cause of n instance, but I speak 
for a safeguard to protect the will of the people against partisan 

olitics and criminal aggression. You say it may never happen. 

say it has happened, and that we are here to see that it never 
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can happenagain. This is the principle and the reason I say that 
this is no trivial matter; that it is a principle of great proportions 
and not a mere technicality that we contend for. 

I overlook Roberts in this discussion. Whatever rights he may 
claim are all swallowed up in his acts, which are undenied, and 
which must and should encompass his expulsion by a two-thirds 
majority—by unanimous consent, for that matter. But when we 
put him out let us do it right, let us do it sothat when the excite- 
mentis over we can say that we have not needlessly torn down more 
than we have uplifted. That we may need no opiate of oblivion 
or forgetfulness to calm our sleepless fears. Lou ma ink your 
constituents demand hysterical action. You may think they are 
willing to burn their own temple of worship to destroy Roberts, 
and that you will endear yourself to them by the paroxysm of 
your destroying rage. 

But 1 say this is no 5 to the American people. They 
say Roberts ought to go, but they want us to put him out under 
the law and with sagacity, wisdom, and common decency. The 
will meet you with no brass bands when they find and fully Teale 
ize that you have bartered away their birthright for a mess of 
pottage, even though you have done it in their name and for their 
glory. The people are not so emotional as some seem to credit 
them. The great solemn conscience of all the people has thus far 
been right, and it would be well for us to recognize their delib- 
erative abilities,and emulate their sober second thought, The 
principle that I contend for is that when we set aside a repre- 
sentative of the people, let it be only in the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the members. 

It is too grave an act to be done on slight reasons, or be subject 
to the fluctuating will of political strife or passion’scaprice. Any 
way of getting rid of him would be just in this case; but it 
is the precedent and the future that concerns me. en 
something has been said about the Edmunds law and a statehood 
compact. The Edmunds law was a Territorial interdiction, The 
statehood compact was a mere matter of talking to the ear and 
denying the hope. It was egregious credulity on our part, and the 
less said about it the better. No lawyer will give it any binding 
force, and the very nature of statehood prevents its enforcement, 
Besides that, what Roberts has done is not the action of theState. 

When the act of Congress admitting the State took effect, all the 
Territorial laws against polygamy ceased to have anyforce, The 
constitution of Utah provided, as the act of Congress required, that 
“polygamy and plural marriages are forever prohibited.” This 

rovision literally and in legal effect was a mere prohibition of 
ture marriages of that sort. But if the provisions were disre- 
3 Congress could do nothing about it unless it should by 
orce of arms overset the government of the State and reduce it to 
aconquered territory and then begin again. The question, then, as 
to the right of Mr. Roberts to be a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is precisely the same as that of a member elected from 
any other State, 
r. Roberts is living in a state of polygamy. The question 
merely is whether the House has the constitutional ae to refuse 
to allow him to take the oath of office on account of his living in 
violation of the promise of the State, if it amounted to that, as it 
does not; or on account of his violating the laws of Utah, if there 
be any 8 those relations. The Constitution of the United 
States declares that each House of Congress shall be the judge of 
the election and qualifications of its members, nothing more. 
The election is to be determined by the law of Congress concern- 
ing it and Ly Better J else. The character or behavior of the per- 
son elected nothing to do with that question. 

Then comes the question of the qualification of the member. 
The Constitution defines specifically what the qualifications must 
be. First, the person must be a citizen of the United States. 
Second, he must be of a certain age. Third, he must reside in the 
State which elects him. The House has no power to add other 
qualifications, either affirmatively or negatively. It will be ex- 
tremely dangerous to the safety and welfare of the States for Con- 
gress to establish 5 of requiring other qualifications for 
reasons that you will readily appreciate. I think, therefore, that 
the House has no power and would do a wrong thing to exclude 
because his conduct was in violation of the law of his State or of 
the engagement of the State I have referred to. But the House, 
on determining that Mr. Roberts is unworthy to be one of its 
members, may constitutionally bes him. 

I will not discuss the right toexpel him further; the power of self- 
preservation grants it; the Constitution warrants it; practice, 

recedent, and the judiciary have confirmed it. But it shall be 

one only in the exercise of great necessity, and that is guarded 
by the requirement of a two-thirds majority. I congratulate the 
country upon the ability of the investigations and the searching 
industry of the committee who have had this in charge. I speak 
of both the majority and the minority. No case of similar nature 
has been 80 3 and ably handled in the history of this 
country. This case will be a precedent that will undoubtedly be 
followed for time immemorial. It will be used as an authority 


on the subject of exclusion and expulsion in this and other coun- 
tries. Therefore we should make it right. 

I can give no other reason for speaking upon this subject. Let 
us make our decision clear and unambiguous, Let us make it fair 
and consistent with the principles of eternal right. Let no taint of 
brute force destroy its virtue. Every debauch of ion or power 
has its reaction. you vote for the resolution of the maay of 
the committee, eyen though the vote be unanimous, the precedent 
will be construed as for exclusion on a mere majority. not be 
beguiledinto the delusion that you are preserving the rights of the 
people because a possible two-thirds will vote for a resolution 
whose words mean exclusion and notexpulsion. They revile this 
kind of talk as the hairsplitting refinements of the lawyer—they 
belittle the usefulnessof a trained, legal mind—yet we are making 
laws, and some one will have to construe them. 

No one can do this without performing the functions of a law- 
yer no matter what his other occupation is nor how much he ma 
try to conceal it. They say the people want this man out, an 
that they are tired of technicalities; that they want fact and not 
form, horse sense and less hair-splitting. Yes; they want Roberts 
out. You are right about that—and they want him put out with 
expediency. But I say to you my people want him put out, but 
they have intrusted me to do it right. They do not expect me to 
trade off their liberties in doing it, nor to sacrifice a sacred right 
in . it. They do not want to be pe by useless 
forms and conyentions, and no doubt they would demand that I 
use horse sense while I am about it. 

But I have no idea that when they say horse sense that they 
mean for us to throw down all the reins of government, to discard 
all curb in unbridled license, to cast aside all the restricting har- 
ness of law, and then ride to the devil like Tam O'Shanter and his 
tailless mare. It has been to the eternal credit of the House that 
so far in this debate Mr. Roberts has been amply treated with that 
civilized and generous courtesy that belongs to broad citizenshi 
andthe principle we contend for in advocating hisexpulsion. Sh: 
we eventually destroy it all, in the final exercise of illegitimate 
force and in the contemplation of a fractured Constitution? Law- 
less force and power may make a martyr of any person in any 


cause. 
In the final and last judgment it is the constitutional habit of 
many people to take sides with the under dog in a one-sided con- 
flict. It might not be a foolish suggestion that it would be mar- 
tyrdom to the gentleman from Utah if he were not martyred by 
us. As for me, I do not care to add any sympathy for the cause 
of polygamy in the minds of anyone, however misguided they 
might be in that feeling, by making him a martyr in any sense. 
I do not care to drag him into fame or notoriety by any indefensi- 
ble action. I do not want him to seek refuge ona estal, to be 
crowned by any laurel wreath of pity. I do not want to forge a 
thunderbolt that shall rend this forum in a fearful chasm at your 
feet. I plead with you to pause before doing that, if not for your 
own sake, then for the e of the people who have committed 
their dear rights to your protecting charge. 

The immense importance of this exhausting investigation will 
make our action a mighty precedent which, if wrong, will engulf 
too many 3 privileges for a needless sacrifice. And I warn 
you now that some day g will throw into that yawning gulf a 
nobler citizenship than Marcus Curtius before it closes, Si is an 
unnecessary sacrifice. We need not swear him in; we may expel 
him now. To swear him in is a formality that may be dispensed 
with when it is the well-known intention to expel him afterwards. 
I do not believe in the necessity of doing a vain and unnec 
thing. To expel him now or exclude him—thereis nothing sacr: 
in a name would effectually dis of him; and should the motion 
say it was done in the theory and intention thatit required a two- 
thirds vote to accomplish it,as in the case of an expulsion, then 
the precedent would be right, and the case could not be hereafter 
8 for arbitrary force and partisan perversion. With such a 
resolution there would not only be a two-thirds majority, it would 
be practically unanimous, I ask pi What stronger blow could 
gon give infamous polygamy—a Democratic 8 expelled 

y unanimous execration of both Republicans and Democrats? 

To those who affect a doubt that a person can be expelled only for 
acts done as a member, I would refer them to the facts as found. 
Roberts has not only been a polygamist, but he is now a polyga- 
mist, and does not deny it. Surely there can be no reasonable 
controversy upon that point; and now, in closing, I want to say 
again that I plead for no unnecessary and needless act. Istand 
on no technicality. There is no hairsplitting in my contention. 
I simply ask that we apply the rule in this case that a two-thirds 
majority is n . I do not apply it here for any purpose 
affecting this case, but for the precedent it will make in the future 
and the harm that will flow from any other precedent. I wantto 
put Roberts out because he is a polygamist. 

I do not want to make a narrow and hairsplitting precedent 
eonfined to Utah, as it would be if you depended upon the laws 
and supposed compact relating to that State alone in support of 
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our action. I want the precedent big enough and broad enough 
0 cover 1 coming here from any State in the Union. 
And I would do it under the broad principle that any legislative 
body may purge itself when it becomes so necessary and right 
of its body agree to the act. When you vote to 
— him out or exclude him because you say that Utah has violated 

er compact of statehood, you not only can not defend that prop- 


osition as a matter of law, but you restrict the action toa limited 
section of our country, to 8 acts in the State of Utah. 


There are Mormons and Mormon polygamists in other States. 
This is not a State question; it is not a J itis 
not a partisan question. No; it is more than all that; it is a ques- 
tion of the honor of our body, of the civilization of our country, 
of the purity of our home. I will not vote to put him out because 
he is a Mormon as a religious belief to govern his actions here 
or his hopes hereafter; but I do it because he is a polygamist 
and a propagandist of polygamy; because he has to that 
faith of his a religion or lust and a creed of crime; because he is 
a blot and a stain upon the national escutcheon and a desecrator 
and blasphemer of the American home. It is the home he has 
despoiled, the cradle of all American hope, the bulwark of all 
American grandeur, 

I have been told persons who agreed with my views that 
they would not vote that way because they were afraid we could 
not get a two-thirds majority. I do not believe that. This ques- 
tion lies too near the hearts and clusters too close around the hal- 
lowed hearth of home and country for anyone in this Chamber to 
raise the voice of party in the of aye and no. To them this 
home and country of ours is as . and holy as it is to us. 
There is no section no North or South, no East or West—in this 

uestion. We are on common ground here, and I tell you now 
t upon a resolution saving a two-thirds principle the vote 
will be practically unanimous. 

Roberts is already out—the vote is a mere matter of form. 

You say that precedent is a small irregularity, a slight violation, 
= ought not to be considered of importance. pre 5 

to- every lish-speaking man, woman, an i ows 
the e Cromw: Still, she did not learn the lesson, and 
to-day Iam pleading for the same right that Junius immortalized— 
in this National House of ntatives of a nation peerless 
among the nations of the earth—lost to England over a hundred 


years ago. 
The French Directory said that, and then waded h the 
carnage of fraternal conflict in the most horrible debauch of blood 


F oan ot asia: OF te poner et AA È 
ensanguined arms of Na) © power 5 
would quote Junius, a name dear to every American and to the 
lovers of freedom everywhere. 

Junius says: 


way mr 9 Kote gon A hth W e of the 
ma jo y an able ority report and by wer- 
ful speech of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. L a 
credit alike to him, his constituency, his State, and this House, I 
felt it my duty as an individual member to consider the question 
for myself as beat I could in the limited time within my di * 
I did so, and I came to conclusions which I can state in a single 
sentence, 

I believe we have the right either to exclude or to expel, and I 
believe it to be expedient that we exercise the right of exclusion. 

Both these powers are dangerous powers. Both of them are 
powers which are subject to abuse; but so are many powers dan- 

us, SO are many powers subject to abuse; and because a power 

is subject to abuse is no reason why it has not an existence. We 
must exercise this power under our msibility to the country, 
This is its only and sufficient safeguard. 
_ In consi g whether we ought to exclude or expel—because 
it seems to be agreed that we should do one or the other—the 
contending factions have appealed to the decisions of courts, to 
the observations of commentators, and to the proceedings of par- 
liamentary bodies. I desire to say as briefly as I can how I rank 
the respective authorities. 

I get no light from the decisions of the courts. They are deal- 
ing with no such question as is before us to-day. They are dealing 


with the rights of subordinate officers—officers often of the crea- 
tion of the legislature itself. Weare with the rights of a 
great parliamentary body which is in by the Constitution 


with the right to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its members. 

I get little aid from the commentators. Very few of them have 
discussed the exact case which is before usto-day. Theirlanguage 
is general; their opinions are in conflict. I go to the only source 
of true and governing authority in this proceeding, and that is the 
decisions of the Senate and the House, and am content to abide by 
whatIfindthere. I find that there have been numerous precedents, 
in which each House has declared that it had a right to exclude 
a member-elect for the lack of some qualification other than those 
prescribed in the Constitution. The Senate, in ther case of Miles, 
in 1844, asserted its jurisdiction to exclude one of its members if he 
were insane. 

The Senate again, in the case of Thomas, in 1867, asserted its 
jurisdiction to exclude one of its members because he was disloyal 
and, in fact, excluded him by a vote of 27 to 20. 

I find in, in 1862, in the case of Stark, the report of a com- 
mittee, w Mr. Trumbull wrote, asserting theright of the Sen- 
ate to exclude one of its members for lack of a qualification not 
prescribed in the Constitution. In the Senate debates I find the 
authority of Sumner on the side of the right of exclusion. 

Coming to the House, I find that, in the cases that have been de- 
nominated the Kentucky cases. in eight instances the House as- 


the | serted its right to exclude mempbers-elect for disloyalty and acted 


And Sterne says: 

Preced baneand ofl tion. They are not needed to 
justify . —.— and G to excuse wrong ones. 

“Sir, a single brick may be stolen froma building without much 
apparent injury to the edifice, but let the example of the first rob- 
ber be followed by others, and presently the whole fabric will 
tumble into ruins, It is from such small and apparently insignifi- 
cant attacks that governments and constitutions fall. A leak no 
larger than a spearhead will sink the most gallant ship that ever 
swam the ocean. A creyasse may be made, even by a reptile, 
which will let in the waters of the ee e counties 
are inundated. When men’s liberties are directly attacked by 
open force, there is but little to fear. They see their danger and 
meet it boldly. But when, under pretense of a popular measure, 
under the disguise of friendship for the people, a blow is struck 
at the Constitution of the country, then is the time for alarm. 
From open enemies the people can always defend themselves; to 
treacherous friends they fall an easy prey.” [Loud applause. 

For these reasons I am going to vote to expel Roberts, and to 
expel him immediately, without form or fiction; but I put myself 
on record that whatever terms are used in doing it, my vote here 
and hereafter shall be counted as upholding the constitutional 
safeguard of a two-thirds majority. 

The SPEAKER. The 83 from Massachusetts [Mr. 
es ge | is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, when I arrived 
VTV g any part in 

is debate. 

The personality of the member-elect from Utah has ceased to 
A a Ee A 

cons on of the people an t prerogatives o 
fhis bod When the question was retro 60° 
able as which has considered and reported upon it I rested in 


the hope and belief that they would provide a safe and sure path- 


upon that assertion in six instances. 

I find again in the Whittemore case, in 1870, the House asserted 
its right to exclude a member for dishonorable conduct, and 
actua ly excluded him. 

I find again, although I rest little upon that, that the House as- 
serted its right to exclude a Delegate from Utah. On the other 
hand, I look in vain through all the precedents for a single one 
against this right. If we now declare that we have not the right 
to exclude for a lack of qualification not prescribed in the Consti- 
tution, we do so for the time. Di ing all former prec- 
edents we croato $ DOW ore I will have — part 3 $ A 
unwilling, Mr. Speaker, ve up a great prerogative o i 
es aon has poen; exercised 7555 a oer and accordingly I 
stand by the majority repor pplause. 

ers the hammer fell.] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Greson] 
18 a eget 

Mr, GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I agree that the question that now 
confronts this House is one of a very grave nature, and I am sure 
that the attention that has been bestowed upon it has been com- 
mensurate with its importance. 

At one time I had some doubts, or rather some misgivings, as to 
our power to stop a member-elect at the door of the House; but 
after a careful consideration of the matter, studying the Consti- 
tution itself and not allowing myself to be bewild or entangled 
by diverse authorities, I have come to the conclusion—a conclusion 
entirely satisfactory to myself—that this House has the constitu- 
tional authority not only to expel a member after he has been 
admitted to his seat, but also the power to prohibit his entrance 
and close the door against him. It would be a monstrous state of 
affairs if the House of Representatives could not clean before its 
own doors and bar out those who would defile its halls. Uponan 
examination of the questions in issue I find that the Constitution 
of the United States establishes no qualifications for a Representa- 
tive. It simply established disqualifications. 
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THE HOUSE HAS THE POWER TO EXCLUDE. 
Mr. Speaker, let us examine the Constitution on this question. 
ts language is: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 

This House, then, is the judge of the qualifications of its own 
members, and is the sole judge. There is no other court for the 
decision of this question; and from its decision there is no appeal, 
Our decision is a finality. 

But in making our decision we must be governed by the Con- 
stitution, in so far as the Constitution lays down rules for our 
government or our guidance. What, then, does the Constitution 
say upon the subject? I read: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained the ane 
of 25 years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who shall 
not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be c 

That is, a Representative must be at least 25 years of age, seven 

ears a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the 
ate choosing him. 

The Constitution does not say that a person 25 years of age, seven 
years a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the State 
choosing him, has all of the qualifications necessary for a Repre- 
sentative. It merely says that a person whois not 25, not a citizen 
for seven years, and not an inhabitant of the State choosing him 
shall not be a Representative. 

You will thus see, Mr. Speaker, that the Constitution does not 
7 age any qualifications for a Representative; it merely specifies 

e disqualifications, It does not say who are eligible; it only says 
who are ineligible. [Applause.] 

I think, Mr. Speaker, this analysis of the Constitution shows 
very clearly that those gentlemen are mistaken who contend that 
any person 25 years of age, sayen years a citizen, and an inhabit- 
ant of the State choosing him has the right to be sworn in under 
the Constitution, and that this House can not dictate any other 
conditions, or annex any other qualifications, or impose any other 


requirements, 
THE CONSTITUTION CONSTRUED. 

Mr. Speaker, let us do as the gentlemen on the other side of this 

tion insist we shall do, and convert these three disqualifica- 
into qualifications. 

First. The Representative must be a ‘‘ person.” 

A woman is a person.“ Would a woman be qualified? 

A demented man is a person.“ Would he be qualified? 

A leper or man afflicted with any other infectious or obnoxious 
disease is a ‘‘person.” Would such a man be qualified? 
3 The Representative must be a citizen of the United 

tes. n 

Seat pention: ie yore OEI. WONT ne DO MITAA wiles 
a pending, is yet a bei i 0 0 wW. 
he appears in the uniformof the public enemy and avowing his 
hostility to our country? 

Third. The Re tative must be an“ inhabitant of the State 
in which he shall be chosen.” : 

Suppose he should inhabit the State in which he shall be chosen, 
and yet do business, vote, and exercise other acts of citizenship in 
an adjoining State—just as many men areinhabitants of New Jer- 
sey and S ia do business, vote, and exercise other acts of citizen- 
ship in New York—would such an “inhabitant” be ed? 

It will thus be seen, Mr. Speaker, that if these rea! ee 
tions are reversed into supposed cone they wo them- 
selves have to be ified, and so the arguments of the gentlemen 
on the other side would fall to the ground, and we would return 
to our starting point and find that, after all, the House would have 
to be the judge of the qualifications of its members. E 

The Constitution requires that Representatives be by 
an oath or affirmation to support this Constitution.” 

So it may be said that this oath or affirmation is at least a con- 
dition precedent; and if the ar, ent of the gentlemen on the 
other side be correct, then this House has no authority to add to 
this oath. But it has been added to, and we are required to swear 
not only to Support the Constitution, but to bear frue allegiance 
to the Uni States and to. faithfully discharge our duties as 


Representatives. 
THE HOUSE THE JUDGE. 


No, Mr, Speaker, the Constitution prescribes no qualifications 
for members of this House; it prescribes three disqualifications, 
and it stops there. Herein the wise, patriotic, and far-seeing 
statesmen who framed that t charter of republican govern- 
ment showed their capacity for so great an undertaking. They 
were willing to trust the wisdom, patriotism, and im; iali 
of the House to meet all questions as they came forth from the 
womb of the future. They said to the House of Representatives, 
„Fou shall be the judge of the qualifications of your own mem- 
bers; but you shall not admit any person under 25 and not seven 
nee a citizen of the United States and not an inhabitant of the 

ve choosing him.” i are all the os or gra 

ut upon our powers and jurisdiction termining quali- 
Boations of members, [Applause.] 


, this being the true construction of the Con- 
gham H. Roberts having no constitutional dis- 
qualification, let us see if he has any other disqualification. 

On December 4, 1899, when he appeared here to take the oath 
of office, this House, on objection being made, then and there 
denied him the right to be sworn in on the ground that it was 
charged he was ineligible, and a special committee of nine mem- 


Now, Mr. 
stitution and Bri 


bers was selected to investigate the charges made, with power to 
send for persons and papers and examine witnesses on oath. 
THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE. 
This committee have made their examinations and investiga- 
—.— and have unanimously agreed upon the following finding of 
ntative to the 


tion above the age of 25 years; that he had been for more than seven years a 
Aara citizen of the United States and wasan inhabitant of the State 
0 


We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
. See borne him six children. 

about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 


has ever since lived as such, and who since such has borne him six 
children, of whom the last were twins, born August 11. 2 
That some years after Said to Celia Dibble he contracted 


another plu with Margaret C. Shipp. with whom he has ever 


lived in the habit and repute of . Your committee is unable 
to fix the exact date of this „ It does not a that he held her 
out as his wife before January, 1897, or that she before that date held him out 
as her husband, or that before that date they were reputed to be husband 


0. 
That these facts were generally known in Utah. Ray rere against 
y him. 


ring on these —.— 5 — —.— in po ee sense — 
fully cross-examin e witnesses, declined 
the witness stand. 


Seven members of the committee, ublicans and Democrats, 
favor the exclusion of Mr. Roberts. Two members of the com- 
mittee, one a Republican and the other a Democrat, favor his ad- 
mission and then his immediate expulsion. 

THE GROUNDS OF EXOLUSION. 

The majority of the committee find three distinct grounds of 
disqualification, In their report they say: 

Three main gone are asserted for the exclusion of Roberts from mem- 

ouse, 


bership in the 
I. He is disqualified by reason of his violation of the Edmunds Act and the 
ualification 


declared 22 of a in section 8. 
II. He ualifled because for years he has been living in open, flagrant, 
and notorious 


of the statutes of Utah and in open, flagrant, and no- 
torious defiance of the statutes of Congress—of the body which he now 
seeks to enter; in defiance of the law as declared by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and in defiance of the proclamations of ents Harri- 
son and Cleveland. He has persistently held himself above the law. This is 
disloyalty inits very essence. In the language of Chief Justice Waite in the 
Reynolds case, this would in effect permit every citizen to become a law 
unto m . Government could exist only in name under such circum- 


stan 
IIL. His election as 
lation of the und 


THE WAR AGAINST POLYGAMY. 


The Congress of the United States has been fighting polygam 
in Utah ever since 1862, but all its efforts failed to overcome the 
subterfuges and devices of the Mormon Church and of Mormon 
Seamed by CONTAN TAEAE & COTATI TAEI to Melee 

mgress, g a poly; ine e old an 
office under the United States. z 

And in utter, reckless, defiant violation and disregard of this 
law, this man Roberts comes here and demands the high office 
of a seat in this House. He is a polygamist of the rankest sort 
and of the most wicked and reprehensible type. He has been con- 
victed of polygamy and confined in a penitentiary as a punish- 
ment for his crime, and has been pardoned out on condition that 
he would abandon his polygamous practices and observe the laws 
against unlawful cohabitation. ut instead of doing this he 
has returned like a dog to his vomit and like a sow to her mire, 
and is nowliving with his three wives, in open, nt, defiant 
violation of the law and in willful, wanton, wic disregard of 
the conditions of the President’s pardon. 

MONOGAMY OUR LAW AND OUR RELIGION. 

Marriage in our law, and in the law of every Christian nation 
in the world, is the union of one man and one woman so long as 
they both shall live, to the exclusion of all others, by an obliga- 


ty | tion which neither can dissolve during the lifetime of the other 


without the consent of the state. This sort of marriage is termed 

25 d pol bstituted, 
monogamy be ove wn and polygamy substituted, our so- 

cial would soon come to an po Christianity itself would 


be discredited and fearfully crippled, our civilization would de- 
generate into a sort of barbarism, and the fabric of free govern- 
ment would tumble into ruins, 

And yet the Mormon Church, in its unholy scheme of lust, 
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treason, and ambition, would knock out the master bolt of mo- 


siege that binds our social system, our religion, our civilization, 
and our liberty all into one harmonious and happy whole, and 
thereby wreck at one fell stroke the work of thousands of years 
t efforts of the best men and best women of the best na- 
tions of the earth. 

Hence it is that I brand polygamy as a sort of high treason against 
mankind, a high treason against religion and law, a high treason 
against civilization and liberty, a high treason against the best 
hopes of men and women, and a bold and impious defiance of the 
God of high heaven. 

. Speaker, we can not admit here a man who is the practicer, 
the advocate, the champion, and the representative of this sort of 
high treason, and if admitted, it shall never be done with the aid 
o aKT Sk isto put t th 

ne of the ways to extirpate polygamy is to put upon it the 
brand of public odium, and to make that brand so large and so 
deep and so black that it may not only be seen all the way to Utah, 
but all over the United States and all over the world. The ax 
must be laid to the root of this upas tree of polygamy, and my vote 
rer day shall give it one deep stroke, even if nobody else strikes 
with me, 

POLYGAMY A CURSE AS WELL AS A CRIME, 


Some of these Mormon women whose husbands or fathers have 
several wives may, for reasons best known to themselves, pretend 
that they are satisfied; but, Mr. Speaker, they are not satisfied. 
God has not made them that way. No religion has ever been 
found that can make them satisfied. Woman’s heart can never 
enshrine a man who claims another woman for a wife; or if it 
could, grief and tears would be her constant portion. In secret 
and in silence the deep grief of the first Mormon wife feeds upon 
her loving heart, blasts the roses in her cheeks, and deadens the 
fires of joy in her once beanteous eyes. In words she may deny 
her grief, but God has written that grief too plainly upon her face 
for words to gainsay it. Polygamy is a cankerworm that feeds 
by night and feeds by day upon everything that is pure and 
sweet in the heart of every woman whose yandsoul are chained 
to the carcass of a polygamous husband. 

There is no nuptial happiness except in the loving onion of two 

rsons, and only two—one man and one woman, uly has Tom 

oore sung: 
There's a bliss beyond all that the minstrel has told, 
When two that are linked in one heavenly tie, 


With heart never changing, and brow never cold, 
Love on through all and love on till they die. 


One hour of a passion so sacred is worth 
Whole ages of heartless and wandering bliss; 
And, O! if there be an Elysium on earth, 
It is this, it is this. 


And I may addif there be a hell on earth it is to be found in the 
harems of polygamy. A 

Polygamy is not only a crime against society, religion, law, and 
civilization, but it is the crime of crimes against womanhood; the 
crime of crimes against wifehood; the crime of crimes against 
childhood, It robs the woman of a husband and robs the child of 
a father. 

If there be a bolt in the armory of heaven ially forged to 
fall upon and blast some monstrous violator of woman’s dearest 
rights and man’s holiest duties, great God of the skies, let that 
bolt fall in all its red-hot, seething fury upon the impious head of 
the preacher of polygamy. 

Let this House say this day to Mormon polygamy: Thus far 
shalt thou come and no farther, and here shall thy vile waves be 
stayed. Thou shalt not pollute these floors with the slime of thy 
treasonable villainy.” 

THE MORMON RELIGION. 

I have yet other 3 of objection to the admission of Mr. 
Roberts; and here in my place I charge that he appears here not 
so much a Representative of the State of Utah as a representative 
of the Mormon Church, a hierarchy whose aim is to sis pe the 
Christian religion and overthrow the Constitution and Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to the elucidation and establish- 
ment of this charge I invite your attention and the attention of 
all the members of this House. P 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, and as we all know, Mormonism was 
begotten by fraud upon the body of credulity, and nursed into 
strength ed Hope of gain. The so-called Book of Mormon, writ- 
ten as a biblical romance byan eccentric preacher named Spauld- 
ing, fell into the hands of one Joseph Smith, a sort of fanatical 
crank, who worea high white hat, kept a cake and beer shop, and 

retended to have seen many supernatural beings, and even to 
have had wrestling matches with the devil. 

Joseph Smith pretended that he had dug up near Palmyra, 
N. V., some so-called golden plates covered with Egyptian hiero- 

lyphics, and these plates he pretended to translate, but, in reality, 
fis translation was nothing but Parson Spaulding’s biblical ro- 


And in this way, about the year 


mance somewhat changed, 


1820, came into existence the Book of Mormon, the so-called Bible 
of the Mormon Church, denominated by them the“ Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints.” After settling first at Kirt- 
land, Ohio, then in Nauvoo, II., in 1847 they emigrated to Utah 
and founded Salt Lake City. 


THE SPREAD OF MORMONISM, 


From this wretched and farcical beginning has grown that 
monstrous hierarchy called Mormonism, which has not only 
spread its influence all over the great State of Utah, but is in- 
trenching itself in Nevada, in Idaho, in Colorado, in Wyoming, 
and in Arizona; and I think it safe to say that the number of 
Mormons in the United States to-day is over 300,000. 

For fifty © e the Mormon Church has been sending its mis- 
sionaries all over the United States and Canada and over parts of 
Europe, especially Denmark, Sweden, Norway, and England, and 
these missionaries having gathered up thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of converts, mostly poor people, by telling them Utah was 
the new promised land and that everyone who went there and 
became a good Mormon would receive from the Lord, through 
the Mormon Church, a large tract of land and all the assistance 
necessary to build them a house and clear up and fence a good 
farm. ey were also told that Joseph Smith was the special 
prophet of the Almighty, and that it had been revealed to Smith 
and later on to his successor, Brigham Young, that the Mormons 
were the true saints of the Lord and were destined to possess the 
whole earth, and that the saints were even now 33 together 
8 uan as both the Christian Bible and the Mormon bible had 

oretold. 

And, Mr. Speaker, these Mormon missionaries are more numer- 
ous and more busy thanever. In the States of the South they are 
sie d active, and are to be found in every section. Last year 
they had large gatherings in some of the Southern cities, and 
hundreds of Mormon missionaries and converts attended, and 
great demonstrations of rejoicing and thanksgiving were made at 
these convocations. 

The Mormon priesthood carefully conceals its secret purposes 
from even its own converts. Their missionaries preach to satisfy 
the yearnings of the poor and the sympathies of the unsophisticated 
and to delight those who love the wonderful, the mysterious, and 
the supernatural. Nine-tenths of the doctrines they teach are, in 
substance, Christian truths, and in this way they gain access to 
the confidence of many, and thus ultimately lead them astray. 

MORMON PLANS EXPOSED, 


In order to know what Mormonism really is we must go to 
Utah and must learn what it was when Brigham Young was in 
power, before the Mormon priesthood had entered upon their 
campaign to deceive the people of the United States into admit- 
ting Utah into the Union as a State. 

I will here lay down propositions in reference to the Mormon 
Church, and I will prove them to the satisfaction of every fair- 
minded man: 

First. Not religion but 
the Mormon Church. 

Second. That to obtain political power the priesthood have or- 

ized an ecclesiastical hierarchy, whose pur is to exercise 
absolute and arbitrary power over all the members of their church, 
and through these members over as many others as possible. 

Third. t the ambition of this hierarchy is first to control the 
Rocky Mountain States, then through these States to control the 
Unite States, and through the United States to control the whole 
world. 

Fourth. That in the furtherance of these 2 polygamy was 
ordained in order to more rapidly multiply the population and to 
bind the members together as common participators in a common 
crime. 

Fifth. That in the execution of their plans the Mormon hier- 
archy will unhesitatingly commit any crime, and have committed 
hun of times the crimes of treason, murder, arson, and rob- 
bery, and have practiced frauds, manufactured falsehoods, and 
participated in all manner of villainies. 

The first witness I will call is Bishop Lunt, one of the chief 
priests of Mormonism, who, in 1880, e this statement to a cor- 
separ of the San Francisco Chronicle to show the growth 
and plans and mission of Mormonism: 


WHAT BISHOP LUNT SAID, 


Like a grain of mustard seed was the truth panus in Zion, and it is des- 
tined to spread all over the world. Our church been o. d only fif 
ber and yet behold its wealth and power. We look forward with perfec 
confidence to the = when we will hold the reins of the United States Gov- 
ernment. * * * After that we expect to control the continent. To-day 
we hold the balance of wer in Idaho, we rule Utah absolutely, and ina 
very short time will hold the balance of power in Arizona and Wyoming. 
ind we design to vant colonies in Washington Territory. * * * 

Our vote is solid and will always remain so. It will be thrown where the 
most will be accomplished for the church. Then in some great political 
crisis the two present political parties will bid for our support. We will then 
hold the balance of power, and will dictate to the country. Utah will be ad- 
mitted eee eed gery State, and the other Territories we have spblogased, 
will be tted also. We possess the ability to turn the political e in 


political power is the chief object of 
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* * * Our 
e church they promptly obey. 
houses, lands, and stock, and remove to any part of the country the church 


le are obedient. 


any particular community we desire. 
When they th They sell their 


are called by 


may direct them to. You can imagine the results which wisdom may b; 
about with the assistance of a church organization such as ours. It is the 
completest one the world has ever seen. 


CONGRESSMAN CRADLEBAUGH'S TESTIMONY. 

My second witness is the Hon. John Cradlebaugh, a Delegate 
from the then Territory, now State, of Nevada, and who had been 
a United States judge in Utah. Nevada adjoins Utah for 400 
miles. While a member of this House, in 1863, Judge Cradle- 
baugh said, among other things: 


reps Ace for some time among the Mormons, become acquainted 
with their ecclesiastical polity, their habits and their crimes, I feel I would 
not be discharging my duty Y failed to impart such information as I have 
acquired in regard to this people in our midst who are building up, consoli- 
dating, and daringly carryiug out a system subversive of the Constitution 
and laws and fatal to morals and true religion. 

Mormonism is one of the monstrosities of the in which we live, It 
seems to have been reserved for the model Republic of the world, for the 
nineteenth century, * * to produce an idle, worthless vagabond of an 
impostor, who heralds forth a creed repulsive to every refined mind, opposed 
to every generous impulse of the human heart, and a faith which commands 
a violation of the rights of hospitality, sanctifies falsehood, enforces the sys- 
tematic degradation of woman, not only permits bat orders the commis- 
sion of the vilest lusts in the name of the ami hty God himself, and teaches 
that it is a sacred duty to commit the crimes of theft and murder. It is sur- 
prang that such a faith, taught, too, in the coarsest and most vulgar way, 
should meet with any success. Yet, in less than a third of a century it gir- 
dies the globe. Its missionaries are planted in every place. You find them 
all over Europe, thick through England and Wales, traversing Asia and 
Africa, and braving the billows of the southern oceans, to seek proselytes. 
And, as if to crown its achievements, it establishes itself in the heart of one 
of the greatest and most powerful Governments of the world, establishes 
therein a theocratic government overriding all other government, putting 
the laws at defiance. * * * 

Mormonism repudiates the celibacy imposed by the Catholic religion pon 
its priesthood, and takes in its s the voluptuous impositions of the Mo- 
hammedan Church. It premon openly that the more wives and children its 
men have in this world the purer, the more influential and conspicuous they 
will be in the next; that wives, children, and property will not only be re- 
stored but doubled in the resurrection. It adopts the use of prayers for 
the dead and baptism as a part of its creed. Mormonsclaim to be favored 
with marvelous gifts, bh power of ps ag rahe tonas; of casting out devils, 
of curing the sick, and of healing the lame and the halt. 1 
they have a living prophet, seer, and revelator who holds the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven, and through whose intercession alone access can be had. 
They recognize the Bible, but they interpret it to suit themselves, and hold 
that it is subject to be ang ge by new revelation. 

One of their doctrines is that of continued on to ultimate perfec- 
tion. They say God was but a man, who went on developing and increasin 
until he reached his present high ca ty; and they t Mormons wi 
be equal to him; in a word, tha Mormons will become y 
the shedding of blood for the remission of sins, or, in other words, that if a 
Mormon apostatizes his throat shall becut and his blood poured out upon the 
ground for the remission of his sin. * * * They hold that the poe 
revelations are binding apon their consciences and that they are bound to 
obey him in all things. ey say that the earth and the fullness thereof is 
oar Lor ah take charge ob Gola ˙ = AEA tn ollie wore: they 
eart e 0 s property; other woi y 
teach that it is a duty to rob and steal from the * „* 

They claim that 


seat of empire of the 
finally gathered, and from that Zion shall proceed a power that will dethrone 
kings, subvert dynasties, and subjugate all the nations of the earth. 


THE CRIMES OF MORMONISM. 

Judge Cradlebaugh then proceeds to enumerate the specific 
crimes and atrocities committed by the Mormon priesthood, show- 
ing that the head of the Mormon Church is supreme autocrat, 
from whose command there is no appeal and whose power to en- 
force his will is swiftly put forth and effectively executed, by 
fraud if profitable, by force if expedient, by murder if necessary. 

Judge Cradlebaugh shows how the Mormon Church controlled 
juries and judges, how it intimidated its opponents, how it de- 

aded and bestialized the women, how it browbeat the officers of 

e United States and forced them to resign, how the Danites, or 
“ destroying angels,” stood ever ready to execute the orders of the 
Mormon Church, how Gentiles were murdered for suing Mor- 
mons in the courts, how many other Gentiles were murdered on 
various pretexts, and how, at the Mountain Meadows, a whole 
emigrant train of Arkansas people on their way to California were 
treacherously massacred and their unburied bodies left on the 
naked earth to be the food of vultures, crows, and wolves—123 men, 
women, and children being butchered as though they were nox- 
lous beasts. 

Judge Cradlebaugh quotes a large number of extracts from the 
sermons and discourses of the Mormon leaders, and then, by way 
of summary, adds: 

8 we be ponn that bye panes of ae eee pane gana DTOM 88 
embrace s , inces rjury, my, ro „an 
murder as a Dare of thoir devilish plan. e wa i 

Brigham Young was then the head of the Mormon hierarchy, 

and Judge Cradlebaugh thus characterizes him: 


Brigham's house is at once tabernacle, capitol, and harem, and Brigham 
nimself is king, priest, lawgiver, and chief polygamist. Is treason hatched 
în Utah? Brig is the h traitor. Are rebel troops mustered against 
the United States? Brigham is their commander in chief. Is a law to be 
enacted? Brigham's advice determines it. Is an offending ‘‘Gentile” or an 
apostate Mormon to be assassinated? The order emanates from Prina, 
In addition to all this he heals the afflicted i the laying on of hands and 
zomforts the widow by becoming her husband. 


THE DISLOYALTY OF THE MORMON CHURCH. 


Judge Cradlebaugh thus concludes his terrible indictment of 
Mormonism: 


The people of Utah have nothing but ill will toward our Government. The 
12 masses know nothing of our institutions they come to Zion, not to 
erica. * + è m ving in Utah they hear nothing but a of 
our people. The whole fountain of patriotism is polluted, and they are taught 
that they owe neither allegiance nor love to our Government. reason and 
insubo tion are openly taught. 


And this is the monstrous consolidation of church and state, of 
polygamy and villainy, of fraud and treason that has sworn, in 
its ambitious and lecherous heart, to ‘‘cram polygamy down the 
throat of the American Congress,” and some men on this floor 
say we must swallow the dose, even if we have to vomit it up the 
next minute. Mr. Speaker, I for one refuse to take the medi- 
cine; my stomach gags at the dose, [Laughter and applause.] 


CONGRESSMAN CASSIDY’S DECLARATIONS. 


My third witness is Hon. George W. Cassidy, another Congress- 
man wine the State of Nevada, who, in March, 1882, saidina speech 
on this floor: 


The Mormon zetia „ so called, as advocated and prom’ ted by the 
lecherous elementin Utah, is nota 3 amy of any kind within the true mean- 
ing of that word. I denounce it as licentiousness, as lust, as prostitutio 
asa y on religion, and as a corrupt and corrupting system, utterly an 
= ne yer unworthy of a moment's consideration on ground of religious 

oleration. 

It isa menace to and at war with every principle of free government as 
established Ce domo J let us hope, in the fundamental law of the land. It 
knows no allegience the Constitution of the United States; it seeks to 

lace church h above state; it mocks at our institutions; it defies our 
laws; it condones perjury: at justifies murder and assassination, and, finally, 
it exalts the vilest of evils above the decencies and proprieties of life 
as taught by every other civilized community on God’s n earth. Such is 
the Mormon Church. and such is Mormonism as we find it to-day, 3 
intrenched, almost beyond the legislative {power of the Government to dis- 
lodge, in the moun of Utah. It has grown from a mere handful at 
Nauvoo to a membership of nearly 200,000 in the West— 


That was in 1882, remember, Mr. Speaker— 


absolutely controlling and dominating the civil administration of Utah and 
holdin © balance of powe between the two great political parties in all 
the adjacent States and Territories. I submit that it is time that the mailed 
hand was applied; time that this vile monster was checked and placed in 
course of ultimate extinction. 


Such are the words of Congressman Cassidy, who lived amo: 
these Mormons and represented the State of Nevada, which ad- 
Jons omh on the we facia ries 3 8 Sa 

e same , referr e mass o e of Utah 
Mr. Cassidy enid: i ‘ 


The t mass of Mormons are i I born. The 
ted from grinding poverty in t ot Ola World 
e change 


are prosel and 
8 


fully and unanswerably P Song after year by the voluntary surrender of a one- 


CONGRESSMAN BELTZHOOVER'S SUMMARY STATEMENT. 

I will call one more witness and then close the evidence. This 
witness is Congressman Frank E. Beltzhoover, of Pennsylvania, 
who, after a careful examination of the reports of the committee 
of Congress that investigated Utah affairs, reached the following 
conclusions, which he announced on the floor of this House: 


1. Polygamy is toa hanis of a fanatical hierarchy which is ani mistic ta 
our institutions snd laws, and no one who is subject to it can be well disposed 
toward the Government of the United States. 

2. It s a disgrace to our civilization and offensive to the moral sense of 


3. It breeds open defiance to our laws and renders a republican form of 
government im ble. 
4. It is hostile to civil society and fatal to the welfare of the state. 


Having shown what the Mormon Church is and what its nefari- 
ous plans are, I will now show what sort of a man Brigham H. 
Roberts is; and I know no better way to do this than to read these 
extracts from the report of the committee in his case: 

THE STATUS OF THE CLAIMANT. 


Let us see in what attitude and status the claimant appears and claims the 

ht to be sworn in. No ap reciative opinion as to his status can be formed 

ae some knowledge of the judicial and statutory characterization of his 
offense. 

Section 5352, passed by Con; in 1862, declared: 

Every person having a husband or wife living who marries another, 
whether married or single, in a Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, is guilty of bigamy, and shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $500, and by imprisonment for a term of 
not more than five years.” 

It did not, however, make unlawful the practice of poly; ous Hring 

There was no pretense of obedience to this law in Utah, the claim being 
mado that it was unconstitutional because an interference with the religion 
of the Mormons. There is no doubt but that a large wird of the Mormons, 
not only those who practiced polygamy but those that did not, believed that 
the act of 1862 was an unconstitutional infraction pf their rights. 

In 1878, however, in the case of Reynolds vs. The United States (98 U. S., 145), 
the Supreme Court held that section 5352 was in all respects valid and con- 
stitutional.” So that after 1878 no man in Utah could claim that the prac- 
tice of polygamy was right as related to the laws of the land without doing 
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„ but to the unanimous opinion of the highest 


court of 
The in this case Chief Justice Waite, and in the course of 
it pol 6 udicial * rization as 8 
of —.— ways been odious among saa northern and western 
establishment of the Mormon Church, was 
3 exclusively a ati rae of Asiatic and of AER DAIS. 


+ 
— — —— — or Berti Nurse pres, 


to a 

patriarchal pr principle, and which, . — applied to large communities, fetters 

people in stationary despotism, while that princi crt loge An exist in 

3 with Chancellor Ke ka t this 8 

ractices to the contrary because of his religious 
doctrines 


ae 
Pellet aa rat th s woud deln and, in effect, top t — — a 20 

su * n e 
himself. Government ait axing only te in name — — 


— a law unto 
such circumstances.” 


aera OT shape wi wes a 
no or an ore 
and no woman cohabiting = with 


ea described as 
tory or other place over which the 
es aE ae tled to vote at any 
election held — — electi 


to; sa = entitled . — 
in, under, or for — 
United States.“ 


This law had not only the force of a public law, but it was the outcome of 
C It crystallized the a a arien graen — 


tive statesm: d late: bee of Sad: eh tan Dewees 
vo 8 en ani r p of appro’ 
Court of the United States in many well-considered cases. 

ROBERTS LIVING IN POLYGAMY. 


3 H. Roberts had married one Louisa Smith. She has 


e ee 


efiance of the Edmunds law. He spat 
he no — — 
a 


doctrine? 
And all the time the Edmunds law declared not on! 
with more than one woman unlawful. RO 


But he had not yet suficienti 


of the act. 
ee ie pe Fg and ils most solemn 
women. 5 io ee of his third shin tng iat ng his election, 50 
we doubt not to tho present time, he has been cohabiting with three 


women. 
ROBERTS'S CONDUCT DISLOYAL. 
esty proclamation of 1893 and 1894 never embraced him. 


his utter contempt for the Su- 
enactments. A few years 


ment when he has not been a ent, notori: defiant, demoralizing, 
— — 2 the State and Federal law relating 
And this is the man who seeks admis- 


t dackael te the Kentu ee the Thomas case in tue Sen- 
— — pe the test · auth e of 180 that — created 7 —— —— 


to the Constitution 
this iar What is loyalty? T It ts "faithfulness to the so 
A iolator of the law may not 


oF Aden. 

and tho lawfulness 

not be found out 
sense 


crystallized into stat 
os pons will not 


a lL recognize a higher law la 
yours can rollere ins from the obtigntions w. I thus take in 
ah emai The only thing E promiss 006 to. de isto. take 


mere ripple on the surface of with this far- , deep- 
roo! lawlessness. 

What was the case of Whittem who was excluded, as hereafter set out? 
He had pale tar 8 an: p —— had found that he 
had sold a cade . He no o was wiser or. 
the people, Se tease hk the sell cadetships and was above the law. 
The acts of Roberts are essen They deny the 
repudiate the la’ at them from whatever point you 


T they are subversive or government. They do not merely breed anarchy, 


sie observo that this is not a moral question. It to the root of 
ova er eE gnoma: What 5 5 have jus . — — 
written instrument itself. ä e 


We haye thus presented to our view the status of Roberts. What are we 
4 z to do about it 4 it is our right, to exclud 
our duty, as our exclude him; to prevent 
bis tabing ibe-cathcod DEET ing in the councils of the nation. 4 


ROBERTS'S DECLARATION ON POLYGAMY. 
In an article published in his newspaper, the Improvement Era, 


in May, 1898, Ae signed by him, this man, Brigham H. Roberts, 


says: 
8 that since EN did Sooner, the Patna eres 
not a 
— = Paar in — 


custom of the ancien 
to be wondered at that one 
as promised resti 


ewish scriptures, the 


Polygamy is — pocul i — wero it so gonata then A 
reeks braham, Jacob, 


and the it would not be allowed an inheritance in the 
ven, classed 


if polygamy is not adultery, then it can not be 


all. 
It appears to the writer that modern Christians must Cein learn to tol- 
— pOEANY, or give up forever the glorious hope of resting in Abraham's 


That which He (God roves, and so strin 
only not bad, but — n pure, and ee Sr ee 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have demonstrated the truth of my 
charge that the Mormon Church is a treasonable and fanatical 
conspiracy that aims to supplant the Christian reli and over- 
throw the Constitution of the United States; and Brigham H. 
Roberts, by preferring the 8 of Mormonism to those of the 
United States, by preferring the practices of Mormonism to those 
of Christianity, shows that he appears here to represent the mon- 
strosities of Mormonism rather than the State of Utah, and on 
this ground alone I would deem myself abundantly justified in 
voting against his admission to a seat in this House. [Applause 
on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

THE CONSTITUTION MUST PROHIBIT POLYGAMY. 

Mr. Speaker, the welfare of Utah and the welfare of the United 
States require that polygamy should be wiped out of existence, 
and that a brand of shame should be burned into the forehead of 
ev — is guilty of this crime, so demoralizing to the 

and so destructive to society, and in order mostetfectually 
to do this, on the 8th of this month I introduced into this House 
the following joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the 

n 


Joint resolution a gor an amendment to the Constitution to disq 
— fi found polygamy or polygamous cohabitation from hold- 


can the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in —.— assembled (two-thirds T — House concurring therein 
That the following Nr im fgg o proposa tn the 1 several 


tures of 
States, which, when ratified b; 2 three fourths of 1 poche shall be- 
come and be a part of the Cons tution of the Onited Sta namely: 


“ ARTICLE XVI. 
“SECTION 1. No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, 
or een for President or Vice-President, or hold any other office of honor, 
trust, or fit under the United States or under any State who shall be 


found of pol or polygamous cohabitation; but Congress may, 
by, a vote of two- thirds ofeach Hones, remove such disa y- í 

“BEC. ee eae shall have power to enforce the provisions of this 
article y * 


This amendment, if adopted and duly enforced by polygamy 1s 
legislation, will forever end polygamy, and when 
ended the Mormon Church will disintegrate and —— le in 
ruins, and we will be ed with its debaucheries, co 
impieties, and other ies no more forever. 


UTAH’S BREACH OF FAITH. 


When Congress voted that Utah might bea State of the Union, 
there was a solemn compact made that polygamy and ee 
cohabitation should be forever things of the past. mgress, in 
the enabling act, stipulated that the 5 —.— of Utah should 

‘ovide by ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States and the people of said State— 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be ope 
and that no inhabitant of said State shall ever he molested in veoh —— 
erty on account of his or her mode of religions och: 
polygamons or plural are forever p: bi 

Pursuant to the said act, a constitutional convention was held 
at Salt Lake City, and the following provisions were framed by 
the convention and adopted by the people asa part of the con- 


stitution: 
ARTICLE IIL—ORDINANCE. 


The following ordinance shall be irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States and the people of this State: 

First. Perfect toleration ous sentiment is guaranteed. No inhab- 
itantof this ra ng ST even te molested in person or property on account of 
. religious worship; but polygamous or plural marriages 


1900. 
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Utah had long been denied statehood because of the fear thatif 
made a State she would legalize polygamy and drive out of her 
midst all who were not Mormons. But Utah came forward with 
all manner of solemn promises. The Mormon Church pretended 
to have a revelation prohibiting polygamy in the future, and the 
constitutional convention pretended to solemnly adopt the pro- 
vision I have just read, forever prohibiting polygamy. Some of us 
had doubts, but the great majority of us said, Admit her; she 
has pledged herself to do away with polygamy forever.” 

UTAH HAS FORFEITED HER RIGHT TO REPRESENTATION. 


And so Utah was admitted into the Union. And what was her 
first act, Mr. Speaker? It wastospitupon her ises and tread 
them under her feet; it was to practically ignore her own consti- 
tution and to violate the enabling act of Congress; it was to per- 
petrate the most flagrant, willful, and wicked act of bad faith 
ever committed in the history of any people, civilized or bar- 
barous. How? By sending as her Representative to the oo Spe 
of the United States a man who is not only an open, ayo’ , de- 
fiant polygamist, living with three wives and g y 
each of them, but who is 2 teacher, an advocate, a champion of 
polygamy, and maintains that if is a divine institution and to 
practice it is to conform to the highest and best phase of religion! 

And so I charge here, in my eon this floor, as a member of the 
American Congress, that the Stateof Utah, by this wicked, cause- 
less, unprovoked, and wanton breach of good faith, has forfeited 
her right to representation in this Congress, and on this —— 
alone I would feel abundantly anon in denying Mr. Ro a 
seat on this floor and denying Utah any Representative until she 
make amends by electing and sending here as her Representative 
a man who, by precept and practice, shows to the world that he 
believes polygamy to be a crime and those who are guilty of it 
to be criminals who should be punished by confinement in the 
8 of the State rather than honored by a seat in the 
ess of the United States. [ Applause. ] 


CHRISTIANITY OUR HIGHER LAW. 


our rege shall be English and that the common law and 
ca, 


i 
No, Mr. Speak 


sand to reach the old Canaan, they no more left the Christian re- 
ligion behind them than did the children of Israel leave behind 
them in Egypt the religion of Abraham. Christianity was written 
in the hearts of our ancestors a thousand years before they came 
to America, and our Constitution and laws presu: Christianity 
and are founded upon it as this Capitol is foun on the solid 


earth. 

And when the Constitution of the United States had been 
framed after many trials and tribulations, when it had been duly 
written out in solemn form on parchment sheets to be signed 
the immortal sages who framed it, there were added these Anif. 
cant words: 

Done in convention by the unanimous consent of the States present, the 
seventeenth day of September, in the year of our Lord one seven 
hundred and eighty-seven. 

And thus it will be seen that the signers of the Constitution rec- 
ognized the Christian religion in calling its founder their Lord.“ 

n who fought seven years and made many sacrifices to expel 
royalty and extirpate lordship from the earth uncovered their 
heads and bowed downin homuge of their Lord, Jesus, the founder 
of their religion; and herein, I maintain, is a recognition by the 
Constitution itself that the religion founded by our Lord” Jesus 
Christ is the religion of the United States, and that all other re- 
ligions are foreign and their existence only tolerated. 

Thus, believing that Christianity is the religion of our nation 
and a part of the higher law of our land, I boldly maintain and 
declare that Mormonism is a vicious excrescence on the body of 
our religion, and is only Mohammedanism set up in our country 
disguised in new garments and passing under the alias of a new 
name. [Loud applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

THE VILLAINIES OF THE MORMON HIERARCHY. 

The Mormon Church, as I have shown, has been guilty of every 
great crime found in the catalogue of infamy. It preached and 
practiced treason and raised a rebellion against the Government 
of the United States, so that it took a large army to suppress it. 
In September, 1857, at the Mountain Meadows, the Mormon priest- 
hood massacred an Arkansas emigrant train, containing 132 men, 
women, and children, under circumstances of appalling and un- 


paralleled treachery and barbarity, and their bones lay unburied 
on Paa 5 for years. 


and absolute than any 
existed in a civilized began. I am informed 
that in their Endowment House at Salt Lake City those Mormons 
who take the highest degree in their hierarchy swear eternal 
hostility to the Government of the United States.” and are taught 
that the Government of the United States is the Antichrist, and 
that the Mormon Church will eventually overthrow it on the 
field of Armageddon. 

During the war of the rebellion the Mormon leaders rejoiced 
over the strife and the bloodshed and the pr t of the destruc- 
tion of the Union, and when Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston was 
killed at Shiloh the Mormon Church offered up t ving, be- 
cause he had commanded the United States Army that put down 
the Mormon rebellion in 1888. 


ROBERTS A PUBLIC ENEMY. 


And this man Roberts, I brand him as the enemy of public and 
private morality, as an impudentand high-handed violator of one 
of our most sacred laws, asa glaring example of an attempt to 
enthrone a monstrous crime in one of the highest places in our 
land, and charge that any favor shown him is sr ouae npo 
our Christian citizenship, a palliation of an offense utterly with- 
out excuse or extenuation, and a condonation of a transgression 
of the laws both of God and man so monstrous as to make the 


condonation itself closely akin to a crime. 
But while thus eee ee Roberts I do not forget, nor must 


tion to gain honor for itself by dishonoring us, to glorify 
its high 20 „ 
an 


The 
doors of agains : 
various churches, the. presidents of ey all of our geo bos 
lic men, and hun 


ip 
© Presbyterian Church, the Ameri- 
can Baptist Home Mission Society, the Epworth League, the Do- 
mestic and Foreign Missionary 1 of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions, the American 
Association, the Congregational Home Missionary So- 
ciety, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, and scores of other organizations of the Bap- 
tist, Methodist, Presbyterian, and other religious, charitable, 
moral, and social organizations, representing millions of the best 
men and the best women in our country, have joined in the uni- 
versal chorus for the exclusion of Roberts from this Hall. 
Wecan not admit these polygamous Mormonsto places of honor 


and trust. 
It is as if the fiends pre 
Against the Seraphs they assailed, 
And throned on heavenly seats should dwell 
The freed inheritors of hell. 
Applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 
jer GROSVENOR. Mr. S. 


er, I want to supplement the 
very concise and able speech of the gentleman from usetts 

. Moopy] by stating the road that I have traveled in reaching 

result that will be demonstrated in my vote upon this question. 
I entered upon the study of the question with serious doubt about 
the power or propriety of the House of Representatives excluding 
a member at the door of the House; but I was very tly en- 
co in the fact that it can be done by the vote of those dis- 
tin gentlemen, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DR ARMOxN D], who 
both voted, with their eyes wide open, after full discussion of 
both sides of the question, that he may be stopped at the threshold 
of the House. 

Now, I have listened to all that has been said; I have heard prac- 
tically every word. I have read all that has been printed and 
proansa, I listened with the greatest interest to the wonder- 

ully able speech of the gentleman from Maine; and I make this 
remark simply because of the foolish publication made last eyen- 
ing in one of the daily papers, a publication that was absolutel 
and totally unwarranted as a matter of fact in every r 
have never heard an abler argument upon false ground the 
argument of the from Maine. I never heard a greater 
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struggle in behalf of soy um than has been made by the gentle- 
man from Maine in of this member as to his claim to be 
sworn in. I have heard, I suppose, more than 800 criminal cases. 
I heard the case of Dr. Jamieson before the Lord Chief Justice's 
court in England. I read and heard the Guiteau case in Wash- 
ington, and have read the Mollineux case in New York, and have 
never known so able a defense of any man’s position as has been 
made by the gentleman from Maine. So much for that. 

Now, having listened to the gentleman’s Sporen and carefully 
aps fer it, I will summarize my speech, and then the time will 
be at the disposal of the gentlemen controlling it. 

I find, and I defy contradiction, and it has not been contradicted 
yet by any man who has spoken on either side of this question— 

First. That the House has never denied that it had the right to refuse to 

t to be sworn in, although he had all of the three con- 
stitutional Py ny meg 


Second. t it has in many instances affirmatively declared that it had 


the right to thus refuse. 

Third. That the right to so refuse is supported on principle, and by the 
overwhelming weight of authority of constitutional writers and judicial opin- 
ions on ogous constitutional questions; and 

Fourth. Upon the converse proposition of admission and then expulsion— 


And I assert in the language of the committee: 


First. That the House has never declared that it had the right to expel a 
carvan for acts unrelated to him as euch, or for acts committed prior to his 
election. 


There you have got to meet an unqualified and unbroken line of 
recedents. We have had Congress for a hundred-odd years now. 
e have had some exceedingly bad members, and there has been 
one unbroken ruling that, except for some act done after the elec- 
ver and in his relation as a member, there was no power to expel. 
Second. That both the House and theSenate havein re ee goes wet refused 
toexpel members where the recor of guilt was conclusive, but where the acts 
com ed of were unrelated to the members as such. 

No man has assailed successfully any of these propositions. 
They stand here as axioms of the law of the land, and, so believ- 
ing, I shall vote for the majority report, the result of long labor, 
ee ad and patriotic deyotion to duty, [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time that has been 
placed at my disposal I can not hope to cover all the questions 
that arise in this case. Ido not borg ares of that limit of time, 
because it was with my own consent that a part of the time which 
might have fallen to me was yielded to others. I thought it en- 
tirely proper that the chairman of the committee and the one of 
the minority whom they might select should have all the time 
necessary to 8 completely and exhaustively their respective 
positions, and that as many members as possible who had not been 
upon the committee should also be heard in this, as I consider, 
great case. If I consulted my own wishes only, I would not sa 
anything, but inasmuch as I was a member of the committee 
feel that it is a duty I owe to the House to lay before it the reasons 
which have governed me in reaching the conclusion at which we 
have arrived. 

I approached this case, Mr. Speaker, absolutely without bias and 
without previous investigation. I was satisfied on the second day 
of our meeting here, on the statement and arguments made by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], that this House had 1 
to send this matter to a committee for investigation, and I vo 
that that should be done. When, greatly to my surprise, I had 
been made a member of that committee, I — approached this 
matter with the same complete absence of bias and previous in- 
vestigation, and I determined to ascertain, along with the other 
mem of that committee, the actual facts as they should be es- 
tablished by the evidence, without reference to popular prejudice 
or clamor, and then upon these facts, without reference to that 
8 and clamor, to determine what right and duty of action 

evolved u us. 

The investigation of that committee was full and complete. Its 
discussions were long and searching, but I am obliged to say here 
that the methods of its discussion were somewhat different from 
those indulged in on this floor. We heard nothing there about 
constitutional sewing circles, clearly implying that the members 
of the majority pelong to such an august body. We heard nothin 
there of sarcastic and ad captandum references to distinguish 
men from Ohio. We heard nothing there of these brilliant and 
taking, but, I must confess, somewhat irrelevant, allusions to 
trusts and octopuses. I heard all that was said; there was not an 
hour of the investigation of that committee at which I was not 
present. 

Now, sir, I think that the best method I can pursue here is to 
follow before this House the same line which I followed in the 
committee. And first I desire as briefly as I can, and as clearly 
as I can, to state the facts which were established. I do not believe 
there was any difference as to these. 

We found upon the statute book of the United States a law, 

in 1862, making the act of polygamous marriage, but not 
the practice of polygamous living, unlawful. We found that it 


had been contended that that law was unconstitutional as abridg- 
ing the right of religious belief and practice, but that the Supreme 
Court of the United States had fully sustained it. 

oo one ha sn the United Satos gs the Ed- 
munds law, passed in „making polygamy and the practice 
of polygamous living unlawful. It disqualified any polygamist— 
that is, any m in that status—in any Territory under the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States from holding any office 
of public trust, honor, or emolument under the United States. 
JC ò¾ 
oun no n w polygamy an ygamous 
practices had still continaet in the Territory of. Utah and in con- 
sequence thereof Congress had for a long time refused to admit 
the people of that Territory into the Union, although in every 
other respect fulfilling the requirements of statehood. 

We found that in order to put an end to the violations of the 
law and to remove the obstacles to statehood the head of the 
Mormon Church had in 1890 issued a manifesto, in effect, forbid- 
ding polygamous marriages, which, according to his own construc- 
tion, included the practice of polygamousliving. We found that 
some years after that manifesto the people of Utah again sought 
statehood, and represented to Congress, through those who spoke 
for them, that poly, y, pol ss i ceremonies, and 
polygamous living, had ee Utah, that polygamy in all that 
the term implies was dead in that Territory, and pledged them- 
selves that if the Territory was admitted to the Union as a State 
it should be kept dead. 

We found that these representations and pledges having been 
made, Congress an act enabling the people of that Territory 
to frame a constitution with a view to their admission into the 
Union. We found that so abhorrent was polygamy, so utterly 
subversive of organized society and overnment in the eyes 
of the Representatives of the people of the United States, t 
they placed in that enabling act a requirement the like of which 
has never been placed in any other enabling act, except as to 
slavery, or where the Representatives of the people thought that 
certain requirements were necessary against those whom they 
thought had been guilty of treason. That requirement was that 
the people of Utah should ingraft upon their constitution an ordi- 
nance, irrevocable except by the consent of the United States, con- 
taining a e that polygamous martiga, in all that the term 
implies, should be forever prohibited, e found that that ordi- 
nance was adopted, and with a constitution containing it the State 
had been admitted. We found that the State of Utah had passed 
laws inst poly y, making it a crime. 

We found tha man—and now I ask the close attention of 
the House—we found that this man who is now seeking a on 
to this body had lived in Utah from boyhood; that about 1885, 
three years, mark you, after the passage of the Edmunds law, in 
violation and defiance of that law, he married his first plural wife; 
that he was prosecuted and convicted under the law and served a 
term in the penitentiary for unlawful cohabitation with this 
woman; that notwithstanding that conviction and punishment 
heafterwards, and ever since has, continued openly and notorious] 
to live in the relation of husband and wife with her and his firs 
lawful wife; that later, we could not tell when, but not until the 
year 1897, after the admission of the State, holding her out as 
such, he took a second plural wife; and that he has ever since 
lived in the relation of husband and wife with all three of these 
women, 

The head of the Mormon Church enjoined the keeping of the 
law. The chief officials of that church represented to the Presi- 
dent that that injunction was being complied with, and pledged 
themselves and their people to obey and keep the laws. Procla- 
mations of amnesty and pardon were issued by two Presidents, 
Although a Mormon, he refused to heed this injunction or to 
keep these pledges, and while others brought themselves within 
the amnesty proclamations, he never did. The status of lygamy 
which he assumed in violation of the law, which disqualified him 
for any office or place under the United States, he has never 
relinquished or abandoned. 

He was a polygamist in all that the term impliesin the Territory 
before the manifesto and afterwards, before the econ of 
amnesty and afterwards, before the people of the Territory made 
application for statehood, while that application was being made, 

ter it was granted by the passage of the enabling act, while the 
constitution of the State was being framed, after it was completed, 
He was a polygamist when the State was admitted. He isa po- 
ly ist now. When he shall come to the bar of this House and 
hold up his hand in front of the Speaker, he will then be a polyg- 
amist, living in thestatus of polygamy. And all these facts were 
well known to the people of Utah when they elected him. 

These are the facts of the case. Having found that these were 
the facts, the next question was what did these facts justify usin 
recommending to the House, The 8 was what did these 
facts justify the House in doing. There was one thing upon 
which all were agreed, if I may use the expression of one of the 
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minority in the deliberations in that committee, and that was that 
we should part company with Mr. Roberts. Those were the exact 
words, The division arose on the question as to how we should 
do this, keep him out or turn him in and then put him out; exclude 
him, or swear him in and then expel him. You have now heard 
the views of most of the members of the committee. I shall as 
briefly as possible give mine. 

I do not hold that if this man were in, he could not on just and 
constitutional grounds be turned out or expelled. I agree with 
the majority that the power of expulsion should only be exercised 
for some offense relating to the duty and trust of the member as 
such. And I wish to say that in the paon of five minutes which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] has delivered he 
summarized completely my exact view of this case, I agree that 
the power of expulsion should only be exercised for some offense 
relating to the duty and trust of the member as such, and I have 
not seen or heard of a precedent to the contrary. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] insists that the 
right of expulsion can be exercised for any cause, aecording to 
the arbitrary discretion of the House. He read the words of 
Judge Shaw in the case of Hiss vs. Bartlett—wherein the judge 
says, in effect, that, the right of expulsion existing and the legis- 
lative body having exercised the right, the court can not inquire 
into the cause of it—to sustain his position that we could expel 
for any cause, however arbitrary. By the same course of reason- 
ing I might show that the right of exclusion can be exercised for 
any cause; for the right of exclusion does exist, and the legislative 
body having exercised the right, no court can inquire into the 
cause of it. Ergo, to use the method of reasoning of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], the right to exclude for any 
cause exists. 

Now, the right to exclude and the right to expel both exist, but 
in my view can not be constitutionally exercised, either of them, 
for any cause—that is, not under our oaths. We can do anything, 
possibly, in regard to excluding or expelling members, and our 
action will be final and unreviewable, but Iam speaking of action 
under the sanction of our oaths, In my opinion, and I think itis 
sustained by precedent and authority, prior to admission the right 
to exclude can be exercised for anything which, in the judgment 
of the House, is a reasonable and necessary disqualification. That 
is the proposition—for anything which, in the judgment of the 
House, is a reasonable and necessary disqualification existing at 
that time. The right to expel can be exercised, after admission, 
for some offense committed by the member while a member in full 
fellowship, touching his duty and trust as a member, which, in the 
judgment of the House, renders him unfit to remain in this body. 

If Mr. Roberts had been admitted, I would vote to expel him, 
because, in my judgment, his present status—that of a polyg- 
amist—touches his duty and trust as a member and makes him 
unfit to be a member. he is admitted to-day, I shall then vote 
to expel him, if a resolution to that effect is offered, for the same 
reason. But it is my view of this case, and my contention, that 
standing, as he does here, disqualified at the bar of this House, 
and we having full knowledge of it, we have the right to exclude; 
and the right existing, it ought, under the duty of the members 
of the House, to be exercised. 

Now, under the statement of facts which I have given, it did 
seem to me, after careful consideration, that any man of common 
sense would say—what? Would any man of common sense say, 
Take him in, and then,” without another additional fact being 
brought to light, knowing then what we know now and nothing 
more, turn him out”—declare one minute that he is fit to oc- 
cupy a seat on this floor, and the next, knowing nothing more, 
that he is not fit to retain it? I do notthink any man of common 
sense would say that. He would say, if he is not fit to stay, if 
his character and status is such that if we take him in he would 
not be fit to stay, he can not be fit to enter.“ [Applause.] 

This isthe common sense of it. This is what the law ought to 
be. And I believe that it will be found that this is what the law is. 
I know that some people seem to have the impression that to be a 
great lawyer one must be able to give legal grounds for doing that 
which common sense would dictate ought not to be done, and for 
not doing that which ought to be done. Ihave always found that 
what common sense dictates the law almost invariably sanctions. 
This is what the gentleman from Maine [Mr, LITTLEFIELD] him- 
self would say, if it were not for the second clause of the second 
section of the first article of the Constitution. That clause is the 

inning and the end of it with the gentleman from Maine, and 
if he is right in his construction of that clause, in my judgment he 
is right in his conclusion, 

I will not stop to read this clause. We all know it by heart: 
No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained, 
etc., twenty-five years of age, seven years a citizen, and an in- 
habitant of the State. These are the qualifications. Now, mark 
this, gentlemen. These are the qalifications that he must have, 
and none others can be required, says the gentleman from Maine. 
Andif he has these, no matter what else he may be, you must 
take him in, even if you have to turn him out the next minute, 


He may be a driveling idiot, an avowed traitor, a convicted 
felon, a person known to be disloyal to the Government, a person 
occupying astatus and living in a practice soabhorrent to the moral 
sentiment of the country, so utterly subversive of our ideas of 
civilization, 9 society, and stable government, that the 
law passed by this body and now in force, wherever its jurisdic- 
tion to pass such laws extends, has made it a disqualification for 
any office or place of public trust, honor, or emolument, great or 
small, from a Cabinet office to the smallest crossroads post- office, 
and yet we are obliged to admit him. 

Now, I have the greatest respect for and I stand in awe ofa 
great lawyer, especially a great constitutional lawyer, and I sup- 
pose my friend from Maine is one, I listened day before yester- 

y with unflagging interest to his long speech. I felt the spell 
of his ificent presence, his splendid voice, his brilliant elo- 
quence, his keen sarcasm, and his incomparable and incompar- 
ably unconscious sophistry. [Laughter and applause.] I heard 
that string of glittering adjectives, winding up with the word ‘‘ab- 
surd,” with which he was pleased to characterize one of the con- 
clusions reported by what he was pleased to imply was the consti- 
tutional sewing circle, composed of the majority of the special 
committee. Notwithstanding the awe with which I have been 
inspired, while I can not match him in adjectives, I do say that 
to my mind this proposition is simply absurd.“ 

Here are negatives everywhere in this clause. Shall we bestam- 
peded, as it were, by the rule of construction, Expressio unius est 
exclusio alterius? (I give 12 the English pronunciation, and if 
there are Latin critics here I should probably be able to give you the 


Continental.) [Laughter.] Shall we not rather recognize that it 
may not apply, and in expressions of this kind us does not 
apply? we be chained to the letter and discard the reason? 


it again. Does it mean any more than it says? The Repre- 
sentative must not be under 25 years of age, he must have been 
seyen years a citizen, he must be an inhabitant of the State in 
which he is chosen. These qualifications he must have. We can 
not permit him to have any less. But does it say, does it even im- 
ply, that we can not require something more? Does it say, does it 
even imply, that we can not protect ourselves against a traitor, or 
one so grossly unfit that it would be our imperative duty, to pre- 
serve the honor of the House, to cast him out immediately upon 
his admission, and we know this, when he comes to the bar of the 
House, unless he is so young that he may be reformed and there- 
fore had better be kept out of Congress? [Laughter. 

If he is old and hardened, must we take him in? not the 
language imply exactly the reverse? Does it not leave to the 
House some latitude of judgment as to who is fit to sit in this ex- 
alted body? It seems to me to be too puna for argument. And 
here I attention to something which the gentleman from 
Maine failed to notice, or forgot to state, as to the extract which 
he read in this connection from Judge Story. He has no greater 
reverence for that t man than I have. That extract was 
taken from a discussion by that eminent jurist of the question of 
whether a State could by law require more than is specifically 
mentioned in this clause of the Constitution. To the proposition 
that it can not, we all say, Amen, although Mr. Jefferson was 
disposed to think the other way. But we are now considering 
our power. Mark that, gentlemen. We are now considering our 
power—that is, the power of this body. 

But I am debating this question with a great constitutional 
lawyer, and there are others here too. I donot dare to have the 
rashness to put my construction of this clause alone against theirs. 
I must have something more tosustain my timidity and overcome 
my awe in their presence, and so I go along a little further and I 
find this provision in the Constitution: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 


AndI feel alittlestrengthened. I think it may be barely possible 
that [am not utterly and absurdly wrong in thinking t the 
Constitution leaves us a little leeway. 

And still further on, this provision: 

The Senators and Representatives „ + shall be bound b; 


affirmation to support this Constitution; but no religious test 
required asa qualification, ete. 


Shall be required as a qualification.” Does not this langua; 
mean something? And can it mean anything else than that while 
we can not require a religious test as a qualification, we may re- 
quire other tests as qualifications? [Applause.] 

If the former section was the beginning and the end of the matter 
of qualifications, why use the word at allhere? And again—still 
timidly I confess, for it is still possible that not a single ray 
of ne t has found its way to the constitutional sewing circle 
[laughter]—I venture to think that perhaps this language may 
mean that while we can not prescribe an oath in which a mem- 
ber seeking admission shall swear that he is or is not a Catholic, 
or a Presbyterian, or a Baptist, or believes in the Trinity, or con- 
forms to this or that ceremonial, and if he does not take it, keep 
him out; yet we might prescribe one in which he must swear that 


oath or 
ever be 
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and if he will not so swear, and even we are satisfied that he can 
not so swear, keep him 1 

And I venture to think, further, that we may prescribe an oath 
in which a man shall swear that he is nota polygamist, and if he 
does not so swear we may keep him out. For the Supreme Court 
of the United States has held that in no way can polygamy be 
considered a religious tenet or practice. And I venture further 
to believe that we could keep him out even if we believed that he 
would so swear, if we were satisfied that in doing so he would 
commit perjury. Do we believe that this man would so swear, 
or could so swear? 

When I have got thus far—now, mark you, I have been con- 
sidering the Constitution; I have not looked a step further than 
the Constitution itself, zeug it in its own light—when Iget 
thus far, I venture to think, still timidly, I confess, but the thought 
takes hold of me, as it were, that from the very nature of things 
the power to keep out such persons as I haye described must be 
inherent and implied in every gs oye body, and that the body 
must be the sole judge of when the necessity exists, and that per- 
haps it was possible that when those wise old fathers framed the 
Constitution they i this ever-present and ever-necessary 
power, and therefore framed the age, citizenship, and inhabitancy 
clause, negatively as they did. and added these other clauses, so 
that the less able and conspicuous members of our ancient pro- 
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the constitution was that no person should be elected or appointed 
to any office in the State unless he 2 W of 
an elector, The legislature cre: an office. t is admitted. 
It was an office. And they imposed certain additional qualifica- 
tions which, in their judgment, were reasonable and necessary 
and which were conceded to be reasonable and n to the 
proper exercise of the duties of the office. It was conten that 
they could not do that. The case was taken to the supreme court, 
parihas court held that they could impose these additional quali- 
cations, 

Now, mark you, there was a similar provision to the one under 
consideration, similarly expressed in negative form: ‘‘No person 
shall be elected or appointed to any office in this State unless he 
possesses the qualifications of an elector.” And the court held 
that this meant that the legislature could not authorize the ap- 
pointment of a person not possessing the qualifications of an 
elector, but they could require additional qualifications which 
were reasonable and necessary for the proper discharge of his 
duties. The reasoning of that case is to my mind extremely 
cogent and, indeed conclusive, and it sustains the position of the 
3 your committee. N ow, how does the gentleman from 
Maine distinguish that case? He meets it by saying that it was 
an office created by the legislature, But he admits it was an office. 
The words are ‘‘any office in the State.” Was it an office in the 
State? In some way or other the gentleman reasons it out of the 
State. How it got away I can not tell; neither can you. [Laugh- 


fession might stumble on their meaning. [Laughter.] And that ter.] 


rhaps some not lawyers at all, like my eloquent friend from 
5 IMr. Lanpis], who spoke yesterday, might at least catch 
a little glimpse of it. [Laughter.] : 

When my mind begins to run in this direction I feel a little 
uneasy. I think that perhaps it may be going like a wild engine, 
on the track it may be, but likely at any moment torun smash 
into one of these more majestic and ponderous pieces of legal 
machinery. [Laughter.] And so I wonder if anybody else has 
entertained these thoughts before. I wonder if anybody else has 
traveled the same road. I begin to feel the need of company. I 
begin to feel the need of authority, as the gentleman from Maine 
would say. [Laughter.] And so I turn to the fathers them- 
selves. I look to see what they said while they were making this 
instrument, and as I read their debates and examine the final 
draft of this clause I interpret what they say as in accord with 
my view, and so do the majority of your committee. 

ut the gentlemen of the . say that we are dismally and 
hopelessly wrong in our e on. Lou have seen and heard 
read, and ably debated here, these debates. Only fragments have 
been preserved, and they are not at all satisfactory. 1 shall not 
now go over that ground, so well covered by others. I leave it to 
the House, But if they are right, it does seem very strange that 
some of the text writers, to whom I turn next, have not discov- 
ered it. It would seem that what these old fathers said would 
have deterred some of them from being so pean in expressing 
themselves according to our contention, and would have encour- 
aged others to come out a little stronger for the contention of the 
minority than they have done. 

Turning to these text-book writers, and I think the committee 
examined them all, I do not find any of them directly holding that 
we can not impose additional qualifications to those mentioned in 
section 2 of Article I. And I do find a number of them who as- 
sert in so many words that we can. But our friends of the mi- 
nority say these text writers are not to be relied on. They are 
not authority. It is true they have spent their days and nights 
in poring over the Constitution and the decisions directly and re- 
motely bearing upon it, and trying to extract from it and from 
these decisions its true meaning, but they may be mystified and 
confused. Wemustexaminethe case ourselves. Solet us pass on. 

We then go to the cases, and what do we find there? I assert 
here, what the gentleman from Massachusetts said a while ago, 
that there is no authority in the case books directly in point on 
this question—that is, no case in which this clause of the Constitu- 
tion has been directly construed. Any lawyer can understand 
why there would not be. We being the judges of the qualifica- 
tions of our members, and we having decided, what court can re- 
view our decision? You may look in all the Supreme Court re- 
ports and you find none, You may look through the State reports 
and you find none except those construing somewhat analogous 
provisions of State constitutions. 

Amongst these State cases you will find some which seem to 
sustain the view of the minority. You will find others which 
seem to sustain the position of the majority. Of these it seemed 
to me that those sustaining our position were the best considered 
and were the most cogent in their reasoning. I can not stop to 
consider these cases in detail. My time will not permit. But let 
us for a minute examine that one to which the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] referred, and which he pushed aside 
with a wave of his hand—the case in Ohio, considered, as it was, 
by one of the ablest judges of that State. There the provision of 


E 
Mr. MCPHERSON., And he read words into the Ohio State 
constitution. 

Mr. MORRIS. I do not remember that. Now, so much for that 
case. There is another case in the reports of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I forgot to mention it in the proper place. 
I state here that it is not directly in point, because it was upon 
another subject. In it Chief Justice Marshall used words which 
‘can have no other construction than that which sustains my posi- 
tion. He said that one would be charged with insanity who should 
contend that we could not superadd to the oath directed by the 
Constitution. Now, that is as nearly in point as any case from 
our pignent court. It does not construe this particular provision, 
but it does throw some light upon it by its interpretation of one of 
the other provisions to which I have referred. 

Now, I leave the cases and come to the lawmakers—this House, 
the Senate of the United States, and the President of the United 
States. And what do I find? As far back as 1790 I find the law- 
makers passing a statute that any man who gives a bribe to a 
judge, or any judge who receives one, shall be forever disquali- 
fied to hold any office under the United States. 

I come a little further down and I find another statute which 
disqualifies any member of Congress who receives or asks a bribe 
from holding any office under the United States. A little further 
on I find another statute disqualifying ee who shall in- 
cite, set on foot, assist, or engage in any rebellion or insurrection 
against the authority of the ted States from holding any office 
under the United States, and still further on another requiring 
men who should stand at the bar of this House demanding admis- 
sion to swear that they had not voluntarily given aid, counte- 
nance, counsel, or encouragement to engaged in armed 
hostility to the Government. I find these and I suppose I might 
find others of similar object and import. Here they are, The 
lawmakers constantly asserting and exercising the right to im- 
pose such disqualifications, and thereby asserting negatively the 
right to require additional qualifications, and I find nowhere this 
authority or right questioned. Gentlemen have only to examine 
these statutes to see that in the term office under the United 
States,” they all by nece implication include that of member 
of Congress, and in two of them they do so in so many words, 

But gentlemen say that legislatures and lawmakers act upon 
the passions of the hour. Great heavens! Is a legislature acting 
upon the 5 of the hour when it imposes this penalty for 


a bribe? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, It is rather wholesome. 

Mr. MORRIS. We will leave out the question of treason, we 
will leave out the N of giving aid, countenance, counsel, 
or encouragement persons engaged in armed hostility to the 
Government. Is there rts borne indicating ion, is there any- 
thing indicating haste, is there anything indicating any undue or 
improper motive, in requiring that a man who accepts a bribe 
shall not sit in this exalted body? 

And then I come to where I do find precedent. Icometo where 
I find precedent directly in pone where this question was directly 
up, where it has been directly decided. I come to the place alone 
where it could come up. I come to this House and to that body 
at the other end of the 3 and what do I find? I find the 
most eminent members of both bodies advocating precisely the 
doctrine which I have laid down, and both Houses in a number of 
cases adopting and sustaining it, and in no case den: it. 

Now, gentlemen may say, some lawyers may say, that these 
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tlemen, Senators of the United States and members of this 
Flot do not live and move and have their being in that high, 
calm, pure, serene atmosphere from which jud look down. 
They were only Senators and Representatives in ( They 
were not judges. They were swayed by the passions and preju- 
dices of the hour. I for one can not help being so unorthodox as 
to believe that they were just as upright, just as pure, just as 
ready to stand for the right interpretation of the Bonstitution, 
lead to whatever result it might, as any judge. Read what the 
say. It is just as calm, just as cold, just as deliberate, qos as f 
of sound reason as are the deliverances of any judge. y, gen- 
tlemen, there are many judges in both bodies, and I will guarantee 
that thereare a thousand judges 8177 Ishould say hundreds) 
in the United States who never will be United States Senators, or 
members of this body either, for that matter, because nobody will 
ever think they ought to be. [Laughter.] 

These men, trained public men, many of them great constitu- 
tional lawyers, held, and contended for and established, by the 
votes of such men as Garfield and others that were mentioned by 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. MCPHERSON], this exact doctrine. 
The gentleman from Maine spoke of ‘‘one Boutwell.” I suppose 
that is the right way, the legal way, the constitutional way, to 
speak of our great Senators. He spoke of one Dawes” and 
“one Shellabarger” and one John A. Bingham.” I venture to 
believe that these men will be considered great constitutional 
lawyers as long as any member of this House will be. I will not 
say until long after most of us are forgotten. 

ow I do not wish either to consume my time or to detain the 
House unnecessarily, but let me read from these gentlemen. Here 
is Mr. Boutwell in a case where the question was exactly the one 
presented here: 

That an avowed traitor, a convicted 5 a m known to be disloyal 
to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted into the body 
would imply that the Senate had no 
which, from the nature of things, must 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] spoke of what 
he was pleased to designate a general-welfare proposition, that we 
were acting on a general-welfare pr ition. Isay we are ac 
under the very first law of nature. e are acting under the law 
of self-preservation, not the self-preservation of the individual 
member, as was hinted in an article read from the desk here b 
the Clerk a short time ago, but the self-preservation of the life 
and the honor of this House, [Applause. 

Aman has the right—higher than law, reco as in- 
herent in and a part of all law—to protect his life and his honor; 
and I say thatin a 8 of this kind the life of the Govern- 
5 and the life and honor of this House are involved. [Ap- 
plause. 

The SPEAKER pro 3 (Mr. Cannon). The time of the 


gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 
Mr. McCLEARY. The gentleman would like a little more 
time, and I ask that he may be permitted to finish his remarks 


Mr. MORRIS, I would like a little more time. I shall only 
consider one branch of the subject. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gen 
asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleagu 


tended to allow him to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? | P 


There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRIS. Now, I said I ventured to entertain this opinion. 
Here is Mr. Boutwell fully sustaining me in it. Here is an- 
other—a man who was for years a member of this body, who was 
for years a Senator of the United States, who was offered and de- 
clined the chief justiceship of the State of Massachusetts—Mr, 
Dawes. Let us read from him $ 


The committee adhere to the views expressed in the former report, that 
no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government 
ena ao 1 by force of ate aor who has 9 ara 
aid, coun ce, counsel, or encouragement to persons so oug 
be admitted to a seat in this House to make laws for the nation he has traitor- 
ously sought to destroy; and it is seperent that there must be power in this 
House to prevent this, the House g the judge of the cations of its 
members, of which fidelity to the Constitution is one, and that this end can 
only be certainly accomplished the eshte, men of any specific and ap- 
parently well-grounded charge o rsonal yalty made against a person 
oes a as a member of House before such person is permitted 

e the sea’ 


law, and the preliminary invest: m ificand apparently well-foand: 
N n this Howse ts r 
mode of attainin the samme result to 


t the oath 
persons who become members of the Hole ne same 


b 
4, 180, in which he says: 
“In the admission of Senators and Representatives from all of the States 


there can be no just and of a hension that persons who are dislo: 
will be clothed with fie. powers of l for this could not ha when 
the Constitution and the laws are enforced by a t and faithful Con- 


3 te 

wn members, and may, concurrence D 
expela member. ‘Whena Senator or Representative ts his certificate 
election he may at once be admitted or rejected; br, should there be any 


— as to his eligibility, his credentials may be referred for investigation 
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tted to a seat, it must be Spon evidence satisfactory to the House 
of which he thus becomes a member that he possesses the requisite constitu- 
tional and legal qia If refused admission as a member for want 
of dus all ce the Government and returned to his constituents, the 

are that none but persons loyal to the United States will be al- 
lowed a voice in the le tive councils of the nation, and the political power 
and moral influence of Congress are thus effectively exerted in the interest 
of loyalty to the Government of the United States and fidelity to the Union.” 


Something was said by the gentleman from Maine about the 
fourteenth amendment and its having been on tw about the 
time that Mr. Dawes made this report. To show that his opinion 
and report were not based on that amendment we have only to 
read his speech. Here it is: 

Now, sir, to those of us who believe that that fourteenth article is already 
f£ the Constitution, there is an expressed bition u this man 


0 the question whether it is or is not a part of the Constitution. I plant 
m upon Constitution without amendment. 


Mark that! 
ite Rete there 
to the end. 
Here is another—Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio. And certainly 
these gentlemen will not contend that Mr. Shellabarger is not an 
authority. Speaking of this oath clause, he says: 


To hold that the oath of office required to be taken Representatives 
and other officers named in the sixth article and first section of the Consti- 
tution excludes them from —.— required by law to take any further obli- 
elie Opener to not only in violation of the express terms of the 


Mark that! 
but is in the face of both the reason Lent mee Heeger org construes this 
itself of the 


Such construction is against the text 
bes the thing which shall not be 


the Constitution without amendment. I hold that in 
power to protect itself by all means not prohibited and 


to swear to soppari his State constitution; and no officer, State or 
could be by law to take an oa 


to 
office. Plainly this clause is not meant to exclude all other qualifications for 
Federal office as unconstitutional. 


Exactly the same remarks apply to all other clauses touching the qualifi- 
cations, etc.,of officersand members. None ot them can — tooo 
hibit excluding from office an and avowed traitor to his 

deny Congress the right to 


country any more than they can be construed 
exclude the convicted felon or the insane from such offices. 


Congress, th 
may by law exclude traitors from and each 
couse.” if not 


pg, ew d fitness to make laws—an most monstrous, if 
not absolutely fatal, did it not, with unremitting vigor and sleepless vigi- 
lanoo, STOR e Mus Brees aci for the exclusion of ment's en 
from the control of the Government's life, and of course this law, 
should have to each House at least the force of an inflexible rule,“ should 


be applied alike in each House. 


Here we see the difference between the affirmative and the nega- 
tive form in panies and fixing qualifications. Had the second 
clause of the second section of Article I said that every person 
who is 25 years of age, who been seven years a citizen, and 
who is an inhabitant of the State, may be a Representative, then 
it might be said that, possessing these qualifications, nothing in 
addition could be required. But the form of expression g 
that no person shall be unless he is, etc., then he is obliged to have 
thequalifications mentioned. Butyoumayimposesomething more 
upon him; something that he ought to have as he stands in this 
great and honorable body; something that ought tobe about every 
member here; something that would make its standard such as to 
command the t of the people, or at least not to degrade and 
dishonor it or make it contemptible. 

That was Mr. Shellabarger's 8 But let us go on. Here 
is another, Mr. Beltzhoover of Pennsylvania: 


But admitting for the purposes of this discussion— 
Now, gentlemen, I want you to consider this language, because 


we have heard it slightingly said that that was ate and 
not Representative Cannon, and therefore that case could not be 


cited as authority here. I admit that there would bea t dif- 
ference between the case of a Delegate and a tative. But 
I am citing the opinions of the men who on it—the opinion 


of the court, as it were; and it shows that they did not think it 
necessary in such a case to distinguish between Delegate and 
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Representative. They held that the right and authority existed in 
either case— 
But admitting for the purposes of this discussion what can not be main- 


tained, that the same cations which entitle a Member of Congress to 
admission shall also entitle a Delegate to the same right, and I still hold 


Whether Delegate or Member— 
that Congress has the right and power to say— 

What?— > 
tosay that a polygamist shall not be admitted as a Delegate. Under the 
high power erent in every organization on earth to preserve its integrity 
and existence— 

Mark that—the doctrine of self-preservation— 

Congress has the indubitable right to keep out of its councils any person 
whom it believes to be dangerous and hostile to the Government. 

That was Mr. Beltzhoover. And so I might read others; but in 
view of. the fact that the House has so kindly extended my time, 
under the impression that I would be as brief as possible; and since 
there are others who must be heard to-day, I shall not do so, 

These were the views expressed by the leading men in both 
Houses in cases involving the identical question now under con- 
sideration, and these were the grounds on which action was taken. 

And I assert that in every case where either body has found it 
necessary to do it, where some such trouble as this which confronts 
us has been suggested in reference to the member-elect, whether 
they have 7 excluded him or not, they have always upheld 
their power and right to exclude him. They have invariably as- 
serted their jurisdiction to exclude him. Nota case can be found 
to the contrary. 

Now, gentlemen, when I find myself in such very respectable 
company as this, I begin to shake off a little of that awe with 
which I had been inspired by these great constitutional lawyers, 
and begin to think that I may after all know as much about it as 
they do. [Languir] And so when Ifind I am in company with 
such men as Boutwell, and Sumner, and Dawes, and Beltzhoover, 
and Garfield, and Logan, and Burrows, and a host of others, I 
begin to think that maybe we can report to this House the resolu- 
tion which we have adopted. In fact, I lead myself to the conclu- 
sion that not only am I right to report it, but that under my honor, 
my oath, and my duty as a member of this House I am bound to 
report it. 

hold then, Mr. S er, we have the right todo this by virtue 
of the power which from the nature of things must be inherent in 
every legislative body. I hold that we have the right to do this by 
virtue of the power clearly existing in and under the Constitution 
by the form of expression and the evident meaning of the clause nam- 
ing the minimum qualifications, by the clause making the House 
the judge of the member’s qualifications, and by the oath clause 
clearly and by necessary implication conferring the power to re- 
quire such reasonable and necessary tests in thenature of qualifi- 
cations as the safety of the country and the dignity, the honor, 
the Leer and potential existence of the House shall demand. 
And, having this right, I hold that in a proper case we are, under 
our oaths, in honor bound to exercise it. 

But some gentleman may inquire, How shall it be determined 
what is a proper case? I answer by the conscientious judgment 
of a majority of the House. And I say further that the majority, 
having reached that Judgment prior to admission, is in duty bound 
to exercise and enforce it. Let us suppose a man standing here 
in front of the Speaker ready to take theoath, who, as the majority 
believe, is, by reason of his being a notorious and defiant law- 
breaker, by reason of his standing as the representative, or at least 
the practicer and apologist, of a social status and practice at which 
public opinion revolts as striking at the foundations of civiliza- 
tion and society, so absolutely unfit for the duties and respon- 
sibilities of membership here that if we let him in, we ought, 
without doing another t about it, without making an addi- 
tional inquiry, without waiting for another suggestion, to cast 
him out at once. Must we, the majority, authorized by the Con- 
stitution to judge not only of the elections and returns but also of 
the qualifications of those who are to sit here, authorized to add 
to the oath qualifications, testing the moral character and fitness 
of the man presenting himself, provided they do not contain reli- 
gious tests—must we, because it happens that a i 
than one- third * with us, be obliged not only to this 
man in but to keep him in? Must we be obliged to accept a man 
here whose presence would, in our judgment, be contrary to the 
public safety, a blow at one of the most cherished institutions of 
our social order, and a stain upon the honor of the country and 
of the House? 

Must we, because a minority greater than one-third should say 
we had no right to expel him, be prevented from protecting the 
country, this House, and ourselyes? Should we not rather say 
that such a m is disqualified to sit here, and that it is our 
duty to see to it that he is not permitted to do so? 

But gentlemen say they would vote to expel him, Let us take 
him in and then put him out, 


Isay no. To paraphrase the language of Mr. Dawes: If he has 


a right to enter this body notwithstanding his status, what right 
haye we to expel him rwards for being in that status? If we 
have the right to expel him for that status, have we not the right 
to keep him out for the same status? Why would they expel? 
There can be no other reason except that we believe it for the 
Prien safety and for the safety, dignity, and honor of this House, 

it is unsafe to trust the public safety and the safety and honor 
of this House to the Keeping of such a ma 6 permitting him to 
Airan his seat here, is it not equally o to admit him into 

is seg 

If the public safety calls upon us to expel a man after he has 
put himself into the seat, is not the public safety regarded more 
and is not the public safer by not letting him into the seat at all? 
If the public. saei is intrusted to us, is it not the bounden duty 
of the majority, when in their judgment the public safety requires 
it, to protect itself and the public against the will of the minority, 
however great? It does not matter how great the minority is. 
When the majority thinks the public safety and the safety and 
honor of this House are involved, not only is it its right but it is 
its imperative duty to protect that safety and honor. 

The gentleman from Maine pa LITTLEFIELD] wants to know 
where this is going to stop. He says the next g we will be 
Koopa out the adulterer. I say that when an open, notorious, 
and defiant adulterer shall present himself at the bar of this House, 
and the House shall know it then, as we know the facts in this 
case now, and the majority of it shall think that he ought to be 
put out the instant he is let in, it will be the duty of that majority 
to keep him out. [Applause.| The gentleman says that a great 
many people in his State, perhaps a majority, think a rumseller is 
as bad as a polygamist, and that the next thing they will be de- 
manding, and we will, by the rule we now adopt, be obliged to 
comply with that demand, that a rumseller be kept out. Isay no. 
The gentleman knowsjthat rumselling is not a crime, and that, on 
thecontrary, it is a licensed and recognized occupation by most of 
the States and by the United States. But Ido say that if the time 
shall ever come, as I do not believe it ever will, when rumsellin 
shall be a crime underthe laws of every Commonwealth represent 
here, under the laws of the United States, a crime of universal 
abhorrence, and universally regarded as against civilization, soci- 
ety, and good government, then it will be the duty of the Repre- 
sentatives who shall then be here to keep such a person out. 


[Applause,] 

e says we will be stopping men at the threshold of this body 

on this or that trivial and insignificant ground. The gentleman 

knows, or ought to know, that the d ine we advocate leads 

to no such conclusion, The doctrine we advocate is that Con- 
ess, this House, can disqualify and reject a man as a mem- 

r here who is shown to be guilty of such crimes or occupying 
such a status as in the judgment of decent and law-abiding men 
everywhere render him unfit to act asa member of this . 
And this doctrine is upheld by courts and legislatures, and by 
lawmakers and law interpreters on the floors of both Houses in 
this Capitol. í 

Gentlemen on the other side say one minute that we are setting 
a dangerous precedent, and the next that we are bound by no 

recedents. They talk about the passion and prejudice of the 
our when we apea of the precedents already established in this 
and the other House of Con , and say that we should be 
ided only by what our ju ent and reason and conscience 
emand. ile I do not agree with them as to these precedents, 
while they command my respect and satisfy my judgment, I 
accept in a measure what they say. 

I, too, agree that we must do our duty as we see it and let any 
House that may come after us do their duty as they shall see it. 
But they say that by this action we are setting a precedent which 
will open the gates to revolution. Let me say that if any House 
shall come after us ready and in the spirit of revolution, they will 
not stop to consult the precedents Ə by this or any other House, 
When they get ready for revolution, ready to violate both the 
spirit and letter of the Constitution, no precedent will bind them. 
If they should seek them, and are willing to torture the meaning 
of the one which will be set by the adoption of this report to their 
unlawful purposes, they already have them in former Houses and 
in former Senates. They already have one in this case which will 
be just as effective for those who wish to misconstrue it and turn it 
to unlawful p es as any we can make. If they shall be so lost 
to the dictates of prudence and 3 so forgetful of the obli- 
gation of their oaths, as to be willing to accomplish their ends by ar- 
bitrary and unjustifiable action, they will not stop for precedents, 

If they shall determine arbitrarily to keep men ont who haye 
been elected here and who are fit and worthy to be here, they will 
not stop to inquire whether we were justified in our action or not, 
When such a time shall come, as I hope it never will come, there 
will be nothing left to do but for the people to rise in their might 
and turn them out of this Capitol. en revolution comes, gen- 
tlemen, the only remedy is the gun. No, gentlemen, it is enough 
for us to do our duty as we see it under our consciences, under our 
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responsibility to our constituencies and to the whole people and 
leave those who come after us to their consciences and their respon- 
sibility as they shall see it. [Applause.] As wesee it, if this man 
as he stands here ought immediately to be thrown out if we let 
him in, we ought not to let him in; and if it is within the power 


of the majority to keep him out, it is the duty of that majority 
to doso. The universal sentiment of the peop e is that he ought 
not to disgrace and degrade this body with his presence for one 
minute or for one second; and the people are right. 8 
that he is now and has been for a long time living in a status and 

uilty of a practice which is in violation of the law of every 

tate in the Union, which is in violation of the law of the United 
States, and for which that law disqualifies any person from hold- 
ing any office in the Government. 

f wish I had the time to refer to this Edmunds Act and its bear- 
ing on this case. ButIcan not take more of the time of the House 
from my associates on the committee, who are to followme. I 
only say this, that this man assumed the status of a polygamist 
in the Territory of Utah after that law was in open and 
defiant violation of it. He has kept that status ever since. He is 
a polygamist now. When he shall stand in front of the Speaker 
to be sworn he will be a ef eta And as such polygamist he 
has been and is now disqualified from holding any office under the 
Government. I do not say that we are absolutely bound by that 
law. I agree with Mr. Boutwell when he says—let me read it: 

Doubtless a law of Congres declaring that a person convicted of a partic- 
ular offense should not hold office under the United States, and the decision 
of the courts ming such a law, would not preclude the Senate from 
8 such a person to a seat, should it think proper, because the Senate 
is the exclusive judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
mem Yet it is hardly conceivable that the Senate ever would admit 
such a person to be sworn. 

And I say it is hardly conceivable that this House ever would 
admit such a person to be sworn. 

And not only has he put himself in that status in violation of 
the law, but he makes no apology or excuse. On the contrary, he 
defends and takes pride in it. No longer than day before yester- 
day, on the floor of this House, he proclaimed in effect—I can 
not give his exact words—that, do what we might with him, ex- 
clude him or expel him, he would feel no sense of shame, he would 
acknowledge no delinquency, but as he walked from our presence 
the angels of light would walk not half so dazzlingly the sap- 


phire walls of heaven.” 
Nor have I the time to spear of the bad faith of the people of 
Utah. That in sending this man here they have been guilty of 
bad faith we all know. Expel him, in the face of all these facts! 
Make this a matter entirely personal to him! Shall we not rather 
say to these people, ‘‘ We judge you by your representative. When 
ou come to a realization of what this country considers to be 
ecency, and honor, and law, and civilization, and good govern- 
ment, and send us one here who does not fly in the face of all of it— 
when you do this, send him along; but until you do, neither you 
nor your representative shall be r here.” [Applanse.] 
And, now, can there be any question of our duty? l a ma- 
jority of this House flee from its responsibility and duty? I for 
one protest against the giving of this man a seat in this House 
ill and consent. We could not help 


for one instant by our own 
his being elected and certified here. I protest against it in the 
name of those unfortunate women whom this practice can but dis- 
ace and degrade, I protest against it in the name of those chil- 
en whom it has been, and is, and will be branding with the in- 
eradicable stain, the scarlet letter of illegitimacy. I protest against 
it in the name of the motherhood and womanhood of the land. I 
rotest against it in the name of all the people of the purest and 
nation of the earth. I protest against it by the Constitution 
of our country. I protest against it by the law of the land which 
this man has broken and defied. I protest against it in the name 
Ta recto and society, whose pillars he would pull down. 

plause. 

Make a ent! Make a precedent of this case! Will ever 
such another be seen? Make a precedent of this case! I hope, I 
trust, I believe that there never will be tried at the bar of this 
House another like it. Solve this matter as I would have you, and 
yan can set no precedent for any House. This is a case of its own 

ind. It stands solitary and alone, and in the name of the woman- 
hood and manhood of the country I pray you, gentlemen, let it 
stand forever solitary and alone. [Applause.] 

This is a question that every man must answer on his honor 
and his conscience. I keep no man’s conscience. I accord and 
concede to every man honesty of conyiction and belief. But 
when the law sustains us, and p ent sustains us, and decency 
sustains us, and that which is higher than all law, which inheres 
in all law, sustains us, as we are confronted with this man, there 
can be but one 0 and I hope, I believe, this House will per- 


formit. [Applause. 
lvania. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 


Mr. GR of Penns 
with interest to the es of this session, and am glad to find 
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that there are so many saints in this body, and such good saints, 
This House is composed of editors, preachers, merchants—men 
following many vocations—as well as lawyers, and, as usual, the 
laymen seem to know more about this complicated question of 
constitutional procedure than the lawyers of acknowledged repu- 
tation. 

Mr. S. er, it seems to me that by the recent speeches we have 
been led away from the main proposition. Some of the speakers, 

ially the one who has last closed his remarks, have been 
standing up straw men and then knocking them down for the 
amusement of himself and the galleries and the delectation of his 
constituency. 

The real proposition before this body is a plain one and should 
be dealt with in a practical manner, with due regard to the man- 
dates of the Constitution. 

A committee brings in reports, one a majority and the other a 
minority. Both reports agree that the resentative sent by the 
State of Utah shall not be permitted to retain a seat in this body 
by reason of the fact that he is a polygamist—that against the 
mandates of the constitution of the State of Utah and against her 
laws he has remained a polygamist, and has continued up to the 
premi time to cohabit with plural wives, and by reason of this 

havior he is not a fit person to remain a member of Congress. 

I believe this last conclusion is held by not only two-thirds of 
the members of this House but by everyone. I certainly hold it 
and will vote for his expulsion as soon as he has taken the oath, if 
he is permitted to take it. 

The real question before us is one of procedure. What is the 
proper course tobe pursued in ridding this body of the gentleman 

om Utah? What is the best course totake, the legal course, the 
course which will neither strain nor break the mandates of the 
Constitution? There being over two-thirds of the members of 
this body ready to vote for his expulsion, it can not fairly be urged 
that the desire to get rid of him justifies irregular procedure of, 
to say the least, doubtful constitutionality, and necessitates the 
establishment of a bad precedent. 

This will always be a celebrated case, not only by reason of the 
interest it has excited among the people residing in every State of 
the Union, but by reason of the subject-matter—polygamy. ` 

We are about to establish a precedent, not hastily and without 
due consideration, but after careful examination, due deliberation, 
and the widest discussion. 

The constitutional questions involved have been examined with 
especial care; the speeches and writings of the framers of our 
po Constitution have been searched and presented; precedents 

ve been unearthed, distinguished, and applied. The minority 
ouei is the result of the most diligent research, the most mature 
deliberation of trained judicial minds, 

I believe the conclusions they have reached are not only logical 
and convincing, but incontrovertible. The speech of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is not only a masterpiece of foren- 
sic oratory—admittedly the greatest h made in this body for 
many years, one which marks him as a leader in this House—but 
bears microscopic examination, and up to this time has not been 
answered on a single important point by those who favor the ma- 
jority report. 

My time is entirely too limited to even 33 out what in my 
judgment are the vital points in the contention. The ground 

as been well and carefully gone over, and I could add little if 
anything to what has been said already by those who will sup- 
port the minority 5 97 5 

But this I do wish to say, that under my oath of office I feel 
bound to act in accordance with the plain path pointed out by the 
Constitution of this country strictly construed. 

Brigham Roberts comes with the credentials of the State of 
Utah, He presents himself at the bar of this House and asks to be 
sworn in, not as Brigham Roberts, but as Utah’s Representative, 

The committee report that they have unanimously found him 
to possess the fications demanded by the Constitution for 
membership to the Houseof Representatives. I quotetheir words: 


of Utah. 


Under this finding I deny the right of this House to add any 
other qualification than those mentioned in the Constitution, and 
believe they are in duty bound to swear him in. 

I very much doubt whether before he is sworn in and admitted 
to this body we have any right to take any action leading to his 
expulsion. I claim, further, that the action of exclusion advised 
by the majority report is tantamount to a vote to expel, and as 
such requires a two-thirds vote. Iam informed that there are 
men who have signed the majority report that believe this doc- 
trine, and claim that in order to be valid the majority report 
should be adopted by a two-thirds vote, 
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If this be true, why should not this question be disposed of in 
an orderly way, avoiding all questions of doubtful constitutional 
action and the establishment of a a pie tar 

The Constitution plainly states that House of Congress 
may, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member,” thus 
pointing out plainly the proper manner of proceeding. 

Such Epes may be for any cause or reason which may seem 
sufficient to two- 


thirds of the members; in fact, it may be for no | la 


cause or reason, and merely arbitrary, if two-thirds of the House 
o aae; and there is no appeal to any other tribunal from such 


on. 
This may not be so if the plan of exclusion is 3 and fol- 
lowed. In that case I believe such action may be n ed by the 
action of the Supreme Court and a mandamus awarded requiring 
him to be sworn in. The question of his right to pay beyond the 
date of his exclusion will arise and many other incidental ques- 
tions, all of which will be obviated by his being sworn in and then 
expelled. Every petition coming from my district prays that he 
be expelled after sworn in, showing that the lawyers who 
7777... ger ioe galt agen (pd 
ygamy ure ə minority re- 

rt of the committee, and I believe they hold the right views and 
o not advise a violation of the plain words of the Constitution, 

There is no room nor excuse for a proceeding which is nota whit 
different from lynch law. I have carefully examined the lawand 
precedents and am convinced there is but oneright, legal, and con- 
stitutional manner of proceeding—that that is to pass the minority 
report, swear him in, and shes by a two-thirds vote immediately 
expel him. With this firm conviction of my duty under my con- 
eee aa : heas Tae 55 tho sdo ges of ese TKS ro- 
port; and sho pass, I pledge myse vote for on 
as soon as he by that action is admitted into this House. iev- 
ing as I do, under no circumstances can I vote for the majority 
report, which advises an unconstitutional ure. 

. GROW. Mr. , the House, the Constitution, is 
sole judge of the qualifications as well as the returns and election 
of its members. The ualifications specifically named in the Con- 
stitution—age, ci p, and residence—the House has no power 
to es ps or vary in any way. But the ed power to 
judge of qualifications includes moral turpitude in private char- 
TVC 

own public or by ju e power 

this, even if it was not conferred — the Constitution, is inherent 
in every 1 tive body. It is upon this power the right of ex- 
ion In such cases the Constitution restricts its exercise 

y requiring a two-thirds vote. But the moral sense of the House 
and its duty to itself is the same whether its action is controlled 
by a majority or by two-thirds of its members, and the appre- 
casper danger of bad precedents is just the same in one case as in 

e other, 

Whether precedents are good or bad, they have no binding force 
upon the future. It would be an unwarranted reflection upon our 
institutions to suppose that the people’s representatives who shall 
pei these seats in the future will not their duties as 
wisely as the present occupants. 

Whatever fact would be a good and sufficient reason for the ex- 
pulsion of a member, if the fact existed at the time of his applica- 
tion for admission to a seat, would be a good and sufficient reason 
for excluding him from taking a seat. Admit to-day and expel 
to-morrow for identically the same reason, well known to exist at 
the time of admission, would seem to be a useless proceeding for 
@ legislative body. ing for identically the same offense 
that was condoned by admission would be the superlative refine- 
ment of hairsplitting constructions of the Constitution. 

SES it were true, which it is eee no eee 

u an open, publicly avo polygamist, even thoug y 
elected, from takin a roe f in of the United States, 
then it is time the House made one. In the entire history of Con- 
` gress there never has been but one application for admission to a 
seat precisely like the one now before us. And in that case the 
House refused a seat to the soto 

But in the consideration of grave questions of right and wrong, 

recedents are of little consequence, for the wrong always has 

em and the right must always make the new ones. In the on- 
ward p of the race most of its great benefits have come to 
it by repealing old laws or by the abolition of old customs. And 
the greatest of all benefits through historic times was that of the 
crucified Nazarene in . the old Mosaic dispensation by 
the new. In rebuki e Pharisees, who were secking a justifi- 
cation for the Mosaic law of divorce, He said, ‘‘From the bogin- 
ning of the creation God made them male and female. For thi 
cause shall a man leave his father and mother and cleave to his 


dom to which through the ages she had been consigned bar- 
baric and Asiatic 8 10 


Any system or element of society that degrades woman strikes 
a deadly blow at Christian civilization and inflicts a cruel wron 
upon the motherhood of therace, While professed religious beli 
on any subject by the Constitution is no offense inst the law, 
yet unlawful acts resting for their authority or defense on beliefs 
or opinions a, agar to the Christian civilization of the age are 
subject to, and in such cases deserve, the severest penalties of the 


W. 
Polygamy, the worst of the li ing relics of the civilization 
of olden times, exists in this nation only among its tribes of wild 
Indians, the Mormons of Utah, and the inhabitants of the Sulu 
Islands. But the better influences of the new Christian e 
sation, established by the Saviour in His teachings on the seashore 
and along the hillsides of Judea will ero long supplant every- 
where barbaric relic of Asiatic civilization. In the mean- 
time I trust no countenance or approval is to be given to it by 
any act of Congress in admitting toa seat a well-known, publicly 
avowed polygamist, no matter how or by whom elected. For if 
there is a 3 district which has no inhabitant to rep- 
resent it free from such stain upon his character, then such dis- 
trict ought to be without representation in the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, coming as I do from that section 
where, in the language of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lan- 
Dis], honor is religion, where gallan is law, and virtue the 
hig ideal of beautiful womanhood,” it is unnece for me to 
indulge in a philippic against Roberts or a diatribe on the horrors 
of polygamy. inion of the Southern le on this ques- 
tion is as firmly fixed as Christianity itself, and there is no mem- 
ber here from any one of the States of that section, or, indeed, 
from any section, who believes or will vote that a polygamist 
ought to hold a seat in this House. 

t is impracticable, and, indeed, unn , Since the great 
legal argument of that great lawyer from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] on this question, for me now to go into an extended dis- 
cussion of the legal 1 involved. There is no question as 
to the facts. That Mr. Roberts is a polygamist, living in open 
defiance of the law, is practically admitted by himself. It follows, 
Mr. Speaker, that he should not hold a seat in the American Con- 
gress. But the question of how we shall get him out arises, and 
here we reach the parting of the ways.” The majority resolu- 
tion provides— 

That under the facts and circumstances of 
CFT 

01 
herby 4 e ariran ves, W O Was 
The minority of the committee proposes as a substitute 


That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a Representative 
from the State of Utah, with the qualifications uisite for admission to the 
ouse as such, is entitled, asa constitutional right, to take the oath of office 
rescribed for members-elect, his status as a polygamist, unlawfully cohab- 
mstitutional grounds for expulsion, but 


and 
on to 


The gentleman from Iowa . LACEY], whose great abili 
fairness, as exhibited on floor, I have often had oc 
admire, offers this amendment to the majority resolution: 


Insert, in line 4, page l, after the word “and,” the following: “he is ex- 
pelled and; “ so as to read: 

`“ Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances in this case ham H. 
Robe Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat in the House of tatives, and he is hereby e: and 


H. Represen 
that the seat to which he was elected is hereby declared vacant. 


seen oe poe wee aye ted to the House by any one of 
which the member from and his polygamous practices will be 
effectually and finall of so far as this House is concerned. 

For one, song under the ban of the criticism of some 
gentlemen here of being a lawyer, I care very little for the techni- 
calities of the law, unless by their invocation some 
is protected or some great human aa is preserved. 

he Constitution names the qualifications of a member of this 
House. He shall (1) have attained the age of 25 years, (2) been 
seven years a citizen of the United States, and (3) an inhabitant 
of the State in which he shall be chosen.” These are the qualifi- 
cations named in the Constitution, and this House, acting alone, 
has no right to add to or take from these qualifications. 

The claimant in this case comes here with a certificate from the 
governor of his State, declaring him to be possessed of these three 
requisites to admission, just as every other member came. We 
are not bound to keep him here. He can be expelled immediately, 
and will be ed by a unanimous vote of the House. No man 
here will vote to hold him here, and whether he sees fit to take the 
oath or not he will be expelled as quickly as the roll of the House 
can be called after the adoption of the resolution reported by the 
minority. We must either accept this view of the matter or we 
must add another qualification to those ribed in the Consti- 


eat principle 


tution, which instrument, in the light of history, in the light of 
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reason and common sense, excludes any other qualification. Gen- 
tlemen say that we must protect Congress from ion with 
this moral leper. Granting the correctness of that proposition, 
must we not also protect the American people in their right to be 
represented here? Must we not defend the Constitution, which 
has been the protecting gis of our liberties for all these years. 
from the attack of those who, careless of its safeguards, would 
bend or break that great instrument to fit every passing fancy or 
to gratify every momentary desire? 

Mr. Speaker, without reflecting on the position of any gentle- 
man here, when I became a member of this House I took an oath 
to support the Constitution,” and I would be derelictin my any 
to myself and a disgrace to my constituency if I had not the mo: 
courage to vote in accordance with my understanding of that 
Constitution. I voted for the Tayler resolution to stop him at 
the threshold in the hope that the committee to be appointed 
thereunder would unanimously agree upon a safe, orderly, and 
constitutional way to rid the House of s ay acti member 
from Utah. That hope was a vain one. ə committee comes 
with two 3 divergent views, and every member must deter- 
mine for himself the road he will travel. y own investigation 
since that time has convinced me that expulsion is the only safe and 
constitutional remedy, and I have been but more firmly intrenched 
in that opinion by a careful reading of the majority and minority 
reports of the committee. 

r. Speaker, I believe I may truthfully say that this debate has 
been the greatest for years in any legislative assembly in the 
world. Since its opening, in the strong argument of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the magnificent of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], in my opinion unsur- 
passed in the history of legislative debates, there has not been a 
single dull moment. Every speech, on whatever side delivered, 
has but made me stronger in the belief that expulsion is the only 
lawful remedy. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has offered an amend- 
ment to the majority report which, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
might be commen ground forall. Its adoption would, in my opin- 
ion, make the vote unanimons for the ulsion of the member 
from Utah. Then why not adopt it, Mr. Speaker? The majority 
of the committee favor exclusion. The minority favor expulsion. 
The amendment of the gentleman from pat bee LACEY] pro- 
vides for his exclusion without first being seated, and simply adds 
the requirement that in accordance with the constitutional pro- 
vision a two-thirds majority be required to exclude. The swear- 
ing in of a member is but a technical and perfunctory act, so far 
as giving the Honse jurisdiction over him is concerned. While it 
is a necessary prerequisite to his 55 in legislation, it is 
not prerequisite to the drawing of his , the franking of his 
5 , or his participation in the election of a Speaker. 

The mere administration of the oath of office does not change 
in any wise the relations of a member to his fellow-members; and 
if it be pollution to sit with the member from Utah long enongh 
to constitutionally expel him, the Congress has been polluted 
already, for he has been a member since March 4, 1899, perform- 
ing all the offices and functions and enjoying all the privileges of 
any other member since that date. It might be, as some gentle- 
men have claimed in this debate, farcical in the extreme to insist 
on the mere technical right of swearing in the member before 
expelling him, if that were all that is involved in the question. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the great difference, the constitutional differ- 
ence, the irreconcilable difference, between the majority and the 
minority reports is this: 

Tho adoption of the majority report requires only a majority of 
a quorum, which might be only 1 vote more than one-fourth of 
the membership of the House, to exclude a member-elect from the 
House. The adoption of the minority report would require two- 
thirds before a member-elect could be expelled or excluded. That 
is the difference, Mr. Speaker, and that is why those of us who 
are supporting the minority report stand as we do. We favor the 
expulsion of Mr. Roberts, we favor his prompt expulsion, but we 
favor his expulsion under the law and the Constitution. We be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, that it was the intention of the framers of that 

eat instrument that when a district or a State sends a member 

ere whose election is undoubted and unquestioned By BN OAS 
he should stay here unless the resolution for his expulsion or ex- 
clusion should command the concurrence of two-thirds.” Gen- 
tlemen say we can not expel for anything which happened before 
a member's election. Mr. Speaker, there is no limitation on this 
power, beyond its requirement of a two-thirds vote, but the con- 
science of an honest and enlightened member of this House. 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers sore ee behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
amem A 

This is the reading of the Constitution, and it seems to me that 
no strain on the mind or conscience of anyone is required to so 
understand it. They pretend to be afraid that Roberts may, by 
some technicality, be permitted to retain his seat, and thus they 


justify this unconstitutional and revolutionary proceeding. Does 


g. 
ractically 


anybody believe that, with this House and the country 
ld a seat 


unanimous in support of his expulsion, Roberts can 
in this House? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, granting, for the sake of argument, that the 
contention of these gentlemen is true, that he can not be expelled 
except for conduet after his election, polygamy is a continuing 
offense, just as marriage is a continuing state. So long as the 
member from Utah clings to the plural wives which he left be- 
hind him in Utah, he is a polygamist and subject to the discipline 
of this body under the expulsion clause of the Constitution. He is 
as much a polygamist to-day as he was ten years ago. He is a 
polygamist now and will be a polyamine morally and legally 
until he, in good faith, abandons all except that first wife to 
whom he pledged histroth in the long ago. Every ay helives and 
continues his marital relations with his second and third wives 
he is guilty of polygamy. Every day he declines to sever those 
relations he is guilty of polygamy. And, as I have already said, 
it will not require a longer time than the calling of the roll of the 
members of the House to expel him after the adoption of the mi- 
or report. As I have also said, Mr. Speaker, believing, as I 
do, that the only essential right involved in this controversy be- 
tween the majority and the minority is the requirement by the 
minority report of a two-thirds vote to put out of this House a 
man sent here with an unquestioned title, I for one am willing to 
acre the Lacey amendment. 

Why, Mr er, if a majority can exclude a member for 
reasons other than those affecting his title, in times of great par- 
tisan excitement it might be to subvert the will of the peo 
of a great State, and even reverse the majority elected to thi 
House. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the 
minority report, which expels Roberts in the unquestioned con- 
stitutional way. If that is defeated, I shall vote for the Lacey 
amendment, which requires a two-thirds vote to pass it, and thus, 
while not technically constitutional, preserves inviolate the right 
of an electorate to send one of its citizens here to stay unless 
declared unfit by at least two-thirds of the House, In this case 
there is no doubt, as a two-thirds vote is not only a certainty, but 
a unanimons vote is equally a certainty if taken in this way. If 
they both are defeated, I shall regretfully but certainly vote 
against the majority resolution, because subversive of law and 
destructive of the rights of the people. 

I do not believe this vote inconsistent with my vote on the reso- 
a er NG inquiry; but if so, I would rather be right than con- 


Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Roberts] was duly elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress and has exercised the franking privilege of the postal 
law, voted for Speaker in the organization of this House, and has 
enjoyed the emoluments of his office ever since his election. The 
special committee appointed by the House to investigate the legal 
status of his case and the facts thereof have di The ma- 
jority of the committee have reported for adoption the following 
resolution: 

Resolved. That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. 
Roberts, 7 from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. 


And the minority proposes the following substitute: 


That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly electeda Representative from 
the State of Utah, with thequalifications is grasp for ee to the House 
as such, is entitled, as a constitutional right, to take the oath of office pre- 


VV 
ural wives, affo: co: u or on, but no 
for excl the Hi * sak! jin 


So that, Mr. Speaker, it is not a question of sending the gentle- 
man from Utah away from this House, but it is as to the manner 
of his going. Not a member of this House doubts that the gentle- 
man from Utah will be allowed to remain a member of this Con- 
gra any longer than a decisive vote can be had on his case. I 

ieve that most every gentleman who coincides with the views 
presented by the minority of the committee would vote against 
the proposition to t the gentleman from Utah to retain a 
seat in Congress. I shall so vote, if the opportunity be presented; 
but, Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for his exclusion from this body. 
The Constitution nowhere provides for such a proceeding, and I 
do 3 that the precedents cited for such action are sound 
or binding. 

No custom, no precedent, can become law unless it be a good 
custom or precedent. No parliamentary body is bound by poe 
dent, and it certainly ought not to respect a bad precedent. ere 
is no constitutional provision for the exclusion of a member. 

Section 2 of icle I of that Constitution declares that 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen ev 
second year by the people of the several States. ma 
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And in regard to the qualification of members it provides: 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the a 
of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 


chosen. 

In regard to the Constitution Iam a strict constructionist rather 
than a latitudinarian. I believe unless the power invoked is ex- 
pressly granted, or derived by fair implication from what is ex- 

ressly ted, that the porer does not exist. Mr. Roberts was 
7 and fairly elected. This is universally conceded. He is 25 

ears of age, and has been for seven years a citizen of the United 

tates, and when elected was an inhabitant of the State of Utah. 
I think, therefore, he is entitled to take the oath as a member of 
Congres 
If he is allowed to take the oath, I shall then, following out the 
law as found by the minority and the facts as found by the whole 
committee, vote to expel the member from Utah from this body. 
I think there is express authority for such action. It is found in 
8 I, section 5, subdivision 2, of the Constitution, which says 

Ea 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers 1 — disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a 
member. 


On this subject I quote from Tucker on the Constitution: 


This clause is essential to support the autonomy of each House, and rnles 
for its procouding®, unless opposed to some 2 sac provision of the Constitu- 
tion may be established by each . 1 leasure. These powers are 
similar A those of the two houses of the British liament. ah te 

na 


be punish 
matter of some conflict of opinion. Must it be for such behavior in the House 


tol. 

posed conspiracy in the treason urr; the vote was 19 to 
was not 3 but it would seem that a large majority 
thought that the accusation was p. ground for 8 though the act 
was not done in tho Senate nor by him as a Senator. Perhaps, from the lan- 
guage of the clause, a member may be punished for disorderly behavior on 
the floor, or for conduct in the House, or perhaps in the committee room, 
which produces disorder and disturbs the proceedings and business of the 


House. 

Such punishment, it is obvious, may be inflicted by the — 1 of the 
vote of the House. motion to expel a member may be for erly be- 
havior or disobedience of the rules of the House in suc. vated form as 
to show his unfitness longer to remain in House; and the cases above 
cited, as well as the reason of the vision, would justify the ye Sree of 
a member from the House where kis treasonable and criminal duct 
would show his unfitness for the public trust and duty of a member of either 
House. But expulsion, which is an extreme punishmen denying to con- 
stituency the right to be represented by him, can only be inflicted by the con- 
currence of two-thirds of the House, and not by a bare majority. The re- 
quirement of a two-thirds vote for expulsion was inserted as an amendment 
to the original provision by a vote of ten States, one other being divided. This 
authority to expel had existed in the House of Commons and was exercised 


for misconduct on the of the member during the session of the House, 
and was extended to cases where the offense clearly unfitted a member 
for parliamentary duties. 


And Mr, Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitation, page 
183, says as to the power of this House as to expulsion: 

Each House has also the power to punish members for disorderly behavior 
and other contempts of its authority, and also to 23 4 a member for any 
e — to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy 
one oi son 

This power is sometimes conferred in the Constitution, but it exists 
whether expressly conferred or not. It is a necessary and incidental power, 
to enable the House to perform its high functions, and is a necessary power 
to the safety of the state. It is a power of protection. A member may be 

hysically, mentally, or morally unfit; he may be affected with a contagious 
2 — or insane, or noisy, violent, and 3 or in the habit of using 

rofane, obscene. and a ve lan; . And, independently of parliamen- 
Tiry customs and usa our legislative houses have the power to protect 
themselyes by the p ument and opion of a member, and the courts 
can not inquire into the justice of the decision or look into the proceedings to 
see whether opportunity for defense was furnished or not. 


There is the doctrine laid down by Mr. Cooley, that the House 
has power to expel for any cause that in its opinion renders the 
member unfit to occupy a seat. 

I have not had the time to Sables dn the numerous cases or 
alleged precedents that have been referred to during this debate. 
Most of these, it is evident, are not analogous to the case now un- 
der consideration; and if they are, this House is just as capable of 
judging the law of this case or the law of any case as the members 
of any former Congress. Indeed, the oath which each of us took 
requires us each to support the Constitution. Each one of us must 
try this case in foro conscientis, No member here is to be lec- 
tured on this floor as to what his duty is in dealing with this ques- 
tion. Doubtless every member will vote as his conscience and his 
best judgment may dictate, and the Constitution will live, the 
Government survive, society will be preserved, and the member 
from Utah will go hence, whether exclusion or expulsion be the 
method, But I think this House is not authorized to add to the 
constitutional qualifications as toage, citizenship, and inhabitancy 
that of polygamy in judging of the prima facie rights of a mem- 
ber who has attained the age of 25 years and been seven years a 
citizen of the United States, and who, when elected, was an in- 
habitant of the State from which he was chosen. 


Much has been said in this debate about petitions against the 
member of Utah, but I believe not a single petition has been re- 
ceived by any member of Congress asking the exclusion of Mr. 
Roberts. These petitions have uniformly asked for his expulsion 
and for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy. 
I now read a copy of one of the petitions. It is as follows: 


To the Hon. . Representative-elect of the Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of o the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States of 
America: 

We 


„ th dersigned, legally qualified vote: f the sai gres- 
sional district of the State of ni do 83 5 Poe. gin 
earnestly call upon you as our Representative in the Fifty-sixth Congress to 
use your utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure the 
prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Roberts, of Utah, the avowed polygamist and 
covenant breaker, from the House of Representatives, in Pitan imps with 
the provisions of the national Constitution in Article [, section 5, paragraph 
2, which reads as follows: Each House of Congress may determine the rules 
of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and with the 
concurrence of two-thirds expel a member.“ 

We also do most earnestly and most respectfully call upon you to use 
Maret utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure action 

y the Fifty-sixth Con s proposing an amendment to the national Con- 
stitution, and submitting the same to the legislatures of the several States, 
de i ma e to be 1 and making polygamy, under what- 
ever guise or pretense, a crime against the United States punishable by se- 
vere penalties, including disfranchisement and disqualification to vote or to 
hold any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State 
or Territory therein. 

It would seem from these petitions that the laity of the country 
understand the constitutional provisions relating to this subject 
better than some of the constitutional lawyers here, with due def- 
erence to these lawyers. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been much amused by some of the argu- 
ments made in favor of exclusion. I will mention two instances, 
The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powrrs], who is a very able 
lawyer, says that the result in this case must by force of this 
reasoning (his reasoning) be exclusion or nothing. We are con- 
fronted with just that dire necessity.” I do not think there is 
any dire necessity in the case. I think the world will move on, 
constitutional government survive, and 8 society exist 
long after Roberts and the Roberts case have been forgotten. This 
same gentleman pronounces an apostrophe to the general-welfare 
clause of the Constitution: 

It is true my friend from Maine yesterday rather flippantly alluded to the 
general-welfare clause in the Constitution. But I beg to say to him that 
under that clause 88 the general welfare there has been more legis- 
lation that has uplifted the people, that has accomplished the ee welfare, 

under any other clause in that sacred instrument. And when the peo- 
ple or uah were called upon to act under the Constitution by slecting 8 

p: ntative to Congress, they owed a duty to all the other people in the 
country to elect a man, to inaugurate a icy that would minister to the 
public welfare, and not send a man here that would imperil the very Consti- 
tution under which we are living. 

It is well settled that the welfare clause of the Constitution is a 
limitation upon powers that are granted in the Constitution rather 
than a grantof pomem itself, And my friend the able and eloquent 
member from Indiana [Mr. LAN DIS] waived aside the law in this 
case and said: 

Tam not hairsplitting now, I am not chasing legal technicalities now; Iam 
a layman; I am after facts. 

That is exactly what has been the argument of the leader of 
every mob. This leader generally says, ‘‘We have caught the 
criminal. What’s the use of going through da formality, of re- 
specting legal technicality? It will cause delay, create expense. 
Let's hang the criminal now. Here's the culprit; here's the rope; 
there's the tree. Men and patriots, let us do our duty.” Such is 
the dire necessity invoked by the mob, such is the legal technical- 
ity abhorred by those who want the facts only and despise legal 
technicalities. 

Mr. Speaker, let us proceed to dispose of this case in an orderly 
and constitutional way. Let us obey the Constitution and per- 
mit the member from Utah, who has been duly elected and who 
is duly qualified, to take his oath; then let us expel him for his 
continuous disorderly conduct, continued ever since his election; 
expel him, because he is now guilty of the disorderly conduct of 
living in violation of law and of moral sense of this House. Let 
us stand by the Constitution and the law, and the common sense 
of the American people will i htt our action. [Applause. } 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I know it is immaterial 
whether I speak at length or briefly, or not at all, for the argument 
in support of the views of the minority was made—made, it seems 
to me, beyond the reach of refutation, either in the House or out- 
side of it—when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
concluded his masterful s h. 

Some will not consider how Roberts should be sent hence, and 
yet the only thing for consideration is the course of procedure, for 
all agree that he must go I wish I could be sure that none insist 
upon excluding instead of expelling him, in the hope of gaining a 


mean advantage by forcing some to vote against exclusion, as 
being unconstitutional, whereas the vote of every member pres- 
ent could be had for expulsion. 

It was left for the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT], open and bold, upon the third day of this debate, to uncover 
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the real tion of not a few—indeed, of dozens—of those who 
favor exclusion and opposeexpulsion. Hewould getrid of Roberts 
at the earliest opportunity and by the most expeditious method, 
without reference to the law or the Constitution. 

It must be admitted that this philosophy is not altogether new, 
and it can not be denied that from time to time, in different sec- 
tions of our own country, as well as in other parts of the world, 
it has been tested in cases actually arising in trayedies, real and 
awful, and not merely in fictions for the moot court or in fancies 
for the entertainment of those who seek amusement at the play- 
houses. But the House of Representatives has not yet fo y 
embedded it in its rules, and apparently the Constitution makers 
did not even think of it, The jurist to whom it isn to 

for this across-the-law-and-the-Constitution doctrine has not 
n named, nor has a mae onp of his sa oe? of harmonious 
decisions been cited in this discussion. e jurist is Judge 
1 and his decisions appear occasionally instead of at stated 
es. 

When Judge Lynch decides that a man ought to be hanged, he 
deeides, too, that the method of procedure is immaterial. Law, 
Constitution, order need not be considered; the thing to do is to 
hang the man as quickly as possible. Generally Judge Lynch acts 
because he is impatient of the law’s delays or fearful of its mis- 
carriages. I do not know that Judge Lynch ever projected him- 
self into a case at the moment when the sheriff was reaching forth 
his hand to perform the final act at the scaffold. : 

And now it has come to pass, in the closing hours of the nine- 
teenth century, in the noonday blaze of civilization, under the 
Constitution and thelaws of the United States, in the representative 
body of the people, that the real question is, Shall that which is 
equivalentin principle to lynch law be applied or not applied in this 
case? Confident as we were when we submitted them that the 
views of the minority, however they may be regarded here and 
now, must find safe shelter under the Constitution, an instrument 
not to be lightly overturned or ‘‘ whistled down the wind” (to em- 
ploy a phrase 5 in this discussion), those who have argued 
against us and those who have declaimed in 5 8 to our con- 
tention have confirmed us in the conviction that we are right. 

Some gentlemen on the other side have presented with ability, 
With research, and with learning the view which they entertain. 
The fact that industry and research and learning and experience 
and skill have all been invoked in vain to answer the views of the 
minority and meet the powerful argument of the gentleman from 
Maine Mr. LITTLEFIELD] may excuse—aye, from the standpoint 
of those who favor exclusion, may justify—a resort to the philos- 
ophy of J a Lynch. At all events, under the law, according to 
the weight of authority, by the test of human reason, by the stand- 
ard of the Constitution, I submit aaau I do so positively, I do so 
at the same time maen] that those views of the minority and 
the arguments advanced by the gentleman from Maine stand ab- 
solutely unshaken, the weakest and most incidental parts of them 
firm, as if untouched by the opposing arguments, and, of course, 
unaffected by the irrelevant rhetoric hurled at them. 

Perhaps I should not wonder under these circumstances, and 
yet, Mr. Speaker, I do marvel that it may have been thought nec- 
essary for somebody equal to the emergency to make such a speech 
and such an appeal as came from the able and experienced gentle- 
man from Ohio, General GROSVENOR. Ilisten to that distinguished 
statesman always with interest, and very seldom, if ever, with 
approval. [Laughter.] That he may have, in this House, upon 

vote, and before the country, the full benefit of his perform- 
ance, I wish to invite special attention to it. 

The gentleman from Ohio, appearing to argue this case, left the 
Constitution and the spinit of the law and dropped under the 
jurisdiction of Judge Lynch when he ‘“‘congratulated” the ge - 
tleman from Maine upon haying made so able a defense of Mr. 
Roberts, citing the Guiteau case and other noted criminal trials 
for comparison. The gentleman from Ohio knows that the gen- 
tleman from Maine addressed himself, as a lawyer and statesman, 
independent enough to assert his opinion, as well as manly enough 
to have it, to the real questions involved, without cheap abuse of 
Roberts, it is true, and without a word of defense or apology for 
him. He defended Roberts, did he? He made the ablest defense 
which the gentleman from Ohio ever knew to be made! 

How weak must be the cause, how desperate must be the straits, 
of any man or body of men driven into such a position, upon a 
matter so solemn, so weighty, as determining the meaning of the 
Constitution, and deserving so well the best thought and honest 
judgment of all! 

Passing from the gentleman from Ohio and speaking generally 
I may say that I would scorn to lend myself to the easy work o 
piling cheap adjective upon cheap adjective and terms of re- 
proach and abuse upon other terms of reproach and abuse, level- 
ing the whole at anyone so utterly helpless and friendless as 
Roberts is here, without a solitary champion, defender, or apolo- 
gist, where every man in the House is ready and waiting to send 

from this body, nevermore to return. 

I would scorn as beneath the contempt of decent men to try to 


evoke applause from the thoughtless or the excited by denuncia- 


tions so easily made and so under the circumstances, 
Let me not leave room here for any ering critic, for some one 
ready to misrepresent and to do wrong and slow to do right, to 
say that I sympathize with polygamy. I loathe it as much as do 
the other members of the House, but I do not deem it necessary, 
in order to show how good Iam, and how I love home and mother- 
hood and wifehood and childhood, to lend myself, outside the con- 
stitutional considerations involved and against propriety, to de- 
nunciation which is simply cheap abuse, requiring neither ability 
nor courage. [Applause on the Democratic side} 

It is suggested that if the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] should prevail, all future efforts 
to deal with Roberts would be nugatory, all would be lost, be- 
eause, ee if the opportunity be given him to be sworn in as 
a member of the House—the opportunity for which he has con- 
tended from the hour of the organization of the House to this 
moment—perchance he would hie himself away to Utah, and 
then what would the House do? What a petty difficulty if real; 
how gauzy when existing in fancy alone! Do gentlemen in their 
senses candidly believe that any difficulty could arise in that re- 
mote and most improbable contingency? What would the House 
do when the opportunity is given a member-elect to be sworn in 
and he refuses to take the oath? Vacate his seat instanter, if the 
House please; not by a two-thirds vote, but by a majority vote. 
Who doubts that that can be done, or doubts that it would be 
done in this case, if need be? 

- But it seems that there is another trouble which harasses some 
gentlemen. While Roberts, they say, possessed certain rights 
when he presented himself at the bar of the House, they fanc 
that those rights have slipped away. It is suggested that tho 
he had a right to be sworn in, possessing the constitutional quali- 
fications and a certificate of election, formal and regular, yet, not 
having been sworn in, but having been stood aside and the matter 
referred to a committee of this House to investigate, he now 
comes back before the House, shorn of rights which the Constitu- 
tion secures to all. Certainly, it should not be held that one waives 
a right by persistently asserting it. 

Some seem to be troubled with a situation in which I think 
there is no trouble but that of their 3 They say that 
by a very large majority the House decided upon standing 
Roberts aside and gpa a committee to investigate his case, 
and to report to the House upon it; and that those who voted for 
that resolution will be inconsistent now if they vote for the reso- 
lution submitted by the minority, According to their view, rend- 
ing the Constitution is a trifling circumstance compared with 
that brand of consistency which favors the exit which first attracted 
the attention of certain persons, groping in the dark. 

It seems to me that a very little of the discriminating faculty, 
exercised to a point much short of weariness, ought to bring one 
to the conclusion that the question now presen should not be 
mi or changed in anyone’s mind, on account of his vote to 
refer Roberts's case to a committee. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and I voted for 
the resolution under which this committee was appointed. I see 
nothing inconsistent in voting for that, in the comparative state 
of ignorance in which we then were, and voting now, in the com- 
parative state of enlightenment in which it seems to ine we are, 
after the investigation made, for the resolution which he and I 
submit, But if there be any inconsistency in it, I would rather 
be rated as inconsistent than as cowardly enough, mentally and 
morally, to tie myself to the error of the past, instead of exercising 
my ju ent and conscience in the light of the present. [Ap- 


plause. 

Roberts pines polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural 
wives, how s we dispose of his case? Let us turn to the Con- 
stitution and there learn how we should dispose of it. 
pae Constitution (Article I, section 2, paragraph 2) provides 

a — 

No person shall be a Representative whoshall not have attained to the 
of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
patot when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 

If the qualifications of a Representative in Congress are deter- 
mined and fixed by the Constitution, then Roberts is entitled to 
be sworn in as a member of this House, since all admit that he 
was elected, and that he lacks none of the specified qualifications. 

In the report of the Committee of Detail, giving the first draft of 
the Constitution, August 6, 1787 (Madison Papers, etc., volume 5, 
page 376), this aph appears as an independent section, i. e., 
section 2, Article IV, in these words: 

BEC. 2. Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age 
of twenty-five years at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States 
for at least three years before hiselection, and shall be at the time of his elec- 
tion a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen. 


In the same draft of the Constitution was section 2 of Article 
VI, as follows: 

SEO. 2. The Legislature of the United States shall ha thority to estab- 
lish such uniform qualifications of the members of post Boose Jeh regard 
to property as to t 


House w. 
said Legislature shall seem expedient. 
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Now, if section 2 of Article IV was not exclusive, if it did not 
fix absolutely rk yeaa maa of Representatives, why was sec- 


tion 2 of Article to the same draft of the Constitution? 
What office could it have except 8 2 of Article IV? 
And what need could there be for enlar, that section if addi- 
tions could be made by law or by action of the House alone with- 
out enlargement? 

Madison was opposed to this section 2 of Article VI— 


animproperand dangerouspowerin the ture. The quali- 
elector and elected were ntal oie in a — 


u as 
fications 


to an aristocracy or 
aan a number capable of being elected as the number authorized to 


upon them with 


reason for being jealous of them as there was for rel 
fall was one of the for- 


confidence when they had a common in 
mer cases,” ù 
Gouverneur Morris moved to strike out “ with regard to prop- 
erty,” in order, as he said, “to leave the Legislature entirely at 


rlier in the discussion Mr. Dickinson opposed section 2 of 
Article IV, because it would be exclusive, saying he— 
bd md . any —— x qualifications in the — 7g oy oom It was 1 
possi) mak: com one, and a partial one woul * lication, 
up the hands of the ture from supplying otona -Madison Papers, 
eto., volume 5, page 37. 


Mr. Wilson took the same view, saying— 

a enumeration of cases will disable the ture from 
r and dangerous characters. Ibid., 373. W 

The opposition, led by Madison, defeated section 2 of Article 
VI, and so neither in its i form nor amended, as Morris 
and others , did it get into the Constitution as finally 
he citizenship qualification of three years, as it 
peared in section 2 of Article [V, was changed by amend- 
ment to seven years. 

Then this 8 being agreed apn by the Convention, went, 
with others likewise ted, to the ttee of Detail, the most 
influential member of which was Madison. 

This Committee of Detail had no authority tochange the mean- 
ing of what was referred to them, but only to revise the style of 
- arrange” the several parts of the Constitution submitted to 


em. 
The majority of the Roberts committee and others tell us that 
this section 2 of Article IV, as it went to the committee of detail, 
fied the only qualifications that could be exacted of one 
aiming a seat in the House asa 1 They say 
that if it had gone into the Constitution as it then was, namely 


Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 
— 4 at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States for 
least seven 


ears before his election, and shall be, at the time of his elec- 
tion, a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen— 

there could be no doubt but that Roberts would be entitled to 
take the oath of office and become a member of the House. 

“But,” they say, ‘‘ behold what a has been wrought!” 
And they base the right to exclude upon the negative form of ex- 
pression used in the Constitution: 

No person shall be a resentative who shall not have attained to the 
age o 5 years been seven years a citizen of the United States, 
and who not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he 
shall be chosen. 

Why so much stress should be laid upon this change in the form 
of expression, used to convey precisely the same meaning, I am at 
a loss to determine. And yet the majority of the committee really 
rest their whole case u the radical difference in the 
meaning of a statement when the affirmative form of expression 
is used, and the same statement when it is made by a negative 
form of expression. 

Now, let us see whether there is anything but error, demonstra- 
ble error, in what our friends upon the other side work out as 
critics. Let us pick these poly qa to pieces and then recon- 
struct them, note the result, and profit by what we learn. 

In one we have, first: 

Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 
twenty-five years at least. 

In the other: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of twenty-five years. 

Tell me, some of 5 wise men, who know more about the mean- 
ing of what the fathers said in the Constitution than they them- 

ves knew, pray tell me what you find in one of the clauses 
which you do not also find in the other. And tell me what is 
absent from the one that is not absent also fromthe other. As to 
age, who that could be excluded under the one could be entitled 
to admission under the other; and who entitled to admission un- 
der the one can be excluded under the other. Not one of you has 
the hardihood to go intosuch an analysis, for to do so would be to 
prove that you are wrong. 


Are you any better off when the second clauses are compared 
and studied? Here they are: 

Shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least seven years be- 
fore his election. 

And— 

Been seven years a citizen of the United States, 

What is the difference here except in phraseology? 

And, finally, what is the difference between the concluding 
clauses, save in form of expression? Will you contend that in- 
habitant means more or less than resident?“ 

ener ge rg the clauses separately, nothing can be found in one 
except what is also found to be in the other and corresponding 
clause, and everything which is excluded by or from one is like- 
wise found to be excluded by or from the other. Put them all 
back into their Byers and point out, if you can, any difference of 
meaning evolved out of the association. 

One place the 5 rer is at least twenty-five years of age;” in 
another, ‘‘attained tothe ageof twenty-five years.” Neither places 
an upwardor seniority limit, and yet you will not follow your own 
reasoning to its logical conclusion, for while you claim that quali- 
fications outside of those mentioned in the Constitution may be 
added, you insist that they can not be as to age, citizenship, or 
residence, If not, then, on your theory, why not? You can give 
no reason worthy of the name which will not destroy your entire 
exclusion theory. 

As already observed, Madison was the chief spirit on the Com- 
mittee of Detail. He contended in the convention that the quali- 
fications of members of Congress ought to be determined and fixed 
in and by the Constitution, and the convention agreed with him. 
He regarded the matter as of vital importance, going to the 
foundation of free government. Isit, then, supposable that, hay- 
ing won the fight in the convention, this great man reversed him- 
self in the Committee of Detail, either intentionally or unwit- 
tingly? I think not. 

And Hamilton and the others, were they so thick-witted as not 
to know it, if what they had done in the convention had been un- 
done in the committes of detail? I am glad that I find myself 
able to read the Constitution and to apply it to the facts of the case 
before us, without imputing to the illustrious patriots, scholars, 
and statesmen who made it either ignorance or duplicity. 

The majority of the committee 8 hang some hopes u G 
the name and fame of John Randolph. U ooking into what 
they quote from him, in connection with matter then under 
consideration, and the ition made of it, we find that John 
Randolph's contention, vain then, was that the States could add 
qualifications to those prescribed by the Constitution for e- 
sentatives in Congress. This John Randolph notion has 
away on the tide of time, and is as dead as John Randolph him- 
self, but, of course, not too dead for those who have resurrected 
it and are trying to galvanize into it an appearance of life. 

Observe, if you please, what the Constitution says about the 
qualifications of the President: 

No person except a natural-born citizen or a citizen of the United States 
at the time of the adoption of this Constitution shall be — — to the office 
of President; neither shall any person be eligible to that office who shall not 
have attained tothe age of thirty-five years and been fourteen 
within the United States.—Constitution, 

Here, again, the negative form of statement is employed; and if 
our friends, the enemy,” be correct in their contention as to the 
paragraph concerning the qualifications of Representatives, any 
number of additional reasonable 8 (the agency impos- 
ing them determining whether they are reasonable) ony ee pre- 
scribed for the Presidency. The sameis true respecting Senators, 
whose qualifications also are stated 5 
to be the belief of some that another provision of the 


It a 
Constitution has a peculiar effect in supporting the construction 
of those opposed to us. I refer to this passage from section 5, 


Article I: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualitications 
of its own members, 

Here members are ken of in the aggregate, and the er 
re is to judge of their elections—i. e., to determine whether 

ey were , not toelect them; to judge of their returns—i.e., 
to determine whether the returns are or are not sufficient, in sub- 
stance and form, to show the result of the election, not to make 
returns; and to judge of their qualifications—i. e., to determine 
whether 5 or have not the qualifications already pre- 
scribed, not to add to or take from the prescribed qualifications, 

Under this clause the House has tost as much right to elect its 
members as it has to make any member-elect eligible or ineligible, 


entitled to admission or not entitled to admission, by c $ 
either by addition or subtraction, the qualifications definitely 
ibed, not for one member at one time, but for all members 

at all times. 
Some insist that as each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its own members,” it may bo 
such judge 


before as well as after the member isswornin. But 
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if that be true, who will say that before the member is sworn in 
the House can judge of anything of which it can not judge after 
the oath of office has been administered? 

The question before us is not one of time. It is whether the 
power to judge is the equivalent of the power to make—whether 
to judge under existing law is to make law. y 

Some warrant for the exclusion of a member-elect, possessing 
all the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution, is supposed to 
reside in the concluding clause of Article VI of that instrument: 

No religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or 
public trust under the United States. 

Clearly, religious test has reference to religious belief, obsery- 
ance, or affiliation, and some promise under oath with respect 
thereto for the future. The entire paragraph has relation to 

ualification by taking the oath of office, and presupposes the 
ed or appointment, as the case may be, of the person to be 
thus qualified or sworn into office, and that he has been shown to 
possess the prescribed qualifications, at least to the extent of bei 
entitled to take the oath, the final act, at the conclusion of whi 
he is in office. 

The war-time test oath, exacted upon the theory opposed to 
that for which we contend, was declared unconstitutional, and 
fell to the ground, with the House rules and House precedents 
based upon or deduced from it. 

Indeed, the third section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution is proof itive that the doctrine of reconstruction 
days, that members-elect could be stood aside at the will of a 
mao or could be kept out by the exaction of an iron-clad 
oath, which some of them were unable to take, was without con- 
stitutional sanction. 

The fourteenth amendment went into effect as part of the Con- 
stitution in July, 1868, This is section 8 of it: 

p Il be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or 
elector of President and Vice-President, or ho sny omas, civil or military, 
under the United States, or under any State, who, hav. reviously taken 
an oath, as a member of Con or as an officer of the United States, or as 
a member of any State legislature, or as an executive or judicial officer of 
any State, to support the Constitution of the United States, shall have en- 

in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort 

e enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each 
House, remove such disability. 

Not only does this constitutional amendment afford most con- 
vincing evidence that procedure in either House, such as it 
authorized, was unauthorized before, but it affords equally strong 
evidence, in prescribing another or further qualification for mem- 
bership in either House, that nothing else can be required in the 
way of qualification except what already was in the Constitution 
the requirement respecting age, citizenship, and residence. 

Here, then, it appears to me, is the way the matter stands: 

The Constitution fixed the qualifications for a Representative 
by requiring that he shall have attained to the of twenty-five 
years; shall have been seven years a citizen of the United States, 
and shall be an inhabitant of the State in which he shall be chosen. 
By section 3 of the fourteenth amendment the further require- 
ment just set forth is made. 

Now, how can anything be added to or taken from these quali- 
fications except by another constitutional amendment? How can 
they be right who insist that such things can be done by statute, 
or, worse still, by the House without the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate or the President? 
Since those who advocate exclusion as inst expulsion find 
munds Act of 1882, 


themselves driven to seek shelter behind the 
a word may be said as to this refuge. 

They say the Edmunds Act comes in and plays an important 
part. Finding that their proposed action can not be predicated 
upon the Constitution, the meg be excusable for flying hither 
and thither, to this and to that, to make what argument they can 
upon other things. 

They must have been under some stress when they approached 
this act. I find this stated on page 89 of the report e by the 


majority of the special committee: 
plicable to this case, eliminat- 


Reading that act [the Edmunds Act] as a 

tng ee irrelevant portions, it ap as follows: No polygamist shall be 
entitled to hold any office or p. of public trust, honor, or emolument 
under the United States.“ 

I will now read to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the House, section 
8 of that act, not as rendered by the committee, but as the Con- 
pe of the United States made it; and let us see whether they 

ve eliminated the irrelevant portions” of it: 

Sxc. 8. That no polygamist, bigamist, or an rson cohabiting with more 
than one woman, A no woman cohabiting waithany of the raisin An described 
as aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive ju iction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to or be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 
the United States. 

It is clear, I think, that the Edmunds Act can not be 
into service as a support for the exclusion philosophy without 
“eliminating” its material parts, as is done 


majority of the special committee. But even then it will not 


answer, f 

But once or twice, if at all, and probably not once, does “‘ office” 
or “officer,” as used in the Constitution or the amendments 
thereto, relate to or embrace a Senator or Representative in Con- 


This being true, the Edmunds Act, even 3 
the irrelevant portions,” must fall short of helping out the w 

ar othe which—not naturally, but with force and violence— 
it is pushed. 

Not ony was and is that act, by its own express terms, limited 
to “ any Territory or other place over which the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction,” but if can have no application to 
Utah, the State, or to this Roberts case for another reason, an 
unanswerable reason. No Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction ”? could, in 1882, or 
now, or ever, have a Representative or Senator in Congress, 
States only can send Senators and Representatives to Congress. 
Then, as it was not and is not constitutionally possible for any 
Territory or other place over which the United States have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction ” to elect a Congressman, it is straining human 
reason and overtaxing human credulity to call for acceptance of 
the claim that the Edmunds Act has or can have, or ever was 
intended to have, any control over or relation to members of Con- 
gress or their qualifications. 

Stress is laid upon an alleged compact“ between Utah and the 
United States, and the House is gravely urged to punish Utah by 
excluding Roberts, instead of dealing with Roberts, as the duly 
elected Representative from Utah, by expelling him because he is 


a poly, t. 

Phs nited States never asked Utah not to elect Roberts or such 
men as he as Representatives in Congress, and Utah never promised 
not to elect him or them. All that the United States demanded 
of Utah, and that as a condition precedent to her admission into 
the sisterhood of States, was and is that the people of Utah should 

ut into the constitution of the pr tive State an express pro- 

bition against polygamy. What the United States demanded 
that Utah should put into her constitution went into that consti- 
tution and is in it to-day, in the precise words of the Congress of 
the United States, 

Utah did exactly what she was nired to do, and now she is 
one of the forty-five States of the Union, upon a complete equality 
under the Constitution of the United States with each and every 
n t by the abl l from I 

was sug; in argument by able gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. eatin ae! that the Supreme Court, in Texas vs. White, 
reported in 7 W: e, upheld the “compact” doctrine for which 
he and other exclusio contend. An examination of that case 
I think will show that the court expressly repudiated that doc- 
trine. The court said: 

When, therefore, Texas became one of the United States, she entered into 


an indissoluble relation. All the obligations of perpetual union and all the 
3 ot republican government in the Unſon attached at once to the 


te. The act which 
thing more than a compact, it was the incorporation of a new member into 


the political body. And it was 

As my colleague from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] said, the ques- 
tion of whether the relation of a State to the Union is a compact 
or contract—and the words are the same in significance—dissolu- 
ble by either party to the contract upon what to that p shall 
seem proper ground for dissolution, was settled upon the battle- 
field in four years of dreadful war, when, as he stated, hundreds 
of thousands of the bravest and best of American citizens went 
down to death upon either side. 

And now, at this late day, we have exploited here in this Cham- 
ber the proposition that there is a special and peculiar contract 
existing between the United States and Utah, and that the House 
of Representatives, to the exclusion of the Senate and the Presi- 
dent, the power, derived from the Constitution of the United 
States, to discipline and punish the ple of Utah for an alleged 
violation of that contract, by excluding from this House the man 
who was elected a Representative in this Congress from Utah. 

That the House has the constitutional right toexpel Roberts on 
the ground that he is a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with 
plural wives, is a proposition which, in my judgment, can not 
only be sustained by argument but may be established with little, 
if anything, short of the certainty of a demonstration in mathe- 


matics. 
. (Article I, section 5, paragraph 2) provides 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers — — disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, ex . 
a member. 

This provision originally appeared in the Constitution, in section 
6 of cle VI, in words and with punctuation as follows; 

Each house may determine the rules of its proceedings; may punish its 
members for disorderly behavior; and may exper a — a 


These clauses were distinct; separated by semicolons, Each 


was complete in itself and independent of the others, Who could 
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claim, with any reason, that the power of expulsion as expressed 


in the words ‘‘and may expel a member” was limited or qualified? 
Certainly the members of the Constitutional Convention under- 
stood it to be without limit or qualification. Note what leading 
ones said when it was under consideration: 

Mr. Madison observed that the vias of Ta heira Article VI, section 6) was 
too a e ority of a quorum. and in emer- 
gencies of faction might be Sener oosy. abused. He moved that “with the 

might be inserted between may and expel.“ 
8 olph and Mr. Mason approved the idea. 

Mr. Gouverneur Mo: This power may be safely trusted to a majority. 

A few men, from factious motives, may keep in a member who ought to be 


Ned. 
Sie Carroll thought that the concurrence of two-thirds at least ought to 


be nired. 

On the question ene two-thirds in cases of expelling a member, ten 
— 259 were A, the afirmat ve; Pennsylvania divided.—Madison Papers, vol- 
ume 5, page 


The article as amended was then agreed to unanimously, and 
went to the Committee of Detail, to be put into better English, if 
pobi; but not to be changed in the least in meaning. It came 

rom the Committee of Detail and went into the final draft of the 
Constitution as it now appears, as the second e of the 
fifth section of the first article of that instrument. To read into 
it now any limitation or qualification is to impeach either the 
honor or the capacity of those who framed the Constitution. 

John Quincy Adams, the ‘‘ Old Man Eloquent,” expressed very 
happily what we now, humbly following the fathers, believe: 

By letter of the Constitution the power of expelling a member is given to 
each of the two Houses of Congress, without any limitation other than that 
which requires a concurrence of two-thirds of the votes to give it effect. 

How striking is the fact that our opponents find it necessary to 
enlarge the provision of the Constitution concerning the qualifi- 
cations of members of Congress to enable them to exclude a 
member-elect, and to limit and oy Sa the power of expulsion, 
without constitutional warrant, while we are quite willing to rest 
our contention upon the Constitution as it is! 

It is insisted that the power to expel is but an enlargement of 
the power to punish ‘for disorderly behavior.” In other words, 
that the two clauses are so closely connected, being separated b 
a comma only, that ‘‘disorderly behavior” is the 9 groun 
for expulsion as for punishment. We have seen, by reference to 
the proceedings of the Convention which framed the Constitution, 
how foundationless is this contention. Those who make it seem 
to realize this; for having, by a criticism resting upon a comma, 
arrived at the conclusion that the power to expel is confined by 
the Constitution to cases of ‘disorderly behavior —aggravated 
cases, they say—they abandon their chosen position and add cases 
of misdeeds done in the capacity of a member. This not bein 
sufficient, they add cases affecting the standing of a member, an 
even this not being enough, they include cases affecting the honor 
and dignity of the House, and so on to the end of the chapter. 

Now, if *disorderly behavior” is the only ground of expulsion 
provided by the Constitution—and that they proclaim—then these 
gentlemen run some risk of making themselves ridiculous when 
they wantonly add other grounds. the other grounds of expul- 
sion exist under the Constitution, then ‘disorderly behavior” is 
not the only constitutional ground therefor. A 

But having contradicted themselves and refuted their own argu- 
ments and destroyed their own interpretation of the Constitution, 
hung upon a comma, they assume a thus-far-and-no-farther air, 
— 5 e that the power of ulsion can not reach a member 
on account of anything done before his term as Representative 
began. This isa fresh abandonment of the ‘‘ disorderly behavior” 
limitation. The Matteson case is relied on to support this con- 
tention. Matteson resigned to escape expulsion from the House 
in the Thirty-fourth Congress, and the House in the Thirty-fifth 
Congress did not expel him for the past offense, apparently con- 
sidering that the former House had dealt with him. 

It is not too harsh, and certainly warranted by the facts, to say of 
the cases of Oakes Ames and others mixed up in the Crédit Mobilier 
scandal that the offenders were whitewashed;” not entirely, it 
is true, but as completely as circumstances would permit. The 
greatest and best men in the House favored expulsion, and the 
* doomed to political death some, at least, of the offenders. 

1 5 


o real reason why it is so seldom that expulsion is resorted | 


to for offenses committed before the election of the offender is 
that the people have a right to elect anybody not disqualified by 
the Constitution, and that, respecting this sacred right, it rarely 
happens that the offending is of such a nature or the individnal 
such a a that an exercise of the power of expulsion really is 
8 expel i to the H f be 
© power is a power to purge the House of a member 
who should not remain in it, rather than a power to punish. The 
courts and the executive are charged with the duty of punishing 
those guilty of crime whereof they have been duly convicted. 
Ina well-considered case in Massachusetts—the Hiss cuse—it is 
held that the power to expel is an inherent, necessary power, pos- 
sessed by all legislative bodies, without any constitutional grant. 


It exists for the protection of the body, not for the punishment of 


the offender. I believe many persons fall into error and remain 
in error in consequence of regarding expulsion as punishment in- 
stead of 8 and purification. 

The ‘‘disorderly behavior” for which the House may inflict 
punishment is that which disturbs its proceedings, or interferes 
with the transaction of its business in an orderly way. 

Our friends on the other side are fond of supposing cases. Let 
us suppose one or two. 

Suppose a Representative is and for years has been the chief of 
a band of forgers, but not a thing can be said against his demeanor 
while a member or asa member. Suppose, further, that a dozen 
of his gang also are members, the equals in deportment of their 
chief. Now, is the House without constitutional power to rid itself 
of them by expulsion? 

Suppose a member of the House, gentlemanly in behavior and 
devoted to his duties as a member, is one of a d of burglars 
with whom, when and only when no Congressional duties are to 
be discharged, he operates as a housebreaker. Is there constitu- 
tional power to expel him? 

The right of admission to the House is to be determined according 
to legal principles, and the right of expulsion according to equitable 
principles—that is, if the Constitution shall be respected. As to 
expulsion, nothing save the requirement of a two-thirds vote and 
the judgment and conscience of each individual member can con- 
trol, influence, or limit action. As to the question of admission 
or exclusion, the straight lines of constitutional requirement can 
not be effaced otherwise than through a violation of the supreme 
law of the land. 

The general-welfare clause of the Constitution is invoked to ex- 
cuse the proposed exclusion of Roberts, who ought to be expelled. 
I will not contest the proposition, that when a power is granted in 
and by the Constitution, the incidental powers necessary to make 
the grant operative, go with it; but that doctrine has no applica- 
tion in this case, The question here is as to original, primary 
power, and not as to incidental power. 

Indeed, our brethren of the other side have only furnished an- 
other instance of resorting in desperate cases to the doctrine that 
The end justifies the means.“ 

How comforting should be the assurance of these gentlemen, oft 
repeated, that the action which they recommend—the exclusion of 
Roberts, though duly elected and ing all the qualifications 
which the Constitution requires of any Representative—will not 
be regarded as a precedent and so will not work harm in the 
future! Why do they solace themselves with the prediction that 
what they insist upon having done in this case will not be consid- 
oe as establishing a precedent to influence the action of future 

ouses? 

Can any plausible reason be given, except that they realize that 
what they are about to do others ought not todo? If confident 
that they are right, they ought to hope and pray that they might 
make a precedent for all hereafter to accept and follow. 

Despite these apologetic assurances of these gentlemen, I can 
not banish the fear that what they advocate will, if accomplished, 
make a precedent for much wrong-doing. If Roberts may be ex- 
cluded, instead of being expelled, use he is a polygamist, then 
others may be excluded at any time for anything that a majority - 
may consider sufficient under the temptations of the hour or the 
exigencies of party. 

In the same breath that brings us the assurance, suggested by 
conscience, that the excluding of Roberts will not be regarded as 
a precedent, we are u to exclude him because, perchance, 
some other House—not this one—may find itself able to muster a 
majority, but not two-thirds of its members, inst an obnox- 
ious person, elected by the people of his district! Is not this an 
argument, so called, for making the precedent which (they also 
say) Riin not do harm because it will not be regarded as a prec- 

en 

One is reminded of what Shakespeare says about conscience 
making cowards of us all; but not to the exclusion of the sugges- 
tion that upon some other agencies may operate to the same end, 

It is claimed in the report of the majority and in argument 
upon the floor “that if a vote to declare the seat vacant is sus- 
tained by a two-thirds majority, the Constitution is substantially 
complied with.” 

Everything which the Congress or either House can do at all 
can, unless a two-thirds vote is required by the Constitution, be 
done by a ops Ba of a quorum as effec y, and with the like 
constitutional sanction, as if done by unanimous vote, with every 
member present and voting, Either a majority of a quorum can 
constitutionally exclude or declare a seat vacant or the mem- 
bers can not do it constitutionally. 

Some commentators upon the Constitution support, generally 
by implication, some of the minor points in the contention of the 
exclusionists, and straightway these gentlemen parade with ropes 
in their hands, if not with masks upon their faces. Butthe great 
weight of 1 is against their contention and in support of 
ours, as I think y appears by the two reports. 
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The fertile imagination of the gentleman from immed Sond 
Lanpis] leaped over the narrow bounds within which is confined 
the evidence taken in this particular case and ranged at will 
through ne aperdom, borne abroad on the wings of rumor, and 
appealed to the jury.“ No man has more respect than I have for 
the jury system or for the verdict of the jury. The court in- 
structs the jury as to what thelawis. The Constitution, to sup- 
port which we have taken an oath, instructs us as to what is the 
supreme lawin these United States. The facts, so far as they 
have significance and importance here, appear in the testimony 
as it has been reported to this House. 

One might wake the echoes on the stump, or gain the applause 
of the eries, or be cheered on by the enthusiastic outbursts of 
sympathetic members upon the floor, when he goes abroad beyond 
the record, exercises his inventive ingenuity, and lets himself 
loose to his full capacity in denunciation and romance, Of course, 
itis with each gentleman to determine for himself whether he 
will cast his vote in this matter under the Constitution and upon 
the facts, or upon the broad principles of general ness, which 
the N from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] will have us under- 
stand that he enunciated, outside the record and beyond the pale 
of the testimony. 

One reason for the exclusion of this man contrary to the Con- 
stitution is that he is said to have vilified or sneered at Miss Helen 
Gould. Did he? Let us see how much of sneer or vilification is 
in what he did say. Speaking of her he said: 


I mention that lady’s name with the profoundest respect and admiration 
for od Spe works, her womanly charity, and, withal, her broad-mindedness, 
Dian y regret that she has been misled in relation to the conditions in 

I am not here, as my colleague [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] was not here, 
to defend Mr. Roberts or to apologize for him. But if there be 
either sneer or vilification in Roberts's language of respect and 
admiration concerning Miss Gould, where are the bounds to ordi- 
nay truthfulness and ordinary regard for propriety upon this 

oor? 

I too have admiration for Miss Helen Gould and commenda- 
tion for the good that she has done. Only a few days ago I had 
a pathetic letter from a childless widow dwelling in my own dis- 
trict, whose husband fought under Lee and Jackson. eakened 
and broken with wounds, he crossed over the river to rest under 
the shade of the trees with the chieftain whom he followed in 
many hard-fought battles. He left one child, the son of the father’s 
pride, the mother’s hope and joy. 

They were poor, and the boy was the stay of the mother’s de- 
clining years, her prop as the weight of age gathered upon her 
and the infirmities incident to life increased. The Spanish war 
came on. Burning in his soul was the same martial fire that 
blazed in the soul of his sire; the youth was one of the first to 
volunteer to fight under the old Star Spangled Banner, waving 
again in glory over a united country, a noble people. In the 
service he contracted disease and suffered injuries from which 
about a week ago he, too, crossed over the river, to ‘‘rest under 


the shade of the trees.” That boy gavo his life, that mother gave 
mope than life, to our country, and they are but types of thou- 
sands. 


So, while admiration may go to your Helen Goulds, while praise 
may sound the land over for those who from their great abundance 
ive a pittance, and while I may join in the acclaim, yet to me, 
ere and elsewhere, there is a higher glory which belongs to the 
pa and the lowly for their services, sacrifices, and sufferings. 
ere is the holy sacrifice of the mother who gives up her only 
son to her country’s cause; the sacrifice of the sister, from the 
humble walks of life, if you please, who sees the idolized brother 
go forth,-a soldier with his shield upon his arm, to return—ah, 
who can tell how?—with it or upon it! And the sweet angels of 
mercy Who humbly, but with a tenderness little less than divine, 
minister to sick, wounded, and dying—who trumpets to fame 
these devoted daughters of the plain people! 

There is an unsung nobility from the walks of private life, in 
the humble retreats of common citizenship, which brings from 
my heart and out of my soul a meed of praise, and if I the 
power, would call forth a paean of glory that would sound far 
above all the adulation offered to wealth, that contributes of its 
abundance without sacrifice and with thecertainty of glory to at- 
tend. [Applause.] 

The able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] draws upon his 
fancy for pictures with which, perhaps, he may frighten some 
whom his argument fails to convince into supporting him in his 
determination to exclude Roberts. For instance, he draws the 
curtain and discloses to us, revealed upon the background of his 
imagination, the picture of a member-elect who admits that he 
was a traitor to his country, fighting in the army of Spain against 
his native land; and by his side is projected the figure of a most 
reputable witness, who swears to the truthfulness of the shameful 


confession. The traitor, the gentleman from Ohio says, can not | ple who petitioned us for action in this Roberts case, pray 


be convicted, because there is but one witness to his treason, and 
the Constitution requires two. Then, Seny distressed in con- 
templating thehorror of hisownimagining, this gentleman reaches 
one of his climaxes by demanding information as to whether any- 
one believes the House could not protect itself by excluding the 
monster! 

Now, does he really fear that the House would not peony 
expel his champion culprit? If not, the awful gravity of the case 
does not put it beyond the efficacy of constitutional treatment., 

But suppose the man manufactured for the occasion by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio does not admit his guilt, and suppose further 
that the other man does not swear that he is guilty. Still, a ma- 
jority may exclude, and the gentleman's argument, and the action 
of the House if it shall follow him, will stand as an authoritative 
declaration that the right to do so exists under the Constitution. 

Other cases are “‘ sup for use as object lessons. Suppose 
an insane man ap and asks to be allowed to take the oath of 
office? What power, we are asked, but that of exclusion, can then 
beinvoked? Andthecase of Senator Niles, of Connecticut, is cited. 

It was said that Niles was deranged, and the Senate appointed 
a committee to ascertain whether he poemon the mental capac- 
ity to understand the obligation of the oath of office. The com- 
mittee zoporten that he had such capacity, and he was sworn in 
as a member of the Senate. That procedure seems to be adapted 
to such cases; and how different it is from the exclusion of a sane 
man who does comprehend what it is to take an oath of office! 

And what of the case of the man with a contagious disease? 

lf you admit him to the floor of the House, the danger from his 
presence would not be materially increased by swearing him in and 
at once expelling him, if he would not at once voluntarily retire 
and keep away until no longer thus afflicted. But why should 
anyone be suffered toenter any public building or to go at large at 
all while in a condition to scatter disease far and wide? Ordinary 
police regulations are quite sufficient for such cases; the Consti- 
tution need not be broken to meet them. 

And then there is the case of the imaginary being, who swears 
and howls and fires pistol bullets at the portraits on the walls, 
demanding all the while that the oath of office be administered to 
him. How can you deal with him,” these naive gentlemen in- 
re us if the constitutional power to exclude Roberts does not 
exist?’ 

Who that will refresh himself with a moment of calm, abso- 
lutely free from hysteria, can doubt that the presiding officer 
would at once direct the arrest of the offender, whether member, 
member-elect, or anyone else, if other officers of the body or em- 
se rs or members did not at once perform that necessary serv- 
ice? And then the offender would be turned over to the jailer and 
the courts or would be punished by the House itself. 

And the member-elect confined in the penitentiary for a period 
covering the entire life of the Congress, or expiring only the day 
before the final adjournment of the Congress—how can he be dealt 
with, if it be not in order under the Constitution to exclude Roberts 
instead of 3 him? This is another sample conundrum, 
supplied by the exclusionists. 

Note the difference between the case at bar and the supposed 
case: Roberts is not in the penitentiary, but is here claiming a seat 
in the House as a Representative-elect; the other fellow is not here 
claiming a seat and can not be here. No one denies the power or 
right of the House by a majority vote to declare vacant a seat 
which a member-elect will not or can not take, as it is his duty to 
do; and thus disappears another lion spirited from dreamland and 
thrown into the pathway of the Constitution. 

Let it be observed now, once for all, that not a single argument 
has been advanced for the majority report which is not more 
potent for expulsion than for exclusion. 

The ‘‘anti-contamination” plea is mirth provoking. Some gen- 
tlemen affect much concern lest we be contaminated if the 
oath of office be administered to Roberts, even though he be then 
expelled just as quickly as the roll could be called upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution to expel. They know very well that from 
the 4th day of December until this hour Roberts has been privi- 
leged to come into this House and remain in it at will. They 
know that during all the time since this House convened in De- 
cember he has had a seat and a desk upon this floor, the same as 
each of them. In view of these facts, known to everyone here, 
the anti-contamination plea for leave to lay aside the Constitution 
may go to join its fellows. 

Often I have been impressed with a alay of the depth of the 
wisdom of the plain, common-sense people of our land. Indeed, 
I rate their homely judgment, evolved from the everyday thought 
of the millions, as worth much more than the conclusions of the 
supposed wise men, titled or in official station. This case, I think, 
affords an example in point. 

Millions of good, conscientious, God-loving, God-fearin: 


peo- 
us to 
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. him! Here is the prayer that came to us, in thousands of 
tions, signed by millions of devoted Christians: 


To the Hon. ——_-——, ve- eleet of the dis- 
e ee the Fifty-sizth Congress of the States of 
We, the und 1 y qualified voters of the said ——— Congres- 

sional district of the tate of „do hereby most res fully and 

you as our resentative in the -sixth Con- 
gress to use your utmost endeavor and to ust all honorable means to 
secure the prom, of Mr. B. H. Roberts. of Utah, the avowed poly; 
amist covenant breaker, from the House of tatives, in - 

ance the the National Constitution in Article f, n 5, 

2, which reads as follows: Each House [of Congress] may deter- 


punish its . ek disorderly behavior, 


most y and most earnestly call upon you to use your 
utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure action the 
Fifty-sixth Congress proposing an amendment to the National Constitution, 
and submitting the same to the legislatures of the several States, defining 
legal marriage to be monogamic, and making y, under whatever 
C tates, ble by severe 
penalties, including disfran: ent and to yote or to hold 
any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State or 
Territory therein. 


How fine is the intuition of the American citizen when his hon- 
est mind is moved and his Christian conscience is stirred! Our 


modest, eine Coat must have appreciated more 
than some of us do that while bp a og should be cast out, 
he should go hence as the Constitu 0 ned — by expulsion. 


They seem to realize that the preservation of the Constitution is 
of vital importance to them and theirs. When they ask for bread, 
why give a stone? 

uch has been said about the protection of the House. A word 
about the ion of the . They have the right to elect 
as their Representative in whomsoever they choose, If 
the elected possess the 1 the refusal 
to t him to a seat in the is a deadly blow at the repre- 
sentative government of a free le. Every member is elected 


subject to the constitutional right of the House to expel him for 

anything which, by a two-thirds vote, is declared to be a sufficient 

reason for the exercise of the power to expel. Both the House 

and the people will be best protected when the constitutional 
ights of the humblest or most odious claimant of a seat in the 
ouse are respected and preserved. 

Mr. Speaker, I have consumed more of the time of the House 
than I meant to take, and I have been listened to with that close 
and gy pam attention for which, I assure you and assure the 
House, I am profoundly 28 I shall close with my humble 
but heartfelt tribute to the Constitution, that incom ble work 
of the Revolutionary patriots, which has commanded the admira- 
tion of the noblest of men from the day of its creation until this 
hour; has compelled the commendation, almost the worship, of 
independent free men ev here. 

Matchlessinstrument! “Mighty chastof human freedom! Splen- 
did tribute to human ius! valuable guardian and surety of 


stones that mark the places of our long rest shall have crumbled; 
when our names and our deeds, good or bad, great or small, shall 
have faded from the memory of man, people of greater enlighten- 
ment, aspiring to higher glories of citizenship, excelling in nobler 
triumphs of Iberty, Will revere that sacred instrument. 

But, however this House may vote, whatever the procedure in 
this case may be, while I live, and during the lives of my children 
after me, I and they at least will ch the proud recollection 
that I stood by the Constitution as the fathers made it and as the 
fathers interpreted it; and whether many or few of you vote to 
sustain the view advanced by my friend from Maine cht. LITTLE- 
FIELD] and me, whether that view be vindicated or go down—aye, 
were not a man to sustain it but us two—we will stand by it 
proudly, and will welcome and cheerfully abide by the Eb ent 
of our constituents. And in our small way, and our brief day in 
history, we shall expect that the majority of the thoughtful men 
of our own profession, and of the broad-minded le of this land 

nerally, at least such of them as may have occasion to look into 

is question and consider it, will be found with us, 

He who stands by the Constitution, especially when there is no 
temptation to overturn it, no war spirit rife, no bitter prejudice, 
no division of the parues; the Democrat on one side and the Re- 
publican on the other—he who stands by the Constitution then 
certainly stands upon solid ground. And he who departs from it 
then can not have the excuse, or the justification, if zon please, of 
the noe — . — — of the might of a swelling wave of 
passion prejudice, or urgency of necessity. ; 

Calmly, unnecessarily, inexcusably, he will, ner N in him lies, 
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have trodden under foot the noblest instrument ever given by man 
to man, to band together and hold together free men and free 
States in their triumphal march, onward through the years and 
through the centuries, to a loftier civilization and a mightier des- 
tiny, not only for our Republic, but for the people of the world. 
And so, whatever the decision may be, however you may align 
yourselves in this contest, throwing aside personal feelings, we 
will gladly stand with the Constitution if it is to be upheld, and 
will 8 in sorrow, go down with it if it is to be 
crushed. longed applause. } 

Mr. HAM. Mr. Speaker, I gore in behalf of the highest 
privilege of this great House of the People, and if there ever was 
a necessity for a rational exercise and emphatic assertion of its 
supreme prerogative, that occasion is now upon us. If I know my 
own heart, I love the Constitution of my country and the institu-. 
tions of my Government and would not wittingly do either of 
them the slightest violence. I have no sympathy with and am no 
apologist for Judge Lynch or any of his methods, about which 

e gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DE ARMoND] has said so much. 
I can not bring myself to believe that the Constitution requires 
or that the country the House of Representatives to do 
anything absurd or ridiculous, I can not drive away the thought 
from my mind that if Mr. Roberts shall be sworn into this House 
and then immediately expelled, it will be an illogical and incon- 
sistent procedure. R 

Let me impress upon the attention of members one thought at 
the very outset. Those of us who vote for exclusion will do so 
essentially because Mr. Roberts is a polygamist. Those of you 
who may vote for expulsion will cast that vote, when you care- 
fully introspect and analyze pr real motives, because of the 
fact that he is a polygamist. us not deceive ourselves. If we 
who vote for exclusion shall thereby impose, as is contended, a 
disqualification not specifically mentioned in the Constitution, 
we shall do it opony. and avowedly. Those of you who vote for 
expulsion, and for the very same cause that actuates us, will also 
be adding a disqualification not prescribed in the Constitution, 
and while tacit and undeclared the reason may be, it will never- 
theless amount to the samething. Expulsion, according to Story 
and the weight of authority and precedents, seems to be author- 
ized only on account of extreme ‘‘ disorderly behavior” or crimi- 
nal conduct by a member during the period. of his membership, 
or in some way related to his status as a member, and not for 
something done antedating his membership. Of what possible 
disturbance of the House or infraction of its rules or outrageous 
crime could Mr, Roberts be guilty in the brief interval between 
swearing him in and forthwith turning him out, as proposed by 
the minority of the committee? 

Every deliberative body should, and I believe does, possess the 
inherent right to uphold and sce itself in its dignity, its in- 
tegrity, and its reputation. unexpressed by its charter, this 
right would arise and result by necessary implication as a logical 
consequence. 

Every body of men bly assembled for a lawful purpose 
should, and I believe does, have the primary authority in its 
organization and cOnduct, to determine and enforce the rules and 
regulations by which it is to be governed and through which it is 
to attain its 7 a 

The great first law of order naturally attaches to every correct 
human association. It were folly for men to meet for any proper 
reason, unless there should reside in those constituting the meet- 
ing, some authority to regulate the and some jurisdic- 
tion to promote and accomplish in an orderly manner the object 
of such meeting. In recognition of this inherent power and natu- 
ral course of things, the Constitution of the United States provides 
that each House may determine the rules of its proceedings.” 
Neither the time, nor the method, nor the general character of 
such determination is prescribed. 

These things are wisely and amply confided to each House. In 
keeping with this provision, it has been maintained from time im- 
memorial, and, so far as I know, without controversy, that ‘‘ ques- 
tions of privilege shall be first—those affecting the rights of the 
House collectively, its safety, ty, and the yet pe of its 

roceedings.” This is, I believe, the test rule of the House of 

tatives, and is made under the warrant of the Constitu- 

tion, and, so long as it exists, has all the sanction and binding 
force of the Constitution itself upon those whose duty it is to ob- 
serve it. While this has been formulated into a well-accepted and 
long-standing rule of the House of Representatives, and been 
uniformly observed and „nevertheless I think the privi- 
lege so defined and the power for its appropriate enforcement, 
from the very necessity of the case, would appertain and be ves 
in the House even were there no such rule declared. 

In the language of a great judge, this— 

Power is inherent, incidental, and necessary,and mustexist in every 
gate and deliberative body in order to the exercise of its functions, an 


cause without it such body would be powerless to accom; the of 
= y po plish the purposes 
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Again: 

It is a power of protection, and is necessary to the safety of the state. 

I believe that I may safely go further and say that were the Con- 
stitution absolutely silent touching the right of the House to de- 
termine the rules of its proceedings,” it would still have the right 
to do any act and make any rule which might be necessary an 

for carrying into execution the power” belonging to it by 
virtue of its creation and existence. 

If at the threshold, or during the pri of its organiza- 
tion, or at any time, the House should find i confronted with 
any condition which would be reasonably calculated to injurious! 
affect ‘‘its rights, safety, dignity, or the integrity of its ee 
ings,” would it not be competent, as well as suitable, to promptly 
advertise the situation and investigate the matter in limine? It is 
not difficult to imagine cases which might menace the House and 
warrant such action. 

Suppose, for example, and it is an old and familiar one, that a 
person afflicted with a serious and contagious disease, or one guilty 
of treason, or one fraudulently 1 a Representative- 
elect, or a maniac breathing out tenings and wrath, or one 
in the frenzy of delirium tremens, or one so intoxicated as not to 
understand the consequences of his acts, or one who had on the 
morning of the assembling of Con maliciously taken the life 
of a a. m either case, 5 vob at the time Sol the 177 
ing in of members, present himself and insist upon then and there 
having the oath administered to him by virtue of a certificate of 
election, will it be contended that, upon the solemn protest and 
responsible charge of a member of the House, soing np his 
knowledge or information and belief asto the facts, such a person 
could not be required to stand aside until an — — could be had? 

To make a more pertinent, modern, and perhaps a more inter- 
esting illustration, that there had n an election held 
in our alleged anti possessions, the Philippine Islands, to se- 
lect a Delegate to Congress, and that, coming with a certificate of 
election issued by the proconsul, or whoever might be the proper 
ey to sign a commission, there should appear the Sultan of 

olo, fresh from his seraglio, hailing from the , claim- 
ing an imperium in imperio, accompanied by chief dato, 
armed with his bolo [great laughter and applause], and demand 
that he be sworn in as a Territorial Delegate, should we not ex- 
clude him, if the facts which have been alleged 8 him had 
been ascertained to be true? Upon the theory of the minority, 
perhaps the proper procedure would be to say to him, W 
your royal highness kindly come down to the of the House 
and have the oath administered?” and then kick him out. [Re- 
newed Jaughter.] Under our theory, we would say to him at the 
threshold. You keeper of an oriental harem, ‘Avaunt, and quit 
our sight!’” pee on the floor and e eee 

It may be urged that these cases are co and improbable 
to arise, but they and others that have cited and might be 
supposed will serve to illustrate the absurdity of limiting and cir- 
cumscribing the House of Representatives in the p exercise 
of an inherent power. In either of the cases mentioned, it woul 
clearly be the duty of any member of the House having knowl- 
edge or well-grounded belief of the facts, to t the House 
therewith and protest accordingly; and it seems to me that it 
would be unreasonable for the House to deny itself or be denied 
the privilege of asserting adequate power to protect and safe- 
guard itself gree such eee, and trouble; otherwise, 
there would resented the strange and grotesque anomaly of 
an independent y being ridiculously helpless and impotent to 
defend itself or maintain its dignity and respectability; and the 
House of Representatives, authorized by the Constitution, would 
be deprived of the power to vindicate its distinctive function as a 
deliberative assembly or determine and enforce its procedure. 

While it may be admitted that a pearing & cer- 
tificate of election as a member of Congress, issued by the proper 
authority, has the prima facie right to appesi and be sworn in, 
and so long as such right is undisputed and no ing evidence 
is offered, is entitled to every privilege and favorable presumption 
which such certificate implies and carries with it, nevertheless 
there may exist facts and conditions which will, at least for the 
time being, rebut the prima facie case. Not all presumptions are 
conclusive; some are disputable and may be negatived. Stabit 
presumptio donec probetur in contrarium” is a maxim well rec- 
ognized in law and of common acceptation. 

Mr. Speaker, for some reasons I desire to submit a brief histor- 
ical résumé of this case. Mr. Roberts 8 in the House and 
bore in the form of his certificate of election, a prima facié or 
presumptive right to take the oath as a member thereof, and pre- 
sented himself for the execution and Spe of that right; but 
simultaneously therewith, a duly a ted and qualified member 
of this House [Mr. TAYLER of Ohio] arose in his place, inter- 
posed an objection (in which he was joined by as good a man as 
ever sat in this House, or will ever sit in any future my 


d public — papers evidencing such ineligibility. 


Herald from Arkansas, Mr. MCRAE), and with solemnity declared 


It is charged that tative-elect to the Fifty- 
ble to a seat in the House of 


Brigham H. Robérts,a 
Representatives, and that onch chargs is made through a mamber of 
C] ou, 
House on his assuch member, andon the a e 

This charge was manifestly preferred in faith, and not 
through caprice or partisan prejudice, and evidently with no sin- 
ister or selfish motive; forit must be admitted as historically true 
that every member of the House had for months, and continuously, 
been pas u notice of the facts out of which the charge arose, 
as well as the gravity of its nature, and hence realized the sincerity 
with which the accusation was made. Had there been the slightest 
suspicion to the contrary, it was within the province of any mem- 
ber of the House to have demanded the production and ed for 
the reading of the records, affidavits, and papers the existence of 
which had affirmed. It was known and published in advance 
just what action was contemplated in the Roberts case and why 
it was to betaken. ‘‘Noneof these things were hidden,” nor were 
they done in a corner.” 

ere we have the certificate of election, with all its supporting 
presumptions; in other words, the facie case on the one side, 
and on the other the objections and the accom 
of aie Speco members of the House, fortified with the most 
extensively circulated notice and general information bearing 
upon the allegations, coming as they did through the press, met- 
ropolitan and rural, mal correspondence, phlets, public 
meetings, petitions, protests, and every channel of notification— 
everything and in every way calculated to put reasonable men on 
inquiry, to challenge their attention, and elicit their investigation, 
as well as to carry conviction as to a substantial foundation for 
the made. No such case, with all its antecedent discus- 
sion and publicity, had ever occurred; a similar one will never 
likely arise in the future. It is notably sui generis, 

In the light of all these facts and circumstances, with a caveat 
continental in its scope and character, was not the prima facie case 
rebutted, and was not the 8 right involved so impaired 
and discredited as to justity the House of Representatives of the 
American Congress, in the exercise of its sound discretion and 
inherent power, in at least holding in abeyance the claim urged 
by Mr. Roberts for his immediate admission to that great body, 
and instituting, through its own agency and under its own direc- 
tion, an investigation of the matters in issue? 

It is certainly constitutional for the House to ‘‘judge of the 
qualifications of its own members.” When, where in its proceed- 
ing, and how shall that judgment be employed? Are not theright 
to judge, and the anome which a conclusion shall be reached, 
and the entire mental modus di, absolutely and in all they 
imply, conclusively reposed and vested in the House of Representa- 

ves? 

The prerogative of the aggregate body, independent of its ex- 
pr and clearly implied constitutional warrant, could surely 
be invoked and reasonably asserted to such an extent as torender an 
interlocutory judgment, and to say to the insistent Representative- 
elect, ‘‘ We pause and consider. We will iavestigats and as- 
certain.” It does not appear that there could result any serious 
lesion to the Constitution or any essential deprivation of the rights 
of the member-elect present, or the constituency behind him, if 
there should be a temporary deferment and co uent inquest; 
nor does it seem that when the House said to Mr. Roberts, You 
conf stand aside for the present, in order that we may have time 
and opportunity to inquire and judge and determine concerning 
the issue raised,” there was anything harshly arbi in its ac- 
tion or abusive of its constitutional province and j ction. 

Mr. Speaker, the framers of the Constitution were men of great 
wisdom, and the whole world honors them, and I ey Qui their 
handiwork, I am sure, fully as much as does my friend who has 
last spoken. It will stand while the ages endure. While they 
had the loftiest conceptions of the principles of popular govern- 
ment, and ‘‘ builded better than they knew,” they were withal men 
of the strongest order and the best qualities of common sense. 
They were practical men. They never contemplated for one 
moment that their work or any part of it should lead to or cause 
the operation of any a ity. 

When they said, There shall be a House of Representatives 
that it shall choose its Speaker and other officers, that it shali 
judge, that it may compel the attendance of absent members under 
such penalties as it may prescribe, that it may determine the rules 
of its proceedings, punish or expel a member, and keep a Journal,” 
they did not intend that these were all and the only things that 
the House should or might do. They never ed that a great 
organic, legislative body should be incapable of its own conserva- 
tion or that the specific enumeration of t wers and duties men- 
tioned, should exclude other privileges, authority, or details of pro- 


cedure which, by fair inference and in the very nature of things, 
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must attend and belong to such an organization in its collective 
capacity. It would discredit their sense and do violence to 
every reasonable intendment and the contemporaneous parliamen- 
tary usage and government then obtaining among the civilized 
nations of the world, and especially the mother country, to suppose 
thatit was their p to shear the House of Representatives of its 
powa of eee and the maintenance of its dignity, safety, 
tegrity, and representative character. This is clearly deducible 
from that section of the Constitution which declares that The 
Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be neces- 
and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers.” 
o create a House logically carries with the act of creation every 
necessary and proper authority in and attaching to such House, 
I therefore conclude—and I will be ingenuous enough to say, in 
opposition to my preconceived or prima facie opinion, formed 
without elaborate research and reflection—that under all the cir- 
cumstances, it was competent for the House of Representatives 
to interdict as it did the claim of Mr. Roberts to be sworn in as 
a member of this House and to pursue the course and the 
resolution which it adopted on the 5th of December, 1899, and 
that his prima facie right to have the oath instantly administered 
to him was accordingly rebutted. 

It will be remembered that each of the resolutions offered in the 
House in relation to the Roberts case contemplated an immediate 
inv tion and report, the one first voted on requiring that the 
oath should be first administered by virtue of the prima facie 
right growing out of the certificate of election; the other that Mr. 
Roberts should not be sworn in pending the investigation. The 
propriety, the importance, the necessity of A ci investigation 
were avowed and recognized in both resolutions. The House de- 
cided in favor of the latter. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not unmindful of the unfriendly criticism 
that this action of the House has provoked, nor insensible to the 
animadversion it has pleased some writers to visit upon the heads 
of those who sup the majority resolution. Have we by this 
action established a dangerous precedent and one that will return 
as a plague in the future? Is it to be sup that what we have 
so done will ever hereafter be invoked and relied upon in justifica- 
tion of some extreme and unpatriotic, partisan and selfish propo: 
sition, or that any member of Congress upon his responsibility as 
such, will eyer be so stupid and dishonest as to attempt to shelter 
himself behind the Roberts case in support of any vicious or mere 
exigent party purpose? Will those who are to come after us be 
less devoted to duty and patriotic obligation than we are? 

I believe such apprehensions are groundless, and that the case 
under consideration is unique, abnormal. solitary in its origi- 
nality, and the like of it will never again be known. Let us see. 
The movement adverse to Roberts does not take its origin from 

litical, partisan hostility—his political affiliations are in no way 
ae opposition to him is not personal, nor confined to 
:@y political party, for no political party could endure for a day 
in this Christian Republic if it were unfriendly to monogamy. 

It is not attributable to religions intolerance or sectarian preju- 
dice or fanaticism, for in connection with this movement, denomi- 
national unity is ev here exhibited; it is not because he isa 
Mormon, for many of us have the most pleasant recollections of 
our associations with his predecessors, e and RAWLINS and 
King, who, while Mormons, were each the husband of only one 
wife, and were worthy and admirable men, and were admitted to 
the House as Delegates and Member without the slightest protest, 
either upon the 99 85 of the House or the country, and proved 
themselves useful and efficient in their public service. ‘ 

It is on account of no sectionalism, for the remonstrance hashailed 
from every part of the Union and even from some of the people 
of Utah; it is the result of no division of sentiment in the great 
body of American citizenship concerning the national policy of 
antagonism to polygamy, for all men and all parties have for 

ears mutually joined and ted for its suppression; nor is 
t because of any divergent opinions as to the datas and processes 
and objects of civilization, the general welfare, the domestic 
tranquillity, the blessings of liberty, the pursuit of happiness, the 
tree exercise of religion, or the right of representation. This case 
and this oe. will expire with each other, and, relying upon 
the considerate judgment of thoughtful men and resting upon the 
consciousness of representative duty faithfully performed and an 
honest interpretation of the power with which we have been 
clothed, we are confident of our rectitude and content with our 


and availed himself of ample 8 for eross - examination. 
We have examined record and other documentary evidence, 

We haye inquired into the whole matter as fully as we could 
and sought light and truth from every available and legitimate 
source of information. We have tested the weight of the testi- 
mony and the credibility of the witnesses and acquainted ourselves 
with actual conditions as they exist. We have had printed and 
made public the evidence we have obtained, and it is accessible to 
anyone who may desire to inspect it. We have taken upon our- 
selves the burden of proof, Mr. Roberts admitting only the fact 
of his 8 guilty to the c of unlawful cohabita- 
tion with Celia Dibble, sometimes called Celia Roberts, in 1889, 
and otherwise making full denial. 

We have solemnly found and do say that Brigham H. Roberts, 
the Representative-elect from the State of Utah, is now and for 

ears has been a polygamist; that he does now sustain, and for a 
ong period of time sustained, polygamous relations with 
plural wives; that he is now and has for years been the head of 
three families; that the children of different living mothers owe 
their paternity to him and recognize him, as does the community 
where they live, as their father; and that the epitaph of a deceased 
child, buried in the very town where he resides, recites, ‘‘ Lena, 
daughter of B. H. and Celia Dibble Roberts,” and that twins were 
born to him in 1897 by Celia Dibble Roberts, and that he now 
lives in the habit and repute of marriage with Louisa Smith 
Roberts, Celia Dibble Roberts, and Dr. Margaret Shipp Roberts. 
And so say we all. 

These relations existed and were well known at the time and 
long before Mr. Roberts was elected to this Congress. We admit 
that he has ‘‘attained the age of 25 years, that he has been for 
seven years a naturalized citizen of the United States, and was 
when elected an inhabitant of the State in which he was chosen.“ 

These are the facts upon which this House is now called to pass, 
and upon them it must be determined whether Mr. Roberts should 
be a member of this Congress. If upon these facts the House 
would or could expel him, should not the House now exclude 
him? And is not the prima facie right to be sworn in foreclosed 
and concluded by the facts ascertained? Do they constitute a 
sufficient cause to warrant the House of Representatives in refus- 
ing to him admission and membership? 

will pass over the long chapter of the Territorial history of 
Utah with reference to polygamy—the statutes and prohibitions 
and penalties enacted by Congress for its 888 and sup- 
pression; repeated petitions and appeals of Utah for admission as 
a State, first refused and prasad arate proclamations of am- 
nesty by two Presidents of the United States conditioned upon 
the faithful observance of the laws; manifestoes and representa- 
tions of the official authorities of the Mormon Church in recogni- 
tion of and e in the laws of the United States; the 
enabling act, the conditions precedent, the pledges made and 
the spirit and intention of the contemporaneous compact between 
Utah and the United States; the constitutional inhibition of 
polygamy by the State of Utah; the adoption of anti- polygam 
statutes accompanying the transition to statehood; laws enac 
by the legislature of Utah against adultery and unlawful cohabi- 
tation—I will pretermit all these things and their discussion in 
extenso, because they have already been fully quoted and analyzed 
and, besides, are commonly known, and content myself here with 
the statement that the people of the United States, both through 
Congressional enactment and universal sentiment, denunciation, 
and conduct, have for many years, in every way they could, 
made their will and judgment manifest, 8 consistently, 
and persistently displayed their implacable hostility to and un- 
wavering condemnation of lygamy and its practices; and 
neither they nor Congress as the mcy would ever have con- 
sented to conferring statehood on Utah except with the under- 
standing that such crimes should cease, 

The laws and the conscience of the American people have con- 
sidered and do consider lygamy and polygamous relations as 
criminal, and they can not and will not tolerate nor condone them, 
much less indorse them as having any proper place in the decent 
civilization of the country. In their sess oy they stand out as a 
monumental defiance and contempt of what they consider the 
essential foundations of social puny and domestic felicity. More- 
over, they do and will regard their advocacy, recognition, and 
practice as rank disloyalty to the very integrity of the Republic 
{loud applause]; and are they not warranted in this attitude? 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution requires that Representatives 
shall be citizens of the United States for seven years, Senators for 
nine years, and that the President shall be a natural-born citizen, 
or acitizen of the United States at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. It neither prescribes citizenship nor age nor in- 


habitancy in the case of judges, ambassadors, public ministers, ' 
consuls, or other officers. It requires these things of you and mo’ 


as Representatives of Congressional districts, but no qualifica- 


tions are prescribed for a judge of the Supreme Court, whose’ 
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far-reaching power and influence may, on a close division, by his 
inion or a change of his views, overturn the judicial pr ents 
of acentury, 

To understand what was intended and had in view, present and 
prospective, we must look to what was said in the Convention, the 
times, and the surroundings. We had but recently emerged from 
a war with Great Britain and colonial dependency. The framers 
of the Constitution were naturally jealous and suspicious of their 
late enemy and were doubtless apprehensive that the British 
Crown might in some way seek to encompass confusion, embar- 
rassment, and detriment of some kind to the new Republic. 
They wished to preclude any foreign intrusion or interference in 
the establishment of their Government and toanticipate and pro- 
vide against any extraneous influence upon its legislative action 
after the Constitution should be ratified. They desired to accen- 
tuate in every way their independence and to set up a new gov- 
ernment in their own manner and by their own people, and assert 
their right to “do all acts and things that independent States may 
of right do.” They intended to have for their agents men of their 
own kind and persuasion, either native to the soil or so associated 
by effort and experience in their s gle for liberty, as to assure 
their unstinted sympathy, loyalty, and devotion to the new order 
a a There was reason for their action and method in what 
they did. 

I findin Bancroft’s History that when the question of qualifica- 
tions for Representatives was under consideration especial im- 
portance was attached to citizenship. It was regarded as indis- 
pensable. The possible election of a newcomer from a foreign 
country was viewed with distrust and to be expressly prevented. 
There was at first a difference of opinion as to the length of citi- 
zenship requisite for eligibility of Representatives, some favoring 
a less period than seven years. There were even in the Conven- 
tion some members who were not native Americans, notably 
Wilson, Robert Morris, and Fitzsimmons. As illustrating the 
mind and 5 of the Convention, I quote from the debates 
and proceedings: 

I do not choose— 

Said Mason— 


to let foreigners and adventurers make laws for us and govern us without 
that local knowledge which ought to be possessed by the Representatives. 

And it is said he moved for seven years instead of three, and 
that all the States agreed to this except Connecticut. Bancroft 
says that from respect for Wilson, who was born and educated in 
Scotland, the subject was taken up once more, Gerry, on the 
18th of August, 1787, “wished that none should be elected but 
men bornin the land.” Williamson preferred a residence of nine 
years to seven; Hamilton to require only citizenship and inhab- 
itancy, and Madison seconded him. 

The organization of the legislative and executive departments 
of the Government was naturally to precede the designation and 
appointment of judges and other public officers, and for that 
reason, doubtless, as to them no qualifications were prescribed, 
notwithstanding the judicial branch was to be equal in rank and 
dignity with the others. I suppose it was presumed that these 
matters could be safely intrusted to the discretion and patriot- 
ism of the appointing and confirming powere. Upon these two 
departments, the executive and the legislative, was to rest the pri- 
mary responsibility of launching the craft of the more pee ect 
union,” and that accomplished, the future sailing would be con- 
fided to competent pilots whose vigilance would avoid any breakers 
in its course. 

It is to be noted that provision for a future uniform rule of nat- 
uralization was made, and if I mistake not, this was discussed in 
the Convention with reference to and in connection with the ineli- 
gibility of foreigners. 

There was obviously a good and special reason for prohibiting 
“any person holding any office under the United States from be- 
ing a member of either House,” The separation and free exercise 
of the functions of the independent departments of the Govern- 
ment were to be fully conserved. 

Nearly 3 of a century after our fathers sat in the 
Constitutional Convention and formulated the great principles of 
republican institutions, there occurred a terrible civil war between 
the States. When it was over and the Union was preserved, there 
was incorporated into the Constitution an amendment denying to 
any person who had previously taken an oath as a member of Con- 
gress, etc., to support the Constitution of the United States, and 
who should have engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the 
same or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof, the right to 
be a Senator or Representative; providing, however, for removal 
of such disability. The recollection of this fearful conflict is so 
fresh in the memory of all of us and the reasons for and the cir- 
cumstances attending the adoption of this amendment are so well 
. as to call for no special interpretation of its spirit and 
intent. 


There is and was a reason for each rule of disqualification, and 
each was designed and constructed for a specific pu pertinent 
to particular conditions and surroundings, and each and all are 
declared negatively in form and preceded by the words: 


No person shall. 


It is, I think, of special significance that the first draft of the sec- 
tion which prescribes the qualifications of Representatives, when 
reported to the Convention, read as follows: 


Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 25 
years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least three 
ears before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resident of 

e State in which he shall be chosen. 

And is affirmative in form. 

As it was finally adopted and now appears in the Constitution 
it reads as follows: 

No person shall be a Representative whoshall not have attained to the age 
of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and whoshall 
not when elected be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be chosen. 

And is negative in form. There must have been some reason for 
this change. Evidently there is a substantial difference not only 
in phraseology, but in the respective constructions to be given. 

he first is, 1 think, exclusive in effect, while the last is not. 
The chronological order in which they were discussed and con- 
sidered in the Convention is not material. It is enough to know 
that when the subject was under consideration Mr. Dickinson 
said he— 
was se any recitals of qualifications in the Constitution. It was im- 
© 


possible to make a complete one; and a partial one would, by implication, tie 
up the hands of the legislature from supplying omissions. 


Wilson concurred in the opinion of Dickinson, and said: 


ides, a ial enumeration of cases will disable the legislature from 
eee eee and rous characters. Fer 

In view of the objections urged by Dickinson and Wilson, as 
we say in the report of the committee, and their opinions as to 
the construction that would arise and the consequences thereof, 
the conclusion seems certainly reasonable, if not absolutely irre- 
sistible, that the ohare from the affirmative to the negative form 
was intentionally made, and with the very purpose of obviating 
such objections, and hence that in being negatively stated, it was 
considered by the Convention that the particular qualifications 
mentioned would not be exclusive, and would not render impossi- 
ble the ‘‘disqualifying, odious, and dangerous characters,” and 
would not prevent Bs A bed omissions.” À 

In consideration of all these things, is it reasonable to conclude 
that nonage and alienage and noninhabitancy, and nothing more, 
should ever stand in the way of membership in the House of Ke 
resentatives? And does the expression of these particular disquali- 
fications, negatively stated, necessarily exclude every other pos- 
sible cause of ineligibility? And if a person be not obnoxious to 
either of them, is he therefore conclusively fitted and suited for 
the responsible duties of and participation in the all-important 
and dignified work of making laws for the whole country? Are 
age and citizenship and inhabitancy all that are needed to make 
good Congressional material, and if equipped with these only, is 
a person elected, propter hoc, duly and truly prepared, worthy 
and well qualified for all the weighty and solemn en ments of 
Representative service? Was it intended that a capable and up- 
right man, who might lack one day of being 25 years old, or one 
day of citizenship for seven years, should be disqualified, and that 
a malefactor or ‘‘odious and dangerous character” of any kind, 
should be constitutionally eligible to a seat in the House of Rep- 
resentatives? 

Mr, Speaker, my judgment, my conscience, my common sense, 
my respect for the authors of the Constitution and regard for 
their practical wisdom, my concept of the reason of rules and 
their unstrained construction, the fairinterpretation of language, 
the ethics of government, the proprieties and integrities of legis- 
lative assemblies, and the respect to which they are entitled and 
the esteem in which they should be held, the claims of organized 
society, the responsibility of the House to the great body politic 
and what it owes to itself in the just estimate of its high privi- 
leges and the rightful assertion of its intrinsic potentiality. con- 
strain me to answer no.“ 

We, as members here, not only represent our own immediate 
constituencies and respective localities, but we stand for the whole 
Union. Weare a composite body and must work for what con- 
cerns the well-being of the entire country, and it behooves us to 
unite our efforts in the condemnation of any general organized 
evil or infidelity to the laws and crystallized ponar of the whole 
American people. We owe something to each other, something 
to social order, something to public morals and associated Chris- 
tianity, something to society at large, something to the land in 
which we live, the Government of which we are a part, and the 
perpetuation of our distinctive civilization. 
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Mr. Speaker, some reference has been made to the religious 
features of this case. While I maintain in all earnestness and in 
its proper vigor the ancient and fundamental doctrine of divorce 
between church and state. while I shall never cease to do honor 
to Roger Williams and his colaborers for the initiation in our 
polity and their faithful successors later on, for their instrumen- 
tality in the i tion in our Constitution of the great prin- 
ciple of religious and the declaration that no statutory 
mandate shall invade ‘‘the home of reason,” assault ‘‘ the citadel 
of conscience,” or disturb *‘ the sanctuary of the soul,” while I con- 
cede and fully approve the well-defined separation of ecclesiastic 
and political functions, and shall ever oppose the trenching of the 
the other, still the conviction grows upon my mind that 
the C ian people of this country are the hope of the Republic 
and the shield and buckler of our civilization. [Applause. 

Neither they nor we can afford to allow any man or set of men, 
under the claim of religious faith, to practice what the enlightened 
world denounces as a crime, and escape our disapprobation. 


Civilization— 


Said Lord Russell, the lord chief justice of England, in a speech 
a few years ago before the American Bar Association— 
is not a veneer; it must penetrate to the very heart and core of the societies 
of men. Its true are, thoughts for the poor and suffering, chivalrous 
‘or 


regard and woman, the love of ordered freedom, abhor- 
rence of what is mean and cruel and vile. 


Mr. Speaker, the framers of our Constitution realized their de- 
pendence upon an all-wise Providence, and were not indifferent 
to reli obligations. I find that at one time during their de- 
liberations, when, as Martin reported, the Convention was on 
the v. of di intion. scarce held ther by the strength of a 
hair, Benjamin Franklin, the oldest one among them, to restore 
calm, just as the House was about to adjourn, proposed that the 
Convention should be opened every morning by prayer, and said: 


I live the more convincing proofs I see that God rns inthe 
9 I firml believe that “sxcept the Lord build the house, they 
labor in vain that build it.” 

George W , who was President of the Constitutional 
Convention, in his Farewell Address, which will be a classic while 
the English cont bp is spoken and political scripture wherever 
Americans dwell, said: 

, reli- 
...!... 
lars of human happiness these firmest props of — — DE 

0 A 
mere politician, with the man, ought to respect and 
cherish them. A volume pa gy trace their connection with private 
soa pabio felicity, * * * 
ok anion simawane TOD Mutt CEDAM DON Toca aa ty ELDO tone 
nabonal morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principles. 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the Constitution declares that 
„Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,” and that ‘‘no 
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under the United States,” I can not believe for one 
moment that it was ever even remotely contemplated that polyg- 
amy and polygamous customs should masquerade in the guise 
— 8 under the auspices of the Christian religion; and were it pos- 
sible for Franklin and Washington and any of their illustrious 
coadjutors to stand incarnate among us ay, they would, like 
us, regard them as inimical to the peace and dignity of our insti- 
tutions and be amazed at any such perversion of the Constitution 
asacontrary contention would involve. They would, I think, be 
among the very first to indorse and uphold the united moral senti- 
ment and Christian convictions of rade pront body of the people, 
and remain among the very last in insisting that the House of 

tatives should do them no violence, 

e are not here, Mr. Speaker, to refuse any proper representa- 
tion to the people of any Congressional district in the United 
States; we are not here to usurp the province of electors at the 
polls; we are not here to institute inquiry into the private lives 
and sit in censorship upon the characters of our fellows; we are 
not here to impose general, moral, or religious tests. It is nothing 
to us, in our representative capacity, whether a man be a gnostic 
or an agnostic, an infidel or a believer, a Catholic or a Protestant, a 
Mermon or an anti-Mormon; but we are here to discountenance 
polygamy and its relations as a public enormity, and to refuse to 


anyone practicing the same that national recognition which ad- 
mission to membership in this great House of the People would 
signify. [Applause. } 

We are here to say to the people of Utah that we are ready and 
cheerful to accord to them all the privileges and immunities be- 
longing to the citizens of sovereign States. We say to them, 
Jou may send to Congress whomsoever you will, Mormon or 
Gentile, and freely exercise your own judgment as to his merits, 
whatever may be his political or religious persuasion; we guar- 
antee to you a republican form of government; but we will never 
honor your credentials nor welcome your Representative-elect if 
he be in fact a polygamist and have, in the habit and repute of 

e, more than one living wife. You must your cove- 
nant with the American people and respect the laws and civiliza- 
tion of the age.” 

Mr. Speaker, I have read much of the interesting and in many 
respects, pathetic history of the Mormon people; of their i 
faith, when no alleged revelation had sanctioned plural wives; of 
their incipient organization as a church; of their industry and 
frugality; of the severity with which some of them were treated; 
of their t and exodus, and their weary and ilous pil- 
grimage to the distant plains; of their suffering and sorrow; of 
their industrial progress and the marvelous development of their 
new land, and of how they have made the wilderness and the 
solitary place glad and the desert to blossom as the rose,” and 
often at the perusal my commiseration has been aroused. While 
I can tolerate if not approve their primary faith, and concede to 
them the full right to worship Gol according to the dictates of 
their own consciences,” I can never look with allowance upon any 
avowal and practice of polygamy. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the altars and the firesides 
of our common land, the rooftrees of American homes, the holy 
estate of matrimony, and the sacred and inviolable associations of 
the family circle, with a solemn regard for the Constitution of my 
country and the dignity of the great popular branch of its 
lature, and ‘‘adecent respect to the opinions of mankind,” and 
the fear of God before my eyes, I declare my belief that Brigham 
H. Roberts ought not for one instant of time to be admitted to 
— — in this House of Representatives. [Prolonged ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. A 

Mr. MAHON. If the — pe is adopted, establishing 
his right to be sworn in, will he be entitled to pay and privileges 
of the House as a member-elect? 

What whereas under the rules of the House will be required 
to bring him to the bar of the House to be sworn in if he should 
fail to voluntarily appear, as he can not be expelled until after he 
is sworn in? a 

If he is sworn in and becomes a member of the House, will his 
expulsion deprive him, as an ex- member, under rules of the House, 
of admission to the Hall of the House and rooms leading thereto?” 

The SPEAKER. Those several questions will be disposed of as 
they arise. [Laughter.] They do not arise at this time. 

r. TA R of Ohio. Mr. Spose, Iask unanimous consent 
that the resolution, the substitute, and the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa, or to be offered by him, which may be 
considered, for the purpose of this unanimous consent, as offered, 
be considered as pending, subject to Soh ae of order, and that the 
previous question be considered as ered u the resolution, 
the substitute, and the amendment so off by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. Pending that request, Mr. Speaker, I 
first desire to know if any ous question has been ordered on 
the 5 by the c ttee and the substitute? 

4 The SP No previous question has been ordered thus 
ar. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Well, then, it would not be agea d 
to obtain unanimous consent that the amendment should be pend- 
ing and the previous question ordered. 

r. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, objection seems to be 
made to the request for unanimous consent, and I move the pre- 
vious question on the resolution and substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves the previous 
question on the resolution reported by the majority and the sub- 
stitute therefor reported by the minority. 

Mr. LACEY. 8 or 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did you not include the amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did the gentleman from Ohio not include 
in his demand for the previous question that the amendment should 
be included? Iso understood the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LACEY. He did not, 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House, the Chair 
will state, but the resolution reported by the majority and the 
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substitute reported by the minority; and the gentleman from Ohio 
demands the previous question on those two resolutions. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. S er, I withdraw that motion, 
and will yield to the gentleman from Iowa solely for the purpose 
of ae the amendment, upon which I will reserve the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio yields for the pur- 
pose of permitting the gentleman from Iowa to offer the amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Reserving the point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. What is it to be offered as an amend- 
ment to? 

Mr. LACEY. It will be stated in a moment, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. It will be offered as an amendment to 
the resolution of the majority. ; 

The SPEAKER, The amendment will be fead for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 4, page 1, after the word “and,” the following: “he is ex- 
pelled, and;” so as to read: 

* Resolved. That under the facts and circumstances in this case Brigham 
H. Robe: Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have 


rts, 
or hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and he is hereby expelled, and 
that the seat to which he was elected is hereby vacant." 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Upon that amendment I make the t 
of erst that it is not germane to the resolution which it seeks to 
amend. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers the amend- 
ment just read to the resolution reported by the majority, and the 
gentleman from Ohio makes the point of order that it is not ger- 
mane to the resolution, The Chait desires to know if the gentle- 
man from Ohio withdrew the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I did. 

The SPEAKER. Very well. Then the t of order is debat- 
able. The Chair will hear the gentleman Ohio, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I understand the discussion of the point 
of order is entirely within the control of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. As to the length of it, yes. Does the gentle- 
man desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Ihave an idea about the parliamen- 
tary situation here, but my idea is disputed in my hearing, and 
I wish to make this parliamentary inquiry: Whether it is in order 
now for me to move the previous question on the resolution, the 
substitute, and the amendment without waiving the point of 
order? I do not think it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
order must first be disposed of. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. As there seems to be no disposition to 
debate it, I hope the Chair will decide it. 

e. 75 R. Does the gentleman desire to debate the point 
of order 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Yes, sir; I did not clearly understand 
the question of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks if the gentleman desires to be 
heard upon his point of order? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I make the point of order upon this 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, that it is not germane to the resolution. 
The resolution provides for the exercise of a well-defined power of 
the House of Representatives, to exclude a member el from 
its councils. That is one great power allowed to the House; the 
amendment seeks to invoke another great power of the House, 

entirely independent, namely, the power to j 

Now, then, the power to expel can in no way be connected with 
the power to exclude. They are entirely different and separate 

rations and efforts upon the part of the House of Representa- 

ves, Similar questions have been decided in this House, and I 
do not know that there is any doubt about the proposition that a 
resolution to expel is not germane to a resolution to exclude. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8 , the gentleman from Ohio is rather 
late in his discovery that no 3 of expulsion is contained in 
this proposition. ə should have made a point of order . pE 
the substitute resolution offered by the gentleman from > 
which directly involves the proposition of expulsion. Having 
failed to make the point of er on the minority resolution, it is 
properly before the House, and a point of order an amend- 
ment upon the subject of expulsion comes too late. If the substi- 
tute did not in terms ring before the House the question of 
expulsion, the proposition of the tleman from Ohio and the 
majority of the committee does bring it up, and I quote from 
page 6 of the majority report as follows: 

Nor are those who assert that expulsion is the remedy necessarily ba: 
from vo for the resolution —— seat 
be and narrow in his constru: 
admit that if a vote to declare the seat vacant is 


ed Dy a two thirds 
majority the Constitution is substantially complied 


That is the official statement made b 2 
that this resolution if passed by a two-thirds vote would be sub- 
stantially a resolution of expulsion, and therefore that question 
is before the House. The question is brought before the House, 
For three days, without objection, without any point of order 
having been made, without a single member having been called 


the gentleman himself, 


to order for discussing this proposition, we have gone thoroughly 
over the entire ground of expulsion. 

1 say =ne point is made entirely too late if it ever was proper. 
But t int of order will not lie against a proposition of this 
kind. e question involved is as to the right of a member to a 
seat. It rises above the rules of this House; it rises to the very 
source from which this House obtains its authority to sit. Ths 
right of expulsion and the right of exclusion are constitutional 
questions, and this House is not acting upon mere parliamentary 
rules, but we are passing on the great constitutional question as 
to the right of this member to occupy, to retain, to have, to hold 
in the future a seat in this body. at may be reached in various 
ways. It involves the very proposition that was embraced in the 

of the committee, 
matter need not, in fact, have gone to a committee at all. 
This is a matter that the House could have acted on and have 
taken the whole testimony before the House itself. It is nota 
guano abont committee authority. We are be before the 
ouse a constitutional question that this body could have decided 
directly without the intervention of a committee, and we are not 
limited by any technical rules. 

The House could have heard this testimony. The House sub- 
mitted the taking of testimony to nine gentlemen. They have 
reported the facts—they have reported them unanimously, The 
House need not look at the testimony; the House accepts the 
unanimous findings. With that finding of facts we are content; 
and the question arises now, What shall we do with the facts re- 
ported before the House? Let me read the facts. They are brief. 


We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah and was at the date of hiselection 


above the age of 25 years; t he had been for more than seven years a 
7 J citizen of the United States and was an inhabitant of the State 
of Utah. 


We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
has borne him six dren. 
hat about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 
has ever since lived as such, and who since such marri has borne him six 
children, of whom the last were twins, born August 11, 8 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
3 The SPEAKER, The tleman will state it. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. - Is this directed to the point of order? 
The SPEAKER. That is the question to which the gentleman 


is “ESTE. himself, 

Mr. LACEY. Iam 8 the specific facts. 

The SPEAKER. The can not yet determine the applica- 
tion EE eons will make of those facts, 

Mr. LACEY. Iam nearly through the finding. 

That some years after his said marri 
other plural with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever since 
lived in the habit and repute of v Foar committee is unable to fix 
the exact date of this It does not appear that he held her out as 
his wife before January, 1897. or that she before that date held him outas her 
husband, or that before that date they were reputed to be husband and wife. 

That these facts were generally known in Utah, ene, ea i against 
him during his cam for election, and were not denied by him. 

That the testimon on these facts was taken in the presence of Mr. 
Roberts, and that he y cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to place 
himself upon the witness stand. 

Those are the only facts. 

Several MEMBERS. Rule! Rule! 

Mr. LACEY. I know it is a late hour, gentlemen, but this is 
an important matter. This resolution does not simply say that 
Mr. Roberts is not entitled to have a seat. It goes further, and 
says he ought not to hold a seat. That involves the question of 
expulsion, and gentlemen who hold the views that I hold are in- 
vited to vote for the proposition because it is one in which expul- 
sion is involved. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, if the Speaker has any doubt 
about this question I would be glad to be heard for a few mo- 
ments. If he has not, I do not want totrespass on the patience of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has no doubt about the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I do not desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will call attention to one or two 
facts preliminary to the decision of this question. We haye two 
propositions pending before the House—one of exclusion, which is 
the proposition of the majority, and one in which we are served 
with notice that 8 will be asked for, but involving first 
the swearing in of Mr. Roberts. 

The resolution of the minority does not contain any element of 
expulsion, but notice is served by the minority that so soon as the 
oath is administered to Mr. Roberts his expulsion will be moved. 


to Celia Dibble he contracted an- 


The proposition offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
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ae the proposition recommended by the majority the idea of 
e on. 

e ah ony as it stands will deny Mr. Roberts a seat, will 
not allow him to sit for one instant in this House. That is the 
proposition of the majority. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] does not deny him a seat alone, 
but says, with the majority, that he must not have or hold a seat, 
but that he must also be excluded from his seat. . 

The proposition of the majority, which denies Mr. Roberts a 
seat, can carried through this House, under the rules, by a 
majority vote. With the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] added, that of expulsion, it will require a two-thirds 
vote to carry the amended resolution. Doesanyone contend that 
changing a resolution from a condition where a mere majority 
can carry it through to a resolution which will requie a two- 
thirds vote to carry it ante aR DAt such an amendment is ger- 
mane to the original proposition? 

The Chair does not entertain a single doubt but that this is not 
germane to the original resolution. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] says, however, that 
this involves a question above and beyond the rules, being a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. 

The Chair holds with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
that it is a constitutional question and one of the highest privi- 
lege, but this body has pursued constitutional methods in treat- 
ing it, and is now, through a committee appointed in recognition 
of this high right, considering the matter, and that committee, in 
the discharge of its great duty to this House under the Constitu- 
tion, has brought in its two propositions. 

The Chair therefore holds that the amendment is out of order, 
and recognizes bee, peer from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER]. 

Mr. LACEY, ith all due respect to the Chair, I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, let us move with calmness and 
care. The tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] rises to exercise 
a sacred right, that of appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I move to lay the appeal on the table, 


Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] 
moves to lay the a on the table. The question is on agreein 
to the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio, to Jay the appeal 
of the gentleman from Iowa on the table. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. A division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands a divi- 
sion. On this point, however, the Chair desires to say that he has 
the right to order tellers and will not count on a matter involving 
his decision. The Chair, therefore, will ri a as tellers the 

ntleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the gentleman from 

owa [Mr. Lacey]. 
8 tellers having taken their places, the House proceeded to 
0. 

Pending the announcement of the result, 

Mr. LACEY said: Mr. Speaker, in view of the evident spirit of 
the House on the question, I withdraw the appeal. 
3 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws his ap- 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. nol ah I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution and substitute. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves the previous 
question on the original resolution and the substitute. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
a am the minority. 

r. RIC DSON. Now, let us adjourn, There will be two 

yea-and-nay votes, 

Several MEMBERS, Oh, no! 


The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the adoption of 
the substitute reported by the minority will vote ‘‘aye”—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAM. Weshould like to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas calls for the read- 
ing of the minority substitute. Without objection, it will be 


again read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a resenta- 
tive in the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, with the q ications 
uisite for to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitutional 

t, to take the oath of office pees for members-elect; his status as a 
ygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording onal 
ground for expulsion, but not for exclusion from the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substi- 
tute which has been read, 


The ag was taken, and there were—yeas 81, nays 244, not 


voting as follows: 
YEAS—8L 
Allen, KY. e. Met Enoret 
en, Ky. 0 uppert, 
Alien, Mise, Fitzgerald, N.Y. McClellan, Ryan, N 
Wa ayle, ‘ulloch, an, Pa, 
Bailey, Tex. Gordon Maddox, Boudier, 
Ball. Green, Pa. May, Sims, 
Bankhead, Meekison, Slayden, 
Bartholdt, Hay, Meyer, La. Small, 
Bartlett, Howard, Newlan Smith, Ky. 
II. Jenkins, Norton, Ohio Snodgrass, 
Brewer, Johnston, Norton, 8. Stephens, Tex. 
O Jones, Va. Otey, wanson, 
ce,» ti, | Ea Fee 
gS, uarles, nderwi 
Chanler, Kluttz, Recoil, Vandiver, 
Clayton, Ala. N Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, EE 
Cooney, Levy, Richar, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooper, Tex. ms Ridgely, Young, Va 
De Armond, Littlefield, ixey, 
De Graffenreid, he alma bbins, 
Dinsmore, loyd. Robertson, La. 
NAYS—24. 
Acheson, Dayton, Knox, Robinson, Ind. 
AGAGA Denny, Lacey, Robinson, Nebr. 
Allen, Me. De Vries, — 96 Russell, 
Babcock Dick, Landis, Salmon 
Bailey, Kans, Dolliver, Lane, Shafroth, 
Baker, Dougherty, Shattue, 
Barber, Dovener, Latimer, Shelden, 
Bar Driggs, Lawrence, She; a 
Barney, D: 5 mtz, Sherm: 
Benton, Eddy, Littauer, Showalter, 
Berry, Emerson, Little, Sibley, 
Bishop, Esch, Long, Smith, III. 
Bol 4 ~ Ferber Smith, H. C. 
Boutell, Il. Finley, Loud i Smith, Samuel W. 
Bowe 1 Fitzgerald, Mass. Love x Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bradley, Fletcher, 7 — Southard, 
Eres tley, AA 128 every, 
p 0, 088. u 
Brenner, Foster, McDowe Stark, 
8 ick, Fowler, 13 —.— 11 
us, reer, cPherson, vens, Minn, 
Brown Gaines, McRae, Stewart, 
Brownlow, Gamble, Mahon, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brundidge, Gardner, Mich. Mann, Stewart, Wis. 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. Stokes, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gaston, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burke, Tex. Gibson, | Mesick. Sulzer, 
Burkett, Gilbert, ' Metcalf, Sutherland, 
Burleigh, Gill, Miers, Ind. Talbert, 
Buruett, Gillet, N. Y. Miller, Tate, 
Burton, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Tawney. 
Butler, Glynn, Mondell, Tayler, Ohio 
S GE S 
wel, T: V. rry, 
Cannon, 8 oon, Thayer, 
Capran Griffith, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 
Chickering, Grosvenor, Morris, Thomas, N.C. 
Clark, Mo. Grout, Mudd, p. 
8 N.Y Grow, Muller, Tompkins, 
Cochran, Mo. Hall, Naphen, ‘Tongue, 
C N.Y. Hamil eed Underhill 
Connell, Haugen, Neville, an Voorh 
Cooper, Wis. Hawley. O'Grady, reeland, 
fiss, Heatwole, 0) is Wachter, 
Cousins, Hedge, Otjen, adswor 
Cowherd, Hemenway, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cox, Henry, Conn. Packer, Pa. Warner, 
Crawford, Henry, Parker, N. J. Waters, 
Cromer, Henry, Tex. Payne, atson, 
Crowley, Hepburn, Pearce, Mo. Weaver, 
Crump, Pearre, Weeks, 
Crumpacker, Hoffecker, 1 ite, 
Ou gs, Hop! Pierce, Williams, J. R. 
Curtis, Howell, Powers, Williams, W. E. 
Dahls; a Hull, Prince, 
Daly, N. J. Jack, Pugh, Wilson, N. X 
D R Jett, Ray, Wilson, S. C. 
Davenport, S. A. Jones, Wash. Reeder, right, 
Davenport, S. W. Joy, Rhea, Va. Young, Pa. 
Davidson, Ketcham, Robb, Zenor, 
Davis, Kleberg, Roberts, Mass, Ziegler. 
NOT VOTING—29. 
Alexander, Cusack, Kerr, Sparkman, 
lamy, „ Linney, Spight, 
ng! 5 vey, Noonan, Stallings, 
Boutelle, Me. Fitzpatrick, Reeves, Weymouth, 
Bromw eming, Riordon, Wheeler, 
Campbell, Fox, Rodenberg 
Carmack, Harmer, Shacklefor 
Clarke, N. H. Hitt, Spalding, 


So the substitute resolution was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, before the pairs are announced, I 
wish to state to the House that owing to the importance of this 
question and its nonpolitical character I have not assumed the 
responsibility or 3 to pair absent members on this ques- 
tion or on the one which will. follow this, nor have I been able to 
secure pairs for absent members on this particular question who 
have requested me to do so. Ihave names here of those members 


who have requested me to obtain pairs for whom I could obtain 
no pairs, and who desired to be paired in favor of the majority 
report. 1 will announce the names now: Mr. CLARKE of New 


7 se n 
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Hampshire, Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine, Mr. CUSHMAN, Mr. RODEN- | Needham, Ridgely, Smith, Samuel W. : 
BERG, Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. KERR, and Mr. WEYMOUTH, Noville, BT, oat Aon Tompkins, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish also to make the | Norton, S. G. Roberts, Mass. Sperry, Under 
statement that not knowing how gentlemen on this side of the House | O'Grady, Robinson, Sprague, Van V 
desired to be paired upon the vote upon this gaim I have not one Robinson, Nebr. Stark, Vreeland 
secured a pair for any gentleman except for those who be an- | Otjen Ruppert, Stevens, È 
nounced from the Speaker's desk, who have eee how they | Overstreet, Russell, Stewart, N.J Wanger, 
desired to vote upon the question. All other absentees who did | Backer, Pa, Bree. . Warner 
not express how hey desired to vote on this question I have not | payne, Salmo 88 reed 
attempted to pair. I wish to state that the gentleman from Mis- | Pearce, Mo. Scudder. Sulloway, Weaver, 
sissippi, Mr. Fox, desired to be paired in favor of the majority 8 Scud woe 
„but I was unable to obtain a pair for him; and if he were Philtee Shape, Albert. Williams, J. R. 
here he would have voted for it. ; Polk, Shel te, Williams, W. E. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. S , my colleague, Mr. Harmer, has | Powers, Sheppa: Sewers Wines, N 
uested me to state that he is kept at home by reason of sickness. | Pugh Showelter, | U AAYA Ala. Wilson’ S. d. 
If he were here, he would have voted to sustain the majority re- les, Sibley, 5 Terry, Wright, 
b LINNEY Mr, Speak I desire to inquire it league eder Smiti m. Thomas, Iowa  Zenor 
F. 5 j er, o inquire it my co! ý ` 
Mr. BeLtasry, from North Carolina, has voted? j Man Vi A e A 
eSPEAKER. There is a pair for the gentleman from North — 
Carolina, Mr. BELLAMY. A len. Er. Cooper, See. Eacktebeld. Robertson. La. 
Mr. LINNEY. - I voted, then, under misapprehension. I voted | Allen. Mis De Gratfenreld, Livingston, eee 
“nay.” I withdraw my vote. Bailey, Tex. McCie: Smith, y. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. f Ball, Elliott, ir a. y, Mogul $ 
Mr. MANN. Mr. S „I desire to state that my colleague, Gabe May, — 
a 1 who he aparau 8 from Rose House | Brewer, Green. Meyer, La Turner, 
an wired me to say © Wo e me to secure a riggs, lands, erwood, 
pair for hia and, if a pair were not obtained, to announce that he | Barron. Bays, Pineda Wie Idaho 
would have voted for the majority as against the minority report. | Chanler, Richardson, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire tostate that my col- | Clayton, Ala. Lester, Robbins, 
league, Mr. BRoMWELL, necessarily called Awer Spares de- NOT VOTING—36. 
sired me to state that if he were present, he would have voted to | Alexander, Clarke, N. H. Kahn, Rodenberg, 
sustain the majority report and expected that he would be | Bell, x ck, jot Spalding, 
The SPEAKER. That information has been given tothe House | Ping ham Pitepatrick, “tb BAIR 
ps une llowing Saf * sa ced pete Fon i pee’ Weymouth, 
0 rs were announced: Reo 
After Monday, 22d: — Hire Riordan, Young, Va. 


Mr. Linney with Mr. BELLAux. 

Until Monday: 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

For this day: 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Davey. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The question now is on the resolution reported 


ority. 
Mr. TAT LER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The 1 was taken; and there were —yeas 268, nays 50, not 
voting 36; as follows: i — 
YEAS—268. 
Cooney, KI 
Adamas Tiwi, ON Mich PaE 
Cor er, N. J. Eng. 
Atwater, Gaston, Lam 
| ag SS Cowherd, Gibson, Landis, 
Baker, Crawford, 80 4 Lanham, y 
Barber, er, ans N.Y. 2 
Barham, Crowley, e wrence, 
Barney, P, tz, 
1 A phat 1 
Boreing. Dahle, Wis. —.— a 
Boutell In. Daly, N. J. Grimth, 
Bowersock, II. Grosvenor, Loudenslager. 
Bradley. Davenport, S. A. Grout, 7 
Brantley, Davenport, 8, W. Grow, Lybrand, 
Brenner, Da Hamilton, M K 
Brick, i Haugen, McDowell, 
Brosius, De Vries, Haw. McLain, 
Brownlow, og vey Mekas f 
Brundidge, Dolliver, Hemenway, Mahon, 
on RG tl Henry, Miss, |= Marsh, 
Burke, Tex. Driggs. Henry, Tex. M 
Burkett, Driscoll, Hep Mercer, 
Barnett” —— Hoffecker Metcal? 
Burton, Epes, Hon s —.— Ind. 
Butler, Esch, Howell, Miller, 
Calderhead,  . Faris, Hull, Minor, 
Cannon, Fitzgerald, Mass. j i — Mood 
(2 ` 
Fletcher, Jett, Moody, 
7. 
Seen Mon Fowler, — w Mudd. 
N. v. Freer,’ 0 Muller, 
Cochrane, —— oe 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. 9 I think it is due my collea 
Mr. FLEMING, to state that he is absent on account of se 


illness. 
Mr, SHERMAN, Mr. S er, my coll e, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
ere he here, he would have 


ed. arse the amit ce d for the majority report. 
y a e and for the 
The following additional pair was announced: 9 
Mr, ALEXANDER with Mr. MoCALL, on this question, A 
The result of the vote was then announced as aboye recorded, 
[Loud appn 
On mo of Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature of the enrolled bill 
(S. 1933) to provide an American for steam whaler Bow- 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House saun 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 42 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
eg E copy of the ne filed by the court in the case of 
Clara N. Flower et al. against the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, . 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
1 of the findings flled by the court in the case of 
William J. Webb, administrator of estate of John Webb, —— 
men ea aa the Committee on War Claims, and or 

p 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally rted from committees, delivered to 
PoS; and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7081) to aid in the eréc- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 
and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American 
independence, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


: 


5 


{ 


* 


pees 
3 
n 


A 


1 


eee 


Ren 


Bee 
E 


3 


se we 
* 


yet 


> itse 


ae re a o. 119); which said bill and 
ering the ttee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Uni 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2336) repealing sec- 
. far as the same may be appli- 
cable to the claims of dent. parents of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who served in * Navy ot the United States 
during 8 Spain, rted the same without amend- 
88 | by a report (No, 12) . 
. word pallor 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES O ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to peon and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. 
Ge 1); the same without amendment, accom 


eat 


Mr. 8 MELE from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 


“was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 533 5855) for the relief of | p 


John D. Hale, W eee nna a 
without amendment, accompanied 1 be 
said bill and report were referred to 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 5 Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bill and resolution of the following titles; 
which were bp oy referred as follows: 

) for the 3 of Franklin Buchanan Sulli- 
van — Committee on Mili Affairs discharged, and referred to 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 108) for the relief of Thomas 
ttee on Appropriations discharged, 


ong Seay Gomi and referred 
to Committee on Claims. 


— — 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
and memorials 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, 
of the ai titles were introduced and severally referred as 


the same 
0. mm; which 
is Calender 


joint t-houses fog ai stations on 
eo imant of joint ght wen Committee on Interstate 
an 
Also, a (H. R. 7332) prohibiting the establishment or exten- 
„FFF ashington except by act of 


ola eee t of certain 
oS S and the insur- 
n Phili to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


) for the relief of certain settlers on the 


public lands, and to ee certain moneys paid upon lands 
within the limits of grants forfeited to the Government 
by ac the Committee on the Public Lands. 


‘Also. a bill (H. R. 7838) to authorize and direct the Secre 
War to cause eee 
9 Rivers 

1 4 BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7337} to regulate insurance 
in 7... ced he is nna ae 


8 H. R. 7888) to amend an act 
am 
5 sel AB ta internal 


Affairs. 
Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the 


the Interior to refund to settlers and en fees 
commissions and payments made in land entries in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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panied by a 
o. 118); which said bill and report were referred to the | sions. 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. MUDD nest ee eee 
apala ee 
of Columbia, 


the 


and 
bill (H. R. 7345) to establish a national mili- 
around Petersburg, Va.—to the Com- 


By of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7346) for the im- 
vement of the Missouri River at and near the mouth of Smiths 


near Bernheimer, Warren County, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) makin tion to in ‘Gasconade 


the harbor of Hermann, on the 


Committee on Pen- 


—— Mr. ee Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7349) fixing 
e com 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7350) for the a t- 
ment of a reporter and for the pu and destribution of 


thedecisions of the United States circuit courts of r 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 7427) ponding for the adjust- 
ment and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
soea a eT get eiT ya 


bia a and for other purposes— eee the District of 
umbia 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 749) to prevent desecration 
of the American flag—to the m the Judicary. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A joint Tano istic (H. J. Res. 137) pro- 
pong an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 


iting gon Sarr and poly; cohabitation within the 
ofa or the United States—to the Com- 

mittee on the Judi 
By Mr. FITZG@ D of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res, 


116) . to the establishment of a light- house and fog: signal 
stations Boston Harbor to the Committee on In- 


the | terstate and Foreign ce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Kule Spares dee pea bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were in ced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7351) to correct the military 
record of Samuel Craven, of Allegheny County, Pa.— to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

3 (H. R. —— for „ of James M. Andrews 
to the Committee on 
‘Also eig e TR, 353) granting a pension to William P. Bane, 


5 rg Pa.—to the Committee on In- 

Also, a yee E V. Douglass, 

of Canonsburg, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Ene a ball H. R. 7855) ree! pension toH H. Wilso 

grani a enry n. 

of alen d . Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on 


Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) granting a pension to Mary Leonard, 
fornei Maris Tebe—to the parer on Invalid Pensions. 

BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7857) for the relief of 

Charles Banks, of the parish of Rapides, La.—to the Committee 
on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) for the relief of the estate of Terence 
Chaler, Geceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the Com- 
7 on War Claims. 

y Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill T R. 7359) for the relief of 
3 Levy, of County, State of Texas to the Commit- 
| ee CLAYTON f New York: A bill (H. = 7360 ting 

of New Yor 
a sion pei 8 Neer ath ge on In valid Pens 
WHER 1) to ta 3 to 
Govert Schutte. to n Committe bo invata e 
LARK of Missouri: ( — eens 
ion to Mary F. Wright—to the Committee on In Poona, 


1900. 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7363) to correct the military 

fenced of David W. Smythe—to the Committee on Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) removing the charge of desertion from 

the military record of James Charles Cramer—to the Committee 

on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7365) to increase the pension 
of Seymore Bookman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill o R. 7366) to remove charge of deser- 
ze against the name of John S. Wood—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Reuben Rag- 
land—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7368) for the relief of Sherman 

D. Plues—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DS Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7369) for the relief of the estate 
dg ma J. Hamel, Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. ae for an relief of Elizabeth J. Cleveland, 
of Davidson 5 the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H side 8 the relief of Daniel Collins, David- 
son County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75725 for the relief of Sarah McClay, admin- 
istratrix of Robert McClay, deceased, late of Davidson County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) for the relief of Louisa E. McLean— 
to the Committee ag War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7374) for the relief of 4 — H. Washburn, of 
Waverly, Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) for the relief of the La Grange Synod- 
ical College, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7376) to rerate 
i a allowed toJ. H. Braynard—to the Committee on Inva- 

ensions. 

g> Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 7377) granting a pension to Mary 
Sherwood—to the Committee on Tiel Pennine 

Bh tesa HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7378) for the relief 
rge Rea, deceased, late of Copiah County, Miss.—to the 
8 on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7379) for the relief of David Sheetz, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) for the relief of William Weaver, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) for the relief of Michael Good, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. 7382) for the relief of estate of John Catlett, 
5 late of Warren County, Va. —to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7383) for the relief of Martin Buckholder, 
administrator of Abraham Buckholder, deceased, late of Rocking- 
ham apgr , Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

L R. 7384) for the relief of David Rudy, of Shenan- 
a.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

ais a bi (H. R. 7385) for the relief of the estate of Jacob B. 
Snapp, of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

Claims, 

1 1 bill Pde R. 7386) for the relief of Samuel E. Long, of 

Claims. 


Hoghen County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
255 HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7387) granting a pension to 
1 Cathran—to the Committee on In Pensions. 


Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7888) increasing the pension of 

Wie, Dill H. B. 7080) toacant 900 por month pension te Mary 

0, A 1 mon 
R. Miller, widow of W. E. Miller, late colonel Twenty- 
eighth Iowa e to nr the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 
asa a bill (H. R. 7390) for the relief of James W. Hall, late of 
Cupem A R First Indiana Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee 
i Affairs. 

T Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) mp hy el re pension to Maria B. Wool- 
son—to the Committee on 

2505 A biil CHL R. 7903) for the relief or William 

ckey—to the Committee on Claims. 
KAHN; A bill (H. R. 7893) referring the claim of 
Hami nah 8. Crane and others to the Court of Claims to the Com- 
mi on 

By Mr. LONG: A bin (H. R. 7394) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clinton W. Pursel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) ting a ion to Martha J. 
Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7396) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blasiar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 8 R. 7397) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hoover to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. eat A bill (H. R. 7398) for the relief of Hud- 
son Maxim and W. H. Graham, in connection with various in- 
ventions—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7399) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Adam Crawshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7400) for the relief of 


James J. Wheeler, de, Union County, Oregon Volunteers 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE es ie ae ): A bill (H. R. 7401) for the relief 
of Mrs. S. A. Johnson, of ha County, Ark.—to the Committee 
“ee est), a bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of William 

o (by request), a bill ( . or the 
Crow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by 2 a bill (H. R. 7403) for relief of estate of 
Joshua Hill —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of the trustees 
of McDaniel’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal — South, at 
Shelimonnd, Marion County, Tenn.—to the on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of Sarah eter R the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the name of Henry A. Cryderman, and so forth—to the Committee 


on sy Mr. MUDD (i 
B UDD (b 0 Balk A bill (H. R. ee for the relief 
Baltimore, Md. - to the Committee on 


of do P. Smi 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON; A bill (H. R. 7408) authorizing the Secretary 
of State to pay the claim ot the Cuba Submarine Telegraph Com- 
pany for compensation on account of expenses incurred in repair- 
ing the damage done to its cables and property by United States 
7 during the war with Spain—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bin (H. R. 7409) for the relief of 
May E. Whitehead—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTE: A bill (H. R. 7410) for relief of C. T. Bowen 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Gertrude S. Tarlton, 
widow of E. W. Tarlton, major, Third United States Cavalry to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7412) 
Chauncey Kimmell—to the Committee on eat 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7413) for the relia? — G Wilson 
wien e Td) ee incense of pension oe 

„a i 2 an increase o on aco’ 
¥ so, a bil (H. E. 7415) gran ting ing a pension to William E 
a 5) gran: a 
Jones to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7416) granting 

an increase of pension to Catharine Ryan—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Thomas Hopkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to 


a bal recor to 


Invalid 


Ə Garrett to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7419) for the relief of Lorenzo 
Themes, Ir. and C. Thomas, both of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 7420 
pension to Esther B. Guthrie—to the Committee on 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 7421) pgm a prana to 
Esther Dyer Hammond—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7422) to remove the of 
desertion t Charles L. Herbeck, late of Company E, E T 
third New York Infantry Volunteers, and authorize his ep 0 
discharge to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 7423) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust’ the claim a of the Merritt & Chapm — ee and 8 
ing Company, and making an appropriation to satisfy said claim 
of $1,800, or so much thereof as may be necessary to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and 1 
Com an appropriation to satisfy said claim o 


pany, making 
$237.36, or so much thereof as may be necessary—to the Committee 


on 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7425) for the 
relief of James M. Howard, administrator of Thomas S. Howard, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7426) toremove 
the charge of desertion from the record of George W. Goldsby— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7430) for the relief of Mary 
er—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7431) for relief of Henry Barlow—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7432) an increase of pension to E. H. 
Mileisen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
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Philadelphia, oe indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for 


adding and Nag ae specimens and productions, etc., to be ex- 
hibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and 5 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of post- office clerks of Augusta, 
Me., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Protest of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, against the ceding of large areas of the public 
conan in to individuals and corporations—to the Committee on 

r. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany House bill granting 

a pension to Gevert Schutte tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for 
adding to and completin, specimens and productions, etc., to be 
exhibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 
oe pegon of Seymore kman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of citizens of Charleston County, 
S. C., for improvement of the inland water course for navigation 
north of Sullivan and Long Island, South Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and ‘bors, 

By Mr. EPES: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Reuben Ragland—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 7345, to establish a 
national military park at the battlefields around Fredericksburg, 
Va.—to the Committee on Mili 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of le Post, No, 52, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, praying for the re- 
introduction and passage of bill for the appointment of honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines to office—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Republi 8 oat of Wisconsin. 8 ra hep 

ublic, en 1 pro g against the pas- 
sage of a pro bill providing for the removal of disabilities of 
all deserters the military service of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of the National 
Woman § of Massachusetts, against the insertion of the 
word male in the suffrage clauses of the constitutions of 
Hawaii, Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Te he pony in support of House bill 
for the relief of the estate of rge , deceased, late of Copiah 
o ear a eaka bul crenata pension to 

y Mr. : Papers to accompany granting a on 
Mira B. Woolson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACK: Evidence submitted in support of House bill 
No. 5148, for the relief of W. B. Sutter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of the town of Brew- 
ster, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food products—to 
the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: lution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, 
against granting the arid lands to the States—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. P. Murdock and 6 others, of Wich- 
ita, Kans., asking for strict neutrality on the t of the United 
States in the war between Great Britain and the South African 
Republic—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

y Mr. McDOWELL: Petitions of the publishers of the Ashta- 
bula Beacon and Telegraph and the Millersburg Farmer, in the 
State of Ohio, urging the passage of House bill No. 5029, to put 
wood pulp and printing paper on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Pl air, MOON: Papers to 8 Hon m a temoto foes 
charge of desertion against the military record of Henry A. - 
derman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Sonth Carolina: Petition of the board of 
health of the city of Charleston, S. C., with reference to yellow 
fever in Habana, Cuba—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Chaun Kimmell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Division No. 1, Ancient Or- 
fler of Hibernians, of Stonington, Conn., expressing sympathy 
with the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Connecti- 
cut, rela to suffrage in insular possessions—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Buffalo Merchants’ 
Exchange, to order a preliminary survey of Black Rock Harbor 
and approaches thereto from Lake Erie—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, : 

Also, petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association, asking for the 


a of the bill to establish an admiralty court at Buffalo, 
V. to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers in behalf of the people of the Seneca Nation, New 
York Indians—to the Committee of Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Weatherford Democrat, Granville Herald, Shiner Gazette, Shu- 
lenburg Sticker, Corsicana Truth, Lancaster Herald, Denton Moni- 
tor, Bonham News, Comanche Exponent, Dublin Progress, Myrtle 
Springs Herald, Georgetown Sun, Circo Roundup, Honey Grove 
Citizen, Bryan Eagle, Greenville Observer, Greenville Independ- 
ent Farmer, Jacksonville Reformer, Goldthwaite Eagle, Farmers- 
ville Times, Garland News, Brenham Banner, Hillsboro Mirror, 
Temple Times, Waxahachie Enterprise, Gainesville Register, 
Itasca Item, Longville Times-Clarion, and Henderson Times, all 
in Texas; New York Mills Uusi Kotimaa, Minnesota; Dover (Del. ) 
Sentinel, Gloucester (Mass.) Breeze, Willows (Cal.) Journal, 
Waukegan (III.) Gazette, Toronto (Ohio) Tribune, Cleveland 
(Ohio) Advocate, Pioneer (Ohio) iance, Sidney (Ohio) Ga- 
zette, Independence (Iowa) Farmers’ Advocate, Burlington (lowa) 
Post, Manchester (Iowa) Democrat, Ackley (Iowa) World, Omaha 

Nebr.) Amerika, Honesdale re) Citizen, West Point (Nebr.) 

epublican, Carbondale (Pa.) Leader, Latrobe (Pa.) Clipper, 
Pottsville (Pa.) Journal, Susquehanna (Pa.) Transcript and Jour- 
nal, and Madisonville (Tenn. ) Democrat, for relief from the paper 
trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Eli March and others, of Logans- 
port, Ind., for the reclassification of post-office clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of clerks in the post-office at 
Sing Sing, N. Y., in favor of House bill No, 4851—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolutions adopted by the Lake Car- 
riers’ Association, Detroit, Mich., favoring the pas: of House 
bill No. 3988, to reorganize and improve the Weather Bureau—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the trustees of Buffalo, N. Y., 
Merchants’ Exchange, to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the northern district of New York, to 
divide same into two districts and provide for terms of court to 
be held therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Lake Carriers’ Association, held 
at Detroit, Mich., favoring the division of the northern judicial dis- 
trict of New York, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of ts of the 
Twenty-first Ward, Philadelphia, Pa., Frederick Humphreys, 
M. D., and others, asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Sal and Means, 

Disa, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding and com- 
pene 8 and productions, etc., to be exhibited in the 

hiladelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 26, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had without amendment a bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 129. Joint resolution authorizing the 2 of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador; and 

H. R. 4602. An act to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for ronal dap! sae 

The message also announced that the Senate had d with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for pice years, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on ‘Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

. R. 6777. An act relative to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street in the District of Columbia. 
CENSUS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. Speaker, I havea privileged report which 
I desire to present—a conference re z 

The SPEAKER, The report be read, 
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The committee of conference on the n votes of the two Houses 
2780 entitled!“ An act re- 

uent censuses, and giving to the Director 
‘tain cases, and for other pur- 

to recommend 


After the word pita at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 


“Provided, That in ta the census of said classes the inquiries shall be 
confined the following four questions, namely: Name, age, sex, and post- 
office address.“ 
And the House agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 
55 J. eed 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
THOS. H. CARTER, 
EUGENE HALE, 
S. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House eee ae jars 
The rs on the part of the House of the conference on the Sr 
4 Vores of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the (8. 
21 ) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses submit the following 
la ten ere in explanation of the ves i of the action agreed upon in 
ccom: conference report, namely: 

On pat pede numbered 1, concerning statistics of deaf, dumb, and blind, 
it is proposed to add that in taking the census of said classes the ee 
shall be confined to the questions of name, age, sex, and post-office address. 

The amendment of the House numbered b, relating to statistics in regard to 
mines, mining, and minerals, is stricken out. 

A. J. HOPKINS 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Mr, Speaker, I move the adoption of this 
report; and if no tleman desires to ask any question, I move 
the previous question. 

The revious question was ordered; and under the adoption 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

On motion of Mr, HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted was laid on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr, SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7433) making nk pera for current and contin- 
gent oe of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year en 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; which was a first an 
second time. 

1 RICHARDSON. I reserve all points of order upon the 

The bill, with the accompanying oe was then referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAC AND FOX INDIANS IN IOWA, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to toponi back favorably the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and ask its present consideration. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, submitted January 18, 
1900, by Mr. Cousins: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to ascertain and report to the House, as early as practica- 
ble, what was the number of Indians of that part of the confederated tribes 
known as the Sac and Fox of the A residing in the State of Iowa, to 


the amounts annuall: e to meet requirements of treaty provisions, 
and distributed pro rata to the members of the differ- 

tribes; also, what were the numbers, annually, of the 
members of bes. as shown by the accounts of the proper dis ng 
officers, from 1867 to 1899, both inclusive, recei annuities at the agencies 
haying of the of and the amounts of the 
tribal annuities paid 
nually expend: 
and report an account showin, y uneq’ 
tribution of said tribal annuities to that portion of th 
the State of Iowa; and, further, to venues 3 salary 
of the principal chief of the Fox Indians of said confederated tribes for the 
paroa to 1899, both inclusive, has not been paid to him from 

bal annuities, as required by the fourth article of the treaty of 1842 and the 
ninth article of the treaty of 1867 with said Indians. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the resolution; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S er, I understand the deficiency bill 
has been returned from the Senate and is on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 


2 d PE CE . . re 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Cannon, 
— BARNEY, and Mr, Livinaston as conferees on the part of the 
ouse. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. BURTON. Iask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to 
have printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said com- 
mittee as it may deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered 
or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

There Deini ao objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. S er, I also ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be granted permis- 
sion to sit during the sessions of the House and during the recess of Con- 


gress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion of the resolution presented by the gentleman from Ohio? 
There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 


FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the privilege of 
the House to call up a report from the Committee on the Public 
Lands on the bill (H. R. 955) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort SaS Military Reservation in said State for the 
p of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agri- 
cultural College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, 
and for a public park, and ask immediate consideration of the 


same, 

The SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman refers will 
be read; after which the Chair will ask if there be objection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 
e 
the same is 2 granted to said State upon the conditions that said State 
shall establish an 


shall be used and maintained as a public park: Provided, Tha: 
within five years from and after the pasare or this act, accept this grant, 


and shall by, proper leawienrs action estab! on said reservation western 
branches of the icultural College and the Kansas State Normal 
School; and whenever the ds shall cease to be used by said State for the 
purposes herein mentioned the same shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if there 
is a report accompanying this bill. And if so, I should like to 
have it read, reserving the 2 45 to object. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Alabama will 

rmit me to make a statement, he will probably not insist upon 

is demand. The report is quite a 7 document; and the 
gentleman from Kansas who calls up the bill can state the pur- 
port of it very much more briefly and present the facts accompa- 
nying it. I may state also that is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this bill is an 
exact copy of the bill presented to the Fifty-third Congress, and 
which was passed both by the House and Senate, but failed to be- 
come a law by reason of the fact that it did not receive the Presi- 
dent’s signature. It was also introduced in the last session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress and passed the Senate, but failed to reach a 
vote in the House by reason of the refusal of the Speaker to per- 
mit it to be taken up. 

It is unanimously reported from the Committee on the Public 
Lands of the House; and the Committee on the Public Lands of 
the Senate have also unanimously reported in favor of it. 

A provision of the bill—and the only essential feature of it—is 
to give to the State of Kansas an abandoned military reservation, 
known as the Fort Hays Mili Reservation, containing some- 
where about 7,000 acres of land. This land is to be used by the 
State, as provided in the bill, exclusively for educational purposes 
toestablish a branch agricultural college and State normal schoo 
for the benefit of the people of that State, and the legislature has 
unanimously asked that it be done. It isa matter of considerable 
importance to our people, and we appreciate the necessity and the 
importance of the legislation which is now proposed. 

may add that there is a provision . in the bill that if 
the land is no ed she ul used for such p as is contem- 
plated in the bill it shall revert to the General Government. 

As I said, there are about 7,000 acres of land contained in this 
abandoned military reservation. When the Indians were removed 
from that western country to the Indian Territory many years ago 
it was abandoned. There are about forty buildings upon the res- 
ervation, which during all these years have been going to waste. 
The land is absolutely useless for Government purposes, and it is 
expensive for the Government even to to protect its property. 
The reservation was opened up for settlement, but, being out 
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that section of the State where the land is arid, it was not settled, 
afterwards with 


and was drawn from sale by the Secretary of the 
Interior in order that the Congress of the United States might 
take the action that was then contemplated in relation thereto. 
That is the present condition of this military reservation, and we 
are simply asking that it may be donated to the State to be used 
for these specific e ee Yond per 

I ht say that the agricultural college of the State of Kansas 
is the largest agricultural college in the United States. It is now 
overcrowded, and the lands that are being used a that institution 
are not nearly large enough for the work that they desire to do. 
If this reservation is given tothe State for that 2 immedi- 
ately there will be a branch agricultural college located there, and 
also a branch of the State Normal School, which has more than 
1,200 pupils in it, and is one of the great educational institutions 
of our covntry. The people of the western part of the State par- 
ticularly are anxious that this should be done in order that they 
may enjoy the privileges of these additional educational facilities. 
I trust that there be no objection; that this matter may be 
taken up now ant ees upon 2 

Mr. RICHAR N. Ishould like to ask the gentleman what 
these lands are su to be worth? 

Mr. MILLER. I think the lands were appraised at $4 an acre. 
The land is not valuable for any pur as it is at present, but 
when once irrigated will become productive and valuable. Then, 
if it is not used for educational purposes, it will revert back to 
the Government of the United States in a much more valuable 
condition than it now is. 

Mr. TERRY. Is this body of 7,000 acres of land to remain 
intact, or can you, under the bill, sell it off from time to time? 

Mr. MILLER. It is to remain intact, with the exception of a 
feted teu ring purposes yetedi Breser Poy talee Palpita 

used for simply utify the school groun 
for the Agricul College and the State Normal School. 

Mr. DERWOOD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas if I understood his statement that this land had ever been 
open to homestead settlement? 

Mr. MILLER. The land was opened for homestead settlement 
under the law of 1884, but afterwards withdrawn from settlement 
because of the contemplated action of Congress, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Settlers were never given an opportunity 
to enter the land, were they? 

r. MILLER. Yes; it sone for settlement for a number 
of years, but no settlers d to go in and take the land for 


farming. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When was that done? 

Mr. MILLER. The report shows the date when it was opened 
up, and it also shows when it was withdrawn. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When does the repert say this reserva- 
tion was turned over to the publicdomain? When did it cease to 
be a military reservation and become a part of the public domain 
of the United States? 

Mr. MILLER. Its use as a military reservation was abandoned 
some sixteen years ago, and no action of any kind was taken, ex- 
cepting the opening up of this land for a settlement, until the 
action of the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman 
this question: I understand this property is located near Fort 


ge. 

Mr. MILLER. No; it is not near Fort Dodge; it is north of 
Fort Dodge. 

ERWOOD. How far? 

Mr. MILLER, About a hundred miles north of Fort Dodge. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is not the surrounding country settled? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; some portions of that country are settled 
near there, and then immediately north of that, some 10 or 12 
miles, it is thickly settled, and then again, some miles south it is 
well settled. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think I have some recol- 
lection of this bill in the last Congress, and from the informa- 
tion I have, I think this bill covers valuable lands. When the 
matter was before Congress on a former occasion, I think it was 
stated that those lands were worth from $20 to $25 an acre, that 
they are not arid lands, that they are not unused lands, that the 
balance of the country surroundi i it is open to settlement, and 
that it ought to be thrown open, at least to homestead settlement, 
For that reason I am constrained to object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionis made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama . UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Just a moment. Idonot think the gen- 
tleman from Alabama will persist in his objection if he knows the 
facts concerning the value of that land. 

The SPEA Objection is made, unless the gentleman from 
Alabama withdraws it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman from Alabama withdraw 
his objection until I can make a statement? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion, unless the gentle- 
man from Alabama withdraws his objection. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Willthe gentleman withdraw his objection, to 
allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will withdraw it temporarily. 

The SPEAKER, The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. S. r, for the information of members, 
and especially for the information of the gentleman from Ala- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speakeri is it understood that I only 
16 ahs my objection to let the gentleman have the floor tempo - 
rarily 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman 
from Alabama withdrew his objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I made the statement that 
I withdrew it temporarily. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such thing as a temporary with- 
drawal, but there is nothing to prevent the gentleman renewing 
the objection. 

8 “git ERWOOD. I wish to have the privilege of renew- 
ing i 

Arr. RIDGELY. I would like to state, for the information of 
members, that I have a personal knowledge of the country wherein 
this land is situated. It is in the extreme western portion of the 
State, or at least in the western one-third of the State, where the 
land is exceedingly dry and lies high above the streams. Imme- 
diately upon the streams, so far as their water supply will irri- 

te, we have e and agricultural use of the country. 

e higher lands, upon the prairie, that can not be irrigated, are 
practically worthless for agricultural e e in their present 
condition. Occasionally we do get some Wheat upon these high 
lands, but even that is precarious. These lands were open for 
settlement for a number of years, as the gentleman tells us, and 
no settler felt that he could afford to make the venture. 

If the State of Kansas could be permitted to simply use these 
lands—we do not ask the title from the General Government, we 
simply ask permission to locate an experiment station of our 
agricultural college thereon—the State of Kansas could afford to 
sink artesian wells and lift to the surface a sufficient amount of 
water to sustain the experiment and determine the best way of 
utilizing these semidesert lands for the benefit of the entire State 
and the nation. We do not feel that the General Government 
would lose anything in ceding the mere use of these lands and 
what little improvements there may Do upon them, which, as has 
been stated, are an expense to the Government to preserve them. 
It is impossible to sell these improvements for mu 

Therefore I ask and ho e gentleman from Alabama will 
withdraw his objection. This is the same legislation that once 
passed this House and simply failed on account of the limited 
time. It comes before us again with the unanimous report of the 
— committee, and I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 
objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the gentleman to say 
that the land covered by this bill is a military reservation? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Les, sir. Its use, however, has been aban- 
doned for some years. 

Mr. STEP. Sof Texas, Did the United States buy that land 
from anyone; and if so, from whom? 

Mr. RIDGELY. The land has always been United States land. 
The Government allowed the Indians about 10 cents per acre for 


it ERS 2 
. STEPHENS of Texas. Public domain? 

Mr. RIDGELY. It is a part of the public domain, away out in 
what is called the short- country. 
* PEREGE 5 opt tree When vee it transferred to the 

ar or tary purposes 

Mr. R ELY. It was simply made a military reservation, 
and now the Government has abandoned its use entirely. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And it was transferred to the pub- 
lic domain? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Fora time, 

Mr. igri S of Texas. Is it a part of the public domain at 
presen 

Mr. RIDGELY. At present it is withdrawn from the public 
domain. That is, withheld from settlement. i 

Mr. MILLER. By order of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. But the legal status is that it is 
public land of the United States, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. How many acres are there in this 
reservation? 


Mr. RIDGELY. Seven thousand acres. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How long is it proposed to cede it to 
the State of Kansas? 

Mr. RIDGELY. So long as the State shall use it as an experi- 
ment station and for school purposes, and it must begin this use 
within five years. 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1223 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman if this is not the sort of land that would be needed in 
case of another war for camp p for troops? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Ido not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. In case we have to establish 
camps in time of war, would not this be the kind of property that 
we ought to have in reserve for 1 and training troops on? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I think not. I k this Government will 
not have occasion to so use it within a century. We would not 
place an army so far from water and transportation; we have so 
much better and so much more highly improved military camps 
and military reservations already equipped to take care of our 
soldiers, 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. But we did use them during the 
late war for camping purposes when we raised troops in the vari- 
ous States. Is not this available for camp purposes? 

Mr. RIDGELY. The transportation f: ties would not make 
it valuable or available for such purposes; nor is there sufficient 
water in the vicinity to admit of using this reservation as a camp 
for more than a small garrison force, and the necessity for this 
use has long 5 8 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I would state to the gentleman from New 
Jersey that there is a military reservation of 22,000 acres at Fort 


Riley. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think there is a slight misunder- 
standing upon the part of the House and upon the part of Con- 
gress in regard to this reservation. The reservation is a military 
reservation, which was transferred to the Interior Department to 
be disposed of under the McRae Act. It was to be appraised; and 
it has been appraised, opening the settlement under the McRae 
Act at the appraised value. After this had been done and before 
the time that it was to be settled, Congress took the matter up, 
and a bill was introduced, either in this House or in the Senate, to 
allow the State of Kansas to take possession of this property for 
educational purposes. 

A large number of buildings there, practically worthless for any 
commercial purpose, can be utilized the State for educational 
purposes. e property was appraised at about $5 an acre. It is 
worth in the neighborhood of $35,000, I am told. On account of 
the buildings there, which would be useful to the State for educa- 
tional 8 and in view of the comparatively small value of 
the land, if sold by the United States and the proceeds turned into 
the Treasury, it has been thought best to let the reservation go in 
this way for educational p The Secretary of the Interior 
withdrew the land from market under the McRae Act, and a bill 
has been reported or passed in each Congress making this grant. 
Congress having the subject under investigation, the Secretary of 
the Interior declined to go on and dispose of the property until 
Congress has reached a determination upon the subject. 

The property stands there in that way. In the meanwhile it is 
in charge of a custodian appointed Dy the Interior Department., 
It is rapidly deteriorating in value so far as the improvements are 
concerned. It is swept by the gentle Kansas cyclones and is sub- 
ject to the other unfavorable influences of the weather, which 
affects buildings in that State perhaps more rapidly than in any 
other. The buildings are now in bad repair. Either Congress 
ought to vote down this proposition and let the property be dis- 
posed of under the McRae Act or else the grant to the State ought 
to be made as here proposed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, What does the Government pay the In- 
dians for the land? 

Mr. LACEY. This is an old reservation which was occupied 
for years as a military reservation. The people of Kansas and the 
Indians of Kansas are now all very ful. It is no longer of 
oF we as a military reservation and has been abandoned. 

r. CURTIS. I would like to make a statement for the benefit 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. The state- 
ment was made on the floor of the House that this land was not 
worth exceeding seven or eight dollars an acre. It has generally 
been considered worth four or five dollars an acre. As the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has said, a custodian has been 
placed in charge of this military reservation, and year after year 
a bill is brought in here providing for its care. This property, 
if the proposed grant be made, will be used by the State for edu- 
3 purposes. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 
object. 

Mr. REEDER. Let me say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that this is semiarid land. The experiments by the agricultural 
college will be very much more valuable than any use to which 
the land is now being put. The land, not arid, but semiarid, 
could be purchased for five to seven dollars an acre. 

Let me add for the information of the House that the buildings, 
forty in number, were abandoned sixteen years ago, after having 
been in use for some years. They are now being destroyed by the 
cattle that range over the land. They are not being properly 
cared for, and if present circumstances continue will be in a few 
years absolutely worthless, With proper repairs they can be used 
for educational purposes. Twocolleges can be established there 


by the State, and they will be highly advantageous by reason of 
the State of Kansas being 150 to 250 miles farther west than any 
of the existing colleges, Under the existing circumstances the 
Government, it seems to me, can not make any better disposition 
“Mr, RLEBER 

Mr. 5 AS Is it zoba fact Se a is the best general 

to which that property can be pu 

3; Mr. REEDER. Very much so. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Very much better than opening the lands to 
settlement? 

Mr. REEDER. Decidedly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. And if the property be di of in the way 
now proposed, it will redound to the benefit of the State and the 
country? 

Mr. REEDER, Undoubtedly. There is no question about that. 

Under present circumstances the property is of no value to the 
United States, and, as the gentleman has sug; , this is ver 
much the best general p to which it can be devoted. 
trust the gentleman from Alabama will withdraw any objection 
he may be Gey pane to urge, because this subject has been thor- 
oughly considered by the committee. A measure of this kind 
has already twice passed the House and twice passed the Senate, 
and this bill has been unanimously reported by the Senate com- 
mittee and by the committee of this House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been op generally to the 
policy of the Government giving away tary or Indian reserva- 
tions when the property was of value. Sometimes the Govern- 
ment is the owner of certain classes of land which can not be used 
for settlement, and in such cases it se sometimes be proper to 
give them away for purposes of this kind. 

But the question presented here is one entirely different, Here 
is a reservation which is recognized by the authorities as well as 
by gentlemen who have spoken upon this question—a reservation 
that the Government has purchased that can be sold for at least 
$35,000. It is a valuable pe of property. There is no reason, as 
far as I have seen up to the present time, for giving this amount 
to this particular school and not to some other. Besides that, it 
is not a part of the originaldomain. This same precedent, if car- 
ried into effect, would authorize us to give away the land that we 
buy from the Indians from year to year as we move them back. 

Mr, LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. DERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. The Scripture says that we shall make our swords 
into plowshares and our barracksintoschoolhouses. [Laughter.] 
Does 5 object to that? 

Mr. DERWOOD. But when you do that I for one want to 
be certain that they are properly located. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained, under the circumstances, to 
renew my objection. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, if I can have 
the attention of my friend from Alabama for a moment, I wish to 
state for his information a circumstance which may have possibly 
escaped his attention. 

It is a fact that these abandoned military reservations haye been 

iven to the States for educational purposes for a long time. 
y of them have been exceedingly valuable. A most valuable 
one in the State of Louisiana was given to the agricultural college 
of that State in 1886, and the possession of it by the State has been 
of immense benefit to our people. Upon that reservation when it 
was turned over to our State were buildings worth at least $75,000. 
There was a tract of desirable land containing about 210 acres, 
But this was given to the le of the State by the Government, 
and is being used to the advantage of all of our people. 

In Boston, I remember, some years ago, the tary reservation 
near that city, when it was abandoned, was given to the city sim- 

ly for the purpose of using it for a park, and I am in favor of 
8 of these reservations, abandoned as they have been, for 
educational purposes and the needs of the country. Task the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, therefore, if, under the circumstances and 
in view of the fact that this is no new proposition, he will not 
withdraw his objection and at least allow a vote to be taken upon 
the bill as it comes from the committee? 
The SPEAKER, The trouble is that the gentleman has ob- 
jected, and the Chair has no discretion in the matter, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. S er, this being Friday, the day on 
which the Private Calendar is entitled to consideration, and there 
being on the Calendar a bill (H. R. 1900) which the Department 
of State are very anxious to have considered, I think it would be 
a good thing for the House to consider it and get it out of the road. 
I: want it considered in Committee of tho Whole, because there 
may be some amendments offered. I therefore move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of e ee bill 1900, on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON. hy not all bills on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. MAHON. We have not time to-day, 
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Bh os I should like to ask the gentleman what House 
ill 1 ? 

Mr, MAHON. It is in regard to the cutting of the Manila 
cable, The amount involved is about $5,000. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is that the first bill on the Private 
Calendar? 


Private Calendar. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. S er, let me make a brief statement. 
The SPEAKER. Is that the motion the gentleman makes? 


Mr. MAHON. No; I should like to make a brief statement be- 
fore I make oo monon, ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to make a brief state- 
ment. Without objection, he will be permitted to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I very much wish we could hear what is 

ing on. 
erh SPEAKER. The gentleman requests permission to make 
a brief statement. He made a motion that the House go into the 
Committee of the Whole to consider a particular bill on the Pri- 
vateCalendar. The Chair holds that his motion must be that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider 
bills on the Private Calendar. The gentleman now desires to make 
a brief statement, and that is the matter before the House. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. . Speaker, this being the day set apart by 
unanimous consent for the p of eulogies on the late Mr. 
HOBART, the Vice-President, it is very evident that under that 
special order, which begins at 2 o’clock, it will be useless to take 
up the Private Calendar generally, because it will be merely a 
waste of time. This bill, which I ask unanimous consent to brin 
up, is in relation to the cutting of the Manila cable by Admir 
Dewey, in Manila Harbor, after his famous fight. The bill in its 
present form involves about $5,000. 

The report will show that there was a long correspondence be- 
tween the British ambassador and this Government, and the first 
question related to damages, but that was settled between them 
by an agreement between the two Governments that no damages 
should be allowed for loss of business, But the British ambassa- 
dor, Sir Julian Pauncefote, requested that this Government pay 
the actual expenses for the repairing of thatcable. The Secretary 
of State has concurred in that, and the President has sent ina 
short message asking that this House make that appropriation, 
which will not exceed $5,000. Now, that is the statement of the 
case, They are very anxious to get this bill out of the way before 
any further complications grow out of it. It is immaterial to me 
whether the House passes this bill or not, but I think the House 
should consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
P lvania that when in Committee of the ole House, the 
com 
gentleman renew his motion? 

Mr. MAHON. No, Mr. Speaker. I understand that the com- 
mittee can take up any bill, but I now ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Then we will not go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to state to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that he promised to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] to make a request for 
unanimous consent; and as two or three recognitions have taken 
place on the left, the Chair would be glad to recognize the gentle- 
man from Arkansas first for a request, after which he will submit 
the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

CITY PARK IN HOT SPRINGS, ARK, 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 


of the act of Con, approved June 16, 1880, granting to thecity 
of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for other 


* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will 
be reported by the Cler 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 
1880, granting to the city of Hot S Ark., a parcel of land known as the 
cemetery 


wit: 
of the Hot S 


norther 


the no corner ; thence along 
beginning, 


the west boundary line of said 2024 feet to the point of 
C] point oi 
ae =} of said lot 16, In block aforesaid, which 

0 
Congress approved March 


W. ishereby 
States as a site for the public building provided for by act of 
2. 1899, the right and title of the United States to 


ttee has the right to take up any particular bill. Does the | P 


all the remaining — 5 of said cemetery lot, now known as lot 16, in block 78, 
y 


shall v bso! in the city of Hot > 
—— — or other public eee . 

The SPEAKER, Is there any objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
= the 3 8 how much gy — this ceme- 

gran ot Springs for the purposes of a park. 

Mr LITTLE. Iwould state to the gentleman from New York 
that the plat of ground referred to in this bill was originally an 
old cemetery lot, being a piece of ground 310 feet by 260 feet sub- 
stantially, and by the act of 1880 this plat of ground was ceded to 
the city of Hot Springs for a public park only, on condition that 
the city of Hot Springs remove and reintei the dead at a place to 
be provided by the city. This has been done. The necessity for 
ee —— in N: 3 fora 3 8 
or Ho rings. a e las ngress, provi at it 
should be located on the public reservation. x 

There was one lot in contemplation formerly, but it was found 
not feasible to locate it at that point. The city now to 
relinquish back to the Government the amount of fand that the 
Government desires for a public building if the Government 
would cede to the city the right to use this small piece which is 
not ceded for a city park for said building, which I think is a very 
desirable thing to do, both for the Government and the city. 
Within a block is the East Mountain Reservation, which is a park 
within itself. The agent of the Secretary of the Interior, who was 
sent down to examine this property, was very much impressed with 
the feasibility of that course of action, and the bill is really intro- 
duced and if it will be upon the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Interior. I would be very glad to read his state- 
ment if the gentleman from New York desires to have it read. 

Mr. E. Mr. Speaker, if I remember correctly, when the 
bill to cede this cemetery to the city of Hot Springs was up before 
the House for consideration it was to be an absolute grant, and 
_ 5 8 was given Ro one it so a it 
sho or park purposes, and for par Purposes o > 
I think it was predicted at that time that in two years there would 
be a demand on the part of Hot Springs to have this land abso- 
Iutely, and it seems the demand has come now. But it has come 
witha piece or a little reservation and benefit to the United States, 
and instead of using a part of the large amount of the public 
lands at Hot Springs for the purp of the public building, as it 
is to put a portion of it back for use as a public building 
and the balance going to Hot Sprong absolutely, I congratulate 
the House and the country that the United States Government 
gets a little something out of this by reason of what occurred 
years . think I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? pier a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


assed, 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 

up the bill H. R. 6909. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6909) auth the Secretary of State to the claim of th 
Se te pen ben and China ‘Telegraph 2 (Limited) 
for compensation on account of expenses incurred ie br U its Manila- 
Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut United States 

forces during the war with Spain. 

of State be, and he is hereby, author- 

antenas nap 8 Eastern Extel ustralasia and 

penses . — in 2 -Hongkong 

which were cut by United States forces durin 

sufficient sum of money is hereby appropria 

Treasury not otherwise appropria pay the 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten- 
what is involved in it. I find 


tion of the House to this bill an 
the Secretary of State—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. I wish to reserve the right to object, if the 
gentleman from New York does not object, before discussion. 

The SPEAKER, There is no reservation. If the gentleman 
wants to object, he must be here to object. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was making this statement as pre- 
liminary, possibly, to an objection. I suppose I am speaking by 
the of the House. Of course I only want to find what we 
are desired to consent to. The Secretary of State says: 


1 rs that no formal claim in behalf of the com- 

pany is presented by Her esty’s Government, but that that Government 

submits whether, as an act of grace, some pecu: compensation may not 

be granted to the company for the loss which it eges to have suffered in 
regard. 


Then this whole matter involved in this claim was referred to 
the Attorney-General of the United States; and after he had 


pain; anda 
out of any money in the 
claim. 


, the | this 


1900. 
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reviewed the whole matter, in a letter under date of February 1, 
1899, he concludes with this statement: 

I am of opinion, therefore, that, upon the law of the case, there is no 
ground for the claim of indemnity. 

Now, when we look at this bill I find that the Secretary of State 
is directed to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia 
and China Telegraph Company, Limited. And there is no amount 
named in this bill whatever. 

Mr. MAHON. There is $5,000 in the amendment which the 
committee propose. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And we are to pay it when there is 


no logn, oe for it. 

Mr. ON. That is only a part of the case. If the gentle- 
man will read the whole report, he will understand it better. I 
am willing that the report be read to the House, and then ask 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. RAY of New York. If we go into these matters, it seems 
to me, and pay all claims that are asked as a matter of grace by 
foreign governments and foreign companies in foreign countries 
to pay, we would pay out more money than we have in the 
Treasury, because we must have done a at deal of damage to 
the property of foreign individuals and to foreign companies; and 
it seems tome this bill, if passed, will make a very dangerous prece- 
dent. Ik it is a matter that we are going into, we should go into it 
with most careful consideration and thought; and unless the gen- 
tleman can present some better reasons than appear from these 
papers, I shall be constrained to object; but I am willing to hear 
the gentleman, and if I can reserve the right until he makes a 
statement, I will do so, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if this is not the bill he said he wanted to consider if the 

onna went into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why not go into Committee of the 
Whole? Tho pesca can make the motion under the rule, and 
then we can all debate it. 

Mr. MAHON. I will make that motion. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. STEELE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider business on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will 
report the first bill. 

EASTERN EXTENSION AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH COM- 
PANY. 


The first bill in order was the bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Aus- 
tralasia and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for compensa- 
tion on account of expenses incurred in repairing its Manila- 
Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut by United 
States forces during the war with Spain. 

Mr. MAHON. I move that the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill. I am perfectly willing that 
it should receive full and fair consideration. If we can not dis- 

of it finally to-day, let it go over as unfinished business, It 

is a matter in which not only this Government but other govern- 

ments are interested. After the House has given this subject a 

fuli and fair hearing, let it make whatever disposition of it it may 
eem proper. 

Mr. TET, Mr. Chairman, I protest against the passage of a 
bill which may establish so dangerous a precedent. It omits the 
clause which has always been customary in all cases of this kind. 
Let it be understood that the bill, if passed, is simply an act of 
grace; yet the provision usual in such cases is in this case omitted. 

Mr. MAHO I have no objection to an amendment such as 
the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. HITT. The bill is in bad form and establishes a dangerous 


precedent. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is whether the Committee of 
the Whole will take up the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON]. 

An RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, is that motion debat- 
able? 

The CHAIRMAN. As it relates to the order of business, it is 
not debatable. $ 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia and 
China Telegraph Company, Limited. for compensation on account of ex- 
penses N in repairing its Manila-Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, 


which were cut by United States forces durin, 
sufficient sum of money is hereby te geen 
ry not otherwise appropriated, 


the war with Spain; and a 
out of any money in the 
to pay the claim. 


7 BARTLETT. I should like to hear the report of the com- 
mittee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill is open for debate. The gentleman 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MAHON. In the first place, there is an amendment I desire 
to offer—to insert, at the end of line 11, these words: . 
Provided, That said sum shall not exceed the sum of $5,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. After the general debate the amendment 
would be in order. 

Mr. MAHON. I simply want to offer that amendment so that 
the House may understand what is intended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be offered later. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should like to understand the 
status of this bill. As I understand, it is in Committee of the 
Whole and open for amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not now open for amendment. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I mean at a later time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the cable of this company be- 


longed to citizens of other governments who were not at war with 
the United States. It was cut as a military necessity by Admiral 
Dewey, in order to cut off communication from S and also to 


cut off communication from China and other countries. The ca- 
ble did not belong to a company of Spaniards. It belonged to 
8 who were mostly Englishmen; some of them Chi en. 
á is Ceana 8 soris rch 8 eee marong their mae 

e en er ar channels—as ese en 
forthe week of repairing the cable which had been oat an also 
for damages running up into thousands of dollars because of 
the interruption of business on the line by reason of its cutting. 
Of course, Mr. Chairman, I need not go into any extended re- 
marks to convince the House that the cutting of this cable, under 
ee circumstances, created a liability which ought to be ac- 

owled, and considered and met in some shape. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 

him one or two questions? 
MAH Certai 


. ‘ y. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, as I understand this matter, the 
cable referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is the only 
cable 8 the island of Luzon to the continent of Asia. Is that 
correc 

Mr. MAHON. I think so. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, ever since the repair has been 
made in the cable it has been the only medium by which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could transmit its messages, and the 
only means by which we could, by telegraph, communicate with 
our forces on that island. Is that a fact? 

Mr. MAHON. I think that is true. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And we have been paying large sums 
of money for that work to these Englishmen and Chinamen who 
are the owners of this cable? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And they have done more business in 
the last year, since the cable was cut and repaired, than they ever 
parore; and have received larger sums of money for doing 

usiness’ 

Mr. MAHON, Oh, well, the gentleman makes his questions too 


long. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just a moment. I say they have re- 
ceived more compensation and have done more business on account 
of the war, and the business of the United States given them in 
consequence and done over that telegraph line by it, than in 1 
years they could possibly have received or done if the cable 
not been cut. The war has worked to their benefit. Now, the 

uestion is, where is the rice? in the bill which is presented b 

e gentleman, and why should we make this compensation at all? 

Mr. MAHON, That is your side of the case; it is not mine. 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. MAHON. Now, after I have finished my statement Ishall 
be gad to answer all questions, 

. LLOYD. I want to ask if this claim has been passed upon 
by the Government through any of its Departments? 

Mr. . Yes; I will come to that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman;in reply to the gentleman from New York 
pi Ray], the Government or this company, one or the other, 

ad to repair this cable at once, or it could not have been used by 
the Government of the United States after wards. This situation 
presented itself to this cable company: They were 3 
equipped with all the machinery for teking up the cable and re- 
uniting it, and Admiral Dewey and the United States forces in 
Manila Harbor had no appliances of that kind. 

So this company promptly went to work and repaired this cable 
at the request of the Government, so that they could get it into 
use, as well as for the benefit of the cable company. It cost £912 
5s. 6d., something over $4,400. Now, as to whether the United 
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States used this cable or not, they used it as they use all other 
cables and all other telegraph lines, paying certain fixed rates and 
receiving in return a dollar’s worth of pene for dollar 
paid; so that that does not come into this case at all. e Gov- 
ernment was simply paying for valuable services 3 
When this claim was made it was presented to the one poen 
department of the British Government, and Sir 
‘s counsel and member of Parliament, and Mr. Henry Sat. 
ton prepared an opinion in which they distinctly held that under 
international law, the United States not being zi war with Eng- 
land, and the United States having taken the p roperty of another 
nation and destroyed it for military purposes, under their view of 
the law erning international relations, the Government of the 
United 8 was not only responsible for the expense of repair- 
ing this cable, but responsible for the damages incurred by this 
company running into the thousands of dollars, by reason of the 


nonuse of the cable. The account and this opnan were submit- 
ted to the State ent of the United States by the British 
ambassador, Mr. Hay, the Secretary of State, transmitted it to 


the Attorney-General, the law officer of the United States. He 
refutes 7 7 Psion taken by the British Government as to the 
liabili United States Government. 

Mr. ERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me? Do I un- 
derstand him to say that the Attorney-General of the United 
— holds that this Government is not liable for the damage 

e? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not legally liable? 

Mr. MAHON. There is his opinion. I will not read either that 
or the opinion of the Queen’s counsel. They simply say that un- 
der international law this Government is responsible, and this 
claim is pressed here by the British Government for her subjects, 
under the law regulating international affairs. The Attorney- 
General, after writing a long opinion, which I have briefed here, 
concludes as follows: 

Iam of the opinion, theref that u the law of the case there is no 
ground for the claim of Gf indemnity. TA 

Now, here we have in dispute a claim of the subjects of another 
Government, presented by another Government, in which their 
highest law department insists that we are onsible under in- 
ternational law. This Government declares that that is not the 
law and that we are not responsible. After this case had reached 
that point the British minister addressed this letter to the Secre- 
tary of State: 

Unofficial. 
e EMBASSY, Washington, March 13, 1899. 

Dran Mr. Hay: Referring to our conversation on . red last respect- 
ng Pond right to pompe 
in time ot ä 
tive rule of in 


tion b . © in io plot, tho lain to 0 
belligerent under 3 3 no blame on their 


opinion of? my Government it would be reasonable thata rule should 
h circumstan made 


ces compensation should be 
NE repairs. 
by Lord Salisbury to submit that view to the favorable con- 
t, and ao that eee tosu: unofficially 
0 Extension 8 go on account of the 
cutting of bend KORNE A and Capiz cables to the extent of 


trust that your Government will A bo disposed to entertain this claim, 
apart from stric consideration, and in fact to adopt the equitable rule 
ee wiih Great e, Youre, very Waly, 
om LIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


Mr. LLOYD. In that connection I wish to ask this question: 


On what ground does the lish Government base its claim 
that this should be paid by the United States Government? 
Mr. MAHON, ell, I would have to read the opinion quoted 


here. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not based on this 

Mr. MAHON, You will find it on page 5 of the report. 

Mr. LLOYD. Isit not based on this oe groma, that because we 
obtained the Philippine Islands from the Spanish Government 
we succeed to certain liabilities—— 

Mr, MAHON. I shall conclude my statement in a few mo- 
ments, and if the rr: will just wait, I will answer his 


ground 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 26, 1899. 
My Dran Mr. Tower: Referring to your note of the 15th of July and to 
other correspondence which I have: the honor of exchanging a goz 
and ‘Bir Julian ned, that T'a can an rw S aein 
oasa aro gonoer RAL 2 compe: 


1 — incon Australasia and ina ‘re egraph Com. 
for damages and i an 7 — ö been sustained Aout gy 
pany for da o war with Spain, and, furthermore, th 


by 2 nad Nc aes from an equitable point of view at ek, to] in 


are no funds at the 3 of the President without the consent of Con- 
gress of making su eres 
But, in view of all circumstances of the case, as Ea matter of equity and 


ern Gl the iho op is inclined to Heng pe the 5 on of reimbursement 
to that company of its actual expenses the repair of its cable to 
Hougkons poe’ it wees os by the milit militan ane of the United States. 
am, my dear ‘ower, ve ully, yours, 
. N Bf JOHN HAY. 


Mr. REGINALD TOWER, etc. 

Now, in pursuance of that letter, and of this agreement which 
they were trying to reach, the President addressed this message 
to the Senate and the House: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompan 

me paperi with reference to Sg er st p» Eastern E 8 Australasia 

m ed, for compensation on account of ex- 
3 83 5 repairing its Man Manila-Hongkongand Manila-Capiz cables, 
which were cut by United States forces during the war with Spain. 

nee recommend that as an act of equity and comity provision — made by the 

ponerse for reimbursement to the company of the actual expenses incurred 
by it in the repair of the cables. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, Couture 16, 1900. 
Mr. MAHON. Now I will answer the question of the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MAHON. I prona: to yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
oor first, and then 1 will yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 

Mr. LLOYD. The question I asked was this: On what ground 
do they base a claim t iat the United States Government should 
make this pa ent? 


Mr.M N. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that, so that the 
House may have the benefit of it as well as the gentleman, I will 
have the Clerk read the chief points in the opinion of the Queen’s 
er That will be a complete answer to the gentleman's 

uestion. 
T Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if this is not the first of a 
series of like claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I think there is only one more, for a cable that 
is somewhere on the shores of Cuba, but I do not know where. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That amounts to $40,000 as 
against $5,000 in this case. 

Mr. MAHON. That bill is in m committee, and they have 
7 KVV 
of repairing and rene o cable, y in the 
ui but that has been settled. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man is throu h, I want to say a few words. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OPINION OF SIR ROBERT T. REID, Q. C., M. P., AND MR. HENRY SUTTON, 
The rule usually acted u is that neutral property permanently situated 


nt territory 5 — take its chance in war in common with the 


p: tra the belli 


onal usage as 
y should be entertained unless 
ons between the Spanish Govern- 
m the actual conductof the pan: z representa- 

eprive ie of the benefit of a neutral 
It is worthy of — this connection ne) the — | o utility ‘of the cable 
over, it may very many miles is as much d 1— 5 cut 33 it within 
territorial igid as by 5 on the high seas, seas, whi would 


undoubtedly entitle its owners 1 

This consideration confirms and illustrates the international character 
which we have 5 e said belongs in some degree to a submarine cable. 

It — to be considered jeder the on facie right to com 
is in the circumstances of this case by reason of the t 
ing ee the Spanish 5 and the company at the outbreak of 
tie yar or subsequently thereto, by the conduct of the company's repre- 
sentative. 

The relations between the compan and the Spanish Government depend 

mcession. These terms 


claim of thie 60 com 
there are — — me in the re 

ment and the com 
tives sufficient to 


wired Spanish officers from watering into ‘xed with 
States A 5 and what was done under coercion can not be 5 as 
unfriendly, and though the: might have allowed the United States Admiral 
to use their cable instead o reventing him by — Ay 1 end, 
there Is no doubt that had ey allowed its use it wo ve been a com- 
plete de 2 a neutral attitude, and would most diy have entailed 
ruts it recovered ee 
No indemnity was offered by the United States, an A is not, in our opin- 
ion, a _ 1 on to im on a private com hat they shoul be 
laced in a dilemma of being obliged to choose si v9 expose themselves 


foruin a the belligerent of heir choice proves to os the unsuccessful bel- 
geren 
There is nothing in all this to disentitle the company to compensation. 
The only point which may be considered ad verse to the olain: of the com- 
panish Government was in fact usin, 


pany is as follows: 
5 It a „„ rose pid herr ot l 3 
‘or military purposes hostile e Un and we think 
question whether that circumstance did not warrant it being cut t whhout shone 
. a 8 iP 5 not because of A = 
the compan: beca) ofa this e's wat 
property of neutrals, we think this polat would fiave boon tate tote 
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but on the whole we consider that it does not apply to such property as this 
cable. And, further, it a to us that the United States Adm did not 
merely aim at preventing the use of the cable by the Spaniards, but also at 
using if for himself. Under these circumstances we think that the claim for 
8 is legitimate and ought to be entertained. 
ith respect to the loss of o, we do not consider that a claim can be 

substantiated in respect of loss caused by the necessary disturbance of this 
asof other industrial pursuits in the time of war. The question as applied 
to acable is of novel racter and we can not say there is any p ent, 
but we think the proper conclusion is what we have stated. 

The proper course to pursue in order to bring the company's claim before 
the Government of the United States will be for the company to prefer it 
through the foreign office. 


R. T. REID. 
HENRY SUTTON. 
NOVEMBER 21, 1898. 


Mr. MAHON. That is the only answer I can make the gentle- 
man. Now I will answer the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have asked all 
the questions I wish. I desire to be heard at the proper time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will agree to this substitute? 

Mr. MAHON. Iwi pag to the gentleman, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iwill readit. Amend the title so as 
to read: Authorizing the Secretary of State to reimburse the 
Eastern Extension Australasia and China Telegraph Company, 
Limited, for expenses,” striking out the words ‘‘ compensation on 
account of,” and striking out pay the claim of;” and then have 
the bill read this way: 

That the Secre of State be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, 
as an act of grace and comity, to reimburse an amount not exceeding $4.500 
to the Eastern Extension Australasia and China Telogranh Company, Lim- 
ited, for expenses incurred in repairing its Manila-Hongkong and la- 
Capiz cables, which were cut by Uni States forces during the war with 

pain; and a sufficient sum of money, not exceeding $4,500, is hereby anpro 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro) to 
reimburse said company such expenses. 

That would do away with an objection, as I think, which would 
establish a dangerous precedent and would recognize the bill asa 
valid claim against the United States. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I anticipated this objection my- 
self, and I have this amendment prepared, which I will offer at 
the proper time, and that may answer the gentleman’s purpose. 
I intended at the proper time to amend, in line 4, by striking out 
«“ to pay the claim of” and insert in lieu thereof the word reim- 
burse;” and in lines 5 and 6 strike out the words for compensa- 
tion” and insert in lieu thereof as an act of comity and grace;” 
and after e „in line 6, insert not grees $4,500.” 
Then the gentleman from New York can amend the title, which 
ought to be amended accordingly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; you leave in also, in lines 10 
and 11, ‘‘ to pay the claim;” and you leave in com tion on 
accountof,” recognizing it, in fact,asaclaim. I think, perhaps, 


you intended all right. 
Better agree with thine adversary while 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
he is in the wr 

Mr. RAY of New York. That would carry out the idea of the 
President and of the Secretary of State, that it would be an act of 


grace. 

Mr. MAHON. Ihave no objection, Mr. Speaker, to the substi- 
tute if the gentleman will offer it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if he would accept an amendment which 
would provide that the British Government should pay the claims 
of American citizens against that Government as an act of 
comity and 2? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, while I may bein sympathy with the gen- 
tleman’s position, this would not be the place to put it. I do not 
know whether there is anything in the claim. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do. The difficulty is, when 
claims are presented to this Government, they are paid; but when 
presented to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, they are 
simply talked about for years, and I am not ready to stand here 
and pay any of those claims until those that our own 2 have 
against that Government are considered as well. By and by I 
will state what those claims are. 

Mr. MAHON. If the gentleman will carefully examine the pay- 
ment of claims and counterclaims between the United States and 
the British Government, he will find that this Government has a 
long-barreled shotgun initshands. This Government hasalways 
received millions of dollars more than we have paid to them, and 
this Government always has been able and always will be able to 
make the British Government pay to her citizens what is legally 
due to them. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. This Government does not al- 
ways succeed in doing it. 

Mr. MAHON. Perhaps not, in a few isolated cases. A great 
many gentlemen in this country think they have claims, when 
be have no claim against any person. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have presented this case, I think, as fully 

as I need to, so that the House now thoroughly understands it, 
Iam not going to weary the House with any long argument. 

Summarized briefly, there is no doubt about 


e fact that that | for 


cable was cut. There is doubt that it cost at least $4,500 for re- 
pairs. There is no doubt that the people who owned this property 
were neutrals and were in no way hostile to our Government 
Conop Snas war. 


Mr. BARTLETT. May I be pardoned to ask the gentleman a 
question in reference to this matter? 

Mr. MAHON. Ina moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I merely wish to ask a question right on 
that point. 

Mr.MAHON. Thenextstepis that the British Government has 
presented this claim of her citizens through the proper govern- 
mental channels of 8 The opinions of this high law of- 
ficer, on account of his high position and great ability, must carry 
some weight. 

Mr. LLOYD. I want to ask the gentleman one qarson in that 
connection. Why is it that this Congress should be governed by 
the opinions of Her Majesty's counsel rather than by the Attorney- 
General of the United States? 

Mr. MAHON, Every gentleman ought to be controlled by the 
opinions of great legal men. I will come to that. Now, I say 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I will stand up 
for my own 88 
Mr. MAHON. ere is no doubt that the position taken by the 
English Government, through its proper department, backed up 
by the Sy opinions of her legal representatives, is what I have 
stated. unsel for the Queen says we are responsible, not only 
for the actual zopet hns for the damages arising from loss of 
business. This c was presented to this Government, backed 
up by the authority of the British Government to present it, 
through the British ambassador. The Secretary of State very 
proces’ presented this claim to the Attorney-General, who is the 
aw officer of this Government. He reviewed all the facts, and 
from his standpoint he said there was no liability on the part of 
this Government, either as to losses incurred or the expense of re- 
pairing the cable. Here we have an issue between the two Gov- 
ernments and opposite opinions from law officers. 
on Dobi Sie i EAE romake an a poten just 1 
e gentleman is rig 0 disposed to vo oe e 
payment of this claim, but I do not so understand it. I do not so 
understand it. These gentlemen who render this opinion, which, 
in my judgment, is a very thin one, are not the counsel of the 
British Government, but the counsel of this Australasia-China 
Telegraph Company; and so far from making a claim against this 
Government as a matter of right, the B ambassador trusts 
that our Government will be to entertain this claim apart 
from strictly legal considerations and to adopt the equitable rule 
suggested by the Government in such cases. Now, if this were a 


claim pat on the ground of 57 5 I should vote against it. If it 
is on the other ground, I should be disposed to favor it. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I call the attention of my friend to 


the letter of the Secretary of State on that subject. 

Mr. DALZELL. And, furthermore, as my colleague [Mr. Ray 
of New York] 5 8 in this connection, the Secretary of State 
says to the President: 


It will be seen from the papers that no formal the com- 


claim in behalf of 
pany is presented by Her esty’s Government, but that that Government 
submits whether, as an act of grace, some u compensation may not 
n company for the loss w: it to have suffered in 


And, furthermore, the President of the United States, in his 
message sending the papers to this House, says: 
Sho Congress for reimbursement $0 tha company of the sctual expenses 

e or men 
foourred by it in the repair of the cable. 3 as nn 

So that I think the claim is really before the House upon the 
ground of equity and not as a legal VAEN 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] will understand that I am not insisting that there is any 
legal obligation on the part of the United States to pay either 
damages or the expenses incurred. I have not examined that 
part of it. This case, however, has come through the British 
ambassador, and has been sent here as stated. do not know 
who Robert T. Reid is. Probably he is an ordinary counselor. 
The gentleman may be right about that. In looking over the 


papers I sup) he was the legal adviser of that department of 
the age vernment. 
Mr. RIDGELY. Do we understand that this claim has been 


submitted to our Attorney-General? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 
Mr. RIDGELY. And that he reports officially that we are not 


1 y liable? 
r MAHON. He does. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, He says that we are not legally bound. 
Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was just going tostate, 
this claim is not presented here by the Committee on War Claims. 
The committee have not so re They have offered no opin- 


ion, excepting the papers in the case, the opinion of the counsel 
the t and the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
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United States against that legal position. Then they present, 
further, the proposition made by the British ambassador that the 
proper way to settle this case is to get away from all things like 


egal distinctions and settle it as a matter of comity and grace be- 
tween these claimants and the Government of the Uni States. 
In pursuance of that I had an amendment prepared reciting that 
we do not pay this as a matter of legalright, but merely as a mat- 
ter of comity and grace that ought always to exist between friendl 
33 But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] has of- 

ered a substitute which covers my amendment and makes the 
bill still safer, and I am willing to accept that substitute. 

Mr. LLOYD, I wish to ask in this connection, suppose it had 
occurred that in the conflict between the United States and Spai 
the Philippine Islands had not come under the protectorate of the 
United States. Does the gentleman then hold that either in law 
or in equity we would be responsible for damages for acts which 
were committed as an incident to military operations? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not insist that this claim now stands on 


any | obligation to pay it. 

Mr. ELOY. Would you say that it stood as an equitable 
claim under those circumstances? 

Mr. MAHON, Always, if there is any equity in it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I should like to call attention, then, to the second 
opinion of Messrs. Reid and Sutton with reference to the liability 
on that account. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I have ignored their opinion and have ac- 
tepian the opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

r. LLOYD. Then you ignore the opinion of Mr. Sutton and 
Mr. Reid when they say we should pay on account of the fact that 
we obtained the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. MAHON. I hope the gentleman will not make a speech in 
my time. If he will allow me, I will answer him. I am not 
2322308 the legal opinion of Mr. Reid or Mr. Sutton. 

can not press it as a legal obligation on this Government, be- 
cause the Attorney-General of the United States has decided 
against it, and in his opinion we all ought to acquiesce; but we 
are presenting it on the ground that this was a neutral party, and 
the cable was cut as a military necessity; that the cable company 
suffered a great hardship and a t loss, and simply as a matter 
of comity existing between people who are friendly and as a mat- 
ter of grace the Secretary of State and the President of the United 
States recommend that we pay this claim. 

Mr. LLOYD, Then do you think it is the duty of the United 
States to pay all neutrals the damages that may come to them by 
reason of a war that may exist between nations? 

Mr. MAHON. It would take too long to answer that question. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is the logical sequence of your g. 

Mr. MAHON. How much time have I remaining? 

MAN. The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes. 
We have passed bills against this Government 
to pay thousands of dollars where there was no legal obligation, 
but simply as a matter of comity and grace. 

or RAY of New York. Do you know of any case similar to 
this? 

Mr. MAHON, No; I do not say that. Now, I yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], 

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that we are on this bill considering an 
entirely new question. The rule of international law is well set- 
tled that if the property of a neutral is within the theater of mili- 
tary operations it must take its chance of destruction by military 
operations, and for that destruction the owner has no lawful claim 
against the belligerent government. I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania disputes that proposition, On the 
other hand, he affirms it. 

The cable of the claimant was cut by the orders of Admiral 
Dewey in the course of his naval operations. We are asked to pay 
as a matter of equity—I am not sure we ought not to pay it—a 
claim of the owner of the cable, based upon the opinion of its own 
counsel, who himself says that the question is of a novel char- 
acter and we can not say that there is any precedent for it.” On 
the other hand, the Attorney-General of the United States is of the 
opinion that the claim is groundless in law. This claim will be fol- 
lowed by others of the same character. Everybody who remem- 
bers how every day the press contained accounts of some new cable- 
cutting operation by our Navy along the shores of Cuba during 
the late war un ds very well that when we begi by paying 
one of these claims we shall have to pay them all. I noticed yes- 
terday that the President sent to Con arecommendation that 
we pay the claim of some company whose cable was cut upon the 
shores of Cuba, the claim amounting to between £800 and £900— 
a t deal larger claim than this. 

ow, I think, if we are going to undertake to make com 
tion—and 1 again say Iam not sure we ought not to do so in view of 
all the international circumstances which have existed during the 


past two years—we ought to do so deliberately. We ought to find 
out what the cases are and how many there are. We ought to 
have the fullest information on the subject from the State Depart- 


ment. For this reason when the proper time comes I shall off 
by way of amendment to the bill a proposition to this effect: a 

That the Secre of State is here 
full 3 poh ta N of citizens 3 toe vith Cee 
spun an Go e an c ms of the United States against the 

While I am willing to do equity toward the subjects of Her 
Britannic Majesty, I want Her Britannic Maj s Government 
to do the same equity toward the citizens of the United States, I 
represent a district in which many of the ple are in constant 
contact with the 8 the British vernment, exercised 
through the Dominion of ada. The conduct of the Canadian 
government for these many years toward those engaged in the 
American deep-sea fisheries is not pleasant to contemplate. It 
does not tend to increase the international good will which I 
should be glad to see. When I ke of this matter before, some 
gentlemen asked me what case I in mind, 

I will state one of many, and one only. A man who by many 
years of toil upon the sea had gathered together money enough to 
own a little vessel of his own was fishing some years ago off the 
coast of Nova Scotia, more than 6 miles from any part of the main- 
land. He was fishing upon the high seas, upon God’s highway, 
where American citizens have the same right as citizens of Great 
Britain. _ Desiring to be within the law, he learned from one Cana- 
dian cruiser that he was outside the 3-mile limit. Acting upon 
that information, he surrounded a school of mackerel with a seine. 
After he had caught the fish and secured them in his seine, but 
before he had landed them upon the deck of his schooner, a second 
Dominion cruiser came along and claimed that, although he had 
caught the fish aoa the high seas, yet while they were in his seine 
and before he had landed them upon the deck of his vessel, he had 
drifted within the 3-mile limit and consequently within the juris- 
diction of the Dominion government. 

The owner of the American vessel protested and has always 
claimed that he was even at the .time of seizure upon the high 
seas and beyond British jurisdiction; but his vessel was seized, 
condemned, and forfeited by a Canadian court, and the forfeiture 
was affirmed by the supreme court of the Dominion of Canada by 
a majority of one of the judges. It was admitted by the Crown 
that the were 3 caught and secured in the seine upon 
the high seas, and the y claim upon which the forfeiture was 
based was that the mere drifting across the line with the fish in 
the seine attached to the vessel was an offense British law. 
Yet, drawing a line from headland to headland at that part of the 
Nova Scotian coast, the point of seizure was 44 miles outside the 
line thus drawn, and very much more than that beyond any point 
of the mainland of Nova Scotia. 

The only manner in which the jurisdiction of the Canadian 
court could besustained was by measuring from an isolated led 
uninhabitable and without vegetation, over which the sea br 
in a high wind, and which projects from the bottom of the ocean. 
After a weary litigation the British Government offered to return 
the vessel to its owner, but rpn the condition that costs should 
be paid, which were beyond his means and far exceeded the 
value of the vessel which had been left to 3 rot and 
go to ruin. This is the case of the Frederick ing, Jr., an 
American fishing vessel, owned by an American citizen, Edward 
Morris. Thus, not in time of war but in time of peace the sav- 
ings of a lifetime, earned amid the perils of the sea, have been 
swept away. That is the claim against the British Government 
for which the Senators from my State and I have been haunting 
the chamber of the Secretary of State for years past. Before we 
sit here to do an act of grace to subjects of Great Britain, we 
oughtin justice to our own people to compel Great Britain to do 
jo ag by us. ud applause. 

hope that the substitute t I offer will be adopted by this 
committee. 1 hope that we shall proceed in this matter deliber- 
ately; that we shall find out what we owe in equity to the citizens 
of Great Britain and pay them, and find out at the same time 
what Great Britain owes to our citizens and compel her to pay 
them. d need 

Mr. ON. I now yield eight minutes to the gentleman 
from Pe Ivania. 

Mr. AD. . Mr. Chairman, as this proposition comes to the 
House from the State Department, it comes in a very simple form, 
It is not embarrassed by any relation to the opinion of those Eng- 
lish counselors. It does not undertake to set aside the opinion 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, whose opinion would 
be binding upon the State rtment in any question. It comes 
from that rtment of Government which is intrusted with 
‘airs and with relations existing between this and 


It furthermore comes from a still higher au- 
thority, from the Executive Officer of our Government, the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Neither of these departments of the Government ask for the 
in eee of any legal claim or for the recognition of any legal 
bility on the part of this Government, On the contrary, itis 

y excluded, and it is asked to be done as an act of grace 


our foreign 
other countries. 
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between this country and the inhabitants of Great Britain. The 
question of liability incurred on cables is a new one in interna- 
tional law, and there has been no ruling to amount to anything 
on that question so far. Therefore, it is a delicate subject for 
any government to commit itself upon, and it should be proceeded 
with very slowly. : 

I think the amendment, or substitute, offered by the gentleman 
from New York makes it very plain that this is nothing but an 
act of grace on matters arising between the two countries and 
will not tend to establish any precedent, which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts seems to fear. Any country that performs 
any act of grace in so doing distinctly states it is purely an 
act of grace and comity between the nations, which precludes 
it from ever being quoted as a precedent for cases that may come 
afterwards. I have full sympathy with what the gentleman from 
Massachusetts says, that our Government should insist upon the 
collection of every claim due us from Great Britain, but I would 
submit to the fair judgment of this House if a good way todothat 
is not to show that we are willing to be fair with claims comin 
from our own State Department, indorsed by the Executive, an 
that they should be granted an 5 for this act of com- 
ity? Let us set an example as to the way our Government seems 
desirous of doing, and they may follow it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. But they do not follow, Mr. 
Chairman. We keep setting an example, and they keep refusing 
to follow it. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is a statement that the gentleman might 
not be able to sustain with facts. He has referred to the fishery 
question, which is one that has involved a long consultation be- 
tween this country and Great Britain. It is not only limited 
there, but it is also a dispute in regard to France. The gentleman 
has touched upon a question that is very open and debatable, 
and however much there may be in individual cases that exist 
that would appeal to our sympathies, still it is not fair to brin 
up a question that has been long debated and never finally settl 
as a set-off to a claim which the Executive of our Government 
and the State Department, which is intrusted with this particular 

hase of our Government, comes and asks the Congress of the 
nited States to grant. 

Furthermore, the ambassador of Great Britain, in his communi- 
cation to the State Department, distinctly makes no claim. He 
asks it as an act of comity and equity, and the word equityin this 
connection must not be confounded with the word equity in law. 
It simply means equity as justice between two nations. There- 
fore we will establish no precedent, and when that cif, oder to 
which our foreign relations is intrusted—the State Department, 
and further indorsed and supported by the Executive of our coun- 
try, the President—asks the House as an act of comity and justice 
between two nations to grant a small sum of $5,000, I think it 
would ill-befit us not to respond to the Executive in that particu- 
lar, in order that we may show our good will and feeling in this 
matter, and set an example to other nations, which we have been 
doing lately in such a high degree on other matters as to prove that 
we stand ready to repair anyact we have done that can not besus- 
tained with established precedent and fullest right of interna- 
tional law. 

Mr. MAHON. As I before stated, I have no intention of press- 
ing a vote on this bill. I think it ought to be discussed. I now 
want to reserve the balance of my time for the future. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes remain- 
ing. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

r. MAHON. As there does not appear to beany opposition to 
the bill, I suppose the gentleman will be recognized in his own 
time. 

Mr. RAY of NewYork. I ask to be recognized in my own time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not exactly in sympathy with all that 
might be said in N to the action of the English Govern- 
ment in regard to this claim, or with all that has been said on that 
subject by the gentleman from Massachusetts. Englishmen move 
slowly always. In the war in South Africa we have an exem- 

lification of that fact, for they are now moving with exceed- 

ng deliberation to the relief of Ladysmith. And if they are act- 
ing with deliberation there, what can we expect in the matter of 
claims for the compensation of American citizens? I think, as a 
rule, sog annen and the English Governmentendeavor to be just 
in their dealings with the United States and with the citizens of 
the United States. 

What the facts arein relation to the claim to which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] has called attention I do 
not know, but if there is justice in the claim I haveno doubt that 
justice will be done in due time. As this bill originally came be- 
fore the House for consideration this manini I was opposed to it 
in almost every feature, because it recognized a claim of this com- 
pany and a liability to pay that claim, and thereby to establish a 
most dangerous precedent. We have here the case of a forei 
company, or, I assume, a foreign corporation, composed entirely 
of citizens of China and citizens of Great Britain. hen the war 


with Spain broke out they were the owners of acable line between 


the island of Luzon, entirely within the Kingdom of Spain, and 


Hongkong; which was within the jurisdiction of Great Britain or 
China. I take it Spain had nothing to do with the line, except as 
she had granted the privilege to this company to land the cable. 
Iunderstand that the Government of Spain had no ownership in 
the line. Is that true? 

Mr. MAHON. Iso understand. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Therefore we have a claim made by 
citizens of China and of Great Britain for damage to their prop- 
erty done by the Government of the United States in the prosecu- 
tion of the war. This property damaged was not entirely situate 
within Spanish territory, within the theater of military opera- 
tions, and it was not exclusively under theSpanish flag. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a great deal that may be said 
in favor of the enactment of this measure into law. It seems to 
me that it would be wise and just to recognize this claim, as the 
President of the United States has done by recommending, as an 
act of grace, simply and purely, recognizing the rights of these 
citizens, that we make some compensation. 

And it seems to me, furthermore, that there isa great deal of 
wisdom in the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. Moopy], which is that before enacting any measure of this 
d into law we ask the Secretary of State to furnish us with a 
list of all claims of this character that have been brought to the 
attention of the Government of the United States; that he give 
us the history of the circumstances connected with the dama 
done by our Government or military forces to all of these cable 
lines connected with Cuba and Puerto Rico, Luzon, and any other 
point where we may have had occasion to interfere with these 
great means of international communication, these cable lines, 

I take it that we could notfinda precedentanywhere that would 
sustain us either in refusing to pay such a claim or in payingit, and 
it is a matter that will involve the payment, I think, before weget 
through with the subject, of at least a million dollars; that is the 
way I understand the matter. I understand that oneclaim, aside 
from this one, has already been presented to the Government of 
the United States which involves in the neighborhood of half a 
million dollars. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would say, with all respect to the chair- 
man of the committee who reported this claim—and I notice that 
he wrote the report himself—that it seems to me this bill had 
better lie by and be withdrawn from the consideration of the com- 
mittee until some future occasion, and that an inquiry be made 
into all these claims, all the circumstances connected with them, 
and that this committee having the subject in charge give it most 
careful attention, examine the legal propositions connected with 
it, examine the precedents relating to the subject, and make a 
full report to this House that will inform us just where we stand— 
in other words, so that when we come to consider this subject we 
may know where we are at.” I understand, of course, that this 
is a very small matter 

Mr. HON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me now to make 
a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will yield, Mr. Chairman, with the 
understanding that I have the floor when this matter comes up 


again. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Manon, the committee rose; and Mr. 
Payne having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. STEELE, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the Secretary of State to pay 
the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia and China Tele- 
graph Company, Limited, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HOBART, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GARDNER] offers the resolutions which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has received with found sorrow the intelli- 
mce of the death of GARRET A. HOBART, late Vice-President of the United 


tates. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public services and private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
commemorated. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the Sena 


te. 

[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the House. See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy the 
attention of the House but a very few minutes. 

Vice-President Hopart is dead. The nation was profoundly 
startled at the sad announcement. When we last saw him he 
Was apparently in robust and vigorous health; but the black-robed 
messenger of death beckoned from the hilltops, and he followed 
with the dying to an eternal rest. I knew him well. I attended 
his marriage to one of the most delightful young women in our 
community. Now she is his sorrow-laden widow, cloistered in 
gloom and loneliness, : 

is administration was unique, and the unusual friendship ex- 
isting between the dead Vice-President and our i ed 
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President was of the tenderest kind, and gave him personally and 
officially a digni andimportance herebefore lacking, and raised 
the office of Vice- ident from one of perfunctory faculty to an 
exalted power. In early life he gave emphatic promise of future: 
wealth and greatness. 

Our deeds do follow us from afar; 

And what we have been makes us what we are. 

He business capacity and. executive ability 
than any man I ever knew. He loved wealth and power, and dis- 
pensed both liberally.. As the great poet says: 

The time of life is short; 
To spend it basely were too long. 

His neighbors and friends best know how his shortened time of 
life was spent. Midas-like, everything he touched turned to gold, 
and his genial, robust, and cheerful ap ce loaded him down 
with erment and power. But it is not to the dead our words 
should be alone or particularly addressed, but to the widowed 
wife and son who must this burden of sorrow throughout a 
lifetime. To this grand widow and stricken boy let our hearts 

out with tenderness, pathy, and love, and appeal to the 
mighty, who is ially the widows’ God, to strengthen her 
in her loneliness for all struggles to come; and when she ap- 
proaches the eternal throne may she bid a fond adieu to this 
world to embrace her beloved husband in the life everlasting. 

In this life there is a continual parting—by death, Lasgo Ms 
absence; all are profoundly sad; but death is saddest, for it is for 
life. How pathetic does our own great poet sing of this sad truth: 


“Ah! when shall they all 8 
As in the days since gone bx? 
The ancient tim made z 


Forever there, but never here, 
The horologe of eternity 
incessanti. 


s 
“ Forever—never; 
Never—forever." 


Soon as age greets us we haye more friends in eternity than 
here; and when we are poutoa to depart, death’s journey is made 
easier by this thought. grant we may all view life as a very 
transient state and always regard the star of eternity as soon to 
surround us in its effulgent rays. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with GARRET A. 
Hopart began on the day he was nominated to the office of Vice- 
President at St. Louis. His quiet, cordial, winsome greeting when 
I first met him lingered in my memory long afteran acquaintance 
had ripened into a lasting friendship. I desire to add my testi- 
mony to those noble qualities of head and heart that characterized 
our late Vice-President. È 

In our system of government the Vice-President occupies an 
e greta’ pountbllitiar of political 

h wi e grea’ possibilities i 

os ait and yet bringing little power or responsibility. He is the 
presiding officer of the Senate, and is chosen for that a body 
and not by them. He has the right to vote only in case of a tie; he 
rarely has an opportunity to exercise this right While he presides 
over the deliberations of the Senate. In exercising the preroga- 
tives of a presiding officer he can never be a potent factor, but is 
alway the servant of the Senate. 

It is to be regretted that in our political system more important 
duties and greater responsibility not have been im 
upon an office of such high rank, The duties of the office should 
i possibilities. In case or a 

officer 


of e one coordinate branch of Congress, he is shorn 
of responsi and power. 

counsels of the Executive. He can not raise his voice in debate 
in the Senate; he can not vote on the questions; great or small, 
that come before that body unless the Senators happen to be 
equally. divided. He has no influence there or elsewhere, except 
that which comes from his own personality; scarcely more than 
he would exercise as a private citizen. Often his position is 
scarcely more enviable than that of the heir apparent to a Euro- 


pean throne. 

In the early days of the Republic great care was taken in the 
selection of candidates for this office. The fact that this officer 
was the constitutional successor to the Presidency whenever a 


pine ape ET seemed to be the all- influence in the 
naming of the Vice-President. Down to 1804 the Constitution 
distinctly recognized this principle. The electors voted for two 
persons, The one receiving the greatest number was chosen Presi- 


dent, and he who received the second greatest was chosen Vice- 
President. Under this provision John Adams and Thomas Jef- 
ferson were each chosen Vice-President and each succeeded, by 
election to the Presidential office, the President with whom they 
had 1 been chosen as Vice-President. In like manner 
at a later period Martin Van Buren also succeeded the President 
under whom he had served as Vice-President. This method of 
selection was changed by the amendment of 1804, owing to.an un- 
fortunate complication which arose under the old system. But 
3 why a candice for the Mie Rt pagan 

0 in all respects equa emergency e Suc- 
ceed to the Presidency. 85 

Since the change in the constitutional method of selection less 
care has been taken, as a general rule, in the selection of the Vice- 
President. Frequently the question of fitness has been sacrificed 
to that of availability. After hot and bitter strife within the 
party the Vice- Presidency has sometimes been thrown as a mat- 
ter of consolation to appease a disappointed and defeated faction. 
The President always represents the predominant thought and 
principles of his party; his possible successor should be chosen for 
the same reason. He ought not to be the exponent of the tenden- 
cies of the minority. His selection ought not to be the result of 
a desire gigs gain more votes for the ticket. 

_ GARRET A. Hopart did much to restore the office to its old- 
time dignity and rank. No one who knew him well doubted his 
fitness and ability to fill with honor to himself and to the lasting 
glory of his country the place of its Chief Executive. He had the 
ability, the tact, the statesmanship to take a high’place in the long 
line of illustrious men who have served their country in the great- 
est office in all the world. 

Mr. Hozarr, not officially, but by the force of his character, was 
a part of the Administration. His counsels were listened to in the 
executive chamber, and his voice was heeded in legislative halls. 
May his successor be of the same high character and intellectual 
endownment, amply qualified for the emergencies which the 
Constitution has imposed upon the office. 

GARRET A. HOBART oamp the typical life of a successful 
American boy. He worked his way through college and won the 
right to 3 in the courts of his State by dint of hard work 
and on the meager pay as a teacher in the public schools. The 
school teacher became a lawyer at the age of 25, and this was the 
beginning of his success, culminating in the Vice-Presidency at 
the age of 53. While engaged in an active and exacting profes- 
sion, he found time to enter into the councils of his party and 
perform all the duties of an American citizen. Courage, com- 
mon sense, ability, and persevering work brought success in 
every sphere of his usefulness. ibilities multiplied upon 
him, but, like every busy man, he found time for all. 

No interest intrusted to his care was ever neglected. His fellow- 
citizens honored him and he honored them in the faithful and con- 
spicnous discharge of private and official duties. He was succes- 


sively presiding officer of each branch of the legislature of his 


own State. His advice was Pagon sou by clients and pa 
ma: And with all the n e he Pnad 
time for his social duties, his family, and his church. He passed 
away in the ripe maturity of his powers, rience in the day of 
his greatest possibilities crak pees yet it was the close of a life 
abounding in influence and of honorable achievements. 

As presiding officer of the Senate, he has had few equals and no 
superior. He seldom left the chair during the session of the Sen- 
ate, was always fully informed as to the progress of business, 
never shirked the responsibility of a decision, was ever courteous, 
tactful, and aoe and with all just and honest. He was re- 
spected by political friend and foe alike. 

In these few words, Mr. Speaker, I have sought, as it were, to 
pa a single flower on the grave of GARRET A. HOBART. His 

ife work, how worthily and well done, the whole nation bears 

i . days were full of use and crowned with 
honor. His last victory was his best; it was the victory of the 
Christian’s faith, As calmly bade his anti} farewell, and 
with courage turned to meet the great destroyer, it was with the 
calm confidence in a newlife, unnumbered by the years. His death 
was the crowning triumph of his successful life. Verily, “‘ His 
works do follow him.” 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S since I have been a member of 
this House I have very seldom taken any part in suchexercises as 
engage our attention to-day. Ihave never felt that it was my 


duty to oe when speech would necessarily be only. unctory. 
I have felt that the 1 eulogy is too often the language 
of extravagance, and that this is the more apt to be so when it is 


the result of a seeming regard for the demands of propriety than 
when it is an answer to the 1 of an appreciative regard. 
Propriety s that we should put upon record our estimate 
of the nation’s loss sustained in the death of the Vice-President; 
but if that were all that appealed to me to-day, I should remain 
silent and leave to others the duty of f ing that estimate. 

I come to bring my humble tribute to the memory of GARRET 
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A. HOBART because of my personal esteem for him, because of my 


admiration of his career, and because I believe him to have been a 
ae type of American manhood, illustrating in his life the splen- 
id possibilities of American citizenship. : 

As may be said of many Americans—perhaps of the most who 
are successful—he was the architect of his ownfortune., And yet 
we are not prepared to say of all who thus achieve success that 
their lives command our admiration. It is the means by which 
the success is attained that challenges a place in our Pe 

Mr. Honhanr had sterling, qualities of character— „the 
love of work that brings experience; the wisdom that turns that 
experience to account in the seizure and improvement of opportu- 
nities; the desire to excel that, faithfully pursued, insures excel- 
lence; the integrity and strength of character, the fixedness of 

urpose, and the healthy ambition that sooner or later bring dis- 
Fnation to their possessor and make him a marked man among 
his fellows. - 

He was a successful man in every sphere that he entered, and 
the story of his life has to do with many and varied spheres. He 
realized success not because of mere accident of fortune or of 
opportunity, but by reason, above all, of the possession of those fac- 
nines and traits of character that appeal to the confidence of men. 
He attained eminence as a business man. He accumulated wealth 
and shared it with others. His was the guiding mind in large 

rojects and enterprises whose success meant not only individual. 
but the general weal. He was a public-spirited man. As his 
means grew sohe grew in mind and character. He shared his 
good fortune with others. His hand was open as his heart was 
warm. 

He had the conception of a broad - minded man as to his duties 
and ibilities. He was one of those who conscientiously. 
assume the burdens.and face the duties of citizenship. He knew 
that good government is an individual affair, that there can be no 
honest mass unless there be honest particles. And so he gave of 
his time and of his means to the choice of good men to office: It 
was regardless of selfish purposes. that he took place himself at 
the. of his fellows; for with him private interest yielded to 
public, and public office was a public trust. 

As the years went by the sphere of his usefulness and of his in- 
fluence grew. He became a. ing man in his city, in his neigh- 
borhood, in his State, and at last in the nation. 

He was the law adviser of his a He was more than once a 
member of his State legislature, and its speaker. He was for six 
years a member of his State senate, and its president. He was the 
nominee of his party for a seat in the United States Senate. He 
was Vice-President of the United States: Im all these various. 
positions of trust he so bore. himself that few could criticise, no 
one blame, and all must praise. 

= ee i wer Feat his as oa was 55 
an neficent, exercising an influence for ami igh 
low, rich and poon to the remotest places to which that i ce 
reached, how many those places. were only those can tell to 
whom his departure came with a sense of p loss. 

It is not for us to penetrate the sacred precincts and attempt to 
measure the void made there where he was loved and loving hus- 
band and father, counselor, and bosom friend. 

Mr. Hopart’s was a well-rounded character. He was a well- 
2 man; evenly developed on all sides, remarkably free from 

aults, and well equipped with the everyday virtues that count 
fox so much in e e life happ for those around us. 

But it is the crowning glory o . Hopart’s life and that which 
makes secure his place in history that during his incumbency of 
the Vice-Presidency of the United States he restored to that office 
its old-time dignity and honor. He gave to this generation a con- 
ception of that o which for many previous generations had 
faded from the minds of men. 

The framers of the Constitution intended that the qualifications 
for President and for Vice-President should be identical. Inas- 
much as upon the death of the President the Vice-President suc- 
ceeds him, no reason appeared to their minds why the candidates 
for these offices should not in all respects. be equals, and so the 
Constitution provided that the electors should vote for two per- 
sons, and that the one having the highest number of votes should 
be President and the next in number the Vice-President. So John 
Adams was chosen as the first Vice-President, and subsequently 
Thomas Jefferson as the second Vice-President, and both were 
chosen as Presidents upon the expiration of their respective terms. 
Since their day only one single man has been chosen President of 
the United States who. had previously served as Vice-President, 
and that was Martin Van Buren. And yet we have learned in four 
cases — those of Tyler, Fillmore, Johnson, and Arthur, who each 
succeeded to the idency on the death of the President how 
essential it is that the Vice-President should be as well equipped 
for the first office as is the man chosen for the first office himself, 

The alarm occasioned by the rivalry between Jefferson and 
Aaron Burr in the election of 1800, when Burr almost succeeded 
to the Presidency, moved our fathers. to amend. the Constitution 
and to provide for the selection of a President as such and a Vice- 


The President is elected for four years. He may die within that. ores. 
he may be removed from office, or he may become disqualified to perform its 
duties. In either of these events the Vice-President succeeds to the power. 
Under the existing ement you will secure, as far as human prudence 
can accomplish it, the most eminent men for these two offices. Each candi- 
date must be voted for as if the electors fairly execute the 
Constitution they will give their votes for those men whoare the best qualified 
to administer the Government. Thus under every probable event you will 
find Meni of the most eminent of your citizens. at the head of your Govern- 
put if the amendment prevails, the case must be peah ohonga The 
man voted foras Vice-President will be selected without any d ve view 
to his qualifications toadminister the Government. The office will generally 
be carried into the market to be exchanged for the votes of some large States 
for President. And the only criterion which will be regarded as a qualitica- 
tion for the office of Vice-President will be the tem y influence of the 
candidates over the electors of his State. It is in manner you must ex- 
pect toobtain.a man tofill the second office in the Government and who must 
..... ̃ — — 
permuanesis inter este of the country are sacrificed. 7 

In how many national conventions have we seen the realiza- 
tions of these forebodings! Im how many conventions have we 
seen men chosen as Vice- dential candidates without any con- 
trolling regard to their fitness for the office of President, but 
simply because of expediency and availability for ulterior 7 — 
poses! The consequence has been a lowering of the dignity of the 
ater N in the 5 i the 5 — and e e the 
people, and a consequent diminution o 6 power gnity 
pertaining to the office itself. And while our Vice-Presidents, as 
a rule, have been ene, Sean men, they have acquiesced in the 
. estimate, and have sought no wider sphere or broader 

uties than pertain to the Presidency of the Senate. 

To this rule Mr. HOBART was a ci icuous exception, He 
brought to the administration of his: office a lofty conception of 
the place, and a feeling of personal interest inand 2 with 
legislation. His strong personality pervaded the Senate - 
ber. His clear convictions, his earnestness, his patriotism, made 
themselves felt upon his associates. He was not a looker-on, but 
an actor, an efficient instrument in the administration of govern- 
mental affairs. Unlike his predecessors, he did not stand apart 
from responsibility. He had the confidence of the President; he 
participated in the councils of the Cabinet; he helped to shape 
and mold. policies and direct events. He kept abreast of the times 
and had vidence so decreed he could at any moment have 
taken up the task had the President been compelled to lay it down, 

It was: his fortune to live in stirring times, to cipate in 
grave events, He bel to an Administration. will mark 
anew — in American history and shape for good or ill our 
future destiny. Of that Administration he was a part. Toward 
the inane. that destiny he contributed his share of counsel and 
control. He magnified his office. He taught the people to esti- 
mate it as he estimated it. He taught us all a lesson that I doubt 
not will bring resultsinour future history. Herestored the Vice- 
Presidency to the place in our system that it held in the system 
of the fathers.. 

And so when death claimed him all the people mourned his loss. 
They said of him as we say of him: He was a good man, a good 
citizen, a loyal friend, our great Vice-President. 


Mr. BROSIUS: Mr. Speaker 
Sir Launcelot, there thou lyest; thou were never matched by noneearthly 
knight's hands; thou were the truest friend to thy lover that ever 


bestrode a 
5 — 55 were the kindest man that ever struck with a sword. La Morte 

The Arabs had a saying that death is a camel that kneels at 
every man's door. This expresses how. common. an event it is in 
the providential order, as common and familiar as birth; yet of 
all natural events it uces the most profound and lasting im- 
a upon the mind. This is true even when it.comes to the 

umble and undistinguished; much more so when it overtakes 
those eminent persons who have achieved honor and distinction 
in the public service and occupy positions of great elevation in the 
public eye and in general esteem. 

The death. of the gifted and great has always been and will 
ever be a solemn, impressive, and imposing circumstance.. Its 
value in the way of example, admonition, and instruction is in 
proportion to the elevation from which the subject falls to his 
natural end. It comes to the surviving like a faithful school- 
master with the open book of a closed life and assigns the lesson 
which. we must study or lose its teaching. The fame-of the pront 
and noble dead is among the most. enduring and valuable of our 
public possessions, and the contemplation of their example and 
— virtues exerts a.salutary and ennobling influence upon. the 

ving. 

It is one of the very best of men—and there is no higher praise 
that we contemplate to-day. It is the universal estimation, the con- 


sensus of opinion among those who knew him, that the late Vice- 
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President, in the essential elements of a well-organized being and 
the n excellencies of a character of the very first rank, 
had few, if any, superiors. The high success he achieved, the 
eminence he attained, the perfect character he formed, were not 
due to any adventitious aids. Neither birth nor rank nor for- 
tune smoothed his upward way to the clear-aired heights -he 
reached and kept. True, he had the good fortune to be born in a 
country one of whose glories is that its social formation is not in 
horizontal strata common in the Old World, through which few 
ever pass from below upward, but is mobile as the sea, where the 
lowest drop, win with merit, may rise and glitter on the high- 
est wave that ro All else was due to principles, qualities, and 
forces cae summed up a strong, interesting, and attractive 

TSO! % 

If the limits of the occasion permitted, we could easily name the 
traits which were chief agencies in the development of his splendid 
manhood. Honor,sympathy, courage, and duty were the precious 
and conspicuous jewels in the crown of his superb character, and 
we may set them apart to-day and lift them over his new-made 
grave as the gaam texts in the lesson of his life, 

Some one said he had an unusual capacity for winning 
affection. This was due to his deep human sympathy. He was 
not deficient in imagination and could place himself in the posi- 
tion of others and realize their distresses and their needs. His 
kindness to every human creature was proverbial. He was happy 
in promoting the comfort of those who served him. In his business 
career, which was a conspicuous success, his example if followed 
would cure two maladies said to afflict our time—the envious 
hatred of him who suffers want and the selfish forgetfulness of 
him who lives in affluence, This problem can be solved by sym- 
pathy, love, and good will. 

There is no sunshine like that of kindness to o those beauti- 
ful spas da fl i da love, hope, and trust, which ought to bloom 
over the gi walls which separate the rich and the poor. Mr, 
Hopart was thoroughly imbued with that beautiful sentiment 
which holds the human family in the bonds of unity and love, 
„that we are children of the same Father, traveling toward the 
same home, and hoping to sit down at last at the same banquet, 
and therefore we should love one another.” 


Is just the art of being kind. 


Our distinguished friend has been twice ennobled. Death and 
duty ennoble all men. Devotion to duty was one of his charac- 
teristic traits. Her command to him a Thus saith the Lord.” 
He was unremitting in his attention to his public engagements 
His entire life exemplified the truth that the path of duty is the 
upward way; that— 

Not once or twice in our fair land’s story 
The path of duty was the way to glory. 

Our souls should bow before the temple that enshrines the 
divinity of duty. These superb characters are the rarest fruit of 
earth, and their surviving countrymen may well cherish the fine 
vintage of their example for their perpetual refreshment. 

The Vice-President, whom we mourn, was stricken in the midst 
of his usefulness from the highest public place save one in the 
gift of the people, a position which, despite its elevation, he hon- 
ored more than it could honor him. The character and relative 
eminence of the office of Vice-President has been the subject of 
diverse comment for a hundred years, many people regarding it as 
quite subordinate in consequence and rank. © original consti- 
tutional mode of selecting the President and Vice-President de- 
noted the estimation in which the framers of the Constitution 
held the Vice-Presidential office, and yet some of them and their 
contemporaries spoke slightingly of that office, John Adams said: 

My country has in its wisdom contrived for us the most insignificant office 
that ever the invention of man contrived or his tion conceived. 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

It is the only office in the world about which I am unable to decide whether 
Thad rather have it or not have it. 

Whatever rank may have been assigned to it at different periods 
of our history, it is the glory of its last incumbent that he restored 
the Vice-Presidency to its true rank, redeemed it from any ob- 
scurity into which it may have fallen, rescued it from the insig- 
nificance in which it came to be regarded by some, and established 
its title to the 7 7 and elevation appropriate to the second 
office in the gift of the American people. 

It is thus seen what a beautiful and instructive career has closed 
on earth. He did not live man's appointed time. The mysterious 
clock to which Dr. Holmes so beautifully refers, which the angel 
of life wound up to run three score years and ten, ran down 
fore the lapse of the allotted time. But the bounds which are fixed 
to the duration of life donotalways measure its worth. His career, 
though cut off in the midst of its usefulness, has been a sweet and 
wholesome i ne in right living, high thinking, and unselfish 
service in priva 


and public walks of life, and his fragrant 


memory will ever remain an inspiration to those who loved him 
living and mourn him dead. 

There is a tradition that among the Seneca Indians a singularly 
beautiful belief dana that when a loved one died, if the 
caught a singing bird and, binding it with messages of love and an 
fection, eee it over the grave of the departed, it would not fold 
its wings nor close its eyes until it reached the spirit land and deliv- 
ered the messages to the loved and lost. So may the friends who 
mourn to-day bind with messages of love the birds that are sing- 
ing in their hearts songs of homage and affection, and, releasing 
them at the grave of the departed, may enjoy the solace of believ- 
ing that they will not fold their utes until they reach the spirit 
land and deliver the messages to the loved and lost. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not have the good 
fortune to enjoy a long and intimate acquaintance with the ilus- 
trious man whose memory and deeds we honor here to-day. Death 
is a theme not lightly to be mentioned by those who are subject 
to its power; for the young may die, the old must die, and the 
wisest of us knownot howsoon. In the prime of years, in the full 
strength of manhood apparens, and with short notice, Vice-Presi- 
dent Hopart was called hence. As already stated, my acquaint- 
ance with him being limited, I shall not attempt to speak at 
length in respect to his private character and inner life. I leave 
these remarks to be o by those who knew him longer and more 
intimately, We learn that he was born in New Jersey in 1844; 
that he spent all the years of his busy life in that State; that in 
early manhood he followed the profession of school-teacher, and 
later became a lawyer. 

The first public office he held was that of attorney for the city 
of Paterson, where he resided, in 1871. That later he was counsel 
of the board of freeholders of his county; that he was several 
times chosen a member of the legislature of his State, serving in 
both branches thereof, and filling the residing officer’s chair in 
each body. Once when his party was in the minority in the leg- 
islature he was voted for as its nominee for the United States 
Senate, In 1896, at St. Louis, he was nominated for Vice-Presi- 
dent, and was duly elected in November of that year. The same 
month three years later he died. 

During the comparatively brief time I have had the honor to 
occupy a seat in the House of Representatives I have witnessed 
the death of two incumbents of the Vice-President’s chair. The 
first was that of the highly favored son of Indiana, Hon. Thomas 
A. Hendricks. He died in November, 1885, While Vice-Presi- 
dent Hopart had not figured or participated in the public affairs 
of the nation at large so extensively as Mr. Hendricks, yet in 
the narrower field of his State politics he was idolized to the same 
passionate extent. As there was nothing in the gift of the people 
of Indiana too good for Mr. Hendricks, so the people of New Jer- 
sey felt that Mr. HOBART richly deserved their warmest affection 
and most exalted honors. 

In my personal experience in public life I have met but few 
men more easily approached and more civil and courteous in in- 
tercourse than was the late Vice-President. I recall well the first 
time I met him, shortly after he entered upon his duties as pre- 
siding officer of the Senate. The circumstances of our meeting 
made it necessary for me to speak to him without the formali 
of anintroduction. I was immediately impressed with his mil 
manner, his dignified and pleasing ad and polite attention. 
Gifted as he was in these respects, it is not singular or strange 
that he was personally popular and was held in such affectionate 
5 by those who knew him best, 

e was blessed with a large estate, which he had amassed by an 
active life and successful business methods and management. He 
was enabled thereby to entertain, and he dispensed his hospitality 
in an almost lavish manner. This he did not for the mere sake 
of entertaining, but because of his generous and purely hospitable 
nature and the disposition to give good cheer and contribute to 
the comfort, happiness, and pleasure of those around him. He 
was, nevertheless, a man of duty, and rarely failed of success in any 
undertaking, This was because of his great energy, unflagging 
industry, good judgment, earnest convictions, and sound common 
sense. As the presiding officer of the United States Senate he 
was unusually successful and popular. By many members of 
that body he was pronounced a model presiding officer. 

It can be truly said of him that in all the circumstances and 
conditions of life in which he was placed he bore himself well, 
and did no act to provoke the unfriendly criticisms of partisan 
opponents or to mortify a friend. I had the honor to attend his 
funeral services at his home, and I shall never forget the impres- 
siveness of the scene there. It seemed that every man, woman, 
and child in his home city and, indeed, for miles around came to 
do him honor and 
was scarcely stan 
moved with pity and sorrow, the highest evidence of sincere and 
genuine affection for their hono dead. Though ill for many 
months, we learn he bore his iliness with fortitude and quiet resig- 
nation, He never lost his heart or became impatient. He knew 


y a tribute of respect to his memory. There 


g room in Paterson that day, and all were 


| 
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his end was approaching, but he contemplated the fact with that 
sublime confidence which belongs only to those who rely a eth 
past life marked by purity of conduct, integrity of action, - 
tian piety and religious convictions. The Vice- dent is dead, 
but his example in public and in private life is left to us all as a 
priceless heritage. As I close this brief tribute the poet’s descrip- 
tion of how a man should live comes to my mind, for I believe he 
go lived: 

677. wisn with Area propies und the isk, 

Gone up from every land to people in heaven, 

And when that mighty caravan which halts one night time 

In the vale of death shall strike its white tents for fhe morning march, 

Fy ret e Gad thy strona renewed” 
Like the e ae for his upward flight. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, Garret A. Ho- 
BART was born June 8, 1844, and died eee 21, 1899, at the 
age of 55 years. During this comparatively short life he did well 

part as husband and father, as counselor and friend to high 
and low, at the bar, in the legislature of his native State, in 
conduct of great business enterprises, as a leader in politics, and 
finally as President of the Senate and Vice-President. 

His death rough tributes of love, grief, and honor from a 
nation. The words of the great men in the Senate as to their 
young President read as if they had lost a Nestor, The 7 goto of 
a Senator who had been at the head of a great rai recalls 
that Mr. Hopart had been the arbitrator of traffic between the 
railroad systems of the whole country. He says: 


No judge ever held office by so precarious a tenure or had to decide more 
important matters. There can be no more significant tribute to his unfail- 
ing judgment, tact, and character than the remarkable fact that there was 
never an appeal from his decisions or complaint of their fairness or justice. 

The Senator from Massachusetts tells us that in two short years 
‘the restored the Vice-Presidency to its proper position, and lifted 
it up before the people to the dignity and importance which it 
merits;“ that he lifted it out of neglect and misconception, and 
made himself part of the Administration as one of the ident’s 
friends, advisers, and supporters. 

Other Senators say: 

“His close attachment for the President was as rare asit was generous 
and beautiful.” 

- “The Vice-President loved justice. His sense of fairness made him the 
friend of the people and the people his friend.“ 

“ Hea not to be an ambitious man, but carried wisdom and justice 
in his bosom, and friendship in his heart; love for his fellow-man and for his 

un e 
oon As he loved us, so we love and revere his memory.“ 

A close friend, who knew and loved him, has said that it was a 
peculiarity of Mr. HOBART that he never made a mistake; that he 
seemed to know intuitively what to do, and when he once madea 
friend he never made the mistake of losing that friend. 

Governor Roosevelt says: 

With great titular rank he was not supposed to have any active share in 
formulating the policy of the Government and helping carry it through. 
What he did was done, not by force of position, but by force of character, This 
rare tact, his extraordinary common sense, and the impression of sincerity 
he created upon every man with whom he was brought in contact. 

These and like sentiments, said here and elsewhere, are not com- 
mon utterances, nor made byordinary men. They speak the love 
and admiration which our friend’s character inspired in all who 
knew him, and tell us the fact that he was not one of a class of 
great men, but that his work and character were unique. His 
Was a rare union of qualities not ordinarily found in one man. 
He was active, but calm; earnest and judicious; wise, simple, and 
modest; witty, but never in derision; kind and tle, yet cour- 
ageous; a partisan, but absolutely fair; a skillful politician, yet 
entirely true; severely honest, but never puritanical; sweet asa 
goog woman and strong as a true man, and loved with the affec- 

on that we give to each. 

One can not pens the rainbow, nor will words depict the blend- 
ing qualities which make up an arched and rounded character 
and which shade into each other so imperceptibly that even in 
looking at the man it can not be seen where one ends and the other 
begins. His sun is set and the rainbowis gone forever. Wecan 
not portray it to those who have not seen it, but we remember its 
presence as a joyful memory, bringing the world nearer to the 
sky. He was perhaps most remarkable in that he was always at 
his best, never failing in instinctive and instant perception as to 
what should be said or done, and what should be left unsaid or not 
done. Hisbusinessenergy was wonderful. Hisletters were always 
answered and his table clear, and his friends wondered when it 
was accomplished. He always had the time to see a friend, even 
when the stress of nations brought perplexity to the wisest. 

Those who were with him at St. Louis know how calm he was 
before his nomination. He had felt the pulse of the political situ- 
ation so distinctly that he calmly expected his nomination, and 
said so. Yet when it came, he was fora While as if overwhelmed. 
He realized instantly the change in his life, the greatness of his 
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new duties and of the place that he had to fill—the stand which 
must be taken and the responsibility that was upon him. He 
shrank from public welcomes and retired to the counsels of hisown 
heart. And when he spoke, a single sentence of his brief letter of 
acceptance rang through the country like a trumpet as he man- 
fully proclaimed his belief that a dollar could not be made of 
“fifty-three cents’ worth of silver plus a legislative fiat.“ 

Such a sentence tells of his character more than any description. 
His simplicity of thought, his“ veracity of mind” (as the Senator 
from Massachusetts terms it), his lightning and enlightening per- 
ception of facts, his simple statement of the issue, his power to 
put volumes of financial argument into a phrase, and, above all, 
his political truth and courage—all these appear written in that 
sentence as if in the handwriting on the wall. Those who then 
lived with him know what resolution it took to put and keep that 
sentence in his letter, how many of the wisest wished to disgnise 
the issue, and what influences he had to meet and conquer. Init 
is seen, too, his political insight, then, as always, instinctive and 
unerring. From that moment the nation knew him asa leader. 

He was born to be such, for he always dealt with realities and 
with great issues, and not with little ones. He faced what had to 
be done. He decided instantly, when others reasoned or doubted, 
and was never entangled with words or-phrases. 

Like all great leaders, he also knew men, and loved them as 
men, and recognized the best that was in them. He was informed 
not only by wide experience, but by a universal sympathy with 
others, that enabled him to know the mind and heart of the nation. 

The office of Vice-President, carrying with it no official duty 
except to preside in the Senate, and no power except that of the 
casting vote in case of a tie, gave to him ro ah to bring all 
branches of the Government closer together. In the century of 
national life the Senate has grown from 26 to 90 and the House 
from 65 to over 350, while the details and departments of the work 
of the Executive and of the courts have grown until this great 
Government, in its various branches, is hardly to be recognized 
as the offspring of the simple assemblage of gentlemen who first 
met under the Constitution. 

Naturally these branches have grown apart. It was Mr. Hopart’s 
work to bring each nearer to the other and to the nation. B 
his loving friendship with the President, by the relations whic 
he maintained with men of all ies in the Senate, by his close 
affiliation with the House and with the leaders of national Pata, 
he was enabled to bring each in touch with the other. con- 
sulted him and wished to know his opinion. All trusted him, 
Senate and House, the Executive, the Army and Navy, thé judges 
and the diplomats, were drawn closer together and felt how much 
he made for mutual confidence and peace. 

If dispute threatened a deadlock, his advice was sought by men 
of the most various opinions. His decisions were accepted because 
he was known to be always true and fair. He had a perfect gen- 
ius for friendship.” His influence in the Senate was almost un- 
bounded, and yet he never infrin the privileges of that body. 
His advice was all the more powerful because it was always sought 
and never obtruded. It will never be known how much the lead- 
ers relied upon him in the crises that preceded the appeal to arms 
or how much they recognized his conservatism, courage, and 
Americanism. 

Blessed are the ers. But it takes rare wisdom to be a 

maker—rare tact and disinterestedness. 

When he fell ill, a shock came to us all, a sense of national 
calamity. His life had crept into that of the nation! We felt 
how much we might have to miss him in the reconstruction that 
follows after war; how much he could do, and how much he 
could prevent. The nation watched at his bedside, and finally 


wept by his grave. 
The President himself has written his touching epitaph: 
In him the nation has lost one of its most illustrious citizens and one of its 
most faithful servants. His participation in the business life and the law- 
y O native was unswe. e an 
making body of his native State marked by fidelity and by 
age order of talents and attainments, and his too brief career as Vice- 
dent of the United States and President of the Senate exhibited the 


ends as a man of 
ition won all 


elevated 
He good deserved and 


As an American and from his own State, I will instruct my 
sorrows to be proud.” He is one who served his country faith- 
fully. He for that country as truly as any soldier in battle, 
welcoming the work that killed and meeting death without fear 
as Paok statesman, and Christian gentleman, the Nation’s sery- 
ant and the People’s friend, leaving a memory that is unstained 
and that best of monuments, the universal affection of the People 
for whom he worked. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Ppeaker; it is not certain that the death 
of any man ought to be spoken of as untimely, because the world 
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in which we live is without meaning or significance of any noble 
kind if we forget that our times arein the Hand which is upon 
all things. Yet the death of such a man as GARRET A. HOBART 
seems to the feeble insight which a ne to us amid the per- 
plexities and mysteries of human affairs like the squandering of 
an estate or the loss of a priceless treasure. 

He died in the midst of his labors and his honors, at the very 
moment of his largest usefulness in the world. The career of 
such a man is not an accident. it illustrates not only the opportu- 
nities of American life, but the benevolent working of the laws 
under which the progress of society is made sure. ere is a doc- 
trine grown to influence in these days which impeaches the whole 
framework of society, because it imposes upon all a struggle for 
existence in which only the fit survive. In order to put an end to 
such a tragedy, the world is filled with dreams of impossible 
conditions, in which all shall share alike in the rewards of life. 
According to the teachings of this school of thought, all who win 
success under the present condition of things are reckoned enemies 
of those who fail; and there are men who, in their eagerness to do 
away with the battlefields of life, are ready to set mankind on a 
dead level, in which there shall be neither failure nor success, but 
a perfect calm, in which all may enjoy the luxury of a common 


zepon z 

t is a sign of unhealthy times when the social and political 
philosophy of a race like ours becomes infected with these morbid 
opinions, for they not only pull down the fabric of society which 
has been slowly builded through the ages, but make any worthy 
and 1 human institutions impracticable. 

A Senator of the United States, famous in the world of business 
and politics, in paying tribute to Mr. Hopart’s memory, found 
an illustration of the probity of his character in the success of his 
work as arbitrator of the Joint Traffic Association. The orator 
said that every one of the thirty-seven railway Ts con- 
cerned had come up FFF 
his own ability. And no one could listen to his words without 

iving in them not only a tribute to GARRET A. HOBART, 
Pat a 8 of the law of labor, under which the victories 
of life belong to those who win them. 

While the world is larger than it was when Garret A, HOBART 
was born, the fear is just as groundless as it was then that the 
sons of the rich are to drive the sons of the poor out of the race of 
life. The poor boy is the only boy that has any chance in the 
world or ever did have. This world will always be eee by 
the intellectual and moral strength there is in it, and neither the 
one or the other will ever be ible except under the discipline 
of hardship and necessity. e hope of mankind to-day lies not 
in the palaces of luxury and wealth, but in the cottages of the 
people, about humble gore altars, in obscure places where the 
storms of all skies beat and where the rugged fiber of manhood 
is made, which is a victor over circumstances, a master of oppor- 
tunities, a crowned athlete in the games of fortune and achieve- 
ment. 

The ancestors of Mr. Hopart were pioneers in the woods of 
New Hampshire, so far as the favor of nature is concerned prob- 
ably the most backward of that marvelous group of communities 

ed New England, which not only nurtured the intellectual 
life of America, but has sent forth her children to lay the founda- 
tions of new commonwealths and bequeathed to them the imper- 
ishable riches of the old homestead. 

It may be counted fortunate for Mr, HOBART that he did not 
enter upon the responsibilities of life without an adequate prep- 
aration. It may be true, as Thomas Carlyle has said, that ‘‘your 
true university is the collection of books,” and that men may ob- 
tain knowledge without the advantages of other education, but 
the number of self-educated men who have reached great emi- 
nence, without the patient training of the schools, is not sufii- 
ciently large to mislead the youth of our day. The estimate 
which General Garfield once gave of the influence of the small 
colleges of the country com with the great seats of learning 
is justified by a thousand illustrations, and by none more com- 

tely than by the case of the late Vice-President. At Rutgers 
llege, a struggling institution within easy reach of his home, in 
an atmosphere free from every contagion, surrounded by teachers 
who entered into the personal life of thestudent and kindled within 
him that love of learning which can not be communicated without 
— touch of sympathy, he found the exact environment adapted to 
case. 


The fabulous endowments now steadily flowing to the centers 
of American culture, new and old, are not to be despised, but the 
youth of America ought to be warned against the temptation 
never absent in circumstances of ease and extravagance, of de- 
grading the ideals of learning by the parade of material things; 
and the universities boasting themselves of size without age need 
to be often reminded of the blasphemy of the imposter in the 
Acts of the Apostles, who thought to buy the gift of God with 


money. 
It té not to be supposed that Mr. HOBART, . at the age 
of 19, founded his success in life upon what he learned at college, 
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or even upon what he acquired as a school-teacher and student of 
of law. Let, it would be hard to overstate the advantages which 
a young man derives from the training of a college course and the 
arduous self-discipline of a school-teacher. A good teacher gives 
much to a school, but the school gives to the teacher even more; 
so that it is not strange that so many men and women have come 
from the paoms labor of the district schoolrooin into the larger 
service of their day and generation. Mr. HOBART was in some 
sense a pioneer of the new professional life which in the larger 
American cities has abolished the old-fashioned attorney and made 
the new counselor at law a part of the industrial and commercial 
activity of the community. While he had the faculty of plain 
and direct h, he was at no time in his career noted as an ad- 
vocate, nor did he ever pose as a jurist weighed down with the 
obsolete lore of the profession. 

He had the genius of success. As a student he copied papers and 
records in the law office which he afterwards owned, and for 
twenty years he was president of the bank in which he began asa 
clerk, during the trying period in which he was getting a foot- 
hold in the world. He was a man of affairs, who understood the 
law as applied to modern business with perfect accuracy, and 
whose opinion on practical questions involved in large enterprises 
soon came to be counted everywhere as sound. 

It has been observed by the older judges that the legal profes- 
sion as it was known to our fathers has been noticeably influenced 
to the revolutions of the modern business world. ‘The orator who 
once captivated juries by his persuasive eloquence is hardly more 
than a tradition, while the leader of the bar who once overawed 
the courts by the weight of his personal authority no longer finds 
an appreciative audience outside of the rural circuit. In their 
places have come in the various fields of business enter- 
prise, shrewd and limited men who have taken the pains to know 
more about a few things than their predecessors ever had time to 
find out about everything. In such a professional atmosphere the 
common man is lost, and sinks to a cipher without vital relation 
to the world at large of any sort, while the profession itself runs 
the risk of becoming a mere case- ding dgery in which the 
larger faculties of the mind altogether. 

Mr. Honanr lived through the perils which beset the corpora- 
tion lawyer of our times, rising year by year into a broader intel- 
lectual horizon; and when the American ple called him to the 
second office in their gift, he was able to lock up his law office at 
Paterson, close the business engagements of a lifetime, and be- 
come the trusted counselor of all with whom he was associated in 
the Government of the United States. By his singular foresight 
he became a man of wealth, yet in his whole career no man ever 
suspected his integrity or disparaged his prosperity. He had the 
respect of poor and rich alike, and in the city where he lived his 
name inspired the confidence and affection of all. He gained his 
wealth in a manly, honest way, and used it while he lived to help 
and blessthe world. Few men have ever exhibited a more symmet- 
rical life than his. 

The thing that struck me most forcibly about him when I first 
knew him nearly twenty years ago was the fact that though his time 
Was p: upon by a variety of engagements so innumerable as 
to encumber and bewilder any but an extraordinary man, yet in 
the midst of all the cares of business he had time for politics, 
local and national; time for his church, time for his friends, and 
time for the fireside, from which he drew the gentlest inspirations 
of his laborious life. 

My acquaintance with Mr. HOBART began in the summer of 
1884, when, as an inexperienced campagn speaker, I saw much of 
him at the national headquarters of the committee which managed 
Mr. Blaine’s Presidential canvass. He was one of the extraordi- 
nary group of young men who were drawn about the person of 
Mr. Blaine by those remarkable qualities which made him so lo 
the leader of his party, and I speak here to-dav on this mournfu 
occasion because in those years I found in Mr. HOBART a friend 
whose counsel was always unselfish and whose hand was ever 
ready in acts of kindness and good will. In three Presidential 
campaigns I knew him as a poii ical 8 harged with the 
success of the party to which he was devoted. Isaw him day and 
night in the work of the cam , and while I haye seen the storm 
of clamor and detraction gather about the heads of those who were 
associated with him in this party service, the fact that GARRET A. 
Hopart shared in every responsibility of his associates has always 
enabled me to feel that the working field of American politics, 1n- 
stead of being a corrupt and corrupting thing, is a high arena in 
which men „ may serve their countrymen without dis- 


honor or re 0 

Surprise been 8 by some that this plain man, whose 
name was comparatively obscure until his party selected him as its 
candidate for the Vice-Presidency, should have been able to so 
exalt that office as to bring back the prestige which it bore in the 
earlier days of the Republic. To those who knew Mr. HOBART 
well there is nothing strange in the fact that his brief service in 
the chair of the Senate dignified that public station with a new 
and high distinction. Few men knew more about American 
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politics or had studied the public service of the United States to 
a better p than he. 5 — the day he opened his law office 
in Paterson he was profoundly interested, both in theory and in 

ractice, in the politics of his town, his county, his State, and 

s country. 

Mr. Hopart was a great Vice-President; first, because he be- 
came easily the master of the duties of that office; and then, so 
large and generous was the man himself that he brought to the 
office a e which attracted at once the consideration of 
the whole Senate and the whole country. No man ever met him 
without receiving from him a word of helpfulness and good cheer, 
and no man ever entered his door without breathing at once the 
air of a perfect hospitality. His judgment was unerring upon 
questions involving public or party policy, and the man himself 
was too great to use a minute of his time in spiteful disparage- 
ment of other men. 

It has been observed as worthy at least of note that the late 
Vice-President, while he lived, was an adviser and intimate friend 
of the President, helping him to bear his burdens and giving him 
with an unselfish motive continual help and guidance in the midst 
of difficult affairs. Ithas beensaid that no such relation between 
the two offices was ever known before, and that with no exception 
our American Vice-Presidents, though many of them were stro: 
and famous, have apes Set influence in undermining the Ad- 
ministration of the ident or in stupid lamentations over their 
own neglected and unimportant lot. 

If Mr. Hopart was loyal to the President it was not, as some 
have thought, because he was conscious of any disqualification in 
himself that would make his own aspirations to the Presidency 
out of place. It was partly at least because, knowing by experi- 
ence more probably than anybody else about the nomination of 
Presidents and the election of them, he had acquired the wisdom 
to know that men are not lifted up in the estimation of the world 
by trying to drag others down; and that the forces which make 
Presidents of the United States out of men operate on too lar; 

a scale to be seriously affected by the gossip of the dinner table 
or the whispers of the cloakroom. 

Therefore, with a sane mind, grateful to his countrymen for the 
honor they had given him, he set himself to deliver the office of 
Vice-President from the cheap and petulant influences that have 
always surroundedit. How well he succeeded all men know, and 
itis not too much to say that had he lived he would have drawn to 
himself such a measure of popular enthusiasm that his countrymen 
would have invited him to step from the second chariot into the 
first. Already his name was spoken with honor in every section 
of the country. On the day he died, in traveling over the prairies 
west of the Missouri, I saw upon every sch ouse the flag at 
half-mast, and at every railway station groups of ple Sing 
in subdued voices of the death of Vice President OBART; an 
wherever the flag of the United States is known, even in the ends 
of the earth, it became the sign of the universal affliction of his 
countrymen. We come here to-day to add our tribute to his 
memory. We can not hope by what we say in the least to repair 
the loss which the nation has sustained in his death. We may not 
even presume with our faltering words of eulogy to console the 
broken hearts which have so recently followed him to the grave; 
we can only commend them to God and the Word of His grace, 


Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, GARRET AUGUSTUS 
Hosart, Vice-President of the United States, died at half past 8 
o’clock on the morning of Tuesday, November 21, 1899, at his 
home in the city of Paterson, N. J. is death was not unexpected, 
for Mr. Hopart had made a strong battle for life before the sum- 
mons came. All that medical science and the encouragement of 
friends could do was exerted in his behalf, but he had to suc- 
cumb finally to the hand of death. 

Few men in the history of this country have grown into such 

at prominence as Mr. HOBART from the time he became Vice- 
esident of the United States until the day of his death, It was 
an unusual spectacle to behold, contrasted with the past, a Vice- 
President of these United States who was close in touch with the 
molding of the policy of his party, being accorded that considera- 
tion in the councils of the nation which has seldom been accorded 
to one occupying the position he did. It can not be said that this 
recognition grew out of any prominence he had attained in public 
life or from any great attainments that he was himself master of; 
nor can it be said that it was due to any transcendent position he 
occupied in his chosen profession; but it can be truthfully asserted 
that it was due to the strong personal character that admitted of 
his grasping situations with celerity and a power of discrimina- 
tion in his judgment of men and measures which come to those 
who by perseverance and ag; iveness have been able to sur- 
mount obstacles and throw js barriers in order to accomplish 
the object sought. 

Born in comparative obscurity, he perea to a remarkab! 
degree the energy and determination which have proved the main- 
spring of success in the lives of all successful men. 

He was born in historic Monmouth County, in the month of 


June, 1844, Monmouth, whose fields were consecrated to Ameri- 
can liberty by the blood of patriots at old Monmouth Court-House, 
nigh unto the very soil that was trodden by such heroes as Wash- 
se Wayne, 8 Knox, Green, Steuben, and a host of 
others; near where Washington and Lafayette, wrapped in a 
single cloak, lay down to rest the night before the battle of Mon- 
mouth Court-House, and near where the brave Mollie Pitcher 
became famous and went down into history as the woman 
cannoneer of Monmouth.” With these environments it is little 
to be wondered at that the late Vice-President, no doubt inspired 
by his patriotic surroundings, was urged onward to ee 

in civil life, which finally ended in his becoming the seco citi 
zen of this great Republic. 

Like the majority of the great men of this nation, his early edu- 
cation was obtained in our country’s greatest institution—its com- 
mon schools. He finished his education at old Rutgers College, 
graduating in the year 1863, and, as I understand it, soon entered 
upon the duties of a schoolmaster, finally taking up the study of 
law and entering the ranks of that profession, no doubt, when he 
started out, intending to reach a tion that might place him 
with some of the great legal lights that have made New Jersey 


famous. 

He was not li destined to remain in the ranks of the strug- 
gling attorney. is was not due to lack of education or legal 
attainments, but to the fact that he found other pursuits more 
congenial, and he directed his attention to some of the t in- 
dustrial interests of New Jersey. His legal ability must have 
been of a superior order, for we find that early in his professional 
career (1871) he became counsel to the manufacturing city of 
Paterson, and a year later counsel to the board of chosen : 
holders of the county of Passaic. The appointment to these 
2 indicate that young HOBART was possessed of superior 
egal ability, for in the exercise of his duties he was compelled to 
pass upon grave constitutional and municipal questions, and no 
one could occupy either position unless a sure and safe legal edu- 
cation had been acqui 

About this time 187 2—he entered the field of politics by being 
elected a member of the house of assembly for Te ci of 1 Pater- 
son. He was reelected in 1873, and in the year 1874 his rank was 
such in his party that they honored him with the position of 
ee He entered the senate of the State in 1876 and served in 

at body six years, twice occupying the distinguished position of 
president of the senate. During all this time he kept growing in 
the confidence of the people, and his ability was such that he 
ranked as one of the leaders of the 5 party in the State, 
and during this period, either in the house of assembly or in the 
senate, he was associated with and had for his colleagues some of 
New Jersey’s most eminent citizens. 

At one time or another there sat with him the distinguished and 
learned Chancellor Magill, Chief Justice Magee, of the supreme 
court of the State, ex-Governor Ge O. yt the senior 
Senator from New Jersey, WILLIAMJ. SEWELL, and my colleague, 
Mr. GARDNER, of the First Congressional district of the State. 
Some of these thatI have named were then but young men; some of 
them had not reached middle life, but they have since arisen pre- 
eminent in my State and in the nation, and do you wonder that with 
these surroundings the lamented Vice-President parod the way to 
ascend the ladder of fame? His very contact with these men must 
have further excited his ambition as they moved along side by 
side in life’s struggle. 

After he left the senate of New Jersey the bent of his energies 
was directed in the channel of business enterprise, and Iam in- 
formed that at the time of his death he was interested to the extent 
of being director in more than sixty companies, banking and busi- 
ness interests. He became general manager of the East Jersey 


Water Company, and was president of the Passaic Water Com- 
y, the Paterson Railroad Company, and the People's Gas 
mpany. He was director in the First National and other 


banks of Paterson and elsewhere; was director of the New York, 
Susquehanna and Western Railroad, the Lehigh and Hudson Val- 
ley Kailroad, Barbour Brothers Company, Barbour Flax Spinning 
Company, the Edison Electric Illuminating Company, and many 
other largeinstitutions. His connection with these great concerns 
demonstrated his great financial and business ability, for from 
struggling o tions he built some of them up, by his perse- 
verance and the exercise of wisdom and discretion, to be the 
greatest industries of our State, and through his connection with 
these institutions he laid the foundation for the building up of 
the t fortune he left behind. 
ith all these interests absorbing his time and energies, you 
would imagine he would lose sight of the ; that he would 
lose sight of the governmental interests and policies of State and 
nation; but, nevertheless, he kept in close touch with his 
and his party’s leaders and the country. Ever genial, ever kind, 
of a strong magnetism, his party and ple sought his 
advice and counsel, and he maintained that hold upon them that 


even while occupied with business interests he guided the policy 
of his party in his State and guided its policy in the nation. The 
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parce that he possessed in the great interests of his State would 
ve made some men arrogant, overbearing, and selfish; but never 
once have I known it to be said of him that his political or his 
business preferment ever made him lose sight of the fact that he 
eed ros Garret A. HOBART. He possessed all the attributes of 
a leader. He wasconciliatory, yet brave; extremely partisan, but 
generous to a political opponent. His presiding over the Senate 
and his ever-courteous bearing toward all parties demonstrated 
his strength of character, for public history has recorded the fact 
that the stronger the partisan and the greater the leader the less 
arbitrary his conduct when called upon to exercise discretion in 
trying situations. Of course there are exceptions to this rule, but 
in the main this principle will apply. 

I knew Mr. HOBART well. As a member of the senate of the 
State of New Jersey I frequently came in contact with him at 
the statehouse and had many opportunities fences of his charac- 
ter. I do not wonder that when he came to Washington he made 
the same impression upon those he came in contact with that he 
did in his own State. Those who knew him well loved him; those 
who knew him not so well admired him. 

The tribute paid Mr. HOBART by his colleagues in the Senate 
sponi eloquently and forcibly of his fairness in presiding over 

e deliberations of that body. Grave public questions were in- 
volved during his occupancy of the chair as presiding officer and 
it has yet to be said that he ever exercised any arbitrary power or 
discriminated in favor of one or the other, but treated all alike. 

I have never heard Mr. Hopart criticised save for being a par- 
tisan; but, Mr. Speaker, to my mind that was a tribute, for when 
aman enters public life he does it through the channels of some 
8 party to which he has become devoted, and if, forsooth, 

is party err on some given proposition, yet for the good his party 
has done he remains true, relying upon the conservative element 
to correct the error when the proper time comes, and not rise and 
strike it down that upon its ruins might be erected and perpetu- 
ated another. Such a partisan was Mr. HOBART, and such politi- 
cal characters live in the hearts of men when party destroyers 
have passed into oblivion. 

Mr. Hoparr’s strict attention to public business, his attention 
to his private interests, and that genial disposition of his nature 
which led him to attend to the calik that society made upon him 
soon undermined the vigorous constitution of which he was 
sessed, so that on the 4th of March, 1899, he with the President 
and Senator Hanna took themselves to the quiet retreat of Thom- 
asville, Ga., there to recuperate and build u hia passion and 
nervous condition. It was there that he was first taken seriously 
ill, and he soon returned to Washington. As his sickness pro- 

he longed for his home by the sea at Long Branch, to be 
near the scenes of his earliest childhood in the county of his na- 
tivity, hoping that the ocean’s breezes might benefit him and the 
dreary monotony be relieved by gazing upon the scenes of pleasure 
of that locality. But relief came not, and I have no doubt as he 
looked on the waves breaking their force upon the shores and 
calmly receding the thought of the poet was suggested: 
Faded wave, joy to thee; 
Pedal — — fii tit and toll are over; 
Gals oa thine. thou ocean rover. 
When this sad soul's last acy. on earth 
On the shore of time is driven, 
Be its lot like thine on earth, 
To be lost away in heaven. 

He practically spent the entire summer at Long Branch, save 
for ashort trip to Lake Champlain, where he went to join the 
President. In the early fall he returned to his home in Paterson, 
and there lin , battling with disease, until the date I have 
mentioned, when he departed this life. 

No tribute that tongue can pay can be as grand as the tribute 

id by the people of his adopted city as he lay in death in Carroll 
Hall Public business was suspended, great manufacturing in- 
terests closed that thousands in that busy city might join in the 
manifestations of sorrow that pervaded our entire country. 
What a scene was that, Mr. S er, when the rich and the poor 
and the great men of our nation were bending their heads in sor- 
row in the streets of that city, all alike ronne the loss of a great 
public servant and benefactor. The personality of the man was 
alike to all; the same sunny smile was for the rich as the poor, 
and the same cordial greeting was bestowed upon everyone he 
came in contact with. His generous liberality was appreciated 
by everyone. 

I wish that I had the eloquence to pay that tribute his memory 
deserves. By those who knew him he will be tondi spoken of 
until the last survivor has passed away, and when history shall 
write him, he shall live as one who loved his country, who loved 
its institutions and its peonio, I can not better summarize than 
to say he lived a true life, and in the languageof the great philan- 
thropist, Horace Greeley, who said, ‘‘ Whoever seeks to know if 
his career has been prosperous and brightening from its outset to 
its close should ask not for broad acres or towering edifices or 
laden coffers; ask rather, Did he live a true life?” 


GARRET Hosanrt lived a true life, and as he lived a true life, so 
much greater shall be his reward in the hereafter. Ina quietspot 
in Cedar Lawn Cemetery reposes all that of him was mortal, there 
to rest until called forth on the resurrection morning to enjoy 
eternal happiness in the presence of his Redeemer. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, Garret A. HOBART still lives, 
both yonder and here. His soul nourished the hope of immortal- 
ity, and his life here was so consonant with that hope that his life 
there will be but an exalted, beautified, and glorified realization of 


his ideals, 

He was a typical man; typical because he illustrated in an 

almost matchless degree the best of our civilization. During all 
the ages, in art and architecture, in poetry and philosophy, those 
only have left permanent influences for the welfare of the human 
race and have moved the standards of right living onward and 
upward who typified those ideals that will forever mark their 
times. GARRET A. HOBART was the highest type of the American 
citizen of his day. 
_ Inthis eager age of wealth gathering, over against the hot haste, 
in bold relief, stands every virtue; and he who in the midst of the 
mad rush illustrates those virtues truly typifies all that is best 
of his time. You will search in vain the long list of noble lives 
ending with the century for a life that more completely and 
beautifully exemplifies and symbolizes the essential virtues of our 
civilization than that of HOBART. 

Born upon a farm, he started life at the lowest round of thelad- 
der of human endeavor, but never missed a step in its ascent, as 
the farm boy, the district-school lad, the college student, the 
teacher, the lawyer, the State representative, the man of stu- 
8 business affairs, the ideal Vice-President of the United 

es. 

Is honesty for its own sake one of the essentials of American 
manhood? GARRET A. HOBART stood for all that that word can 
suggest; he could not even think dishonestly. He was a stranger 
to indirection. His plans were great, but as open as the sunlight. 
His honor was the finest sense of justice the human mind can 
frame.” He was too broad and generous to cavil over technical- 
ities; with him implication was as binding as his bond. Intent, 
not forms of words, determined his action. 

Are the boundless burdens of our highly organized society to be 
voluntarily assumed by every true friend of mankind? This was 
his belief, for he gave his great heart of sympathy and generous 
hand to every good work. 

If the influence of loyalty to principle and fidelity to duty be 
sought in its highest development, we need seek no other illus- 
tration than his life. 

No man had a profounder and sweeter sympathy or enjoyed 
more the fragrance of a friend’s heart. is was a friendship 
which, once pledged, never swerved; weighed well before it 
trusted, but did not weigh before it served. 

Very recently a lifelong companion remarked that if HOBART 
happened by any chance to learn that a friend wanted some- 
thing, he would straightway try to obtain it for him. When 
the shadows of life were thickening, and he knew well that the 
sun would shine through them no more, he e ed an earnest 
wish that he might do a kindness for one, who, he said, had been 
true to him, 

His was a truly noble life; simple, yet exalted. He made his 
character by being what he desired to seem. 

What essential quality or virtue did he not possess? He was in- 
stinctively intelligent and profoundly 1 He possessed great 
talents, and his tact was boundless. is judgment was almost 
unerring and his generosity limitless. His patriotism was calm 
and unswerving. He was the very soul of honor. He harbored no 
bitter hatreds; he nursed no relentless animosities. His friend- 
ship was a devotion. His character was as pure and spotless as a 
star. 

His was a life of sunshine, and it cast no shadows. Whatcircum- 
stance, what incident, what event, what endeavor, what achieve- 
ment, what private obligation. what public duty, what institution, 
what personal relationship, what human life was not more fortu- 
nate because the soul of GARRET A. HOBART had touched it? And 
so he still speaks in ten thousand sweet influences that can know 
no ending; and the world will forever be the better because he 
once lived in it. 


His name, reaching down the age of time, 

Will still through the age of eternity shine 

Like a star, sailing on through the depths of the blue, 
On whose brightness we gaze every evening anew. 


[Mr. SALMON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, several gentle- 
men who desired to contribute something on this occasion having 
been unavoidably compelled to be absent, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for general leave to print. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks for 


general leave to print upon the life and character of the late 


1900. 


Vice-President of the United States, Mr. GARRET A, HOBART. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions were unanimously 1 to. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. r. Speaker, as a further 
mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

} ew par (at 4 o'clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ri ne yh were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Waukegan Harbor, IIlinois—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting correspond- 
ence relating to complaints of the German Government against 
certain customs regulations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Marie P. Evans against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= peed and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 955) granting to 
the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reserva- 
tion, in said State, for the purpose of 5 Western 
branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas 
State Normal School thereon, and for a public park, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 123); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 
of an act to relieve certain 8 or enlisted men of the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved 1 
14, 1888, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a fy 8 (No. 124); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3988) to reorganize 
and improve the United States Weather Bureau, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 125); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 212) for the relief of the owners of the British shi 
Foscolia and cargo—Committee on Foreign Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Lucy D. Young—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4571) for the relief of Helen W. Mauck—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7186) for the relief of Michael McLaughlin— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7144) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Capron—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. a to increase the pension of Juliet C. Nich- 
ols—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H, R. 7204) for the relief of William Gregory—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (H. R. 5308) granting a pension to William Conover— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7135) for the relief of Franklin J. Robbins—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCE 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 7433) making a for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes—committed to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 7434) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7435) to 8 for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Portland, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7486) to fix the compensation 
and pay of surfmen employed in the Life-Saving Service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7501) for the exten- 
sion of M street NE.—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


ia. 
Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 7502) to incorporate the Wesley 
Heights Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHELDEN: A bill (H. R. 7503) to provide for the con- 
struction of a revenue cutter for use in St. Marys River, Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7504) to receive arrearages of 
taxes due the District of Columbia to July 1, 1898, at 6 per cent 
per annum in lieu of penalties and costs—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7505) appropriating five mil- 
lions of dollars for the building of public roads in the several 
sae in the United States of America—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J, Res. 188) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7487) for the relief 
of James N. Curry—to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7438) for the relief of Isaac J. Tucker—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7489) to restore Henry 
D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to 
Henry Dority—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By. Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 7441) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Annie Dulany—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7442) for the relief of A. G. Boone 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7443) for the relief of W. H. 
5 erstaff, of Walker County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr, BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7444) to provide for certifi- 
cates of honorable service to the officers and men of Foster’s 
cavalry battalion, Missouri Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7445) ting a pension to 
Emma B. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 7446) for the relief of Ellen 
Savage, administratrix of T. H. O Donnell, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7447) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Reeves, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of Finess E. Wirt, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of the estate of James 
Dickenson, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Arthur P. McKinney, 
administrator of John F. McKinney, d. „late of Memphis, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of estate of Mrs. C. M. 
Lock, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. $ 


1238 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of John Morrison, of 
Shelby County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7453) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
Black, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of Alfred B. Carter—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of William J. Bishop, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 7456) for the relief of John A. Farley, of 
Fayette County. Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Kis: a bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of estate of B. B. Neville, 

deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn,—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. 
Sills, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of John D. Ussery, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. eet for the relief of Thomas S. Gallaway, 
administrator of John H. Mebane, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) for the relief of Nicolla Malatesta, of 
Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) for the relief of Mrs. W. A. Scott, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Thomas J. Graves, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

„a bill (H. R. 7464) for the relief of estate of Caroline Mul- 
haupt, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) for the relief of E. J. Sullivan, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, 
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 7467) forthe relief of the estate of William 
Parham Butterworth, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the ttee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of the estate of T. P. 
Lloyd, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn. to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of Daniel Butts, of Mos- 
cow, Fayette County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of the estate of Nancy J. 
Carr, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
B. Conley, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn. to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of Benjamin Hahn, of 
Fayette County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7473) for the relief of Henry M. Green, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7474) for the relief of F. A. Jones, adminis- 
trator of R. S. Jones, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) for the relief of E. C. Oakley, adminis- 
trator of W. H. Neal, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) for the relief of the estate of Zeno T. 
Harris, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7477)for the relief of S. R. McAlexander, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUM GS: A bill (H, R. 7478) for the relief of Isaac 
W. Busey, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) for the relief of John A. Narjes, of 
Washington, D, C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Tomlinson & Hartupee & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr, GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7481) for the relief of the heirs 
of James M, Hinton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting 
increase of pension to Caroline N. Lovejoy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief 
of James T. Ellis, of Rankin County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to 
John W. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of William E. Keene—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) granting a pension to G. W. Rockwell 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin Inscho—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
zp Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7488) to pension John C. Ray 


e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7489) to pension Elvira Hunter—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7490) for the relief of 
Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to 
John Devine, of Greeley, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of Mrs, Pinnie 
L. Carr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill 1 R. 7493) to compensate Luther M. 
Cresap, a loyal citizen of Allegany County, Md., for the destruc- 
tion of a bridge attached to his merchant mill in 1864 under the 
orders of Gen. B. F. Kelley—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of Ann R. Widmayer, of 
Washington City, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7495) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard Holloway—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr, PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief 
of H. S. Simmons’s estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7497) for the relief of the 
estate of George W. Taylor, deceased, Augusta County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of Augus- 
tin Walsh—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7499) to remove the char 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph Kennedy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7500) for the relief 
James Marr for services as custodian of Fort Hancock—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief of John 
Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of John McNaughton—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Anna M. Dam- 
mert—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7509) granting an 
honorable discharge to Patrick Diamond—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Beaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) granting an increase of pension to Char- 
lotte Youngs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for add- 
ingand . specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the enactment of House bill No. 887 and 
of Senate bill No, 417—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, joint. memorial of the commercial, maritime, and trade 
bodies of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the establishment of a new 
light-house at the southern end of the new breakwater of the 
national harbor of refuge, entrance of Delaware Bay—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of Joseph J. Pater, of Hamilton, 
Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, in the 
interest of manufacturing and commercial industries—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of South Omaha Live Stock Association, forthe 
removal of the internal-revenue tax on notes and mortgages—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of clerks in the post-office at 
Watertown, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill No. 4351, 
for the classification of clerks in the first and second class post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of post-office clerks at Allegheny, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No, 4351, for the reclassi- 
fication of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No, 887, for the promotion 
of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Rev. Edw, T. Fairbanks and 48 
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other citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt., for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 34, relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
3 of Columbia to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House 
bill relating to the claim of Joseph T. Ellis to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Resolution of the board of health of the 
city of Charleston, S. C., with reference to 8 fever in Habana, 
Cuba to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Branch No, 454, National Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, of Charleston, 8. C., fayoring the passage of House 
bill No, 4911, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee.on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the are of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7177, for 
wi relief of John N. Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for add 
to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhi 
in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, with refer- 
ence to arid lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of ex-soldiers of the war 
residing in the State of Indiana, in opposition to the e of 
House bills 1746 and 1747, relating to the revision of the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
es „ the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on 

griculture. 

Also, petition of the railway mail clerks of the State of Califor- 
nia, Los Angeles Branch, fayoring the bill for the reclassification 
of the Railway Mail Service- to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to the reciprocity interests of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the bill relating to food products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. F 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego Chamber of Commerce, for 
an appropriation for the measurement of streams in California 
and Arizona—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6915, 

ting a pension to William C. Wilson—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of patrons of the post-offices at 
Woodhaven, Ozone Park, and Clarenceville, State of New York, 
for the establishment of the free-delivery system with the post- 
office at Jamaica, and opposing House bill No. 3729—to the Prom 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of theClay 
Center Times, Ashland oe ErieSentinel, Manhattan Mercury, 
Iola Register, Horton Headlight, Ottawa Republican-Times, Win- 
field Courier, Abilene News, Lincoln Sentinel, Paola Times, Salina 
Herald, Mound City Torch of Liberty, Marion 8 Welling- 
ton People’s Voice, St. Marys Star, Pratt Union, McPherson Opin- 
ion, Concordia Kansan, Clay Center ag ene Emporia Gazette, 
in the State of Kansas; also Rock Rapids Review, McGregor News, 
Fort Madison Gem City, Winterset News, Farmington Herald, 
Cresco Plaindealer, Clinton Advertiser, Fort Madison Democrat, 
Montezuma Democrat, Reinbeck Courier, Orange Herald, Mar- 
shalltown Reflector, Bedford Free Press, Chariton Democrat, 
Creston America, Boone Democrat, Oelwein Record, Fayette 
County Union, Grundy Center Democrat, Jackson Sentinel, Inde- 
pendence Conservative, Spencer Herald, in the State of Iowa; 
also Marshall Statesman, Monroe Commercial, Fenton Independ- 
ent, Romeo Observer, Caro Advertiser, Lansing Republican, 
Ludington pend re also Meadville Star, Blairsville Courier, 
Montrose Republican, Grove mat! Recorder, Shippensburg News, 
Shamokin News, Mount Carmel Item, Milford Press; also Sedalia 

(Mo.) Journal; also Mason News, Gonzales sg ages Texas; also 
McMinnville New Era, Columbus Republican, Indiana; also Pied- 
mont (S. C.) Sun-Herald; also Cape May Star, Trenton Gazette, 
Plainfield Courier-News, Newark Advertiser, Passaic Record, 
Morristown Express, New Jersey; also Perry Herald and News, 
Randolph Register, Kingston Freeman, Poughkeepsie Star, Mid- 
dletown Times, Johnstown Republican, State of New York; Rush- 
ville Graphic, Fort Wayne Journal-Gazette, Union City Eagle, 


htstown Sun, Terre Haute E 
‘ost and Record, Northfield 


ress, State of Indiana; Roches- 
ews, State of Minnesota; Mar- 
tinsburg Democrat, Union Watchman, Sutton Democrat. Romney 


ter 
Review, Kin; 


Argus, Point Pleasant Register, of West Vir- 
pinia; amestown (N. Dak.) Alert, Centerville Chronicle, 

ellette Tribune, Huron Huronite, of South Dakota; also Caribou 
(Me.) Republican, Hailey (Idaho) Times; also Ashland Gazette 
and Port Clinton Republican, of the State of Ohio; Eldorado Times 


and the Wamego Times, State of Kansas, favoring the of 
House bill No, 5029, relative to the free entry of w pulp im- 


shan for use in the manufacture of paper—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of the Jacksonville (Fla.) 
Board of Trade, in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to 
Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of the town of 
Orangeville, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of E. L. Eshleman, druggist, ask- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 27, 1900. 


The House met at 12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


Mr. CURTIS, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House joint resolution No. 6. 

The Clerk read, with the amendments reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution (H. J. Res..6) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to use $100,000 of the appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

Mr. CURTIS. After the estimates were sent in last year the 
War Department made a ial estimate of $100,000 for the con- 
struction of a hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans, 

The following is the special estimate: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1399. 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, of the 28th ultimo, 
submitting an estimate of — — (8100, 000) for the erection of a mod- 

* Kaus. 


ern hospital at Fort Leaven wor! 
Respectfully, yours, O. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 28, 1398. 


Sin: I have the honor to forward herewith, for transmission to Congress, 
ospital construction,” for the 


an estimate ($100,000) of 3 tor 
erection of a ern hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., nired by the 
War 8 . the service of the fiscal year ending Juned, 1900. 

ery y, 


R. A. ALG: Secretary of War, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. BB, ary of War. 


Estimates of appropriations re ired for the service of the fiscal year end 
Aa 30, 1900, by the Surgeon-General Dated Stated press, = 
Hospital construction: 
For the erection of a modern hospital; for 100 beds, of stone and 
brick, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., including heating, ventilat- 
ing, plumbing, wiring for electric lights, gas piping, elevator. 
dynamo, electric motor, bookcases, lockers. closets, mortuary, 
ambulance shelter, stable, etc. (Submitted) $100, 000 
Nore.—In explanation of the toropong, estimate the follo: communi- 
cation of Maj. George H. Torney, United States Army, surgeon charge of 
the post hospital at Fort Leavenworth, transmitted tothe War Department 
through military channels, is respectfully submitted: 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., —— — 27, 1593. 


Unirep STATES ARMY Post HOSPIT. 

Srp: I have respectfully to report that the t hospital now in use at this 
post is inadequate and of insuffi t capacity for the requirements of the sick 
b Oa AA 2t-bed hospital, which at this 

Ww own asa army hosp: which at this moment con- 
tains 60 patients. In order to provide space for beds for the additional pa- 
tients, the storeroomsand rooms heretofore used for administrative purposes 
are ang utilized, under many disadvan’ 

The dining roomand kitchen are, of course, toosmall for the use of the con- 
valescent sick and the men of the h tal corps, rende it necessary to 
serve two separate sittings for each of the three daily m to seat all the 
Wien this r 

ospital was constructed, it was n e for the 
of a command numbering between 300and 400 men. 3 num- 
over 1,200 when the regiment is recruited 


. 

ca . Its uac erefore rent. 

4 At this ee is in need of e repairs inthe way of repainting, e 
90: en n- 


change in the plumbing arrangements, involving a 

the closet accommodation (there being now oniy one water-closet 
involve EX, large 
care 


e 
for each ward), change in the ventilation, etc., which 


outlay in money without increasing the capacity of the building for 
of the sick. 


facts, and the prospective increase of the number of men 


w of these 
in this of the reesta ent of the school of instruction, and of 
the Golan at this post as a place of rendezvous for troops returning 
from the Tropics for recuperation of the health of the men who have been 
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servin; 
cation 
of 4 modern 


in Cuba and Puerto Rico, I have many to recommend that appli- 
made for 8 = construction at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 


beds. 
building of this kind and size will, according to recent estimates and ex- 
. cost about $1,000 per bed, making a total outlay of $100,000 for a new 
ospital of sufficient ca ty to meet the requirements of a garrison of 1,800 


men. 
It is, however, essential that this question should receive early considera- 


tion, as the present hospital can not be en! to meet the demands that 
will be made uponit for the care of the sick tted to it from an increased 
and from other posts. 
Very respectfully, GEO. H. TORNEY, 


Major and Surgeon, U. S. A., Surgeon in Charge 

The ADJUTANT, Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

A hearing was had before the committee,and the original esti- 
mate was increased the sum of $100,000 in order that the money 
might be used for that purpose. It was distinctly understood 
that the money, or so much thereof as might be n was to 
be expended to build a hospital at Fort venworth. But the 
committee desired not to specifically name the place. This appro- 
priation, however, of $100,000 was made, The money was set 
aside at the War Department. But upon investigation it was 
found that without the place being specifically named in the bill 
the Department was limited to an expenditure of $20,000. Sothe 
appropriation was not used. Plans and specifications, however, 
were drawn, and the Surgeon-General has held the money and 
desires to use it for the purpose for which it was appropriated. 
His letters on this subject appear in the report of the committee. 

I will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] 
that this resolution was drawn at the Department. ə money is 
already appropriated. The resolution makes no extra appropria- 
tion. It was unanimously reported from the Committee on - 


Affairs. 

ges TALBERT. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
this resolution has been considered by the appropriate committee? 

Mr. CURTIS, As I have just said, it was unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. There was a 8 be- 
fore the full committee -an open meeting. I have the report here, 
which embodies two letters the Surgeon-General. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Let it be read. 

The report of the Committee on Military Affairs (by Mr. HULL) 
was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili 
resolution 


Letters of the Surgeon-General United States Army bearing on the sub- 
ject Borg this resolution are herewith submitted and made a part of this 
rep 

Wan DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 20, 1899. 
My Dran Mr. Curtis: Your letter of March 18 has just reached me. I 
rtion of the nap riation ess WAS 
to be used for the erection of a hospital at 


capacity for the needs of the 1 — E 7 — sede 
o; committe 


the necessary au- 
md so much of the 


„and as no additional appropriation will be asked for there 
culty in obtaining the necessary legislation. Contracts can 


be 55 the work commenced in the spring of 1900. 
pesos GEO. M. STERNBERG, 


Surgeon-General United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, M. C. 
Topeka, Kans. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 27, 1899. 


DEAR SIR: The pak REE for the construction and repair of hospitals 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, was increased by $100,000 for the pur- 
pose of constructing a modern post h tal at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., but 
owing to the fact that under existing laws not more than $20,000 of this ap- 
propriation can be used for any one building unless specially authorized b 
act of Con I have been unable to call for bids for the construction of th: 
hospital. In order that the money may be available, I transmit herewith a 
draft of a joint resolution, with request that it may be introduced at an earl 
date. In my opinion the amount mentioned will not be necessary, and it 
probable that an entirely sa post hospital of fifty beds can be 
erected for $60,000. Any balance of the appropriation which may remain 
F a 
ery truly, yours, 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES 


Curtis, M. C., 
House of 1 D. C. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether this increases the expense in any way? 


Mr. CURTIS. It does not increase the e eee at all. It 
simply authorizes the use of money heretofore appropriated for 
ie purpose for which it was appropriated. 

r. CLAYTON of Alabama, is is an appropriation which 
has apace been made? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; made upon the recommendation of the 
Department. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I understand that this pro- 
poses to divert an ab ep already made and which under 
existing law can not be used for the purpose proposed. 

Mr. CURTIS, The appropriation was made for the purpose of 
erecting a hospital; butat that time neither the committee nor the 
Surgeon-General bore in mind the fact that $20,000 was the limit. 
Therefore the name of this specific hospital was not inserted, al- 
though the estimate was made for Fort venworth. The hear- 
ing before the committee was on the subject of Fort Leavenworth; 
it was so published in the report. But the name was left out in 
the bill, though the understanding of both the tment and 
the committee was that the money was to be used at Fort Leaven- 
worth. There is no place in the country where a new hospital is 
so much needed as at Fort Leavenworth, 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It seems to me that this isa 
matter which properly comes within the jurisdiction of another 
committee. a that view, while I do not desire to object at 
this time, I ask the gentleman to let this matter stand over until 
Monday, so that it may receive further examination. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is pertootiy satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Before the matter goes over, 
allow me to ask why was $100,000 n: for the erection of this 
hospital at Fort Leavenworth, whereas under the general law the 
limit of expen in such cases is $20,000? 

Mr. CURTIS. They desire to erect a hospital larger than is 
usually erected. A hospital with 50 beds will cost about $60.000. 
On account of the size of the fort the number of invalids at Fort 
Leavenworth is larger, and hence a larger building was deemed 


nec i 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. It was thought necessary to have 
a larger 1 at that place than anywhere else in the country? 

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, no; there are larger hospitals in other parts 
of the country, but in such cases the hospital was specifically 
named in the a |e pean In this case that was not done. 

Mr. CLAYT of Alabama, So you want to abrogate, so far 
as Fort Leavenworth is concerned, the general law providing the 
limit of $20,000? 

Mr. CURTIS, Yes, sir; because this place was named in the 
estimate and $100,000 was asked for. 

Mr. Has there been a report in this case from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; the resolution is unanimously reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. COX. When was that report made? 

Mr. CURTIS. A week or ten days ago. I appeared before the 
committee. 

Mr. COX. Oh. I have no doubt the gentleman appeared there. 
F The 5 The Chair will state that the report was made 

anuary 16. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? ; 
The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 

man from Kansas withdraws this? 

Mr. CURTIS. With the understanding that it will come up 
Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. It is withdrawn for the present? 

Mr. CURTIS. Les. 

The SPEAKER. Then the matter is not before the House. 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from Kansas that unani- 
mous consent will have to be given before it can occupy the posi- 
tion of unfinished business. 

Mr. CURTIS. Iask unanimous consent that it may be called 
up after the reading of the Journal on Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we had better let it go over and 
let the gentleman have recognition to ask again for its consider- 
ation. That is the better course. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
H. R. 4602. An act to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; and 
H. J. . 129. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
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War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SETTLE. 


Mr. GAYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to vacate 
the order heretofore made setting apart February 10 next for 
. i my predecessor, the late Representative SETTLE, of 

entucky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw for the time being the special order for 
the eulogies upon the death of the late Mr. SETTLE, of Kentucky, 
heretofore fixed for February 10, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BAIRD. 


The SPEAKER. As there is no further business this morning 
for the consideration of the House, and as 1 o'clock is set for the 
memorial exercises on the death of the late SAMUEL T. BAIRD, of 
Louisiana, the Chair, if there is no objection, will call up that 
matter now for the consideration of the House. 

Tnere was no objection, 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. S er, I yield to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL]. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and move their adoption. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. SAMUEL T. BAIRD, late a member of the House of 
Representatives from the State of Louisiana. 

esolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that opportu- 
ay may be given for fitting tribute to his memory. 

esolved, t the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, t, as an additional mark of respect, the House, at the conclu- 
sion of these memorial proceedings, do adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. In the form in which these resolutions are 
drawn it is proper that they should be submitted now, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. Speaker, one of the most appropriate 
customs of this House is that of paying teful tribute to the 
memory of departed members. e live in the most rapid and 
progressive age the world has ever seen. There is great progress 
in every line of human endeavor, inevery art and science, in every 
phase of life—social or political, public or private—and we Ameri- 
cans are the most advanced people of this age; but, thank God, 
the march of progress has not dulled the feelings of our hearts, 
and we are ready to pause and mourn for a deceased brother as 
was our blessed Lord two thousand years ago when he wept over 
the body of his beloved Lazarus. Indeed, I believe that the world 
is growing better in this respect and that we love and honor our 
dead more now than at any other period of history. This may be 
due to our superior educational advancement, but I think it flows 
rather from a clearer conception of the truths of religion. Bethat 
as it may, this beautiful custom has become firmly fixed in Con- 
gress, and no matter how important our duties may be, we deem 
it a sad pleasure to turn from them and from the rush of busy life 
in order to weave memorial chaplets over the graves of our de- 
parted brothers. 

Among those who have pone from us into the valley of the 
shadow, into a bright and, I hope, more glorious beyond, is Sau- 
VEL T. BAIRD, of Louisiana, who died at the Riggs Hotel, in this 
city, on the 22d of April last, and as his successor on the floor of 
this House it is my sad duty to speak to you of him. This task 
can better be filled, Mr. Speaker, by his associates here, who knew 
him so much better than I, but I can not let this opportunity pass 
without . a few words to help keep his memory green. 

SAMUEL T. BAIRD was born in Morehouse Parish, La., on May 5, 
1861, and had he lived thirteen days longer, would have been 38 
at the time of his death. 

He was educated at home and at Vincennes, Ind. In 1879 he 
began the study of law and was admitted to the bar in 1882, when 
barely 21 years of age. So successful and promising was he in 
his profession that in April, 1884, he was elected to the lucrative 
and responsible position of district attorney of his judicial dis- 
trict, a position which he filled with great credit and honor to 
himself and people for four years. The young barrister was a 
favorite of fortune. On the expiration of his term as district 
attorney he was elected judge of the Sixth judicial district of 
Louisiana, a position eagerly sought for by the oldest and best 
attorneys of the district. He . for four years as sole judge 
of one of the highest courts of original jurisdiction in the State, 
and his bearing on the bench was dignified, affable, and courteous. 
He enjoyed at the time the distinction of being the youngest 
judge in Louisiana, but, though young in years, his decisions 
evinced a mature, well-trained mind and gave eminent satisfac- 
tion to the bar and to the people. 

At the end of his term he resumed the active practice of his 


profession, but his people had tested his ability and would not let 


him remain lon 
member of the ana State senate. In that body he served 
with distinction on three important committees, and was chair- 
man of the joint Democratic caucus during that session of the 
eneral assembly. As one of the delegates from Louisiana to the 
hicago convention in 1896 he aided in the nomination of Mr. 
Bryan for President, and was an enthusiastic supporter of the 
brilliant Nebraskan. He was elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress 
without much opposition, and was reelected to the Fifty-sixth as 
the unanimous choice of the Democrats of his district. Few men 
of his age can point to so brilliant a record and such continued 
political success. His public career began at 23, and when he 
died, in his thirty-eighth year, he had given to his pec faith- 
ful and efficient service as district attorney, judge, State senator, 
and Congressman. Surely a bright career lay before him if the 
past be any criterion for the future, for he was not the man to 
or lag in the march of fame. It is said that ‘‘death loves a 
shining mark,” and it certainly found one when Sam BAIRD was 
called to meet his God. 

In the closing days of the Fifty-fifth Congress he contracted vio- 
lent rheumatism during the terribly cold weather of last February. 
His splendid constitution bore up against it for a while, but the 
insidious disease gradually 1 is strength. To add to his 
difficulties, his youngest child, a lovely boy, was stricken with 
meningitis and lay for weeks at death’s door. He was passionately 
fond of his son, and the constant watching at his bedside, withits 
attendant anxiety and worry, made serious i on his en- 
feebled condition. His devoted wife and loving brother, aided by 
kind friends, ministered faithfully to him, and medical science 
did its utmost, but the grim destroyer had marked him as her own. 
On the 22d of April last, in the full vigor of a magnificent man- 
hood—physical and intellectual—he bade his loved ones 8 
and departed on a long journey to that land from whose bourn no 
traveler returns. Death is always sad, but when an old man is 
called whose feeble steps and whitened hair indicate that the sands 
of life are nearly run, we easily reconcile ourselves to the loss, 
Not so, however, when one dies whose keen eye, elastic step, 
Tunay cheek, and glossy hair tell us that youth is in his veins 
and that the world, with all its joys, its nopes, its ambitions, lies 
before him. 

Previous to Barrp’s last illness there was no finer specimen of 
physical manhood in this House. Tall, erect, well proportioned, 
a fine eye and pleasant expression, he was indeed strikingly hand- 
some. Prior tothat sickness he had enjoyed nearly perfect health 
and dying as he did at the post of duty, from a disease contracted 
while on duty, it may truly be said of him that he died in the 
cause of his country. When a soldier falls while fighting in bat- 
tle, his grateful countrymen sing pans of praise to him and pro- 
vide generously for the widow and orphans left behind him. In 
my humble opinion the soldier who dies in camp from sickness 
due toe ure is as much entitled to remembrance as he who is 
stricken by the bullet of the enemy; and what was our deceased 
friend but a soldier doing camp duty for his people and dying 
from exposure at his post? Let us accord to his memory the same 
grateful honor we render to our dead heroes of battle. 

I first met Sam Bamb in Lake Providence in the fall of 1883, 
when he was quite a young man. I remember well what a hand- 
some fellow he was at that time, and how genial and pleasant to 
everyone. With the girls he was a special favorite, but that did 
not seem to make the boys jealous, and no young man in north 
Louisiana was more universally popular than he. After that I 
saw little of him, as our homes were some distance apart, but 
from time to time I met him and watched his brilliant career with 
much interest. He had a wonderful faculty for making friends, 
and few came in contact with him without being drawn to him 
by that indefinable something which attracts and binds all who 
come within its reach. I have heard st of the brightest men 
of his acquaintance say that they actually loved Sam BAIRD, and 
I know of no greater praise than that, for love is the most precious 
of all earthly treasures, and he who can beget love among many 
must indeed beatrueman, Suchaman was our deceased brother, 
and I believe that all of you who knew him well will attest the 
truth of this statement. I do not think anyone well uainted 
with him, whatever his feelings may have been, will take issue 
with me when I apply to him the lines of the great poet: 

His bare but young, but his experience old; 
His unmellow’d, but his judgment ripe; 
And, in a word (for far behind his worth 
Come all the praises that I now bestow), 


He was complete in feature and in mind, 
With all good grace to grace a gentleman. 


It is sad for such a one to be taken when scarcely in the full 
vigor of his manhood, with his capacity for enjoyment undimin- 
ished, his appetites unsatisfied, and his ambitions unfulfilled, 


in private life. In April, 1896, he was elected a 
u 


Truly death is a careless reaper who cuts down the ripe and the 
— — — rain alike. It is wrong to murmur at that vidence 
whose 


itions are inscrutable and whose ways pas finding 
out, but when such a man as Barrp is taken from us in his vigorous 
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youth, it requires all our philosophy and religion to submit 


with resignation. Let us try not murmur, however, for we know 
not the secrets of the Master, who, though His decree seems hard, 
doeth all things best. 


Ah, why should bitter tears be shed 
In sorrow o'er the mound 


ed sod, 
When verily there are no dead 
Of all the children of our God? 


They who are lost to outward sense 
Have but flung off their robes of clay, 

And, clothed in heavenly radiance, 
Attend us on our lonely way. 


W hile sorrow’s tears our te fey have wet, 
Shed o'er the consecrated dust, 
= Too much our darkened souls forget 
The lessons of enduring trust. 
Let living faith serenely pour 
Her sunlight on our pathway dim, 
And death can have no.terrors more, 
But holy joy shall walk with him. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Spedker, my acquaintance with the member 
in whose honor these observances are held, if measured by time 
limitations, was very briefs yet he was such an one that when 
with his genial smile he bade you good morning you felt you had 
known him for a lifetime; and although my time acquaintance 
with him was short and my personal association with him was 
meager, I do not feel that I am offering the tribute of a stranger, 
but of a personal friend. 

I was one of that sad company that journeyed on the funeral 
train from the capital of the nation to his Southern home. It 
was my first visit to the Southland at this season of the year, 
the season when my Northern home was yet locked in the icy 
embrace of winter, And to see the luxuriant sahaga green 
grasses, and blooming flowers, to see the people array in sum- 
mer habiliments and ing umbrellas to protect themselves 
from the rays of the sun, at a time when Minnesota was in mid- 
winter, impressed me deeply. But the fact that made the most 
indelible impression-on my mind was that the people there assem- 
bled—and it seemed to me that the whole countryside had turned 
out—were animated by a common purpose, and this purpose did 
not appear to be so muchin honor of his achievements, though on 
every side these achievements were spoken of with pride; not so 
much a feeling of res „although the high respect in which he 
was held was everywhere manifest, as it was a spirit of personal 
bereayement, such as one feels when he stands at the bier of a 
dear relative. 

Men clad in broadcloth cut by the fashionable tailor sat beside 
the farmer and laborer arrayed in their Sunday best that bore the 
unmistakable marks of the “ready-made” clothing store, and 
mingled their tears together. Women draped in rustling silks 
and women clad in gingham and calico gowns sat in thesame pew 
and sobbed in common sympathy. It seemed to me he was a 
brother to them all, and the infallible sign of this brotherly affec- 
tion in Which he was held was everywhere in evidence. What is 
this infallible sign? When aman achieves distinguished success 
in public life and when honor and respect are the predominant 
features of ther in which he is held, he is known and ad- 
dressed by the title of his office, as Congressman A, Governor B, 
or Senator ©. When honor and respect exist in a lesser degree 
they know him and call him by the cold, hollow, society-created 
title ot Mr. But when they love him for winning qualities of mind 
and soul they discard all official titles, all society-created addresses, 
and know him and address him and speak of him by the name 
whispered by loving lips when the man of God sprinkled the 
emblematic waters of baptism on his brow. 

Go out in the Commonwealth of Illinois, to the early home and 
among the early associates of the test President of modern 
times, and he is never spoken of as ident Lincoln, but always 
as Abe Lincoln. 

Go to my own State, go into the home of the millionaire or the 
log cabin of the frontiersman, and you will never hear our junior 
Senator referred to as Con an NELSON, Governor NELSON, 
or Senator NELSON. He is KNUTE NELSON. Go with me toa 
certain Congressional district in the Hawkeye State—a Congres- 
sional district that has as much reason to be proud of and is as 

roud of their brilliant Representative as any Congressional dis- 
Frict in the United States. Traverse the length of it as I did last 
midsummer, you will hear no one speak of General HENDERSON, 
Congressman HENDERSON, or Speaker HENDERSON; but the name 
t DAVE” HENDERSON is in 8 mouth. And in that sorrow- 
ing multitude gathered under Louisiana’s sunny skies, I heard no 
one mention Con n BAIRD, but in hushed whispers it was 
passed among the throng, ‘‘Sam” BAIRD is dead. 

The humble home, its pian furnishings, the modest surround- 
ings denoted the fact that he was possessed of but moderate com- 
petence, but the lingering affection with which the name Sau“ 

A 


IRD was whispered proclaimed the fact that inthe bank of love 


and friendship—the only ‘financial institution whose drafts are 
et di in the realm beyond the gravye—he had an unlimited de- 
posit. 

When a promising public man passes away in the morning of 
his life, his constituency, the State, and the nation feel and ap- 
preciate the loss, But I sometimes think it is a gain for the indi- 
vidual. Samver T. BAIRD lived long enough to demonstrate that 
the possibilities in his public career were almost limitless, but he 
did not live Jong enough to experience the envyings, the jeal- 
ousies, the heart-burnings that always accompany great public 
successes, 

It is a theory among some that a man’s feature, form, and 
manner proclaim in unmistakable terms his character—form an 
open book that all men can read. I believe this, and the first time 
SAMUEL T. Barrp walked into this Hall his commanding figure 
attracted my attention, and it was a figure to command attention 
in any throng. Its athletic mold bespoke strength and power; 
the clear eye, courage; the bright and winning smile, kindliness 
of heart; his springing and elastic step, buoyancy and hope—face, 
form, and feature proclaimed him what he was, the ideal South- 
ern gentleman; an ideal Southern gentleman,” and this phrase 
itself exhausts eulogy. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker— 


Toevery man upon this earth 
Death cometh soon or late. 

But to the members of this Congress it has come with unusual 
frequency. Day after day we have met in this Hall to pay our 
tributes of respect to those who but afew months ago were occu- 
pying their accustomed places here, but whose forms and faces 
we shall see no more upon earth. * 

The grim reaper, Death, has indeed gathered a rich harvest for 
the tomb from the members of the Fifty-sixth Congress—the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine, Mr. Dingley, the acknowl- 
edged leader of his party in the House, ripe in years and experi- 
ence; the faithful and devoted tribunal of the ple from 
Missouri, Mr. Bland; the gentleman from Nebraska, Mi Greene; 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr, Danford; the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Ermentrout; the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. Settle, and the young and talented Representative from the 
State of Louisiana, SAMUEL T. BAIRD. 

Truly are we warned of the certainty of death and of the uncer- 
tainty of life by the frequency with which death has invaded 
this House. It has spared neither the young nor the old in years 
or in legislative experience, but all alike have been marks for the 
arrows of the grim Archer, who has respected neither youth nor 
agenorparty. ‘The frequency of the deaths in this House reminds 
us of the truth of what the great Latin poet declared when he said: 

Pallida mors uo pulsat 0 
Pauperum e turres. 

Peasants and princes, the rich and the poor, the member of 
Congress and the humblest of his constituency are alike. subject 
to the immutable law of mortality. As frequent and sudden and 
unexpected as have been the deaths of members of this House, yet 
the death of none came so unexpectedly or caused more sadness 
than that of our lamented friend, Hon. SAMUEL T. BAIRD,. of 
Louisiana. Young, in the very prime of life, strong in body, 
boasting that he had never known a day's sickness, manly in form 
and handsome in appearance, the very picture of health; surely 
no one who knew him and saw him as he appeared in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, during the last session, would have believed or 
predicted that ere the members should reach their homes, and ere 
the spring should come and clothe the earth with flowers, he 
would have fallen a victim to the insatiable enemy of mankind. 

During the last week of the Fifty-fifth Congress he was taken 
suddenly ill and, after lingering for eight weeks, died in this city 
on the 22d day of April, 1899. It was indeed a sad death—away 
from his home, to which he continually during his sickness ex- 
pressed his desire toreturn—in a city of strangers, with his young- 
est son, & bright and beautiful boy, lying in an adjoining room, 
hovering between life and death; with faithful and devoted 
wife, distracted with grief at the coming death of her husband 
and the suffering of the child—all the surroundings united to 
make $ aaa in the extreme and to excite the sympathy and 

ity of all. 
K ə had been elected to this Congress without opposition, and 
from his devotion to his duties as a member, from his high sense 
of honor and integrity, from his careful attention to the interests 
of his constituents and the interests of the common country as 
well, and from his ability and the popularity he so justly enjoyed 
amongst his own people, there was every evidence that he had 
entered upon a Congressional career which was to grow more 
illustrious in the future. But to all of these hopes of his friends 
and this promotion which he gave promise of death put an end; and 
when we met in December we looked in vain for him, and listened 
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in yain for his voice, which was still, and longed for the touch of 
his yanished hand. 

Sam BAIRD, as those who knew him called him, was possessed 
of those qualities which attracted men to him. He was generous; 
he was noble; he was courteous and courtly and true; he was 
manly and brave, as gentle as a woman, as co us as a knight 
in the defense of what he deemed to be right. No one who came 
to know him well but loved andadmired him. To those who were 
fortunate enough to be classed as his friends he exhibited a devo- 
tion and fidelity which is rare among men. Deception formed no 
part of his character. You could rest implicitly upon his word 
and know that when once given it would be ed; and no 
greater tribute can be paid to him, as we stand to-day over his 
newmade grave, than to say: To his own self he was true, and 
therefore he was false to no man.” 

The career of Mr. BAIRD, though short in years, was a remark- 
able one. He was a lawyer, admitted to the bar in 1882, and from 
the time of his admission until his death enjoyed the confidence 
of his clients and engaged in an active practice. As a lawyer he 
was devoted to those principles which lie at the foundations of 
this great profession, and he practiced his profession according to 
the teachings and doctrines of those great lawyers who have illus- 
trated and illumined it. In all of his professional life there was 
no act that was not in full accord with the principles that should 
guide an upright, conscientious, and ethical lawyer. Not only 
he distinguished in his profession as a practitioner, but he 
had scarcely been at the bar two years when he had gained such 
oe that he was elected district attorney of his judicial 

istrict. 

In this office he displayed that ability which so distinguished 
him and those qualities of high character and devotion to duty 
which so easily marked him. In the discharge of his duties as 
3 attorney he received the approbation of those amongst 
whom he lived; and-while he prosecuted crime and endeavored 
to convict and punish it, he was careful that innocence should 
not suffer. At the end of four years’ service in the office of prose- 
cuting attorney he was called by the people of his district to be 
judge, and he served four years upon the bench assuch. In that 
important position he was just, impartial, and upright, panone in 
hearing the cases before him, fair and firm in his judicial decisions. 
No charge of partiality was ever made, and he left the bench 
honored and respected by allas an upright judge. No one who 
had witnessed his administration of the high office of judgecould 
but say, and all did say, that he wore the ermine most worthily. 

He was a member of the legislature of his native State, havin, 
been elected to the State senate in 1896, and in that body serv 
upon some of the most important committees. So ably and effi- 
ciently did he discharge his duty as a member of the State legisla- 
ture that in the fall of 1896, when his district came to select and 
nominate a man to represent it in the halls of Congress, he was 
almost unanimously chosen for this high office. 

Thus, step by step, from the young lawyer to the prosecuting 
attorney, from the prosecuting attorney’s office to that of judge 
and a seat on the bench, from the bench to the halls of the State 
legislature, from the halls of State legislation to the National 
Congress, was the rapid progress of this man, whose life and death 
we commemorate to-day as fitting evidence of his character, worth, 
oo — esteem in which he was held by the people amongst whom 

e lived. 

In all his professional career he discharged his duty with ability, 
integrity, and fidelity to the truth, and as a legislator and member 
of Congress he was guided by the same lights. 

He was a devoted husband and a fond father. It was my pleas- 
ure to know him as such. I was intimately associated with him, 
living in the same hotel in Washington, and it was indeed a beau- 
tiful thing to see and know the deyotion that existed between him 
and his wife; and no words can express or language convey the 
sad and sorrowful scene I witn the day he died. The wife, 
broken down by long weeks of care and attention, both to the sick 
and dying husband and the afflicted child, had bravely stood the 
terrible ordeal and trial until the dreadful announcement was 
made that he was no more, and nature could stand no more, and 
in the anguish and sorrow of her heart she wanted to know why 
she could not have been taken and he spared. But the ways of 
Providence are past finding out, and the widow and orphan now 
live, and the stalwart, strong, and healthy man is dead. May He 
who holds the universe in His hand, and doeth all things well,and 
marks each sparrow’s fall comfort her broken heart, bind up her 
wounds, and be a Father to her fatherless children, that they may 
live to illustrate in their lives the character and qualities of their 
lamented father. 

In no place or position in which he was called to discharge a 
duty did he fail to so act as to receive the approbation of his own 
conscience and the Ns aera of his own people. And thus wefind 
that they recognized his worth and character, and were ever 


ready to promote and advance him; but just ashe had reached the 
highest office in their gift, just as new honors were about to be 


bestowed upon him, without warning the summons came to him 
to lay his burdens down and to cross the river whose waves wash 
the great unknown shores of Eternity. 
And he is dead: 

The earth that bears him dead 

Bears not alive a truer gentleman. 

But through the mist that blinds us here, we look beyond and 
feel that while it is true that we shall see him no more—that the 
grave covers all that is mortal of our friend he is not dead. That 
Which made him noble, true, and brave can never die. 

Although with bowed heads and saddened hearts we have borne 
maaan dust to rest and said, He is dead,” yet he is not 

ead: 5 
e has but passed 
ag b the mist that blinds us here, 


Into the new and larger life 
Of that serener sphere. 


And ever near us, though unseen, 
The dear, immortal spirits tread, 
For all the boundless universe 
Is Life! There are no dead. 


Mr. MEEKISON. Mr. Speaker, the death of Mr. BAIRD Was a 
great shock to me, I could not realize that the vigorous young 
man with bright eyes and firm grasp who had greeted me but a 
short time before in the Chamber was no more. 

He had just been elected for the second time to this House and 
was full of hope and confidence. 

He was in the noon of young manhood, strong and vigorous, 
keen and alert; all predicted for him a long and useful career in 
this House, and little did I think that he would have been so soon 
cut down. . . 

We must all meet death, and it matters little whether it is ex- 
tended a few years longer or not. Still no philosophy reconciles 
us to the death of one so young and promising, or to the family 
that knows best what his loss means. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my sad duty to accompany the remains of 
our brother to his former home in Louisiana, and I can say that 
the old proverb that a prophet is not without honor save in his 
own country did not apply to our departed friend. We went 
through two towns in his district, and as a tribute to his memory 
and worth business was suspended. In his home town every- 
where was evidence of sincere sorrow. To all it seemed like a per- 
sonal bereavement. 

‘The older men mourned a son, the younger that of a brother. 
Had I not known Mr. Bard in this House the touching tributes 
that were universal from his neighbors and townsmen would have 
proven him to be a man in whom public confidence rested and 
who could be trusted. Those who knew him best loved and 
trusted him most, 

Almost since attaining his majority he has been in the public 
service, as district attorney, district judge, a member of his State 
legislature, and member of Congress. 

uch long and varied public service is not chance, but proof of 
seing qualities, faithful service, duty well done. 

Mr. Speaker, this faithful public servant, tender husband and 
father, sleeps in his native Southland where flowers ever bloom 
and it is always summer. 

his years had been prolonged, I am sure his services would 
have been valuable to his State and the.country and his death a 
great loss to each. : 

May he rest in peace. 


Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, he had been a dis- 
trict attorney, a district judge, a State senator, and a Represen- 
tative in Congress, and he died at 38 years of age. This is a brief 
statement of the life and career of SAMUEL T. BAIRD. 

In thinking of the death of our departed friend it has occurred 
to me that the grim Reaper has been unusually remorseless in his 
treatment of the Fifty-sixth Congress. Seven Representatives in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress who were elected to the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress died before entering upon their duties in the present House 
of Representatives. Mr. Dingley, of Maine; Mr. Greene, of Ne- 
braska; Mr. Bland, of Missouri; Mr. Danford, of Ohio; Mr. Er- 
mentrout, of Pennsylvania; Mr. Settle, of Kentucky, and Mr. 
BAIRD, of Louisiana, were the conspicuous figures that were 
stricken down by the fell destroyer. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had been asked during the last Congress to 
select a dozen men whose physique, youthfulness, and health 
indicated long life, I would have readily selected Mr. BAIRD as 
one of them. He was a fine specimen of manly beauty. and I 
think he was easily the handsomest in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
He was tall, erect, and well proportioned. He was graceful in 
his carriage, commanding in his appearance, and, withal, cour- 
teous in his treatment of everybody. 

I never knew Mr. Batrp until the Fifty-fifth Congress met in 
extraordinary session in March, 1897. He and I came to that 
Congress as new men upon this scene of action. We were assigned 
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to the same committee—the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. Perhaps no man here knows better than I do of his 
devotion to public duty. That committee was charged with, 
among other things, the consideration of one of the most impor- 
tant measures proposed in the Jast Congress, and one of the most 
important that has been proposed in this Con —the ship- 
subsidy scheme. I believe that at all hearings and arguments had 
before that committee Mr. BAIRD was always in attendance. He 
was a good listener, an industrious student, and a good judge of 
the worth of any argument. Hewasalwaysfaithfulin hisendeavor 
to find the facts and the reasons that should underlie any action 
that Congress was proposing to take. He was a man of strong con- 
victions. He did not thrust his opinions on other people, but he 
asserted them and maintained them ably and fearlessly when it 
became necessary for him to act or to declare his convictions. 
But, Mr. Speaker, Sam BAIRD, as those who knew him best 
always called him, has gone from among us. I shall not attempt 
to ress my own feelings over the personal loss that I sustained, 
and Í am unable to pay a fitting tribute to his memory. His suc- 
cessor, Mr, RANSDELL, said a moment ago that men loved Sam 
Bair, That is a beautiful tribute to pay a man, and very beauti- 
ful here, because it is so true. There is not an associate of his in 
the last Congress or in this Congress who did not respect, admire, 
and love him. He was not of acold, metallic nature. He was 
ambitious, but not selfish or envious. He was gifted, learned, 
warm-hearted, generous, and always considerate. While he rests 
now in the bosom of his native Louisiana I have come to offer a 
few flowers of affectionate regard. 
Mr. BAIRD, I doubt not, went to his death as beth Ae any sol- 
dier on any crimson field. He did not believe that it was all of 
life to live, or that death was the end of all. He looked beyond 
that to that life which comes after this transitory existence. In 
faith he belonged to the Anglican communion. He believed in 
the resurrection of the dead and in the life everlasting. His life 
was a useful one and was made up of a series of successes. He 
was taken away just when his career in the broader field of na- 
tional affairs had begun. We need not speculate as to why his 
useful and still more promising career was so soon ended. There 
is no philosophy that can explain the enigma of life or the mystery 
of death except the highest and most beautiful and truest of all 
hilosophy, the Christian religion. And in the presence of the 
EN even that can offer us no more than theconsolationof a sub- 
lime faith in the goodness of the yE Father and the blessed 
promises of His revealed religion. t us cherish the memory of 
the dead and follow his example of devotion to duty. We shall 
not have among us amore faithful Representative than SAMUEL T. 
Barn. We shall not look upon a manlier man. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, I believe that I knew Sam 
Barrp better personally than any of his colleagues of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress. I can not pronounce studied eulogiums upon his 
life and character. I can only undertake to give utterance to 
those feelings that are pulsating in my heart to-day, when Iremem- 
ber him as my friend. I believe that I knew him as intimately as 
any man with whom he was ever associated. Not only did [know 
him in public life, but I knew him in private life. His life in the 
midst of his family enriched it with the most tender love and the 
purest happiness. à ; 

I do not wonder that his career as district attorney in the State 
of Louisiana was a remarkable one for a young man; so faithful 
was he in his devotion to duty andlaw. I-do not marvel that he 
adorned the bench of his State in such a brilliant manner while 
serving as district judge, so accurate was his splendid intellect 
and so warm and merciful were the feelings of his great heart. 

Iam not surprised that he was a man amongst men as a legisla- 
tor in the State of Louisiana, so accomplished was he as a scholar 
and so loyal to the rights of his fellow-man. And while I speak 
of him to-day, I 8 give utterance only to those things that I 
do know about him and his character. 

I was with him frequently during the Fifty-fifth Congress and 
studied his character. I knew his characteristics as a man and 
feel that I may be pardoned for alluding to a few of them. 

He was one of the few men that I have ever known that was as 
RRRS as a woman and as brave as the bravest. He was loyal and 

aithful to his friends, and So my association with him I 
never knew him to any sort of criticism upon a friend. If 
they were liable to error, if they had their weaknesses and were 
justly subject to criticism by others, Sam BAIRD always withheld 
criticism and helped to sustain his friends. He was a conserva- 
tive and broad-minded member of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

He had his opinions and his convictions, and they were always 
based upon thorough investigation and upon his best deliberate 
judgment. He was ready to defend those convictions upon any 
and all occasions, So much did the man despise error and hate 
wrong that he combated it whenever and wherever he met it. 
For two years I enjoyed the very closest personal friendship with 


him, and I can truthfully say that there was never a day that I 
associated with him but what I saw some magnificent quality 
about his character that deserved to be emulated. His lifeasa 
pane man, his keen appreciation of justice and equity, and his 

undreds of manly qualities should be recorded as a rich heritage 
to the youth of his State. 

We do not know why he was stricken down in the prime of life. 
The reason for these things are not revealed to us, but we do 
know that there must have been some good reason by the over- 
ruling Providence. When he was taken from amongst his col- 
leagues the State of Louisiana lost one of its most influential 
members. He was not an obtrusive individual, but had a won- 
derful influence over his colleagues, and we can not point to a 
single young member of that Congress that could accomplish so 
much in a modest and unassuming way as could SAMUEL T. 
BAIRD, of Louisiana. His patience was a marvel of sweetness 
and influence, and his tolerance a tower of overwhelming strength. 

Mr. Speaker, when in Washington, just before his t soul 
took its flight and the death angel was hovering over him, sum- 
moning him to the great Unknown, I was profoundly happy to 
learn that he communed with his family and friends, and, with 
that superb courage that characterized all his acts, assured them 
that he did not fear the issue, that he was ready to go, and would 
enter into the great eternity with that sublime faith and hope 
that sustains the true Christian. We never talked of religion or 
that undiscovered hereafter, but I felt and knew that the great 
God, who had fashioned and finished such a magnificent character, 
had tenanted his immortal soul with a blessed belief that would 
lead him out from the walks of men to the bosom of our Redeemer. 

Louisiana can ill afford to lose such a Representative. Many 
sunny days will pass in that great old State, the place of his na- 
tivity, before she sends to this body a completer gentleman or a 
better rounded character. Well may the citizens of his State cher- 
ish his memory and public deeds and boast that this far Southern 
clime produced this superb and remarkable young man. 


Mr. BROUSSARD, Mr. Speaker, it is ever a sad occasion when 
this great body pauses in its accustomed activity to mourn the loss 
of one of its members. What a perpetual reminder, indeed, is it 
of the uncertainty of human life and what an admonition to those 
who would accomplish much here not to be laggards.. He whose 
memory we here revere and to whom we here pay 8 the last 
sad earthly rites until the triumphant blast of the summoning 
angel shall clothe his bones with flesh again was in many respects 
a remarkable man. 

SAMUEL T. BAIRD was born in Louisiana in 1861 and was edu- 
cated in that State and at Vincennes, Ind. At 18 we find him 
studying law. ‘Three years later he was admitted tothe bar. At 
23 he was elected district attorney of the Sixth Louisiana judicial 
district and filled that difficult and laborious position with somuch 
ability that at the expiration of the term of four years, in 1888, 
when only 27 years of age, he was elected the judge of that dis- 
trict. After serving his people for four years on the bench with 
great distinction, he withdrew from active 3 in poli- 
tics and returned to the practice of his profession. But in 1896 
his people called him back to it by electing him a member of the 
State senate, and while a member of that body he was both prom- 
inent and active, easily taking the leadership. 

He was the chairman of the committee on railroads and a mem- 
ber, besides, of such important committees as judiciary, lands and 
levees, and elections. m that time his promotion became even 
more rapid. A strong, an earnest, and a consistent Democrat, 
his party loved to honor him no less than the people of his section, 
for no sooner had he entered the senate than he was elected the 
chairman of the joint Democratic caucus of the general assembly, 
and a few months later the Democratic State convention elected 
him both its temporary chairman and a delegate to the national 
Democratic convention held at Chicago in the summer of that 
year. Having supported the candidacy of the great leader of the 
“common people” and assisted in his nomination for President, 
upon his return home his ple, loving him as they did, saw no 
fitter compliment to pay this intrepid young Democratic leader 
than to nominate and elect him to the Fifty-fifth Congress. He 
was reelected to the Fifty-sixth Congress with practical unanim- 
ity. He died at the age of 38. So that when he had scarcely 
reached the prp of his magnificent manhood we find him to 
haye filled all the important positions of prosecuting attorney, 
judge, State senator, and twice elected tothis body. In the Dem- 
ocratic Perey of his State he was equally honored and respected, 
even as he was by his own people. 

I knew BAR D well and intimately. A young man of marked 
ability, of splendid virtue, wise, honest, honorable; a man whose 
word was sacred and who never forsook a cause he once espoused; 
a man whose judgment was rarely, if ever, at fault; aggressive, 
yet tractable; stern when occasion required, yet just always. Of 
superb physique, who would have thought to look upon him at 


1900. $ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1245 


the last session of the Fifty-fifth Congress that death should 
— him in its cold embrace before the convening of the Fifty- 


While his career in public life was brief, it was brilliant. It 
does indeed seem h. that one so young and useful should so 
soon be called to the judgment seat. And when the thread of 
life is cut suddenly and without premonition, the finite mind is apt 
to question the inscrutable justice of Him who shapes it and rounds 
it and terminates him. So it was with me. I felt startled and 
shocked when I heard of Barrp’s untimely death. But, after all, 
the culmination of physical life is death, and who knows but that 
the early accompli ent of the end is not a mark of Omnipotent 
favor and esteem? 


And if through patient toil we reach the land 
Where ti feet, with sandals loose, may rest, 
Where we shall clearly see and understand, 
I think that we will say, God knew the best.” 


In his death the Democratic party of Louisiana suffered great 
loss, and Louisiana herself lost a well-beloved son, who was des- 
tined to play no unimportant part in carving her destiny. Sad to 
us was the parting; sad to his many friends here, but sadder than 
all was his loss to his own people who so loved him, and loving 
him so uniformly honored him, 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, well do I recall the sad rites paid the remains 
of SAMUEL T. BAIRD. The ore of north Louisiana, who had 
$o loved and honored him in life, now crowded about the bier that 
bore him to mourn his loss. From all over the district they came 
and by all manner of conveyances, until the beautiful village 
among the hills was filled with the gathered multitude, e 
church bell summoned all, and on the sad, solemn march to the 
grave there joined men of all classes and conditions and colors. 

Out of the pretty church and of Bastrop we slowly moved, and 
on the side of a hill of red clay, amid the tall pines that stood as 
sentinels around, in stern silence, we buried him, and then re- 
luctantly the multitude departed and dispersed as the sun dipped 
in the ocean on the west. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to second the 
resolution in memory of my late colleague from the Fifth Con- 
ional district, SAMUEL T. BAIRD, and to pay a brief and hum- 

ble tribute to his private virtues and public services. 

The graphic sketch presented by my friend Mr. RANSDELL, his 
successor on the floor of this House, depicts a character at once 
courteous and gentle, with a firmness and devotion to high prin- 
ciple that readily explains the esteem and honors bestowed upon 
him by a community always ready to appreciate noble and manly 
qualities. 

His record seems brief, yet it covers a parioa fraught with vital 
issues to his State and section. Though but a youth, he appeared 
upon the activescenes of political life and bore a man’s part atan 
epoch to recall which now seems like reviving a painful dream. 
The State of Louisiana was fast bound in misery and chains; it 
was held in the iron grasp of an alien rule, under which neither its 
intelligence nor pro 8 a voice, By the devastation of the 
civil war the State had been left but a few years before literally 
a wreck, ruined and desolate. 

It fell to the youth and growing manhood of that day toretrieve 
these disasters; the rebuilding the waste places, the restoration of 
paralyzed industries, the reorganization of society, education, and 
the healthful process of recovery; to fight for the building up again 
the material prosperity and political future of a despondent and 
oppressed people. 

In all these difficult tasks young BAIRD bore a conspicuous and 
honorable part, leading with energy and enthusiasm, tempered by 
wisdom, to a better sentiment, inspiring his community wit 
groser courage to face and solve the mighty problems that con- 

mted them. 

He came to the Fifty-fifth Congress full of hope and spirit, amply 
equipped for the performance of high and responsible duties; and 
in his service, alas, too brief, he early developed qualities of useful- 
ness and success. With characteristic modesty he 7 but rarely 
and aimed at no display; yet he neglected no public duty. He 
wasted no time in dissipation. He was practical, laborious, and 
after careful study of all the panio questions that came up he 
formed his opinions quietly and firmly. Thoughtful, observant, 
and upright, courteous, yet frank and truthful, everyone knew 
where to find him. 

To speak the truth, to avow and defend the right, to follow the 
line of duty, were the ambitions of this young statesman, called 
away before he had reached the meridian of his life and the full 
maturity of his powers. 

His colleagues loved and honored this noble son of Louisiana. 
We shall ever remember with pleasant thought ethe dear friend; 
his inborn grace, the courteous mien, the kindly, frank tone, the 
countenance in which never lurked an ignoble thought. 

And as he winged his flight while yet in the prime of early 


manhood, the words from Festus match well with the aspirations, 
the soul and aims of him whom we commemorate to-day: 
Life is more than breath and the quick round of blood; 
It is a great spirit and a busy heart. 
The coward and the small in soul scarce do live 
One generous feeling—one great thought—one deed 
of ere night, would make life longer seem 
Than if each year might number a thousand days 
Spent as this is by nations of mankind. 
e live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 
In feelings, not in figures on a dial. J 
We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana, at 1 
o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.). In accordance with the resolution 
adopted by the House, and as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of our deceased colleague, the House stands adjourned 
until Monday next at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James S. Oakley against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the President of the United States Civil Service 

Commission, relating to an amendment to the estimate of appro- 
priation for the fi year ending June 30, 1901—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
__A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
ply to the resolution of the House of Representatives relating to 
the shipment, distribution, etc., of the oleomargarine product—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of names of civilian engineers 
employed on river and harbor work—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and surve 
of Maurice River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6163) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4849) for the relief of Mary Chambers, widow of 
Thomas Chambers—Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. $ 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ormu following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7512) placing wire and wire nails 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 7513) to establish a library 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7514) to provide for 
the construction of asubmarine tunnel under the Bay of San Fran- 
cisco, with air shafts and openings on Yerba Buena llana, Bay of 
pe oo State of California—to the Committee on Military 

a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7515) to reimburse the States of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7516) to amend section 4136, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7517) to amend the act approved 
z une 27, 1890, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7518) to proye for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a gpa Be ereon at Pittsburg. 
State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7519) to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect of 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
227 in which they are e- to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) to establish a dollar-and-a-half-day 
standard of for labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. P CE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 139) ronan 
for a preliminary survey for the construction of a steamboat loc 
in the Mississippi River at Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 140) granting 

rmission for the erection of a monument in Washington, D.C., 

or the ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of 
Samuel Hahnemann—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 141) directing the selection 
of a site for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., 
in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow—to the Com- 
mittee on the Lib: z 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 142) 

roviding for a preliminary of York Harbor, in York, 
nets the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 119) relative to the 
appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on Rivers and 

bors—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7521) for the relief of the 
estate of R. E. Bonds, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Mary Counts, of Morristown, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) to pension John B, Graves—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7524) for the relief of the 
estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased, late of Bolivar Connty, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7525) to pension James P. 
Ho to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7526) for the relief of George 
W. Graves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of David O. Ramsey to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of Charles F. Coles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) for the relief of Seth Davis, Compan 

5 Fourth Infantry - to the Committee on Military Af- 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7530) to grant a pension to Mrs. H. Angelia 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) for the relief of George C. Jacobs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7532) for the relief of George G. Tuttle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) to grant a pension to Anna Hoepner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of William Warner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7535) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clare H. Burleigh—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7536) to pension Ellen Carey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) for the relief of John Green—to the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) to increase the pension of Edward P. 

—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) granting a pension to Peter J. Keleher— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of John 
Nolan, or Nolen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7541) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph R. Carter—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7542) grantingan increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline L. Guild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of Melinda E. 
Fellers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of 
peop to Mrs. Florence E. Stuart—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr, LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7545) for the relief of James A. 
Mitchell, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7546) granting an 
increase of pension to William M. Gwinn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr, MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7547) to remove the charge of 

K. Ellis—to the Committee 


desertion against the name of Edwin 
on Military Aff. 


‘airs. 


_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Bolser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of I. Winslow Ayer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) granting an increase of pension to Gil- 
bert G. Gabrion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) granting an increase of pension to My- 
ron C. 3 the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MERCER: A ‘bill (H. R. 7552) granting a pension to 
Marietta Elizabeth Stanton to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7553) granting a 


on to 

Fannie M. O’Linn, of Chadron; in the State of Ne —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Sion to Frederick Wright, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) * 
of North Platte, in the State of Ne jka—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Nellie L. Parsons, of Rockbridge County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7556) granting a pension to 
J. A. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) granting a pension to Marcus Klingler 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) granting a pension to Hynes Wood- 
ring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) granting a pension to Thomas Louder- 
back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) granting a pension to Abraham C. 
Witsoe bill (E.R 961) granting A pension to Joseph P 

a (H. R. 7561) granting a pension age 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) pana a pension to George W. Brad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7563) granting a pension to John C. Bickle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) granting a pension to Stephen Pilant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON of Arizona (by request): A bill (H. R. 7565). 


ting land in the Territory of Arizona to Mother Katharine 
rexel or mission and school purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) to authorize the Arizona Water Com- 
pany to erect water-power plants on its canals across the reserva- 
tion set apart for the Pima and Maricopa Indians by Executive 
order dated June 14, 1879, in the county of Maricopa, Territory of 
Arizona—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7567) to grant an 
increase of pension to Dorcas V. Warner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT (by request): A bill (H. R. 7568) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Sarah Maria Meredith Graham, of Tunkhannock, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for addi 
to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibit 


-in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, with refer- 
oeo arid lands, etc.—to thə Committee on Irrigation of Arid 


Lands. 

By Mr. GLYNN: Resolutions of a meeting of employees of the 
New York Navy-Yard, asking that some of the new ships be con- 
3 at the New York Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval 

Airs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Frederick Humphreys, M. D., 
and others, asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprie- 
tary medicines, eto. to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-third Encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, held in Philadelphia, indorsing House bill 
No. 4742 and Senate bill 1716, relating to military instruction in 
public schools, etc.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Affidavits of J. L. Thompson, Charles C. Ross, 
and R. H. Speer in the case of John Williams, Company H, One 
hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer antry, to 
accompany House bill No. 4513—tothe Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washin : Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce and city council of the city of Olympia, Wash., for the 
construction of Puget Sonnd and Grays Harbor Canal, Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of druggists of Pittsfield, Mass., 
for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


1900. 


By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of clerks in the post-office at Og- 
densburg, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill No. 4351, 
for the classification of clerks in the first and second class post- 
offices to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Twenty-second Congressional 
district of New York, for a law subjecting imported f ucts 
to the laws of the State into which they are imported—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of G. N. Spradling and others, of 
Greenwood, Ark., protesting against the of the 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of G. W. Sanders and other citizens of Warren, 
Ark., urging the passage of certain neutrality laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of G. W. West and other citizens of the Indian 
Territory, praying for the enactment of laws to protect the game 
in said Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Mays, of Campen M; Second Regi- 
ment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, and a Mexican war survivor, 
for increase of poroto the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of A, W. Gowan and 1,000 
citizens of County, Oreg., protesting against the leasing 
of public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

y Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Petition of the Charles- 
ton, S. C., Chamber of Commerce, against the passage of House 
bill No. 5462, in reference to license for pilots—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging the enactment of House bill No. 887 and of Senate 
bill No. 417—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution — the sar ee Sy of 1 
protesting against discrimination i yard in govern- 
.. chante Exchange, You Men's Busi 

$ of the Mer Exc , XO en's - 
ness puram „and Chamber of Commerce, of 8 S. O., 
favoring amendments to the interstate- commerce act to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Westfield Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of establishing national battlefield parks 
at Stone River, Murfreesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 


ox! Affairs, 

y Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Shreve (La.) Caucasian, Plaquemine Le airg 5 Poultney 
(Vt.) Journal, Charlotte (Mich.) Tribune; Van Wert Republican, 
Defiance Record, Warren Tribune, State of Ohio; also San Anto- 
nio Republican, Stephensville Empire, State of Texas; Kittanning 
Democrat and Sentinel, Bradford Star, Duncannon Record, Cou- 
dersport Journal, State of P lyania; Nevada City (Cal.) 
Transcript, Mandan (N. Dak.) Pioneer; Plankinton Standard, 
Iroquois Chief, White Enterprise, State of South Dakota; Nash- 
ville Citizen, Maryville Times, State of Tennessee; Somerville 
Democrat, Flemington Democrat, Harrison Record, Freehold 
Democrat, Dover 


sippi; Oconto 


Hagerstown Mail, Havre de Grace 
Marlboro Gazette, State of Maryland; 


port Times, Michigan City Dispatch, Greensb: New Era, War- 
faw National Union, Elkhart Trath. Co 
rter, Terre 


estern Sun 
Danville Gazette, Kokomo Dispatch, Greenfield Democrat, Frank- 
lin Star, Evansville Courier, J. Courier, Cannelton Telephone, 
Frankfort Crescent, Batesville ocratic Herald, Fort Wayne 
Staats-Zeitung, Madison Democrat, Hartford City Tel and 
News, English Democrat, Monticello Democrat, Aurora Bulletin 
es enid ournal, Fowler Review, Salem Democrat, in the State of 
In favoring the passage of House bill No. 5029, relative to 
the free entry of wood pulp imported for use in the manufacture 
of paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-fifth 
Congressional district of New York, foralaw subjecting imported 
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food A to the laws of the State into Which they are im- 
ported to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the post-office clerks of Utica, N. Y., office, 
urging the of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of 
t-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany House bill No, 5219, 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine the claim of Luther Sargeant—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papae to accompany House bill No. 3274, for the relief of 
8 e Mugge, of San Antonio, Tex. —to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of the clerks in the post- 
office at Lemars, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks-—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, January 29, 1900. 


Prayer by Rev. STOWELL L. Bryant, of the city of Washi i 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the i 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, without o 
jection, stand approved. 

INCREASE OF POST QUARTERMASTER SERGEANTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the ry of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army, recommending, for rea- 
sons stated, that the number of pat quartermaster sergeants, now 
authorized by law, be i from 105 to 150, and stating that 
the proposed legislation meets with the approval of the Command- 
ing General of the Army and the Adjutant-General; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COAST SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 20, 1899, certain information 
relative to the Ee and present state of the survey of the coast 
of the United States, including Alaska; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Coast and Insular 
Survey, and ordered to be printed. 

WAE-REVENUE EXPENDITURES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the Sth instant, schedules 5 by 
the Auditor for the Treasury Department relative to the portion 
expended by and under the direction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the $50,000,000 appropriated by Congress under the act 
approved March 9, 1898, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions to supply seen deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year fen ae nh 1898, and for prior years, and . angel 
purposes; which, e accompanying , was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to te printed. 

MERCHANDISE IMPORTED FROM GERMANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of listed 
correspondence relative to the complaint of the German Govern- 
ment, presented by its ambassador at Washington, against the 
existing customs regulations of the United States applicable to 
merchandise imported from Germany; which, with the accom- 
pan papers, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ord to be printed. 

TRANSACTIONS WITH NATIONAL\CITY BANK OF NEW YORK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting, in re- 

to a resolution of the 23d instant, certain information rela- 
tive to the co: dence between the Secre of the Treasury 
and the officials of the National City Bank of New York: which, 
on motion of Mr. ALLEN, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6237) 
making 5 to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, Cannon, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
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second re of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and 
giving to the Director thereof additional power and authority in 
certain cases, and for other purposes, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of Congress 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ington City, D. C.; and 

joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the distribution 
of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 

The me e also transmitted to the Senate the resolutions of 
the House adopted as atribute to the memory of Hon. GARRET A. 
Hopart, late Vice-President of the United States. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House adopted as a tribute to the memory of Hon. 
SAMUEL T. BAIRD, late a member of the House of Representatives 
from Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon pienen by the Pint aed pro eg 

A bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the 5 Kk Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pnrposes; 

A bill (H. R. . to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street, in the District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair lay the urgent deficiency bill, 
which has just come from the House, before the Senate, in order 
that I may make a motion? 

The P IDENT pro Tempore, The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
— — June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ised. to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
HALE, Mn ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the North 
Side Board of Trade, of New York City, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the construction of the Harlem 
Kills Canal, connecting the waters of the Hudson with the deep 
water of Long Island Sound; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented me pRa of E B. Swain, of New Tok 

ra for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medi- 
yrayin 5 and cosmetics; which was referred to the Com- 


` 


mittee on Finance. 
He also presented sun petitions of railway mail clerks of 
Rome and New York City, in the State of New York, praying for 


the enactment of legislation pondis for the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Post No. 140, Department of New 
York, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the detailing of active and retired offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in 
panio schools; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Kimball Bros. & Co., 
of Enosburg, Vt., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
poneer medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. K. Simonds and sundry 
other postmasters of N County, Vt., E for the 
enactment of legislation providing for an increase e salaries of 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of J. B. Smith, of Lex- 
ington, N. C., president of the North Carolina Pharmaceutical 


Association, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon pro- 


priotary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROSS presented the petition of C. C. Bingham and 67 other 
crocs of St. Johnsbury, Vi, praying = the repeal oF the 
stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, umeries, and cos- 
metics; which was 5 to the Committes on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of George R. Storey, president, 
and Laura Moore, secretary, on behalf of the Woman Suffrage 
Association of Vermont, praying for the adoption of a sixteen 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement 
of United States citizens on account of sex; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented the petition of George R. Storey, president, 
and Laura Moore, secretary, on behalf of the Woman Suffrage 
Association of Vermont, praying for the omission of the word 
‘ male” in the suffrage clauseof the constitution to be framed for 
Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Woman Re 4 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Federation of Labor of 
Chicago, III., praying that all the remaining public lands be re- 
tained for actual settlers, and also for the construction of reser- 
voirs by the Government for the purpose of . arid 
lands, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on igation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. KENNEY presented the petition of Martha S. Cranston, 
8 and May P. Phillips, secre on behalf of the Woman 

e Association of Delaware, praying that the word male 
be omitted from the suffrage clause of the constitution to be 
framed for the government of Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and 
the . Which was referred to the Select Committee on 

a 


Woman s 
Mr. BEVER E presented a paper in 1 1 of the bill 
(S. 2542) to correct the military record of Willi B. Young; 


which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented papers in gt of the bill (8. 2539) granting 
an increase of 5 to Capt. Milton H. Daniels; which were 
reſerred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I presenta resolution adopted by the 
Fourth Biennial Convention of the Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, and, as the shortest way to state its substance, I will read it: 

Whereas we believe the laws of nature demand that man should have at 


the growing demand of the public for Sunday trains and the eagerness of 
railroad companies to increase dividends by running Sunday trains threatens 
to entirely deprive the railway employees of a day of rest: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That while we the quasi-public nature of our tions 
and that it is our duty to meef all reasonable demands of the public and of 
our employers, we believe a rest day is just as dear to us as it is to all other 
classes: and the demands made upon us for Sunday service are unreasonable, 
We believe the adoption of the refrigerator car removed all necessity 
for the moving of perishable freight on Sunday: that noharm cancome from 
the unloading of live stock to rest over Sunday; that the demand of the 
public for Sunday trains by railroad companies for the purpose of pleasure 
and convenience, and the running of trains by rail: companies for the 
purpose of increasing dividends, come from selfish motives, which experi- 
ence has taught us can not be overcome by suasion, and as there seems to 
be no hope of our having a rest day unless it be secured by! tive enact- 
ment, we u the United States Industrial Commission and Congress to in- 
vestigate this question; and we earnestly ask that Congress passa law which 
KEN prohibit the running of Sunday on all interstate railroads; and be 
‘urther 


Resolved, That 5 this resolution be sent to the President of the 
United Biatan the U States Senate, the House of Representatives, the 
Unue aues dustrial Commission, the press, and be printed in the Train- 
men's 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. HALE presented the petition of George R. Fuller and 5 
other railway mail clerks of Waterville, Me., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the cation of clerks in 
first and second class post- offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of D. E. Prall & Co. and 
sundry other druggists of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the repeal 
of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and 
cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Mrs. M. K. East and Mrs. 
C. S. Willoughby, on behalf of sundry citizens of Duquoin, III., 
praying that the word ‘‘male” be omitted from the suffrage clause 
of the constitution to be framed for the government of Cuba, 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr, GALLINGER presented the petition of Underhill & Kit- 
tridge, of Concord, N. H., and the petition of Andrew P. Preston, 


of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the re of the stamp tax on 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Z. H. Spinney and 123 


other citizens of Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation 
requiring the licensing of the masters of sailing vessels and yachts 
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carrying passengers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; 

He also presented the petition of Mrs, Darwin R. James and 207 
other citizens of New York, representing various religious organ- 
izations throughout the United States, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 


` was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


4 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 76) for the relief of the University of Kansas, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HEITFELD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1749) for the payment to Joshua 
T. Roberts of balance due for surv g public lands, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E, Campbell, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 157) providing for the selection of 
the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by 
the State of North Dakota, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 793) providing for the adjustment of the swamp-land 
grant to the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report n. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 681) for the relief of James and 
William Crooks, of Canada, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. - 0 

Mr. KYLE. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 919) granting a pension to James 
Ballard, to submit an adverse report thereon, and to ask that the 
bill be postponed indefinitely, the claimant haying died one year 

0 


ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be agreed to, 
and the bill will be postponed indefinitelyß : 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 763) to aid the State of South Da- 
kota to support schools of mines, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. Veter 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 2746) to aid the public-land States to support schools of 
mines; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 779) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
8 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to recall a reper made a few days ago 
from the Committee on Claims on the bill (S. 739) for the relief of 
the estate of George W. Lawrence and substitute the one I send 
to the desk. It is to correct an error, the wrong report having 
accompanied the bill. ame 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received 
and substituted for the one heretofore made. J 

REPORT OF NICARAGUA CANAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on agueri, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

¢ f tatives con- 
es, additional to the usual number, 
of the report of the 3 1807-1899, of which 1, 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,500 copies for the use of the 


MRS. ANN M. SMITH, DECEASED. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the Committee on Pensions may 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 530) 
ting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Smith; widow of the late Maj. 
n. Andrew J. Smith, and that the bill be brought before the 
Senate and indefinitely postponed, as Mrs. Smith died only a few 


days ago. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore, If there be no objection, the 
order will be entered discharging the Committee on Pensions from 
the further consideration of the bill and postponing the bill 


indefinitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2710) for the relief of 
James Ballard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 2711) for the 
relief of David Tweed; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 


XXXUI—79 


Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 2712) providing for a naval 
training station at Gig Harbor, Washington, and for other pur- 
poses; which was twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2713) authorizing 
negotiations with the Indians of Devils Lake Reservation, in 
North Dakota, for the cession of lands; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2714) for the extension of M street 
NE.; was was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2715) to prevent the dese- 
cration of the American flag; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 2716) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to repay purchase money, fees, and 
commissions in public-land entries in certain cases; which was 
zon ee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


nds. 
Mr, BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2717) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Parkes and Ward; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 2718) for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer; 
A bill (S. 2719) for the relief of the estate of S. E. Hackett, de- 


ceased; and 

A bill (S. 2720) for the relief of the estate of William Brown 
Millican, deceased, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2721) to correct the military 
record of Albert E. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2722) for the re- 
lief of Augustin Walsh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2723) for the relief of Gottleib 
Schlecht and Maurice D. Hi s, and for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and Valentine 
Brasch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S, 2724) relating to certain 
railway corporations owning or operating street railways in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2725) to transfer certain old rec- 
ords of the city of Washington from the custody of the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, to that of the surveyor of the city 
of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Iintroduce two bills for reference to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I ask that they be printed with the documents 
which acccompany them and sent to that committee. 

The bill 8 2726) providing for the disposition of unclaimed 
property of beneficiaries of a naval home dying intestate was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, which was ordered to be printed, 

The bill ee 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty 
between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL y zement introduced a bill (S. 2728) grant- 
me pension to Fritz Meyer; which was read twice by its title, 

. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill I present the 
petition of Fritz Meyer. I move that the bill and accompanying 
petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was a to, 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to 
Eliza L. Reese; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
8 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2780) granting an increase of pension to William V. 
Carr (with an accompanying paper); 

s haa (S. 2731) granting an increase of pension to P. W, Wilcox; 
an 

A bill (S. 2782) granting an increase of pension to James Cun- 
* (with an accompanying paper). 

r. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill by request) (S. 2788) for the relief of the legal represent- 
ative of n Avery, $ 
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A bill (by request) (S. 2734) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pollock (with e papers); 3 
1 (S. 2735) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey Shumate; 


an 
A bill (by oe 3 for the relief of the personal rep- 
0 


resentative of John J „deceased (with accompanying papers). 
Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ions: ` z 
A bill (S. 2787) to increase the rating of 1 for disease, 
wounds, or injuries received while in line of duty; 

A bill (S. 2788) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Munn (with accompanying papers); and ; 

A bill (S. 2739) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Brinker (with 
an accompanying paper), $ 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2740) for the relief of Thomas 
Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introđuced a bill (S. 2741) for the relief of Valentine 
Lapham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pearing paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

Roads. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2742) restoring to the 

msion roll the name of Annie A. Gibson; which was read twice 
ie its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2743) for the relief of 
Caleb Wollpert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. r 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2744) to create an addi- 
tional life-saving district, and authorizing certain changes in the 
serial numbers of existing districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2745) to amend 
gection 10 of an act makin ng appropriations for the construction, 

ce 


repair, and in public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other R „approved March 3, 1899; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2747) to provide for cele- 
brating the one hundredth annive of the purchase of the 
Louisiana territory by the United States, by holding an inter- 
national exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
products of the soil, mine, forest, and sea, in the city of St. Louis, 
in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 75) to print 
81,000 copies of the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. . 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
76) withdrawing certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, 
from the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. 3 W a seins 8 G R. 1 
izing the printing of a special edition o e Year of the 
United States ent of Agriculture for 1899; which was 
read twice by its title, and,with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) author- 
izing articles imported from foreign countries for the sole purpose 
of exhibition at the San Antonio International Fair and at the 
Texas State Fair and Dallas Exposition, to be held in the cities of 
San Antonio, Tex., and Dallas, Tex., to be imported free of duty, 
under regulations prescribed by the Secre of the Treasury; 
which was read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) pro- 
viding for the distribution of Compiled Statutes of the District of 
Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by pea anes an amend, 
ment proposing an appropriation o i or the payment o 
subsistence and transportation money to certain Chere Indians 
for removal from Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, and other States 
to the ars Cherokee Nation, intended to be pro by him 

dian appropriation bill; which was refe: to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A Fairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED MISSOURI MILITIA REGIMENTS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Isubmit a resolution to provide for the re- 


yoe tof a document, and ask for its present consideration. The 


t comprises only a page and a half. 
The resolution was consid by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be ted for the of the Senate 500 copies of Sen- 
ate Document No. 100 of the second session Fifty-Afth © relative to 
the pensionable status of the Enrolled Missouri tia regiments. 


SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
VV 
ac ro for the e ‘ernmen 
Aiates apneaved March 3, $ 
EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies of the 
act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes, approved March 2, 1899. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those resolutions provide for a reprint óf 
documents that have been exhausted in the document room and 
for which calls are frequently made. 


SHIP CANAL IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be directed to cause a survey to be made and an estimate 
submitted of the cost of constructing a ship canal to connect Puget Sound 
with Grays Harbor, via the Chehalis River, in the State of 8 in 
accordance with recommendations heretofore made and filed with the War 
Department. 

TREATY RELATIVE TO SAMOAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was read: 


ies of the 
United 


ested, if not incom- 

patiba with the public interest, to inform the Senato whether the people of 
oa were wishes ascertain 

recently made between the United States and Germany in relation to 

islands. The President is also requested to inform the te whether any 

protest has been received by him or the Department of State from the peo- 

ple of Samoa, or any of them, against said treaty. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Task that the resolution be printed and 
lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
and go over under the rule. 


ELECTION OF SECRETARY AND SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the followin 
officers, in the order named: First, Secretary of the Senate, and second, 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Charles G. Bennett, of New York, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Secretary of the Senate. 

ue ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That Daniel. M. Ransdell, of Indiana, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether the resolution does not instantly displace the officials in- 
2 of taking effect on the ist of the month, when the oath is 

en? 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, both these officers are re- 

uired to take an oath of office, and they are not in office until 

t oath is taken. It is understood that these offices shall be 

chenged on the ist day of February, for the convenience of ac- 
counting. i 

Mr. HOAR. So I understood. I have not investigated the mat- 
ter and have not thought of it until this moment; but it occurs to 
me that where, as in an eames nomination for office by the 
President, the phrase is to take effect as soon as the successor is 
qualified, and frequently in those cases when the appointments 
are made that is one thing, but where there is a distinct appoint- 
ment of a new officer it may be held to take effect imm tely. 
Sup Mr. Bennett should die, would the present official remain 
the 8 of the Senate for a year when a new person has been 
appointed by the Senate? I merely ask that question, I am not 
answering it myself. I think it would be better in each of the 
resolutions to state that the resolutions shall take effect on the Ist 
of February, 1900. But the Senator from Iowa will give his rea- 
sons for the t form. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to inserting those words 
if the Senator thinks it would be safer? 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is safer; certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts move an amendment to the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I merely make the suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the pending resolution beread again. Let 
us see what it says. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Senators about me seem so confident that there is 
a sufficient practice grown up and that it is so uniform as to con- 
trol this matter that | shall not make any further suggestion about 
it, though my own impression remains unchan 

ALLISO: Iam sure that the effect of the resolution will 


. N. 


1900. 


be as stated by me, and unless the Senator thinks the amendment 
important it can be adopted in its present form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the erstanding that these officers 
will not take the oath until the ist day of February. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isay there is no question about that. Now, 
if anyone after having taken the oath of office should undertake 
to draw pay for the few days preceding the 1st of February I 
think we would have the power to stop it, and I believe the Sen- 
ate would peremptorily and arbitrarily exercise the power. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So I think no harm will come if we pass the 
resolution in the present form. É 

Mr. ALLISON. No officer of this body can draw pay until he 
takes the oath of office, 

Mr. HOAR. A question might arise in this way, for instance: 
Suppose the present Secretary of the Senate should sign a sub- 

na for a witness or an order for the arrest of a witness who re- 
uses to obey the summons; the question is whether his authority 
continues. But, as I said, I do not press the point. 


Mr. CULLOM, Question. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that a vote may be taken on the pending 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to, 
STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the 8 employed to report the statements made 
before the Committee on 


is hereby, authorized to SEDOT a stenographer from time to . 


IRRIGATION ON THE GILA RIVER, ARIZONA. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby Sa a 
to transmit to the Senate the results of the investigation by the logical 
2 the general conditions and cost of water storage for irrigation on 
the Gila River, Arizona, for the benefit of the Indians occupying the Gila 
ree Reservatio „as prepared by the consulting engineer of said investi- 
gs PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to take a moment upon a 
question of privilege, as I understand the rule of the Senate. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois rises 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. MASON. Lask first to have read the following statement 
from the English consul located at New Orleans. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the communication. 

e Secretary read as follows: 
New York Times, January 1] 
BRITISH CONSUL GROWS ANGRY—REPRESENTATIVE AT NEW ORLEANS 
ACCUSES AMERICAN PEOPLE OF ACTING IN BAD FAITH. 
New ORLEANS, LA., January 18, 1900. 


the su 
United 


South African war. To-morrow the English will be successful and the senti- 
ment will undergo a complete and rapid change. Why? Simply it’s 
the nature of the rican people, who are mercenary in ev: ing they 
do; but what the English can not comprehend is the bombast of the Senators 
at Washington, who, to secure a reelection, make B rectory capital by shout- 
ing out patriotic encouragement tothe enemies of Great Britain, W. in pri- 


vate they are anti- Boer in their opinions. 

“Can it be that the people of the United States have so soon f that 
in their war — 8 British ships were seized and held as p of war 
for months‘before a prize court on thelegality of theseizure? England 


made no protest then, but quietly awaitedtheactionof the court. But when 
American g seized at De Bay, the Americans send us great 
that England has trampled on r rights, and expect the ma 
adjusted within twenty-four hours. International law recognizes the right 
= th another to seize anything which iscontraban 
war. 


as soon as possible, and 
there the matter should end. 
“But what are the people of pot Sager na to think when such men as Senator 
Maso adopt the rôle of mountebank in Lange mee” Chamber of the United 
e 


of any nation at war 
ould a mistake be made, why, it is rec 


votes from 

tended that such speeches 
land and the United States; 
I know these 
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dministration at Washington understands 
the status of affairs perf: and is very friendly to England. ee see 


no faith to be pnt in them. The A 


pai mca Paka pan hak ormed as the Administration there would 
— feat pet tical capital made of such buncombe as Senator Mason makes 
use of.” 


Mr, MASON. Mr. President, I shall take but just a moment 
upon this matter. It is hardly worth attention except that it is 
the expression of one of the accredited representatives of 
to the United States. I want to call his attention and the atten- 
tion of his friends to the fact that it is not the first time when an 
English diplomat has attempted to run the politics of this r 
but having begun thus early in the campaign to injure the Ad- 
ministration—the party in power—I thought it well enough to 
call attention early that it might not have the same effect it had 
when President Cleveland was in the White House. 

So far as his personal attacks upon me are concerned, of course 
they do me great honor. My correspondent who sent it to me 
suggested that it be called to the attention of the State Depart- 
ment and dignify his assault upon me in that way. I have no 
doubt the State 85 would give me all the protection it 
gives to any American citizen and that the State t 
would give every American citizen = tection that it could, 
but as for me, I am for the Boers, an e more of English stu- 
pidity and assininity that come in this country from men of this 
class the more sure the American people are to become educated 
on the real merits of this case. 

I made no assault upon the English 
of the Boers. I said they were our frien 
ment as contradisti: hed from the people never had been our 
friends. We had friends in England during the Revolutionary 
war—men who stood and answered for the American people. 
The people were our friends in England during the civil war. 
Lincoln said in his t speech to the working people of this 
country that the working people had always been foremost upon 
the right side, and I could have paid no higher compliment to the 
ee people than to recall the language of Lincoln when he 
said that the starving weavers refused to give aid and comfort to 
their own home Government that recognized the belligerency of 
the Southern Confederacy. Although their looms were — * and 
they were starving, they stood for maintenance of our Union 
and would rather starve than strike a blow for slavery. 

Cheap men coming from England in the diplomatic or consular 
service, who are permitted to come to this country as the friends 
of this country and who misquote the statements made by Sena- 
tors of the United States, only call attention to the avarice and 
the cowardice and the brutality of the English Government. I 
speak of the English Government. 1 had in that very speech 
quoted from the age of the distinguished Senator who now 
occupies the chair. When asking for a resolution in favor of the 
Armenians, he called attention to the difference between the Eng- 
lish people and the English Government, and you may remember 
that when I quoted from him I called attention to the distinction 
between the Government of England and the feeling of the people 
of that country. 

I say to-day that from the best information I have am the 
enlightened people of Scotland, judging from their press and . — 
co! mdence, not half of them favor this cruel war against the 
Boers for the destruction of their Republic; not one-tenth in Ire- 
land favor it, and 95 per cent of the American people to-day, if 
you can judge by the expression of public meetings and the nape 
are in favor of maintenance of liberty and the continuance o 
the Republic of South Africa. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not care for any special defense from 
the State Department. I shall endeavor, with the help of God, to 
take care of myself from that class of cattle—people who are sent 
here to this country under English gan who have an open 
sesame through the American papers ittle every effort that I 
k an expression from the American 

along the line laid down when we began at an early 
day to follow the suggestion of Webster: Since the kings have 
sormen a combine, let us answer with a combination of the re- 
publics. 

Mr. President, before I sit down I desire to make an inquiry and 
one further suggestion. Isuppose the records of the Senate would 
show, but there has been a dispute as to where the treaty of arbi- 
tration now is, whether it is in the State Department or before 
the Senate committee. I understand that it is before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, or has been favorably 
reported and is now before the Senate. I refer to the treaty of 
The Hague, the arbitration treaty, I should say. 

Mr.DAVIS. That is a matter of executive business. The Sen- 
ator can ascertain that fact from the records of the executive 
sessions. 

Mr. MASON. I do not want to do anything that it is not proper 
for everyone todo. I merely wanted to state that I saw a state- 
ment somewhere that it had not been sent to the Senate, and I 


le in my speech in favor 
, but that the Govern- 


saw another statement that it had been sent. 
Mr. DAVIS. It has been sent to the Senate. 
Mr. MASON. Thatis all I wanted to know; and I was going 
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simply to say that so far as one vote is concerned I should like to 
have an pera and I have no doubt the Senator from Min- 
nesota will give us an opportunity, to vote upon it. There has 
been a petition filed with the executive department; and I pre- 
sented a petition to the United States Senate which claimed to 
represent nearly 100,000 names, which was sent to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. That petition was a prayer of the people 
of this country that under a certain section, I think section 3, 
the American people should intervene as a friendly nation and 
that under that section we could intervene or tender our friendly 
services without violating the law of nations as between friendly 
wers. 

et am informed that one of the reasons given—and it is one of 
the reasons given by some of my colleagues here—why they do 
not favor the stopping of this bloody war that is going on to de- 
stroy a republic, a bloody war that is without parallel in all his- 
tory—that they can not consider the question of intervention 
because the Senate has not ratified the treaty of arbitration. If 
that is so, I simply add my petition to that of the others which 
have been presented to the f sims of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I say I add my penon with perfect respect, for I do 
not intend to be disrespec in this or any other thing. Out of 
70,000,000 people not one has ever protested against it, so far as I 
know. If that is so, let us ratify the treaty and at least take away 
one of the other barriers which prevent us from asking the right 
to make a friendly intervention. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I will take the liberty of saying to 
the Senator from Illinois that the treaty of arbitration has been 

rted to the Senate. 

. MASON. That is all right. I am very glad to hear it. 
Then I suppose it is not necessarily in the control of any one Sen- 
ator or any one committee, but that any Senator can call it up. 
I merely wanted to know about it. We live and learn, and I de- 
sire to be good-natured about it. 

One other question, Mr. President, and I shall finish for this 
morning. In the earl of this session I offered a resolution, 
copied from the Republican platform of 1896, of sympathy for the 
struggling Boers, It was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I donot know how many weeks or months it has been 
there; but I want to be perfectly fair with the committee, and I 
intend to be perfeetly 

Unless I can get some report, favorable or unfavorable, I shall 
adopt some other means to get a vote upon that resolution. If 
there is a majority of Senators opposed to that resolution, I shall 
be satisfied if we cam have a vote taken upon it, and if a majority 
of the Senate favor it, [want a vote. If the resolution is not fair, 
change it until it is fair. If our sympathy is not expressed in 
proper language in the opinion of the majority of this Chamber, let 
it be changed, but give us a chance. 

I shall adopt one of several courses I have in mind. It is only 
fair to you, 8 of the committee, that you should know 
that I intend to ask that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of that resolution, or, if that be deemed un- 
fair and impracticable, I shall introduce another resolution and 
ask that it be voted on without going to a committee. 

I have waited now several weeks since December 6, 1899. The 
committee has had a great many meetings. The London news- 

pers, which were kindly sent to me on the morning after L intro- 

uced the resolution, contained the statement of a Washington 
co mdent that he was absolutely sure—I think the words 
“absolutely sure” were used—he said, I am credibly informed 
and am absolutely certain that the Mason resolution will go to 
the committee and never be resurrected.” Not one newspaper 
alone in London, but every one of them said this, and contained 
the absolute assurance that the Senate of the United States would 
never have a chance to vote upon that resolution—another sample 
of the Senate rules where a majority has nothing to say, if there 
isa puns I do not say that there is a majority on this ques- 
tion, but I do say that I am entitled and that the people of the 
United States are entitled to some expression, and I it is 
pretty near time that such an expression should be had. 

The Boer war will be over in the next six weeks if the Boer suc- 
great as they have been during the last 
six weeks, and it may be that you gentlemen, who are, as the 
English statesman says, looking to the winner and willing to 
change your sentiments every time there is a change in the war 
cloud, may want to express sympathy for the English instead of 
for the Boers. [Laughter.] You may, if Seyn please, amend my 
resolution, but bring it in, I beg of you. not take that child 
to the graveyard, because there will be a resurrection of it ev 
morning 


cesses continue to be as 


ing after next week until I can get a vote of some kin 
“ir. President, I want the committee to understand me. I do 
not c them with trying to smother that child. That would 
be undiplomatic and unstatesmanlike; but I will say that I have 
& Bn sort of suspicion that a majority of the committee 
want to consider that resolution three 
the war is over. I say it must be co: 


ears or three months after 
dered. You will have to 


think abont it at least once a day or else go into the cloakroom 
while Iam ing. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I should like to be allowed to say 
a word on this question of privilege. It seems to me to be a very 
serious one. 

The PRESIDENT eo tempore, 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason] in his impassioned remarks to the Senate possibly draws 
away the attention of the Senate from the very serious communi- 
cation that he made at the outset, which is that a consul who is 
representing a foreign country at one of our most important com- 
mercial ports has uttered in the public press a violent attack not 
only on the character of an individual member of this body, but 
on the character of the Senate and on the character of the Amer- 
ican people; representing the Senate and the people as a mob, 
without serious convictions, swaying from side to side, and de- 
sirous of with the winner in a war which is now pending, 
without to the merits of the controversy. It seems to me, 
as that matter has been brought officially to the attention of this 
body, it ought not to be dropped without some action: and it 
seems to me that the action should be to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, which will, I have no doubt, deal in a 
proper way with it. 

y own hope is that the Committee on Foreign Relations will 
send the communication to the Secretary of State or to the Presi- 
dent for his information. Then the proper action, whatever it 
may be, will undoubtedly be taken—either the revocation of the 
exequatur of the consul or the facts be transmitted to the English 
Government for its information, who would itself deal with the 
matter. I shall make the motion that the communication laid 
before the Senate by the Senator from Illinois be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. President, I wish to add one other word, if I may, and that 
is, that I regret, for one, the earnest and impassioned attack 
which has been made in the Senate by the Senator from Illinois 
upon the Government of a friendly nation. I know the kind and 
liberty-loving heart of that Senator. I know that the attack 
comes from the most generous motives. that most generous of all 
human motives—sympathy with a weak power struggling with a 
strong power. The Boersarea Topunun one million, fighting for 
their life with an empire of four hundred millions, and it is quite 
natural that the Senator from Illinois should have his sympathies 
strongly stirred; but, after all, the Senate is a part of the diplo- 
matic power of the United States. Every treaty that is made 
with a foreign government is made with our advice and consent. 

I do not see how my honorable friend from Illinois can hope 
that his proposed offer of mediation between Great Britain and 
her spirited and gallant adversary can ever be received or effectual 
if it is accompanied at the same time with an , impassioned 
attack on the Government of Great Britain, not only with refer- 
ence to her conduct in the very transaction which we propose to 
ask her to submit to us as an impartial arbitrator, but also an 
attack on her character through all history, and an especial 
charge that she is our bitter enemy, and the information that we 
have in our hearts now the feelings which her former misconduct 
was calculated to excite. 

My honorable friend from Illinois, in other words, has a resolu- 
tion before the Committee on Foreign Relations in which he wants 
us to say, in substance, to Great Britain, You miserable tyrant, 
disgraceful and hateful, base and infamous through all history, 
you are especially base and infamous in your present conduct; 
now leave your conduct in this question to us as an impartial and 
just and calm arbitrator.” It seems to me that is not a very log- 
ical position for us to take. I have myself hoped that the time 
would come when in this Boer war either the ress offer from 
our Government in mediation or the opinion of the people of the 
United States, calmly and modestly made known, would have its 
effect on those contending rb and bring about peace peace 
with justice and liberty, without which there can be no permanent 
peace anywhere. 

I suppose, Mr. President, that the attitude of the people of the 
United States in general toward Great Britain is an attitude of 
warm, cordial friendship (I 75 almost say an attitude of at- 
tachment and love) and that when we think her in the wrong 
as we pretty often have had occasion to do and as so many of our 
people do now—we have the same feeling which patriotic English- 
men have toward their own Government when they think her in 
the wrong, and the same feelings which patriotic Americans have 
toward their own Government when they think herin the wrong— 
valuing her honor, jealous of her honor, desiring that her honor 
may be preserved unstained. 

I do not believe that any considerable number of the American 
poopie believe in the doctrine, “Our country, right or wrong.” 

think the number still less of the American people who would 
be prepared to follow anybody who says as a corollary from 
the doctrine ‘‘Our country, right or wrong,” we are pre 
to say, England, right or wrong,“ because she sympathized 


If there be no objection, the 
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with us in our struggle with Spain. So the feeling of the 

people of the United States toward England, and the relation of 

the le of the United States toward England, comes from a 

g many other sources than the mere conduct of a political 

pariy in possession of her Government at some particular time in 
istory. ‘ 

We remember George III and Lord North, but we remember 
Chatham and Burke and Charles Fox. We remember Lord Rus- 
sell, whose sympathies had been against us, but who lived to 
express his own sense that he had been wrong in his conduct 
toward us during our rebellion. We think also of the brave and 
noble workingmen of Lancashire, who said they would prefer to 
encounter starvation rather than have England interfere to break 
up the American Union. 

We are of the same blood; they are our kith and kin, and what- 
ever a few men may say in the English Government, or a few men 
may say in the Senate of the United States, the feeling of the 


American people toward the people of England and the feeling of 
the English people toward the people of America at this day is a 
feeling of cordial good will and affection. Butitissomuch more 


for that reason have we the right, so much more for that reason 
are we bound, when we think the Government of England is tak- 
ing a course injurious to liberty, contrary to justice, and a stain 
upon her honor, to say so; but we are to say so 3 quietly. 
courteously, as lovers and friends speak to lovers and friends, an 
not in the language of denunciation and abuse; and 5 18 
that true when the utterances come from a part of the diplomatic 
power of this Republic, 

Mr, Loba and Mr, Mason addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE] is recognized; but the Chair will state that this 
debate is 5 by unanimous consent. 

an LODGE. I understand that a motion has been made to 
refer, 

Mr. HOAR. I made the motion to refer the communication just 
received to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to refer the W communication it is to that the Sen- 
ator refers, as the Chair understands to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, about three years ago—not a very 
long time—the minister of Spain in this country made a public 
attack in the newspapers on certain Senators for remarks uttered 
in the Senate. That seemed to me in the highest degree improper. 
Icalled attention to it at the time. Iremember very well the 
criticisms to which I was subjected in the press; I remember 
very well the indifference, I might almost say the sneers, which I 
was obliged to encounter in pose quarters. 

At that time Spain was engaged in crushing the life out of the 
people of Cuba—which I considered to be a very great wrong. But 
that was not the reason that I made objections to the utterances 
of the Spanish minister. I thought that notice ought to have been 
taken of those utterances by the Senate of the United States, and 
I thought notice ought to have been taken of them at that time by 
the Administration. I do not think that the diplomatic or con- 
sular officers of any power, no matter what that PN may be, 
have the right to come into this country and in their diplomatic 
or consular capacity, shielded as they are by laws of nations, criti- 
cise the utterances of Senators or Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, I have not changed my view in 
regard to that general principle. If a diplomatic or consular offi- 
cer has made attacks upon Senators or officers of the Government, 
I think it is a matter which should be brought to the attention 
of the Administration, and I think notice should be taken of it by 
them through the proper channels. 

I am very glad, Mr. President, that the matter has been received 
by the Senate in the manner which has been displayed toward it, 
for I think it is something which can not be too soon understood, 
that we can not tolerate that sort of thing. It is no worse com- 
ing from a British consul than it was coming from the S 
minister; but at that time we were somewhat divided on the 
question of the Cubans, and some of the sympathy which flows 
so strongly toward the Boers—whose cp, eet ps ght for their 
own firesides and homes commands the iration of every gen- 
erous man—that sympathy which flows so generously now for 
them in all quarters, seemed to me at that time to be stopped and 
impeded when it was trying to flow toward a people who were 
being starved to death at the threshold of the United States. 

Mr, CARTER and Mr. Mason addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, There is a resolution pending 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I merely desire two or three minutes. 

Mr. CARTER. I will yield to the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. MASON, I do not care to have the Senator yield. I will 
bring the matter up again, if necessary. I only want two or three 


minutes to reply to a suggestion made in regard to my question of 


a a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Senator from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not want to feel that Iam trespassing on 
the right of any committee or of any Senator. I am perfectly 
willing to wait. The principal business of this body is to wait. 
I have found it so. I introduced this resolution on the 6th of De- 
cember, and I have been waiting ever since to hear some murmur 
from the door of that crypt where all resolutions are locked as to 
which the majority are not favorable and as to which they do not 
care to have any expression made one way or the other. I have 
waited from the 6th of December. You gentlemen of the com- 
mittee should remember that you havehad your Christmas turkey 
in the meantime, and you come back after Christmas and yet you 
have not passed on that resolution. You have passed into the a 
hani of this century since then, and some of you say into a new 
century. 

I do not care to discuss that, but I expect the reason you have 
not reached my resolution is because you have been discussing 
the question of the beginning of the century in your committee. 
[Laughter.] But on the 6th of December the resolution was sent 
to you. You kept it all through that beautiful month. During 
the holidays you had time to think it over. Then came the new 
year; and yet the resolution of sympathy has perra been reported; 
and the distinguished Senator who has just taken his seat [Mr. 
LopGE], who, with me, sympathized with Cuba and had not then 
moved up into the class where he could give sneers instead of re- 
ceiving them, ison the committee. He says that the gallant fight 
the Boers are making stirs the heart of every fair and generous 
man, and yet from the 6th of December his heart has been stirred, 
but the stir has not reached the movement of his lips nor his 
action in his committee. 

The other distinguished Senator from Massachusetts says that 
we area pet of the treaty-making power, and that we ought to be 

ul and gentle. I believe a Massachusetts man oncecame 
out to Illinois to teach school, and the committee asked him the 
uestion whether he had the fool notion that the world was round. 

e said it depended upon the committee; that he taught it both 
ways. 
Mr. HOAR. Am Ito understand from the Senator that the 
people of Illinois all thought it was flat at that time? 

r. MASON. Isay the committee was divided upon that sub- 
ject, but we had an accommodating gentleman from u- 
setts who was willing to teach it both ways for the price. His- 
wy, does not say which way he did teach; but I can not teach 
both ways. I can not say here in the Senate of the United States 
that I admire of alia after having read their diplomatic pa- 
pers and spent three months observing the perfidy that has been 
perpetrated on this man Kruger. At the very opening he sug- 
gested arbitration. 

This man Milner, Lord Milner, writes to his Government—and 
there is not a Senator here who would hear me read it, hardly one 
upon this side of the Chamber; I have been unable to get to read 
it—in his communication to Chamberlain he says he notified him 
at once that no arbitration would be considered; that they would 


į ‘brook no outside interference.” He intended to force a fight. 


He got the glint of the gold and the diamonds that this man Rhodes 
had shaken before his eyes. He intended to use the British army. 

Kruger had a twenty-one-year suffrage. He reduced it to four- 
teen and then to seven and then practic ly to five for the uitlander, 
including the Englishman, and Milner himself said he thought 
that would be satisfactory to his Government. Kruger gave them 
everything they asked, and Milner told him to his face, and it is 
reported that he said in substance, ! Your proposition is fair; my 
Government will probably accept;” but when it was taken to the 
home Government, there was the determination to bull and 
browbeat the Boer, to make him fight, that they might kill him. 
Yet while we sympathize with the r, since the 6th of Decem- 
ber the committee has not opened its doors or given one moment 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
just taken his seat, remembers that when he was fighting for 
Cuban independence he taught me the word “mañana.” And 
when I came to the United States Senate I followed his lead for 
the suffering people there. I ask, Mr. President, only fair play. 
I can not be a diplomat and talk about the English Government 
being a nice, gentle pussy cat of a Government when I have read 
their record in this particular case. If the English flag had been 
assailed by a foreign power unjustly, and she was fighting for 
her own land and her own homes, there is not an American or an 
Irish or a Scotch heart that would not beat for her; but she is 
fighting to-day to destroy a Republic, and for the first time in the 
history of our Republic we are silent lipped and cold while the 
Republic is being destroyed. 

o., Mr. President, I am not learned in the art of diplomacy. 
Language, where I come from, means the way of communicating 
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though 


and not concealing thought and intention. 
the conduct of the British Government in driving these 


I say that 
poor men 
to war for no other purpose than to use the British army to take 
their mines and destroy their homes is unjustifiable, and 95 per 
cent of the American people say, God bless Paul Kruger and the 
farmers of South Africa. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not feel like 
letting this occasion without entering, for one, my protest 

ainst the abuse of the privilege of free speech in the Senate of 
the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questionis, Will the Senate 
refer the printed communication, to which the Chair takes it the 
Senator from Massachusetis refers, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to reply in just one word. 
If the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, who always takes 
opportunity to rebuke me, had done methe favor to have heard read 
the abuse of the English consul at New Orleans upon meand upon 
the Senate and upon the American people, he might have found 
some excuse for me when I rose to defend my own character and 
the character of the Senate and of the American people; but the 
Senator from Connecticnt did not hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to refer the communication to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

he motion was agreed to. 


SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will now read 
the resolution which the Chair laid before the Senate, coming over 
from a former day. 

The read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 24th instant, as follows: 

Whereas food products are not in their nature instruments of warfare; 


Whereas the United States is the test producer of such products in the 
our prosperity that these products be 


purchased; an 
ereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
bject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 


su 
irreparable injury to the great body of our tion: There- 


t 

Resolved That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare food products contraband of war or to seize such 
products eet ig — to citizens of the United States or being tr: in 


will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the 
resolution except very briefly. Itap that American flour has 
been seized by English gunboats on the east coast of Africa. This 
country is the greatest producer of provisions inthe world. I be- 
lieve it has been the policy of this Government since its founda- 
tion to insist that provisions are not contraband of war. In 1794, 

it is true, we made a treaty with Great Britain by which we agreed 

that flour or provisions might under certain circumstances be con- 
sidered contraband of war, but the belligerent nation seizing the 
provisions should pay the market price and a fair profit. But 
that treaty was secured under ar circumstances. American 

ovisions were on their way in our ships to France, with whom 
England was at war, and those vessels were seized by the English 
Government. We protested, insisting that the doctrine was that 
only things used exclusively in war or absolutely n to the 
carrying on of war should be considered as contraband under the 
laws of nations. 

Finally, as England insisted, we agreed toa treaty which pro- 
vided that they should pay for the provisions the market price 
and a fair profit. But that treaty has lapsed by time and is no 
longer in force. Aside from that I think there is no case in our 
history where we have not insisted that provisions were not and 
could not be contraband of war. i 

We made a treaty in 1846 and another in 1850 with the United 
States of Colombia and with Salvador, I think, by which we 
agreed that provisions striving to enter a blockaded port were con- 
traband of war, but these treaties can certainly have no signifi- 
cance and no force because for another reason provisions trying 
to enter a blockaded could be seized and confiscated. f 

Mr. President, I think we ought to have an expression upon this 
subject, because Ido not think we ought for one moment to toler- 
ate the doctrine of preemption, the doctrine that a belligerent can 
seize our provisions on their way to a neutral port and pay for 
them, even. Such a doctrine would leave it in the hands of a bel- 


ligerent power that commanded the seas to make their own rules 
as to what is contraband of war and when they would have the 
right of seizure. Besides, the delay and the controversy would 
ruin our trade. If we admit that provisions can be contraband of 
war under any circumstances, then a conflict between our two 
best customers would make the war more ruinous and more in- 
jurious to us than though we were engaged in the conflict our- 


selves, I think, owing to the fact that this question is not thor- 
oughly settled among the other nations of world, although 
our position has been clear upon it, some action onght to be taken 
pede ao Committee on Foreign Relations and the Senate on this 
su : 

In 1885 France declared rice contraband of war that was on its 
way to any port in China north of Canton. The declaration itself 
ruined the trade, and therefore there were no seizures. Yet they 
enunciated the doctrine, and they have never relinquished their 
position. We have more interest in this subject than any other 
nation in the world, and we ought to make a clear and distinct 
declaration about it. 

Mr. HALE. Is not this the very trouble, Mr. President? The 
admission for a moment by us that these food products may be 
contraband of war destroys the trade. The suspicion, the feeling 
of doubt in the mind of the ores that this question may be 
raised and get into diplomacy an dr continued and strung 
out destroys American trade. Is not that the whole controversy? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think so, Mr. President. Therefore, I 
think we ought to insist, and insist very promptly, upon our position 
and reiterate it and then enforce it. In view of the fact that there 
is some tendency in the world to declare that war is a conflict be- 
tween nations and that, therefore, the private property of indi- 
viduals shall not be taken, the tendency being in the direction of 
not allowing the seizure of ships upon the sea belonging to the 
individuals of the nations at war, I believe that nothing shall be 
considered contraband of war unless there is a treaty stipulation 
to that effect, and that we ought to insist upon that doctrine. 

But certainly, Mr. President, without waiting to that far, 
we ought promptly to insist upon our position on this subject. 
We have already made treaties with bein many of the nations of 
the world by which we have stipulated what is contraband of 
war. We have treaties with Bolivia, Colombia, Santo 8 
Ecuador, France, Guatemala, Haiti, the Netherlands, Italy, 
Mexico, Prussia, Salvador, Sweden, Norway, Venezuela, and we 
did have with Spain, enumerating what is contraband of war; 
and in none of those treaties are provisions enumerated. 

Mr. President, under these circumstances, with those nations so 
far as their relations with.us are concerned, provisions are not 
contraband of war, and it is so ae pe because if they could 
under any circumstances be regarded as contraband of war the 
treaties would have soenumerated. Therefore, I believe we ought 
to insist that nothing is contraband of war unless it is stipula! 
in the treaties. With all other nations but those enumerated we 
are left to-day to the law of nations and to the decisions of prize 
courts, which endangers the of neutrality, and is a policy 
that ought not to be tolerated or continued. Neither should we 
tolerate the doctrine of preemption as to provisions. 

That doctrine is, that a belligerent may seize the goods destined 
to the port of its enemy and pay the market price and a fair profit. 

The risk, the delay, the controversy would age trade 
and entail great lossand hardship upon us, and be almost as ruin- 
ous as to allow provisions to be declared contraband. I do not 
know what has been done with the American flour. No answer, 
I believe, has come to the State Department. But no matter what 
the answer is, our position u this a t to be made 
clear and distinct and un med. Therefore, I hope the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations will take up this resolution at once 


orth RID ENT — Th tion i agreeing to 
e . e question is on g 
the motion to refer ——— tion to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of ‘Tennessee was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the J A 

The bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of 3 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
certain lands asacity park, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ington City, D. C., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res, 136) providing for the distribu- 
tion of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to commit- 
tees of the Senate and House of Representatives was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

TWELFTH AND SUBSEQUENT CENSUSES, 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the conference report on the census bill, 

Tne ree seta Tprotempore. Has the conference report been 
submitted? 
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The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the yey tren votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2179) hong ag ip act re- 


Senate recede from its 
House numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word censuses,” at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: 

Provided, That in takii the census of said classes the inquiries shall be 
confined tothe following four questions, namely: Name, age, sex, and post- 
office address." 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

THOS. H. CARTER, 
EUGENE HALE, 


S. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. COCKREL: What is the result? Let us have an expla- 
nation. We can not tell by the numbers of the amendments.. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in respect to the agreement 
relative to amendment No. 1, relating to the classes of deaf, 
dumb, and blind, the Senate recedes from its disagreement, sub- 
ject, however, to an amendment which limits the inquiries to be 
propounded on the schedule with reference to these classes to four 
questions—the name, age, sex, and post-office address, This 
amendment was thought proper, because, if no restraint were 
fixed by Jaw, this schedule would become one of considerable ex- 
tent and would lead out to questions as to the degree of afflic- 
tions, the degree of defective hearing, the time when the hearin 
became defective; degrees of defective speech, degrees of blind- 
ness, the age at which the affliction commenced, and almost an 
innumerable list of inquiries, which would probably be propounded 
unless by law the schedule should be confined to these four ele- 
mentary and necessary questions. 

We think the amendment will result in a concise schedule, at 
the same time disclosing all the information contemplated by the 
parties who have so earnestly pressed the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 

MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 3) . 9 S 
sion for the erection of a monument in Washington, D. C., for 
the ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of Samuel 


Hahnemann. 
J will wp Pi a 8 resolution for this purpose has twice 
the ate. In the Fifty- fourth Congress one passed both 
ouses of Congress, but the President at the close of the session 
had not time or did not sign it. I think it will provoke no dis- 
cussion whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read; and by unanimous consent, the 
oes as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


on, 
The joint resolution was r to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engro for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now let us go to the Calendar, Mr. Presi- 


dent. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
isin order. The Secretary will state the first bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. 
Tellefsen was announced as the first bill in order on the Calendar, 
and was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Calendar number of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Calendar No. 11. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have Calendar No. 10 here, Senate bill 1394, 
and I also have Calendar No. 10, House bill No.1. Calendar No. 
10 is Senate bill 1394, a bill for the relief of Byt. Col. Thomas P. 
OReilly. I do not find that on the Calendar, and I do not know 
how two separate bills on distinct and diverse subjects can have 
the same number, - 

Mr. TILLMAN. As there seems to be some hitch in the pas- 
sage of this measure, and as I gave notice that I would take the 
floor at the expiration of the morning business to-day, I do not 
think I ought to be cut out by this manner of carrying on business. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator been cut out? ~~” r 
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know who brought this bill up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I called for the Calendar. Nothing else 
was called for. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not hear the Chair announce that morn- 


ing business was closed. 
. COCKRELL. The very moment the Senator from South 
8 announces that he is ready to take the floor he will 

ve i 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave been waiting for an hour or more to 
3 myself to my brethren here, and first one and then 
another 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am sorry the Senator is so modest that he 
can not ask to be recognized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator was so modest that 
he wanted us to notify him when we wanted him to start. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. I did not hear the Chair announce 
that morning business was closed; I did not know it was closed 
until I saw that bundle of bills drawn out and the rigmarole 
started that no one seemed to know anything about, not even the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no doubt of the fact that every- 
pody wants the Senator to begin, so that he will get through, 

. TILLMAN. Perhaps if the Senator will do me the cour- 
tesy to stay and listen to what I have to say he will laugh on the 
other side of his mouth before he gets through. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2284) extend- 
ing the time for the completion of a wagon and motor bridge 
across the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo., as provided by an 
act approved June 8, 1896. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, in order to refresh Senators’ 
minds, because I know from my own experience that these things 
pesn from our memories very quickly, I ask to have read Senate 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
will read as directed. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppres- 
sion of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by S to the United States by the treaty con- 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1808, introduced by 
Mr. SPOONER on the 11th instant, as follows: 


That when all insurrection the sovereignty and authority of the 
ine ds, acquired from Spain by the treaty 
at day of December, shall have been com- 
pletely suppressed by the military and naval forces of the United States, all 
mili , Civil, and judicial powers necessary to govern the said islands shall, 
until otherwise provided by Congress, be vested in such person and persons, 
and shall be 3 in — Se yneered as — e 8 United e 
the free enjoyment of their . property, and religion. 
ee I should like to have Senate joint resolution 
The joint resolution Sa R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the ippine Islands, introduced by Mr. BEV- 
ERIDGE on the 4th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Philippine Islands are territory belonging to the 
United States; that it is the intention of the United Beaten te retain them as 
such and to establish and main such governmental control throughout 


the archipelago as the situation may demand. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now I should like to have Senate resolution 
No. 34 read, which I had the honor to introduce myself, and upon 
which 1 will speak. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


resolution. 
The tear Ret the resolution submitted by Mr. TILLMAN 


December 18, 1899, as follows: 

Resolved, First. That, in the words of the Declaration of Ind di * 
We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are treated equal that 
they are endowed by, their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure 
these 4 . overnments are instituted among men, deriv! their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any form of - 
ernment becomes destructive of these ends it is the right of the fe to 
—— — to 3 i and vapor ag ro new 5 la: its foun Zen on 
suc. neiples and o wers in su orm as to them shall see: 
most Tikely to effect their — Es nd pend ome rf 
Second. That under the Constitution of the United States the Federal Gov- 
Sie operehiona te Beater ax itsegral Daren of the Unior ond te Merrion 

ions as of the 
eee 
e on of our commerce not and can not be, 
dependent upon the adoption of a policy of imperialism, involving the subju- 
on Asiatic colonies, but would in the end be Madera 


and annexation 
Fourth. That: opposed to the retention of th ine Islan 

o A we are e ro e ds b 
the United States, and that it is our purpose to consent to inde: ation 
of tho Filipinos as goon as a stable government shali be established by them: 
and tow: prompt establishmen such government we p. © our 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the subject-matter of the vari- 
ous resolutions which have been read has been discussed very 
extensively throughout the United States and quite exhaustively in 
this body. There is a wide difference of opinion in regard to the 
policy that the United States ought to pursue. Itis not a party 
question, because there are men who are earnest advocates of the 
policy outlined and followed up to this time by the President who 
would hate to be considered other than the most loyal Democrats, 
and there are others belonging to the party of the President—able, 
infiuential men in the councils of that party—who are just as pro- 
nounced in opposition to his policy as anybody possibly can be. 

It is contended by those whom we term imperialists that they 
are not imperialists; that there is no danger in this policy; that 
the people of the United States are capable of grappling with and 
solving any problem of government without regard to the old 
ideals or principles which have hitherto controlled in our affairs. 
They pay there is nothing to menace the Republic in this matter, 
and that we will move forward boldly, bravely, seizing the oppor- 
tunities that have come to us, and that it would be nothing but 
cowardice to follow any other course. 

Very few students of history will deny that we now have strange 
and unaccountable, almost inexplicable, utterances by men who 
haye been trained to look upon the Declaration of In ndence 
as akin almost to the Sermon on the Mount inits sacred character, 
in its office of guiding the destinies of this country and of offering 
hope and i tions to the downtrodden millions of the earth. 

“itr. President, I propose to speak with a great deal of candorin 
i i this question, because, as the ator from Indiana 


, BEVERIDGE] declared in his remarkable speech the other 
i etree for candor. While I shall hew to the line and 
let the chi 


fall where they may, I disclaim in the outset any 
purpose other than that of dishar 
understand it. 

Before I begin to discuss the main issue that I shall present to 
the Senate, I wish to call attention to the propositions laid down 
in the resolution which I have introduced. 

I feel like woa izing to those who have come to regard the 
Declaration of Independence as an academic utterance, or the 

rinciples and motives which prompted that declaration as such, 
for having introduced a resolution embracing any part of that im- 
mortal instrument in it. No doubt there are a great many men 
in this Chamber and outside of it who have come to regard Jeffer- 
son, Washington, Madison, and Adams and the other fathers of 
the Republic as old fogies, as men who had to deal with condi- 
tions which confronted them, and which they solved to their sat- 
isfaction, and who in this day and time would be far behind the 
men of our day and unfit to be leaders. 

There are men on this floor who feel that in statecraft they are 
far superior to Jefferson, and there are men both inside and out- 
side of this Chamber who consider that in directing the affairs of 
a great government the principles which he laid down should no 
longer control. We have to-day new doctrines brought forward 
here and advanced with solemnity and with all the earnestness and 
ability that men can give to them which even fifteen years ago 
would have caused this country to be shocked from one end to the 
other. And yet, Mr. President, we hear nothing in the newspapers 
except praise for this new evangel, We find the press of the coun- 
try controlled by the new influences which dominate our affairs, 
yelping in chorus in favor of these new doctrines, and there is 
no 3 any pretense that the Declaration of Independence is a 
governing force in our affairs, or that the Constitution itself can 
apply to all people under our jurisdiction. 

e resolution, as I said, embraces a rehearsal of the famous 
beginning to the Declaration of Independence in to the 
equality of men, the unalienable right to life, liberty, and happi- 
ness; that governments derive their just powers from the consent 
of the governed, and so forth. These ideas arestale and outworn, 
it seems, and I shall not discuss them, except incidentally. I shall 
illustrate some of my arguments by reference to this immortal 
declaration, but 1 will go on to the next 1 which is 
that this Government can not hold territories for the purpose of 
governing them as colonies only, and that there is no power under 
our Constitution or under our laws to govern people and territory 
with other purpose than to create States. - 

That is a legal proposition about which men will differ. Men 
who are lawyers always differ. Itis their business to differ. If 
all lawyers agreed, there would be no attorney on the other side, 
and one fee would not be earned. 

I lay down this broad proposition, which I will not undertake 
to argue out from al standpoint, but which rests on the basis 
of common sense, that the United States can not Ses any 
country that does not belong to the United States, and that if we 
have ds territory anxwhere above which our flag floats there 
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the 
country go together, and if the flag goes there the Constitution 
and the phon ose underlying the Constitution and Declaration of 
Independence go too. If we surrender these, if we by our action 


ging my duty as I see and 


here claim that we have other and further power, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the beginning of the end has come. 

I will print in my remarks, but will not take time to read them, 
some decisions of the Supreme Court bearing on this question, in 
which, if language, the strongest, clearest, most emphatic, most 
undoubted in its meaning can convey any meaning, it is shown 
that according to the opinion of the Supreme Court the proposi- 
tion I have laid down is the law of the land and that Congress 
must carry it out. 

Our Supreme Court, the authorized interpreter of our Constitu- 
tion, has said: z 

A power in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies and de- 

pendent territories over which they (the Congress) might legislate without 


restriction would be inconsistent with its own existence in its present form. 
(Scott vs. Sanford, 19 How., 397.) 


Tn another case that court has said: 


In still another case it said: 

The Territoriesacquired by Congress, whether by deed of cession from the 
original States or 5 with a foreign 8 are held with the object, 
as soon as their population and condition justify it, of being admitted into 
the Union as States upon an footing with the original States in all re- 
spects. (Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U. S., I.) 

In still another case it said: 

The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the United 
States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition or wherever he may 
be within the territory of the United States, who has not a right to its pro- 
tection. (United States vs. Moore, 3 Cranch, 159.) 

aa in defining the rights of the inhabitants of Territories it 
sald: 

ae pacha and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are 
secu to them, as toother citizens, by the principles of constitutional liberty, 
which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national. (Murph 
= 5 a U. S. Rep., 15. See also Mormon Church us. United States, 136 

8 op., I. 

The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States provides that all persons born or naturalized in the United 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the 
United States.” 

Chief Justice Marshall, for the entire ccurt, defined the term 
“ United States“ as follows: 

Does this term designate the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri- 
can em ? Certainly this question can tof but oneanswer. Itis the 
name given to our t Republic, which is composed of States and Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. (Lough- 
borough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, 137.) 

Judge Cooley, whose commentaries are universally accepted as 
conclusive interpretations of our constitutional law, summarizes 
the doctrine as follows: 

And when territory is acquired the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom and to receive them into the Union must follow of course, not 
only because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States with- 


out restriction, but also because it would be inconsistent with institutions 


founded on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Gov- 

ernment should retain 1 its own imperial rule and deny the 

people 5 Samary local tutions. (Cooley's Principles of Constitu- 
0 W. 17 


Having given these opinions of our court of last resort, I will 
leave this part of my subject and pass on. À 

The next proposition which is involved in the resolution is that 
our commerce does not depend upon the acquisition of Asiatic ter- 
ritory, and I will only draw the attention of Senators, without 
going into statistics, to the fact, which can not be disputed, that , 
of the exports of the American people at least 90 per cent at this 
. go to Europe. Our commerce in the Pacific is comparatively 
sm 


While visions of greatness, of empire, and of untold wealth 
which is to flow therefrom, which so dazzled the eyes of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana the other day, are in the air, and every man 
imagines that a new Aladdin’s palace is going to spring up in that 
quarter of the globe which we are to march forward to and oc- 
cupy, I say to him that if I know anything about it—and I at 
least am entitled to my opinion, if nothing else—the nations of 
Europe, which has a comparatively small area and is densely pop- 
ulated, will call on usin future as they have in the past for our 
surplus agricultural products to feed their teeming millions, and 
that our manufactured . if we shall become possessors of 
this eastern empire, will only go there if we can sell those people 
the best goods at the lowest price. We need not establish in that 
territory a despotism which will bar out by our tariff laws the prod- 


ucts of other nationalities, and we are reaching after a shadow 


while we can get the substance without any army, without any 
risk to our Constitution, without straining our power as a Con- 
gress, without going contrary to or being false to the traditions of 
our people; and I say that the flag is not necessary to be backed by 
bayonets in order to sell our calico and our other manufactures 
in that market. : 
Our trade with the Philippine Islands, which is the immediate 


1900. 
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The trade of the 
whole Philippine Islands is so small that it can cut no figure in 
this discussion. I think the exports and imports of the whole 
islands amcunt to something less than $30,000,000. 

Of course, we are told that with the enlivening influences of 
American genius and money, and with the granting of franchises 
to certain people to exploit and to develop those islands, that 


subject of discussion, is comparatively trifling. 


commerce will double and treble and quintuple, and all that. It 
may be that it will; I penne it could. But if it does, it will be 
at the expense of one of two great principles: _ 

We must ignore the rights and interests or the le of those 
islands and allow capitalists to exploit those islands as Eng- 
land has done in India—in other words, rob the people; or we 
shall have a part of the territory of the United States, a peo- 

le, a land, under our flag against which we must discriminate 

y having their products barred from our shores while we force 
on them our manufactures. Either we must admit them, if the 
3upreme Court’s dictum is right, and have their products come 
here in competition with ours, or we must exclude them against 
all the principles and opinions of that court hitherto. If that be 
true, if we come to that, if we can discriminate against the Phil- 
ippines after they have been annexed lawfully or unlawfully and 
become a part of the territory of this country, then we can dis- 
criminate as between Massachusetts and South Carolina or any 
other part of our domain if Congress says so. 

But, Mr. President, to come down to the milk in the cocoanut, 
the real subject of my epon haye we got a legal title to the 
Philippines? Upon the decision of that question in the minds of 
the American people and of Congress will turn the question as to 
what action we shall take. ; 

Now, what are the facts? I shall trespass upon the time of the 
Senate to rehearse in a general way some undisputed facts proven 
by the documents sent to us by the President of the United States 
and from General Otis’s reports, and I shall do that in the brief- 
est possible way. 

obody denies that the Filipinos commenced their insurrection 
against Spain in 1896; that they were at war with Spain, and that 
after successes more or less indicative of Spain’s inability to con- 
quer the islands and hold them, or rather retain them, Spain made 
a treaty December, 1897, with Aguinaldo and his lieutenants by 
which certain reforms were to be granted, and these lieutenants 
and chiefs were to leave the islands and receive $400,000 as compen- 
sation for deserting or leaving theirown property. The pon eof 
the Philippine Islands did not cease their war, however, Agui- 
naldo departed, the $400,000 was paid, but the insurrection went 
on, and nobody denies it, because our consul said so. It went on 
8 Spain, ever treacherous, failed to grant the reforms 
promised. 

Dewey went to Manila the Ist of May, 1898. Fifteen days later 
Aguinaldo followed, 5 there in an American ship; he landed; 
issued his proclamation; Dewey gave him arms, rifles, and artil- 
lery with which to fight the Spaniards. He acted in the capaci 
of an ally, under the direction of Dewey, and with his full knowl- 
edge and consent, and Dewey encouraged it. He moved forward, 
capturing 8 stronghold after stronghold until he had coo 
up the last Spaniard in Luzon in the city of Manila. He did that 
before any of our troops arrived there. 

In the meantime he issued his proclamation calling upon 
the Filipinos to elect delegates to a congress. That congress as- 
sembled; a provisional government was formed, of which he was 

«ven the dictatorship. His army partici ted in the siege of 
Pantin, after General Merritt had reached there with some Amer- 
ican soldiers. When the city surrendered he occupied part of it 


with his troops, and was recognized by Merritt as an ally. 
The Spaniards later on abandoned the only other place sey had 
in the islands, Iloilo, and it was occupied by the Filipinos, 


e 
had a little garrison at Zamboanga and one or two other small 
towns on the seacoast. The Filipino republic established its au- 
thority over every foot of the territory in those islands, with the ex- 
ception of the Sulu group and of the four towns I have mentioned. 
Its authority was recognized everywhere as supreme. Every- 
where law and order prevailed, according to the statement of our 
nayal officers who went on a tour of inspection through Luzon; 
and the Filipino government was as y established in the con- 
trol of those islands as though there were no Spaniards on them. 
There was no looting and no fighting. There is no doubt that 
Aguinaldo could have captured Manila, if Dewey had permitted 
it, before Merritt got there. 

Well, what are the legal points involved here? That Spain’s 
colonists revolted against her before we declared war; that they 
drove her troops into Manila and established a government of 
their own, and all before the United States had even thought of 


claiming theislands; because if we read the report of Gen Otis, 
we will find that those people had been encour: to hope for self- 
government. They had been assured that the Government of the 


United States had no selfish or sinister purposes; that the war had 
been begun }secause we loved humanity and liberty; and the only 


friction that arose between Aguinaldo and General Merritt's suc- 
cessor, General Otis, was from the suspicion Aguinaldo had that 
we might leave the islands in the possession of Spain when the 
treaty was made, and thereby they would be endangered by the 
possession of fortified places which were held by Americans and 
surrendered when the Spaniards returned to try and reestablish 
their authority. 

I will read here a very brief extract from the first letter that 
General Otis ever wrote to Aguinaldo. The city of Manila sur- 
rendered on the 12th of TR A Merritt was relieved in av 
few days later, and Otis took his place. He found an unansw 
letter from Aguinaldo making some inquiries as to the purpose of 
this Government and protesting inst yielding up positions 
which his army held. After Otis had had time tof: iarize him- 
self with the conditions, I will read what he said in a letter dated 
September 8. Now, Senators, listen here: 

Permit me, General, to assure you thatI fully appreciate the difficulties 
under which you labor in your endeavors to carry out the desires and de- 
mands of your pepe, As I have already Si Degas myself in former com- 
munications, I am fully convinced of your tomaintain harmonious rela- 
tions with the United States forces and government of Manila, and that you 
deplore, with me, any proceeding which may disturb that harmony and 
friendly feeling. i havebeen fully aware that all un t incidents which 
gtd d to which I alluded in my former letter, were due entirely 


I made a mistake in getting hold of the wrong letter. That is 
one I intended to later on, but it shows t Otis felt that 
Aguinaldo at heart had no purpose to bring about any conflict 
and that he was not complaining captiously. 

Here is the letter I intended to read in regard to Otis’s pledges 
or promises to this man in his first official communication, and 
remember, Senators, that Otis was there as the Governor-General 
of the United States, our representative with full authority to do 
as he pleased or as in his judgment was best for this country. 
Here is what he wrote to this man September 8, 1898: 

Rather than see the ships of the Navy of the United States controlling the 
navigable waters of these islands and its Army devastating their territory, I 
would tly prefer to advise my Government that there is no longer need 
to send more of its troops to this section of the country and that those whom 
it holds waiting on its c slope can be remanded to their homes or em- 
ployed elsewhere, as it may determine. 

People will say that Otis had no authority to bind the United 
States. Mind you, he had disclaimed any authority, but here he 
was expressing that feeling as one which actuated him and the 
onein peoples He did not know the President was going to 

nge 5 

But I will go back without further touching the point as to our 
bad faith. ithout adding to the mountain of evidence produced 
by the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] in his speech on 
that subject, without appealing the equities in this case, we 
will come down to the legal principles of international law. 

First, the Filipinos had revol and were fighting for their 
liberty before we declared war with Spain. Second, they had 
conquered the archipelago and had ion of it, and i- 
naldo’s authority was recognized throughout it except in the Mo- 
hammedan islands in the south. I might—but I will come to 
that later if Ido not forget it; 1 believe I will do it now for fear 
I may forget it—I might ask the question why, in dealing with 
those people, we selected the barbarians, the savages, the Moham- 
medans, who practice polygamy, to treat with pacifically and to 
bribe or buy their allegiance, and took the Christians, who ac- 
knowl the same God as we do and the same Christ, as the 
targets for our bullets, under the plea that they must submit 
abjectly and absolutely to whatever we told them? 

If, as some people proclaim, and I have grown a little nauseated 
at the continued reiteration of the sentiment, we have gone into a 
partnership with God in this business, why did we not ap, a 
those who acknowledge His Son and treat with them as one is- 
tian people should treat with another rather than present to their 
bosoms our bayonets and say, Get on your knees; surrender your 
liberties, your lives, your property, and all you hold dear to the 
dictation of our people without any guaranties, or we will shoot 
you to death?” 

Aguinaldo sent his representative, Agoncillo, here in October, 
1898, I think it was. He be; and pleaded with the President 
for some recognition, some indication as to what the purpose of 
the President was. Aguinaldo himself, being the representative 
of his people and haying their confidence and love, their dictator, 
if you please, with absolute autocratic power, as this correspond- 
ence shows, was forced to do certain things and to maintain an 
attitude of resistance, because his own soldiers would have shot 
him to death if they had felt that he was willing to have the 
authority of the United States substituted for that of Spain. No 
autonomy or recognition of the aspirations of the Filipinos for self- 

vernment was allowed. 

But to get back to the proposition; these people had conquered 
their liberties from Spain before we conquered Manila. We 
helped them. Well and good. That did not give us any more 
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operty or to their land than it did the French 
us in the Revolutionary war. The legal status 
pinos had a government of their own, and we had 
Manila. The treaty of peace came; we made a demand. 
President went West; he held his ear to the ground, so the 
stated; he was applauded everywhere on his way in 
Towa, Illinois, and other Western States when he spoke about the 
ha been planted on lands watered by the blood of our 
TS asked who would “tear it down.” He thought he 
was d a thing. I can not believe he thought he was 
10 eee 5 pares be 
bought, giving $20,000, or something pain did not pos- 
sess, which Spain could not deliver. Spain's right, title, and in- 
terest, whatever that was, passed to us. That is the legal status. 
Now, what is the legal result? Did we get any title? I say no, 
I could not get any property in this city or in any other place on 
such conditions. I have to go into court; I must have delivery 
follow the deed; I have got to prove that the pro belon 
to the man who sold it. We can not prove ’s title. e 
therefore simply bought what Spain did not have—the legal title 
to the P ine Islands and we have conquered those islands 
at the point of the bayonet. So Whatever title we now possess 
rests u conquest and conquest only. Here is an undoubted 
authority as to the law of the case. 
or Kent, in his Commentaries, volume 1, page 178, re- 
ferring to territories added or acquired, said: 
Sithoutactonl delivery. Tocomplote the right of property, the Fight 
to the Band the sion of the must: be united. This a neces- 


dence. * * * 

5 — site practica 3 8 l —.— 
and con ven law of nations is full of of this 

In a treatise on international law Sir Shurston Baker, just 

published, at Boston, by Little, Brown & Co., at page 61, that author 


newspa: 


says: 
In modern times and transfers of national territory to another power 
only be made by. treaty or some solemn act of the sovereign authority of 
the State. And transfers of tory do not include the all: o 
its inhabitants without their express or im; 
At page 355 the same author says: 
The rule of public law with respect to the ce of the inhabitants of 
is, refore, no longer to interpreted as meanin; 


express or implied assent of the subject is now re- 
garded as essential to a complete new allegiance. 

We have only got the color of a claim, but no title. Are those 
people, then, rebels? I have not noticed that word being used so 
much in the dispatches recently. They are now called insurgents. 
But if they were insurgents, 7 whom did they rise? Spain. 
They never rose against us. e began war on them by shooting 
down one of their men. The President issued his proclamation in 

ber, six weeks before the ratification of the treaty of peace, 

laiming his p to annex and control those islands abso- 

ately. He had no law for it; he had no authority for it, for the 
treaty had not been ratified. 

Congress was in session and had not told him to do it; yet men 
contend that we have a perfect title to the Philippines; that there 
is nothing in the contention of the Filipinos that they had won 
their liberty and the control of their country with their arms. 
It is contended that we are rightfully putting our authority in 
force and exten it over those people and those islands because 
the United States does not treat with rebels. It only buys alle- 


ce from savages and polygamous Mohammedans!! God save 


e mark! 

Mr. President, we 1 for the sake of argu- 
ment, that we own Ph e Islands; that our title is good; 
that whether it is or not, we have made it good by force; that 
we have a de facto if not a de jure title that nobody utes except 


the guerrillas who are now out there killing an 
can soldier and still struggling for liberty. : f 

Senators, do not forget, when you come to consider this question 
and determine it, that we brought Spain, the mistress of those 

le, to her knees in sixty days after the declaration of war with 

o use of only 15,000 of our eo and of our Navy, but that this 
Filipino war has cost us the lives of 2,000 American soldiers, 
$200,000,000 in money, and the use of 60,000 men for over a year, 
and those men who are fighting there for the love of liberty, who 
have forced us to display this and spend this money, have 
proved that they are worthy of liberty, whether we give it to them 
or not. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] ex- 
pressed some yery queer ideas about liberty. He said that self- 
government is a sacred thing. I shall not quote his exact lan 
now, because I am going to read just what he said directly. I 
have some argument here, put into words which I have selected, 
where I have said exactly what I want to say, no more and no 
less, and I will come to it directly, 


Ameri- 


I wish to allude in passing to the proposition that self-govern- 
ment, as understood by historians and all the peoples who have 
fought for that inestimable blessing, is a government of your own 
people—not a republic, not a government by ballot, not any spe- 
cial form of government, but a government of Germans by Ger- 
mans, of Frenchmen by Frenchmen, and so on. That is self- 
government. A people who want to have an empire or a dictator- 
ship or a limited monarchy or an autocracy have a perfect right to 
live under it. It does not like a foreign yoke. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think that the Govern- 
ment of the Czar of Russia is self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN, It is Russian Government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But is it self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is self-government to the extent that it is 
eee e to the Russian people. No one else has any right to 
complain. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I fear the Senator has misread my speech. 
The Senator has said that his interpretation of self-government 
was a government which was by 

Mr. TILLMAN. By one’s own people, one’s own kindred. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is the Government of the Czar of Russia 
self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not, according to our standard. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And there is no ee e in Europe, 
e to our standard, outside of England. France has not 
got it, although she has the form of a * because she is 
really an oligarchy. Switzerland hasit. I beg ee I should 
have said that Switzerland and land were the only two self - 
governing nations in 2 4 0 j by our standards. 

I want to direct the Senator's attention to one thing in his speech. 
He said that Aguinaldo was capable and honorable, and I do not 
know how many other good adjectives the Senator applied to him, 
but he concluded by saying he was a Malay Sylla, not a Filipino 
Washington. I quote him accurately when I come to make 
up the record, but I now direct his attention, and the attention 
of the country and of the Senate to the fact that the scheme of 
government which the Senator would have set up and which he 
stands for, which the Senator from Wisconsin stands for, and 
which the President of the United Stands for—unless you all re- 
pudiate it—is one which Aguinaldo could have carried out toper- 
fection, because he has in his own person the very attributes of the 
kind of autocrat that you would put there under our flag. 

Here is the description given by the Senator from Indiana of 
the Filipino leader: 

Aguinaldo is the highest type of subtlety and the most constructive mind 
that race has yet produced. Aguinaldo is a clever, 2 leader, able, 
brave, resourceful, cunning, ambitious, unscrupulous, and masterful. He is 
full of decision, initiative, and authority, and had the confidence of the masses. 
He is a natural dictator. His ideas oi vornment are absolute im- 
plicit obedience. or immediate death. He understands the character of his 
countrymen. He is a Malay Sylla; not a Filipino Washington. 

I will show later how well he would have fitted in the Senator's 
scheme when I come to that. 

Mr. President, for sake of comparison, look at Mexico. For 
fifty years she was the laughingstock of the nations because of 
the inability of her people to realize what it was to elect anybody 
to govern them. One military chieftain after another — upon 
power, revolution followed revolution, until, under the benign 
rule of a dictator Diaz peace, good S happiness 
have come to those people, because he in f the 
capacity to restore law and order and to maintain a government 
which was equal in its apr heer to all and free from ny 
and just what was needed, He alone has prn his people what 
Aguinaldo would, I believe, give to the Filipinos if he had an op- 


Therefore I deny, I repudiate—and I love our institutions as 
much as any man—the prétension that we must have a Pro- 
crustean bed and cause all oe to lie on it, whether they are 
long enough to fill it out or too long and have to be cut off. And 
with this stench of dirty, low, roguish politics we have in two of 
our largest American cities—one under Democratic and the other 
under Republican rule—I want to ask the Senatorif we arein any 
condition to stand up and boast of our institutions as alone worthy 
of imitation 4nd that they must be adopted by everybody who 
comes in contact with us? 

But we had a great dream of profit, of wealth, and of the inesti- 
mable blessings which would flow to the American people by the 

ion of the Philippine Archipelago as the doorway to the 

ast. If you take the money we have spent and put it out at in- 

terest, it would yield a far larger sum than any possible profit that 
will ever come to us as a people. 

Some franchises may be granted to sugar planters, tobacco 
growers, cotton growers, or rice growers; some contract laborers 
may be imported from China who will work—for the Senator 


from Indiana says the Filipinos will not—who will be driven by 


1900. 
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the whip, as the slaves were in the South before the war, and 
as they are now driven in Hawaii, to develop the rich lands of 
which we have heard; and there may be teeming imports coming 
to our country from such labor thus employed and protected by 
our bayonets, and the few will reap the benefits. Those bayonets 
must be supported by taxation, and the taxation will be paid by 
the laboring classes of the United States, the common, everyday 
citizens, e benefit of the wealth will flow into the coffers of 
the capitalists or corporations who go out there and invest their 
capital, but the everyday taxpayer of the United States will 
never see one dollar’s profit from the Philippine Islands. 

Then their products will come in competition with the products 
of the Southern people—cotton, tobacco, rice, sugar. They must 
be admitted free or we shall establish a barrier between two A ake 
of the United States. If they are admitted free, those States 
where those products are raised are to suffer and be ruined for 
the benefit of the capitalists who will import those products from 
their plantations in the Philippine Islands. We must compete 
with “pauper labor” held down by bayonets. 

There is one other aspect of this question which must appeal to 
any thinking man, and that is the question as to whether we can 
maintain the Monroe doctrine in the Western Hemisphere, warn 
off trespassers and ngns and beat off any nationality in Europe, 
or any combination of nationalities, who dare to come on this con- 
tinent and establish any of their despotisms or governments, what- 
ever they may be. Can we maintain that doctrine after we have 
invaded the other hemisphere, have occupied territory, and stand 
ready to participate—for it is no use to deny it, it is the purpose 
fully heri a in this Chamber in more ways than one and at 
more times than one—to participate in the partition of China 
whenever that comes. 

We have become a world power.” We are to create a big 
navy and maintain a large army. I amin favor of navy pty 
to warn all people off from this continent and keep them off of it; 
but if we are going to undertake to warn others to keep outside 
of our preserves and then claim the right to invade their area of 
jurisdiction and territory, the beginning of the wars in which we 
shall be involved and the cost of those wars in life and treasure, 
the pene consequences of surrendering a tenable position for 
one full of danger and always inviting attack, should at least give 
Senators pause and make them stop and think and consider calmly 
whether the game is worth the candle; whether we have a title to 
the Philippines; whether we have made a mistake, and if so, what 
we ought to do. 

Mr. dent, I now approach apuse of this question which is 
very unpleasant because it deals with the mality of men, and 
I would not willingly wound the sensibilities of any of those who, 
like myself, are charged here with governmental bility. 
Those of us who from the very beginning have op this policy 
have appealed and argued for what we conceived to be right; that 
our Government should pursue the only course which to our minds 
was honorable and just, have been met with accusations of treason, 
have been charged with lack of patriotism, and the Senator from 
Indiana has not even hesitated to tell us to our faces that we are 
responsible for the war and its consequences. His ignorance of 
the facts may explain his effrontery andin partexcuseit. He said: 


American opposition to the war has been the chief factor in err. 
Had Aguinaldo not understood that in America, even in the American Con- 
oven here in tho Senate, he and his cause were supported; had he not 
Frown that it was proclaimed on the stump and in the press of a faction in 
the United States that every shot that his misguided followers fired into the 
of American soldiers was like the volleys fired by Washington's men 
against the soldiers of King George, his tion would have dissolved 
before it entirely 3 


Then again he said: 


shoot our soldiers down that the blood of those dead and wounded boys of 
. hands, and the flood of all the years can never wash that 
Mr. President, if Senators on this floor and patriotic Americans 
throughout the country—thousands of them belonging to the 
party which elected Mr. McKinley President—have felt it their 
uty to protest against the inhuman and dishonorable conduct of 
our Government, if they have believed that the Stars and Stripes 
were being and that the United States was oe 6 
war of conquest upon a liberty-loving people, I ask that Senator 
in God’s name would he have us remain silent? He has his opin- 
ions on this subject. So have we. He has a right to speak those 
opinions without question anywhere. So have we, Are Senators 
and citizens to be afraid to speak the truth? Must we close our 
es and shut our mouths to all the grave dangers to our institu- 
ons by reason of this poly? Must we be accused of 8 
to the because we declare our belief that in ced poate 
war it is in disloyalty to the Declaration of Independence? I repel 
with scorn the ge coming from any source whatever that I am 
not as loyal to the as any manon this floor, and if it is sought 


to locate the responsibility for the blood that has been spilled I am 


ready in this presence to speak what I believe and to declare the 
truth as I see it. 

There are three classes of men in the United States Congress, 
those who are honest and independent, those who are corrupt, 
and those who are merely weak. When I first came to this Capi- 
tol I thought there were as many of the one class as of the other. 
A closer view and fuller acquaintance has taught me that the 
really corrupt men are few in number, but the weak ones are in 
a large majority. I speak now from personal knowledge and in- 
quiry and investigation. I donot hesitate to assert that when it 
was first proposed to annex the Philippines a majority in both 
Houses of Con were opposed to it. 

After the President went on his Western tour his own mis- 
givings and doubts were pushed aside, and he felt that he was 

omea popular thing in demanding that Spain should cede us the 
islan hen, by the instrumentalities t are so well under- 
stood in this Chamber and in the other Chamber, in the use of 
which he is not alone, because they were alike characteristic of 
his predecessor, Executive influence was brought to bear; the 
party whip was cracked; the men who thought the Filipinos 
ought to be let alone, we exercising some kind of a protectorate 
over them and getting such advantages as we might need in our 
business as a naval power and as a commercial power—those men, 
I say, surrendered their independence as Senators and the treaty 
5 erything; principl thing; everything f 
arty was ev ng; principle was nothing; ev ng for 
Republicanism, nothing for America, There were some honor- 
able exceptions among the adherents of the President; and, Mr. 
President, if there are any men in this Chamber whom I honor, it 
is those Republicans here who, in spite of all the threatening 
ligh’ t were flashing around their heads, stood steadfast as 
the advocates of that 8 which was alone honorable, patriotic, 
and in accordance with fairness and justice. But with those 
Republicans all lined up and some Democrats who, from purity of 
motive or from honesty of belief, had joined with them, there 
was still lacking the two-thirds vote necessary; the President’s 
hands were tied unless the treaty was ratified, and his proclama- 
tion of annexation would have no authority and would have died. 
Where did he get the votes, and how? 

If you want my opinion as to whose hands are red with the blood 
of American soldiers, and of tens of thousands of Filipinos—men, 
women, and children—who have been slaughtered like cattle, look 
around and call to mind the men who made those strong and 
eloquent pleas, those earnest protests on this floor in pros on to 
the treaty, and even gave personal pledges to their fellows as to 
how they would vote. Those are the men who, whether from cor- 
ruption or from weakness or both, gave the President the legal 
excuse which he needed to prosecute the war. 

Iimpugn no man’s motives; I have no proofs of corruption and I 
want none; but whether the President be most to blameor whether 
thecrimerestson his dupes and subservient party dependents I say, 
with all the emphasis of my nature, that I and none of those who 
voted againstthetreaty are responsible for thespilling of one drop 
of this innocent blood that has been shed, and I will not endure 
patiently and withoutresentmentany such accusation. With the 
ratification of the treaty Spain’s rights, whatever they were, passed 
to us, and as the President had determined six weeks before that 
the islands should be brought under the rule of our Government 
and issued his proclamation to that effect without any authority 
of law, the impartial historian will declare that he is primarily 
responsible for the war, responsible for the loss of the lives of 
our soldiers, ible for the inhuman and devastating conflict 
that has followed, and that he obtained the permission which was 
necessary through the cowardice, venality, or weakness of men in 
this Chamber. 

Therefore I say to the Senator from Indiana: 


Thou canst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at me. 


I stand by the record as it has been 
the documents sent us by the President , and the report of 
General Otis. The record of speeches made in this Chamber will 
sustain every assertion I have made, and the American people can 
not be deceived any longer unless they want to be. 


ted in this Senate, 


I have left to the last the discussion of that phase of this subject 
which is most im t and vital—the race question. It is well 
understood that the people who inhabit the Philippines belong to 


what we call the colored races, and the most perplexing and disturb- 
ing factor in the whole question arises from this fact. The number 
of these pore is variously estimated at from six to ten millions, 
and the ator from Indiana, who has spent some time in per- 
sonal investigation, asserts in the most positive manner that they 
are unfit for self-government, and he gives us some very strangeand 
unaccountable reasons as to why this is so. I say unaccountable 
because the Senator comes from a State and belongs to a party 
that in the very recent past held very different views in regard to 
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the De of the blackest and lowest type of the colored 
ples. 

8 here to state the necessity I feel for speaking with abso- 

lute candor and frankness. It is not pleasant to open old wounds 

or to stir the embers I prefer to think that they are ashes—of those 


dead ons which brought on our great civil conflict, but, Mr. 
President, coming as I do from a State where this race question 
has been the cause of untold misery and woe, and where, for thirty- 
two years, it has been and is now the paramount issue; remem- 
bering the wrongs that have been heaped upon my people, the sons 
of Revolutionary sires, who suffered more and endured more in 
the cause of liberty in that struggle than those of any other State 
and feeling the race question in its broadest sense, as we know 
it, may be likened to the“ worm that dieth not,“ that it is a new 
ressible conflict” that can not be shunned, but presents ever 
growing and ever formidable dangers—I must speak my thoughts 
though I die for it. 

I will not join the Senator from Alabama, who is not in the 
er at in the assertions made in his speech on the Pritchard 
resolution: 


I do not believe any such thing. The war had no such vel, 
The condition in regard to slavery and the ceaseless agitation had 
embittered the South against the North and the North against 
the South. Secession and belief in States’ rights, for which the 
South has always contended, precipitated the conflict. The North 
fought to preserve the Union and to free the slaves, and the South 
fought for self-government and the inherited belief in the justice 
of holding slaves as property. The Declaration of Independence 
was the slogan of both sections. The North contended that the 
Declaration embraced the negroes, while the South, remembering 
that Jefferson had been a slaveholder, contended that it did not. 
I was only a boy of thirteen when the great struggle began; but 
who can forget, even though a child, the angry outbursts, the 
battle cries that had led up to the bloody contest? Amid the storm 
of paion, who was the man, the embodiment of all that was best 
and noblest in Northern civilization, and evenin American civili- 
zation, who stood as the great apostle of liberty? Whose words 
of fervid eloquence marshaled the Northern hosts? Whose high 
moral purpose, whose deur of character and greatness of 
soul, sustained those hosts in adversity and defeat? Who stood 
like a colossus towering above the smaller, meaner men who sur- 
rounded him, and who must ever stand above them, commanding 
the admiration and love of all true men everywhere? Who? 
Abraham Lincoln; and I from South Carolina tell you so and feel 
honored in doing it. 

Whatever motives may be attributed to others, whateyer of 
selfishness or ambition that entered into the calculations of others, 
I here declare it is my belief that he never had a thought in con- 
nection with the whole subject nor uttered a word that did not 
have its inspiration in the purest patriotism and the noblest as- 
eee for 9 e did not consider the Declaration of 

dependence an ic question. It was to him a religion. 

Now, after all the bloodshed, what have we as a people gained? 
What has the conflict left to us? Although this city is filled with 
monuments erected to the brave men who bared their bosoms to 


t 
of Webster, Liberty and union, one and inse Arabi: now and for- 


deas. 
We have come, within forty years from the beginning of that 
zeat struggle, to havea 8 Senator on the floor of this Cham- 
fos man who stands high in the councils of the dominant party— 
the party of Lincoln, of Sumner, of Phillips, of Seward—declare 
that Governments derive their just powers from the consent of 
some of the governed,” Another T, he from Indiana, whose 
brilliant speech has been heralded by the imperialist press as the 
nogen of twentieth-century Repub: , makes declara- 
on: 


Let men beware how they employ the term “self-government.” It isa 
sacred term. It is the watchword at the door of the inner temple of liberty, 
for liberty does not always mean self-government. Self-government is a 
lest, best—and it is acquired only after 
and struggle and experiment and instruction and all the 


method of liberty—the highest, simpl 
centuries of study 


elements of the progress of man. Self. r comm: 

Ena to, D Depto ped, oi ao merely andarono 1t da he depres high 
uate o! rty, no 8 
have not yet mastered the alphabet of freedom. N 
Ah, Mr, President, has it come to this? If we attacked the Fili- 

pino leaders and their followers, those men of affairs, men so 
strong in the faith of the 3 55 of men to govern themselves after 
our great example that, although illy armed and without artil- 
lery, it has required 60,000 American troops over a year to drive 
them from the field, and even yet they have not surrendered, but 
have adopted a guerrilla warfare—if these are not fit for self- 

rovernment under our kindly tutelage, let me ask of those Repub- 
icans here who in part are ible for it, and who were and 
are now in absolute sympathy with it, how dared they give the 
control of the Southern States into the hands of ne sas being fit 
not only to govern themselves but also to govern White men? How 
dared you doit? If the Kulno are children, what were and are 
the ex-slaves of the South? How dared Republicans appeal to the 
Northern masses to compel the South to grant the negroes a 
free ae and a fair count when it involved negro rule pure and 
simple 

One Sunday morning, while stopping over in Indianapolis, the 

beautiful capital of the Senator’s State, I walked out to take some 
exercise, and had only gona a little distance from the hotel when 
I came on a square which the street entered at the corner, and in 
the center of itis one of the most artistic and beautiful structures 
in stone I have ever seen—the State’s monument to its dead sol- 
diers, costing, I am told, something in the neighborhood of a mil- 
lion dollars. I F and read on one side, chiseled into the 
stone, this legend: 


TO INDIANA'S SILENT VICTORS, WAR FOR THE UNION, 1861-1865. 


129 ents of volunteer infant 175, 776 
14 re ents of volunteer cavalry... - 21,605 
27 regiments of volunteer artillery... ......--------.... -r= ..r... =... 10, 986 
Indiana volunteers in the Navy 130 
Total Indiana volunteers engaged in battle 210,497 
Killed and died: 
Gonamissioned ⁰y ovens sunansenarenes 
Noncommissioned officers and enlisted men 23, 764 
eee cosdevndasen E 24,416 
For the purpose of comparison I will give the fi from my 


own State of South Carolina: Total number of 
who volunteered, 71,083; died in battle, died from disease, died in 
prison—total, 15,495. 

I took the trouble to compare the patriotism of the two sides to 
the quarrel as evinced by their willingness to die for what they 
fought. The voting population of South Carolina in 1860 was 
60,000—that is, those 21 years of age and white. We put into the 
field 11,000 more men than we had voters. Indiana’s voting pop- 
ulation was 800,000 in round numbers. Ninety thousand of her 
voters or their substitutes did not volunteer. They were not 
needed, I suppose. Now for the deaths, The percentage of 
deaths in Indiana was 11}; in South Carolina, 22, nearly double. 

I will make no comment on this, Mr. President, other than to 
remark that I believe the men on both sides thought they were 
right, and the South Carolinians, true to their State motto. 
Animis opibusque parati,” ‘ Ready with our lives and fortunes,” 
died for their convictions, No man can do more, and I pity the 
narrow soul who would charge them with being rebels or trait- 
ors. As did South Carolina and Indiana, so did they all. 
embattled South met the embattled North, and the issue was 
thought to be settled. 

That issue, as I have stated, was whether all men are created 
free and equal, including the negro. But for that there would 
have been no secession; but for that there would have been no 
war. Therefore, while I have acknowled, in the fullest sense 
that the Union sentiment caused the Northern people to pour out 
their blood like water to maintain it, do not forget that the issue 
was the ng Sera! of man and liberty in the Union, Is the question 
settled? Did the 24,000 men from Indiana who offered up their 
lives for the Union and liberty believe that in thirty-five years the 
party and the men of the party whose principles they died for 
— 5 come back to believe with Stephen A. Douglas that the 
Declaration of Independence was intended only for white men?” 

Did they believe that Lincoln's famous utterance, The Union 
can not exist half slave and half free,” would be forgotten, and that 
we would have Senators here contending for the reni of Congress 
to govern indefinitely in absolutism 10,000,000 people under a form 
of government that is to be ‘‘simple and strong,” a government of 
force resting on principles and ideas entirely foreign to those for 
which Lincoln died? Were the fruits of the war mere Sodom 
apples, to be turned to ashes on our lips within the generation of 

e men who fought in that struggle—men who were as earnest, 
honest, and patriotic in sustaining the Government as any men 
ee Have we got Sodom apples as the fruit of that great 
con 

Are the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to be 
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nullified in their essence because they have failed of their pur- 
oses in the South? Are they for home use only? Is the flag to 
ome again a ‘* flaunting lie” and float over a military despot- 
ism first in the Philippines and later at home? Was the memo- 
rable conflict between slavery and freedom useless? Have we 
gained nothing? Is the commercial which dominates in 
our councils and coerces the President to do his bloody and hor- 
rible work to make of the Constitution a new “league with death 
and a covenant with hell” in the interest of oppression akin to 
slavery? In order to do all these things must we ‘‘camp outside 
the Constitution” and give the old interpretation of the Southern 
slaveholders to the Declaration of Independence, and nullify all 
precedents and decisions of our Supreme Court? Did this nation 
offer up of its best and brayest upon the altar of liberty the blood 
of seven hundred thousand men and spend and destroy five bil- 
lions of treasure that we might have a“ government of the peo- 
ple, by the people, for the people,” to find that in the brief span of 
one man’s life the sacrifice was vain, the civil war a mi e, and 
that the colored race has no rights we are bound to respect at 
es tha e Bock O ye h t h ites!” 
ays the O ye hypocrites, ye hypocrites!” 

Hitherto the South has en joyed a monopoly in and the odium of 
shooting and hanging menof the colored race. Have the Northern 
people grown envious and dothey seek toemulateourexample? The 
South has had no choice, and much of the blood of negroes shed 
by white men is the direct result of the attempt to place that race 
in control of our Southern States. The irrepressible conflict be- 
tween liberty and slavery destroyed slavery, but it has left to the 
South an irrepressible conflict between intelligence and igno- 
rance, between vice and virtue, between barbarism and civiliza- 
tion. Weinherited our race problem. You are going out wan- 
tonly in search of yours and of the nation’s. e sins of our 
fathers are being visited on the children to the third and fourth 
generation. The ill consequences of having been bred in an 
atmosphere of slavery clings to us like the shirt of Nessus in our 
attempt to throw off the yoke and go forward with progress. But 
have we not enough of debased and ignoble people in our midst 
that we should seek by conquest, without any right other than a 
shadowy one, to incorporate 10,000,000 more colored peoples? 

If the North is jealous of the South’s ‘‘ bad eminence ” in the mur- 
der of colored people, is it not strange, is is not passing strange that 
almost the only protest against this infamous policy of the Presi- 
dent comes from men from the South who are representatives of 
their States in this Chamber? We know whereof wespeak. We 
are in contact with the race question at close quarters and have 
been and will have to continue to be. Youknownot what you do. 

We are tied to the ‘‘ body of death,” represented by the presence 
in our midst of a debased and ignorant race. We are doing the 
best we can. Can we incorporate a larger number without in- 
creasing the danger to our institutions, especially when itis boldly 
asserted they are not fit for self-government? Is there any reason 
either in policy or in morals why the already hard task and ho 
less future of the blacks of the South, the burdens under which 
they bend, should be increased ee the ‘‘sullen, silent peo- 
ples” of the East brought into direct competition with them in 
the cultivation of cotton, rice, and other subtropical products? 
Do the imperialists worship at no shrine except that of Kaama 

I mean you men who believe in this new policy. Is the dream 
of empire in the East and of the wealth that is to flow into our 
coffers therefrom to drive the nation onward in its downward 
course, unchecked by any memories of the past, without any 
2 for the rights and interests of our own people, black or 
white 


In the rice and sugar industries in Louisiana and South Caro- 
lina the labor, which represents three-fourths of the cost, is black, 
and it is these men who will suffer most. ? 

The Senator from Indiana would have the 5 of the 
Filipinos thoroughly performed. His heart is hard as flint, al- 
though his face is as tender as that of a smiling girl. Personally 
I know he is a genial and pieasant gentleman, a man whom I like, 
and he comes from a State where there are such monuments to 
the dead who offered up their lives for liberty as should be an 
inspiration for the love of liberty, and I say it is astounding, Mr. 
President, that a man coming from such a State should dare get 
up here and offer such a scheme of government for any people 
sat feet under the Stars and Stripes as he did. 

beg you to remember that he did not trust that marvelous 
memory of his, because we all know, at least those of us who 
have made speeches—and we sometimes talk ourselves—that 
those flowing periods and those beautiful sentences and that 
rhetorical beauty and finish and glitter did not come from any 
well into which he can dip a bucket and draw it out at will. 
(Laughter. ] 

Listen to the propane to be followed. Heread it, mind you, 
showing that he either had not had time to commit it to memory 
or he wanted to be exactly sure of every word. Announcing, as 
he did, that he was doing it at the request of men at both ends of 


this Capitol and leadin 


Republicans everywhere, knowing that 
the papers had stated that he had conferred with the President 
time and again, I say his theory or his plan of government stands 
and will continue to stand as that which the Republican party 
proposes for the government of the Philippines. 

„Isay, further, that while he was candid enough to throw off all 


se, having been a baby or having been born during the war, 
and remembering nothing aboutitexcepta vague andindefiniteidea 
of glory, never having been throughit, even in part (although I was 
not in the army, I know what there was in my country in the wa; 
of suffering and tears and blood), he, Isay, came here at the en 
of the nineteenth century, when we are blossoming, so to speak, 
for a new fruitage; and what is it that he offers us in the way of 
government? Listen. I can notconceive that anyof you caught 
the full import unless you have studied it: 


And so our Government must be simple and strong. Simple and strong! 
The meaning of those two words must be written in every line of Philippine 
l tion, realized in every act of Philippine administration. A Philippine 
office in our Department of State; an American governor-general in 
with power to meet daily emergencies; possibly an advisory council with no 
power except that of discussing measures with the governor-general, which 
council would be the germ for future legislatures, a school in practical Gov- 
ernment; American heutenant-governors in each province, with a like coun- 
cil about him; if ble, an American resident in each district and a like 
council grouped about him; frequent and unannounced visits of provincial 
governors tothe districts of their province; periodical reports to the gov- 
ernor-general; an American board of visitation to make semiannual trips to 
the archipelago without power of suggestion or interference to officials or 
people, but only to report and recommend to the hoon pg office of our 

tate De ent: a ppine civil service, with promotion for efficiency; 
the abolition of duties on exports from the Philippines; the establishment of 
import duties on a revenue is, with such discrimination in favor of Ameri- 
can imports as will prevent the cheaper goods of other nations from destroy- 
ing American trade; a complete reform of local taxation on a just and scien- 
c basis, beginning with the establishment of a tax on land according to its 
assessed value; the gone) of abundant money for Philippine and Oriental 
use; the granting of ises and concessions upon the theory of develop- 
the resources of the archipelago, and therefore not by sale, but upon par- 
ticipation in the profits of the enterprise— 


A new socialism— 


the formation of a system of public schools everywhere, with compulsory 
nf Fhe establishment of the = in 
the g it exclusively in the schools and W 
through interpreters, exclusively in the courts; a simple civil code and a stil 
simpler criminal code, and both common to all the islands except Sulu, Min- 
danao, and Paluan— 


These latter, I suppose, belong to the Sultan of Sulu. Wehave 
bought his allegiance— 


American judges for all but smallest offenses; gradual, slow, and careful 


introduction of the best Filipinos into the working machinery of the gov- 
ernment; no promise whatever of the franchise until the people have n 
re for it; all this backed by the necessary force to execute it. This 


— ine of government the situation demands as soon as tranquillity is 
established. Until then military government is advisable. 

And I ask Senators to remember the description he gave of 
Aguinaldo and see how he fits the place of governor-general, and 
he had already organized just such a governmentin many respects. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. W oLcort], who took issue with 
the Senator from Indiana the other day, committed himself to this 
poe in generalterms. While criticising our young friend 

e recognized the necessity for force. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER], who had a bill introduced which I read, turns 
the whole thing over to the President, and as to Congress, we 
know he has got no use for us in carrying on the Government. 
It does not matter, because we aney orders anyhow—at least Sen- 
ators on the other side do. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, if you will take that scheme, that plan, that 
outline, and analyze it, what is the first thought that will come to 
your mind? That Nero or Caligula prepared it as a memorandum 
kor a Roman general sent to govern a newly conquered province. 
Under such a scheme of despotism, backed by force, you have sol- 
diers at every turn, to be supported by the people here, and, Mr. 
President, that scheme is the one that will be followed unless the 
American people shall rise in their wrath, like Uncle Sam did at 
the Gridiron dinner Saturday night, and march up to the new 
em r, Mr. McKinley, and take his crown and purple robe off, 
and tell him it is time for this foolishness to stop. It is time for 
this foolishness to stop, Mr. President. It never ought to have 
started. But there is time yet for us to retrace our steps. 

In addition to this scheme outlined by the Senator from Indiana 
with such fullness, and to show whither we are drifting, I saw in 
yesterday's paper that the Committee on Puerto Rico had decided 
that wherever in the bill before this body for the government of 
that island the word constitution“ occurs, it was to be stricken 
out, and that law, if it becomes a law, will allow those people to 
be governed by Congress, and the guaranties of the Constitution 
are to remain in a condition of paralysis. Why? Puerto Rico has 
not been in insurrection! Puerto Rieo even stood Spain’s tyranny 
without complaint, and its peona are peaceful and obedient, 
What is the matter with Puerto Rico? 

I do not know, but from the source that the amendment came I 
judge that there is tobacco raised in Puerto Rico, and that there is 
some similar tobacco raised in Connecticut, and that is the reason 
the Constitution shall not be extended over Puerto Rico. Iwill be 
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obliged if some one will tell me where Congress getssuch power. I 
have been innocent and foolish enough to think that whatever the 
United States bought or conquered belonged to it and came under 
the and the Constitution both; but the Constitution will not 
apply to Puerto Rico if this committee has its way. The reason 
is that under the Constitution, if the Supreme Court does not re- 
trace its our excises and taxes must be uniform everywhere 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, and therefore wecan 
not put a tariff against Puerto Rican tobacco for the protection of 
the Connecticut seed leaf. 

Mind you, that is a mere guess. I hope I will not do anybody 
from Connecticut any wrong in charging that this scheme ema- 
nated there. It is certainly a startling proposition, and Puerto 
Rico is to be governed just as Spain governed it. 

According to the best reports, we have already done to death 
anywhere from 50,000 to 100,000 Filipinos—men, women, and chil- 
dren. If Otis's dispatches are even approximately correct, the 
number will exceed the larger figure. 

Mr. President, is it any source of satisfaction to those who gave 
the President the excuse for this war, who backed him in it, to 
know, as I will now tell them, that during the three hundred 
“ers of Spanish domination the Spaniards never put to death one- 

f that number? Yet the President proclaims that it is the 
3 of God and in the interest of liberty, law, and order. 
recall the famous saying, I do not know who was the author of 
it, probably it may have been Suwarrow, that order reigns in 
Warsaw.” 

It was a dispatch sent, I think, to the Empress Catherine; if 
not, it could have been. Order in Warsaw meant that that de- 
voted city had been taken by assault; that it iy in ashes, or the 
largest proportion of it, and that nearly all of its inhabitants, 
men, women, and children, had been put to the sword. We have 
heard that order reigns in Iloilo. We know that once flourishing 
city, a large proportion of it, is now in ashes; and in pA parts 
of the Philippine Islands there is no description at all adequate 
or that will give us a clear idea of the situation better than that 
contained in 's Tine: 

He makes a solitude and calls it peace. 


Now, here is the most astonishing part. I do not know that I 
ing answer of the 


ought to say an ing about it after the crushin 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I have to do it to 
round out my thought. The Senator from In after giving 


us the outline of the plan of government for these $ z 


Such a government will have its efect upon us here in America, too. 
there will be an example created by ourselves for 
model administration here; and our own example is the only one Americans 
ever heed. It is not true that charity begins at home. Selfishness begius 
there; but charity begins abroad and endsinitsfull gloryinthe home. It 
is not true that perfect government must be achieved at home beforeadmin- 
istering it abroad; its exercise abroad is a suggestion, an example, and a 
stimulus for the best government at home. It isasif we projected ourselves 
upon a living screen and beheld ourselves at work. 

The government we set up, this despotism propped by bayonets, 
CCC ow to govern so 
well they will be brought back to improve on our own boasted 
self-government. 

The Senator quotes Scripture. We are urged as follows: 
Cast thy bread upon the waters, and after many days it shall return unto 


With what measure ye mete, it shall be measured to you again. 


We are going to measure out good government or this kind of 

vernment, and eee eee fo 
Fire heard somewhere that the devil can quote Scripture for 
his purpose,” and, Mr. President, even I can quote Scripture for 
my purpose. ughter,] And verily, ily, I say unto 4 based 
Senator from jana, that ye can not gather grapes from thorns 
nor figs from thistles,” and if ye mete out despotism and bayonet 
rule to those unfortunate people, that rule will come back to you 
again as sure as there is a God in heaven who watches over the 
destinies of peoples. The d of rule by the bayonet can 
not come to us through any foreign foe. We are too strong for 
any nation—for any combination of nations—to dare attack us. 

e read in history that the Roman Empire traveled this path 
of glory and universal control over the nations of the world; that 
the liberties of the peo N g at the center and the empire 
rotted at the core. e read that the Roman cohorts and legions 
which were sent to maintain Roman authority in Germany, in 
Dalmatia, in Asia Minor, in Spain, in Gaul, in England, in Africa, 
in Egypt, occasionally returned and got together and put the em- 
perorship up atauction to the highest bidder so as to have money 
with which to gratify their lusts. ‘Old age, sickness, death, and 
hell” are believed by some men to be the destiny of everybody ex- 
cept themselves. History and historical illustration and the les- 
sons which may be pres Bee by reading carefully the course of 
other nations are not for our Republic. This one has a charmed 


life; it can not go that way. So gentlemen seem to think. 
Mr. President, what have we got right now? We have men, 
liberty-loving and free-born American 


citizens, under the throttle 


of the Army of the United States in Idaho, and any other Statein 
this Union is liable at any moment to undergo the same experience, 
Our danger lies in familiarizing our citizens to uphold a despotic 
and a military government in those islands, the itable conse- 
nence of which isa large standing army with which to doit; and 
t large standing army will afford the means and the temptation 
to use it for a si purpose here when some future Cæsar comes 
along and our rottenness and corruption will have gone far enough 
tomake uslook on qay in onepart of the country while the other 
is being despotically governed by 53 rule. 

That has been the history of every republic of the past. Men of 
the North, you have never lived under a carpetbag government, 
propped by bayonets, as I have, and seen negro tia march by 
your door threatening the lives of your wives and children. You 
do not know what it is to have bayonet rule. God forbid you 
ever should. But are we going to have any peace in the Philip- 
pines? Is the conquest of those islands going to be perfect? There 
is some talk that now they will hang these scattered bands if they 
catch ors Bees them, those guerrillas, and it is said that they are 
mere robbers. 

Why, Mr. President, during the Revolutionary war, when Great 
Britain’s armies overran the entire State of South Carolina from 
that was not occupied by Dritish troops and all the Whigs had t 
that was not oecup y Bri troops an ad to 
hide in the woods or to cross over into North Carolina or into 
Georgia; when Marion, the Swamp Fox,” and Sumter, the 
“ Gamecock,” and the other men who fought and continued to 
fight were hiding out and making their li 
the redcoats with 


wardly, peaceful, submissi 
ore? 


teaches us to the contrary. Bruce and Wallace in 
ell in Switzerland, William of Orange in Holland 
oland, the only one who failed, and last but not 


were 
All h 
Scotland, 


slaves even of the great 
liberty. They want their own , worse than ours though it 
may be. And remembering that the death of Leonidas and his 
300 spartans inspired the Greeks with such courage that although 
the struggle seemed hopeless and very few of the Grecian confed- 
erates were willing even to dare make the fight, the Athenians, 
with the few auxiliaries inspired by his deathless example, fought 
the battle of Marathon and drove the Persian hordes, twenty times 
their number, back to Asia. ; 

Nobody expects the Tagals to drive us out. They do not know 
the hopelessness of attempting to get their freedom, No brave 
people ever did calculate as to whether they would win or not, 
and no brave le ever will. 

Right here 1 want to say that the blood of the American soldiers 
is as dear to me as anybody. I pity, from the bottom of my soul, 
the officers and men of the American Army who are out there do- 
ing this dirty work because have to okey orders. But I love 
to believe, and I do believe, with Byron that— 

Freedom's battle once begun 
sire 


Tho’ baffled oft is ever won. 


Mr. President, as one who loves liberty and loves his country 
and believes that its true greatness lies in clinging to the ideals of 
our fathers, I protest against the continuance of this unholy war. 
Let us be rid of the dangers and pitfalls that lie in the course we 
are pursuing. Let us remain true to the precepts of the great 
founders of our Government. 

What is it our duty to do? First, stop this war. How? By 
telling those people t we do not want to have them governed 
after our methods. By saying to them, Come together and piece 
up the government you had, or any other you now want. We 
Will warn Europe and all other depredators off your shores.“ 

That will be some recompense. We can protect them against 
outside interference. We can retain whatever territory we may 
need for a naval station. Wecould make a com with them 
which would give us any advantages we might desire or need in 
the way of commerce. ecould have done this a year ago much 
easier than we can now, but it is not too late to do right. It is 
never too late to do right. If we do not, if we continue our bloody 

cal course, if we say to them you must submit to the last 
man, and there must not be a man left in those islands who de- 
clares or claims that he is not a subject of the United States, we 
may establish peace, 


to son, 
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suppress and repress and continueto kill and 
murder, for it is murder. Wehad noright there at the begin- 
ning—I mean in the way we have undertaken. We captured 
Manila from Spain, and that we had title to. Spain ceded it to 
us. We can retain it if we want to in law and in morals. But 


We can, I suppose, su 


the balance of the islands are not ours, and th pane reece 
in any legal aspect or sense. I + what I have already said, 
that if the civil war was not a mistake, if * not a hideous 
blunder and crime, let us stop; because if that war was for 
the slave and establishing in this Government the pae 
equality and liberty in the Union were its purposes, this Filipino 
war is a war of conquest and nothing else, and 55 
sight of God and man. [Applause in the galleries. } 
2 the Saey of Mr. TILLMAN’S speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Raw «ys in the chair). 
the Senator from South Carolina suspend for a moment? re 
Chair lays before the Senate, the hour Sf 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfin business may be 
tem y laid wia to allow the Senator from South Carolina 


to finish his ee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that order 
mS be made, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. 

After the conclusion of Mr. TILLMAN’S 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I su the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Elkins, McBride, Rawlins, 
Alen, Fair M A Eoss, 
Allison, S — — ee 
Bacon, rye, Millan, 
= ages es i 
Beveridge, Hansbrough, Money, erro, 
Butler, Nelson, A 
Chilton, abet Penrose, Thurston, 
Clark, Mont Heitfeld, Perkins, ` 
Clay, ean, 8 Turner. 
Cockrell, Ys Platt, Warren, 
om, Lindsay, Proctor, Welington, 
Davis, ge, Quarles, Wetmore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield tome for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota vee 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimons consent to take from the 
table for a moment the bill which I introduced some time ago in 
relation to the Philippines, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent to take from the table a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2355) relative to the suppression of 
insurrection in and to the government of the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

The PRESIDENT | pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked that that bill might lie upon the table 
when it was introduced, intending to call it up and submit to the 
Senate some observations upon it and upon the general subject. I 
have been requested to have the bill referred to the Committee on 
the Philippines. Lask, therefore, that it be so referred. Lintend, if 
I may be permitted to say so, at an early day, when consistent 
with the convenience of the Senate, to addres e Senate upon the 
general subject, but I can do so upon some of the pending resolu- 
tions. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the bill will 

be referred to the 8 on the Philippines. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MARY STOTSENBURG, 


Mr. ALLEN, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- | sidered as 
3 the bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsen- the 


ed toconsder th Senate, as in Ms searcher 

e 6, 

the — * Mary,” to strike out 8 and insert 

La Tourrette Stotsenburg;” and in line 7, after the name John 

M.,“ to strike out Stotsenberg and insert Stotsenburg;“ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, sw 
Soe pa ons of the pension laws, the name of La Tourrette 

totsen burg, widow of the late Col. John M. — bare. the apu Ne 
braska Volunteer Infantry, in the year 1898, and pay her a pension of $50 per 
mon 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg.” 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask 5 consent that tw 
minutes may now be given to the consideration of — ihar 
pension bills on the Calendar 8 reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that twenty minutes may now be given 
to the consideration of n bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unobjected cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unobjected 
the Calendar. 
is so ordered. 


and he is hereby, - 
subject to the provi- 


pension bills on 
Is aot objection? The Chair hears none, and it 


JAMES H. LATHAM. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
o GAL LINGER, I will, with the understanding that it will 
un t it 
not be taken from the twenty minutes, 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 6) 
for the relief of James H. Latham may be now Foot a A 
similar bill passed the Senate at the last session. 
int: COCR RELL. I give notice that after this bill is passed 1 
shall ‘object to any bill on the Calendar except the r order. 
There are forty or fifty bills on the Calendar which have passed 
heretofore, and we must take them in their order. 


The PRESIDENT pro te there objection to the pres- 
= bill Redicatea by the Senator from Eon 
necticu 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of War to 
raroa the order dismissing James H. Latham from service as a 

tain of me Twenty-first ent of Connecticut Volunteer 

ntry, and to issue a ificate of honorable discharge for 
him, to date from the 14th day of June, 1865; and provides that 
Latham considered 


shall hereafter be held and to have been honor- 
ably discharged from the military service of the United States on 
the date abore mentioned. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe 8588 for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill, under 
the unanimous- consent agreement, will be sta 
MARY JACKMAN. 

The bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman was 
announced as the first case in order on the Calendar, and was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion roll the name of Mary Jackman, dependent mother of 


ames M. Jackman, late of Company E, First t Heavy 

Artillery, New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, an to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REBECCA P. QUINT. 


The bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 

t was co as in Committee of the 4 It proposes 

to place on the pension * the name of Rebecca P. t, widow 

of Alonzo H. Quint, late chaplain of the Second ent Massa- 

chusetts Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE DONATH. 

The bill (S. 35) 98 to Louise Donath was con- 
— Whole. It proposes to ce on 

dere roll the name of Louise Donath, permanently helpless 
and dependent child of John G. Donath, late a hospital . — in 
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the military service of the United States, and to pay her a sion 
of $12 per month, payable to her legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE v. ENGLISH. 

The bill (S. 39) ting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 
English, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas C, English, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word“ 3 to insert and 
limitations; so as to make the bill read: 


to place on the pension roll, su to 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Caroline V. Eng! widow 
of Lieut. Col. Thomas glish, Second Uni States Infantry, and pay her 
Ae the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the now re- 
ceiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Caroline V. English.” 
CHARLES L. GREEN, 


The bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Green was c ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles L. Green, late of 
Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lien of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A, RANDALL. 


The bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pee to place on 
the on roll the name of Mary A. Randall, dependent mother 
of Frank B. Randall, late chief engineer of the U. S. revenue cut- 
ter McCulloch, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was repo: tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN STRATTON, 


The bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Susan Stratton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Susan Stratton, ndent mother 
of Edward P. Stratton, late of Company K, Sixth iment New 
3 Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 

r month, 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALICE s. JORDAN, 


The bill (S. 1718) granting an increase of poon to Alice S. 
Jordan was considered asin ttee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Alice S. Jordan, widow of 
John W. Jordan, late hy in the United States Navy, and 
to pay her a pension per month in lieu of that she is now 
recei i 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

NANCY ELLEN BESSOM. 

The bill (S. 240) granting a ion to Nancy Ellen Bessom was 
8 in Gmittes of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “ daughter,” to insert in- 
valid and d dent;” in line 9, after the word her,“ to insert 
“a n atthe rate of; in the same line, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out “ thirty” and insert ‘‘twelve,” and in the same 
line, before the word month,“ to strike out the letter a“ and 
insert ‘‘per;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pieca on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Bessom, invalid 


pension laws, the name of Nan en 
ter of Jasos F. . late a private in Com- 


hth nt Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a 


pension wane rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

LOUISA M, WRIGHT. 

The bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of on to Louisa M. 
Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. 


The first amendment was, in line 6, after the name Wright,” 
to strike out ‘‘deceased,” and, in line 7, after the word late,“ to 
nkp out “ brigadier-general ” and insert major-general;“ so as 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the —5 ions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name oi M. Wright, widow of Horatio G. 
Wright, late major-general and Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word dollars,“ in line 9, 
to strike out “one hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty;” in the same line 
after the word dollars,“ to strike out a“ and insert per;” and 
in the same line, after the word“ month,“ to strike out “in lieu 
of the pension she is now receiving;” so as to read: 

And grant her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the ori 


bill provided a 
hundred dollars a month, and this as it stan 


is a House amend- 


ment. 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; a Senate amendment. The bill has 
recently been re from the Senate Committee. 


Mr. WLEY. Then the Senate committee, to my sorrow, cuts 
it down to $50. Horatio G. Wright was a very distinguished offi- 
cer, and his widow is, I think, 80 2 old or more, with limited 
means. I think the Oona of the United States would do itself 
justice by Kenna the bill as it originally was, Sear ening e msion 
of a hundred dollars a month instead of giving to an old lady for 
the few years that remain to her a pension of $50 a month only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as stated. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the amendment 


may be rejected. It 
reduces the fifty d 5 


ion from a hundred dollars to ollars. 
oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 


The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word dollars.“ strike 
out ‘‘one hundred” and insert “ fifty;“ after the word“ dollars” 
strike out ‘‘a” and insert ‘‘per,” and after the word ‘‘month” 
strike out ‘‘in lieu of the pension she is now receiving;” so as to 


And grant her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. BERRY. Ishould like toask the Senator from Connecticut 
if there are not a number of widows of other officers of the same 
rank that this officer held who get only $50? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that there are, but I do not 
think that the cases are so strong as this is. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that I can 
see no reason why one lady should be selected out of a class and 

iven a hundred dollars a month while others whose husbands 
re the same rank in the war and rendered the same service, at 
least rendered the best service they could, receive fifty. I think 
it is unjust, unfair, and there is no reason init. I the com- 
mittee were right about it when they cut it down to $50, and the 
Senate ought to ratify the action of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know of any widows of major-generals 
whose pensions have been cut down and kept at $50. This was a 
very distinguished officer, who rendered great service. His wife 
is over 80 years of and of limited means. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what, under the law, is the pension for the widow of a 


ean mat eee 

r. GALLINGER. Under the law, $30; but Mrs. Wright was 
unable to get that at the Bureau. She is not pensionable at all 
under the general law, her husband not having died of pension- 
able disabilities. 

Mr. ee So that under the law she is really entitled tono 

usion 
Ar. GALLINGER. Fot at all. 
ms BERRY. But the pension of a major-general’s widow 
is $30. 

ee GALLINGER. Yes, sir; provided she has a pensionable 
8 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me that ought to be conclusive. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Her claim was rejected at the Pension Office 
because it can not be said that her husband’s death was due to 
disease incurred in the service, 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. He lived toa very respectable age—something 
like 80 years, I believe. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Eighty years. 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this case much, and shall 
not, but I seep tate to say to the Senate that the Committee on 
Pensions has ore it a very serious problem in the matter of 
granting large panion to general officers and the widows of gen- 

offi I have heretofore expressed myself in regard to what 
I think was improvident legislation a few years ago, whereb 
very large pensions were granted to certain widows, and whic 


1900. 


has led all other widows of general officers to feel that they can 
come here ana Kor pretty much what they ask for. 

Mr. HAW . The Senator will panaon me. Heis speaking 
of pensions of two or three thousand dollars a year, I 9 

. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, a hundred dollars a 
month, There are a good many of those. was 

Everybody admits that General Wright wasa very distinguished 
officer; there is no question at all about it. The committee has 
not ascertained the precise amount of property Mrs. Wright has, 
but we have taken the word of her friends that she has not much 
property. The fact is, we are giving this lady by this proposed 
pension act a gratuity of $50 a month. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A gratuity? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is right to say that it is a gra- 
tuity, inasmuch as she has no pensionable status. If,on the other 
hand, we should increase the pension of another officer's widow 
from $30 under the general law, she having a status there, to $75, 
she would only get 845 a month. Pass the pending bill at $100, 
and it will be utterly impossible for this committee to resist the 
importunities which are coming to me every day in my committee 
room and in my hotel and on the street of a large class of worthy 
widows, whose husbands gave distinguished services to the Gov- 
ernment in the Army, and we will be forced to amend our rules 
and to grant the same rate of pension to all widows under similar 
circumstances, E 

We adopted a rule in the last Congress, Mr. President, that this 
committee would not report a pension for any widow at a higher 
rate than $50 a month. Of course the Senate in its wisdom can 
overrule the committee and grant a hundred dollars a month to 
this particular widow if it chooses to do it, but, representing the 
committee, I am bound to say I hope the Senate will not do it, and 
I shall have to vote against the proposition made by the Senator 
from Connecticut, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do hope that the Senate 
will stand by the Committee on Pensions in this matter. I be- 
lieve the position they have taken is fair, and reasonable, and just; 
and to my certain knowledge if you transgress the limit of $50 a 
month, you will have hundreds upon hundreds of cases here de- 
manding the higher rate, and I for one shall feel that it will be 
my duty to advocate them at a hundred dollars a month just as 
much as this one. You can not make fish of one and something 
else of another. The Committee on Pensions have deliberately 
settled upon this. We maintained that position during the last 
Congress; and if it is maintained a short time longer, we will have 
none of these applications and we will not have the heartburning 
that we have t shel ide the sng and breadth of this land on 
the part of widows, helpless and dependent, who are at the wash- 
tub making their living, and who say it is a crime that these 
ladies in comparatively comfortable circumstances shall be paida 
hundred dollars a month and they paid the little pittance of eight 
or twelve dollars. 

I tell you it is creating an intense feeling in this country, and I 
have had letter after letter in regard to it. But I have stood by 
the Committee on Pensions. If the Senate will continue to stand 
by them, I will do so; but if the bars are to be torn down, then 
grab and take everything you can get. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if this rule is go- 
ing to be rigidly enforced now, after all these years, it is very 
unfortunate for the widow of this major-general. There have 
been plenty of pensions granted over and over again by the Senate 
where there was not the real merit that should govern this case— 
pensions of a hundred dollars to the widows of Army officers. 

General Wright was indeed a very distinguished officer of the 
Army, much more so than in the case of many pensions of a 


hundred dollars which have been granted to widows in times 
He was in command of the Si Army Corps, and I think I do 
not stop outside of the bounds of truth when I say that it was his 


energy and his remarkable celerity in bringing up the Sixth Army 
Corps through Washington that saved the capital of the country 
from capture by the Confederate troops. 

The history of that is familiar. If it had not been for his unu- 
sual Lapa ar and unusual effort in marong Ene Sixth Army 
Corps to the relief of Washington and through Washington, con- 
fronting the enemy just outside of Washington, the capital of 
Mo gonny would, in my judgment, have been in Confederate 


nds. 

Now, it seems to me that it is a poor time to make a discrimina- 
tion, for it is a discrimination, between this pension and the pen- 
sions of $100 a month which have been granted heretofore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There have been very few comparatively 
enue at 8100 a month. It has been a long time since one has 

granted at $100 a month. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest, as long as this case is liable 
to lead to discussion more or less prolonged, that it be passed over 
for the time being, holding its place on the Calendar, and that we 
take up the uncontested cases on the Calendar of the Senate and 
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dispose of those. It seems to me that that would be the better 
course to pursue, and I make that suggestion to the chairman of 
the committee. s 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to make an observation 
before this case is passed over. I am decidedly in favor of sus- 
taining the committee rule. There is a rule adopted by the com- 
mittee that no pension shall exceed $50 a month. Fifty dollars is 
quite a sum of money if it is judiciously used. It will not buy 
many luxuries, but it will buy the necessaries of life. 

The odious distinction that is sought to be thrust upon the bill 
and upon the country by this amendment is not by any means a 
new distinction in this Chamber. Whenever it is sought to in- 
crease a pension beyond its proper proportions, it is always upon 
the argument that the soldier whose widow is to be pensioned was 
a distinguished officer of the Army, as though all men who per- 
formed their duty, whether officers or private soldiers, are not 
properly classified as distinguished men. 

I knew of General Wright only as a historical character. I did 
not serve in the eastern part of the country during the war. I 
knew of him asthe successor, I think, of Sedgwick, after the death 
of that distinguished general. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. . Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt, Mr. President, that he was an ex- 
cellent soldier. I do not want anyone to suppose that I would 
question his capacity, or his loyalty, or the character of his serv- 
ices. But, Mr. sident, there were other soldiers in the war be- 
sides General Wright who performed their duty equally as well. 
Some of them lost their lives during the service. Their widows are 
not getting a pension of $50a month, and it is oD et to 
pension them beyond eight or twelve dollars, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, because they happen to be the wives of men 
who were carrying guns and doing the fighting while the other 
man was carrying a sword and doing the directing. 

All soldiers, in my judgment, who performed their duty, from 
the humblest in the ranks to the man in chief who was command- 
ing the army, ought to stand equally before the law; and I hope 
I may never become so old and so feeble in intellect as to reach 
the conclusion that there is a distinction between this deserving 
class of people. We undertake here by these distinctions, these 
distinctions created by statute, to say to the people of this Repub- 
lic that one man by force of the mere fact that he was in command 
of an army is entitled to more recognition at the hands of his 
Government than the men who did his bidding under him. That 
is not right; that is not true. 

> WLEY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. $ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it not true that General Wright received 
far above the averageof pay? He had the pay of a brigadier-gen- 
eral and of a major-general. Now, do you want to bring suit 
against his estate for the recovery of the surplus? 

Mr. ALLEN, No, Mr. President, I would leave it to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut to doa pew 3 so foolish as that; I would 
not do it. That seems to be his method of reasoning. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from Nebraska 
permit me? 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By the law a lieutenant-colonel’s 
widow gets $30 per month. Does the Senator think there should 
be no aistinction as to the amount between the widow of a private 
and the widow of a lieutenant-colonel or a colonel? 

M. ALLEN. If they are equally meritorious, no. Why should 
there be a distinction? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been the law always that 
there has been a disti If it has gone on a false basis—— 

Mr. ALLEN 


inction. 

fi . There have been a great many laws in the his- 
tory of the world that were wrong. I suppose the Senator from 
Connecticut would not repeal a law that has existed for one hun- 
— years because it had been enacted at one time and was still 

e law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But in all the Senator's service in 
Ser ia he has introduced no bill to repeal the law which gives 
to a lieutenant-colonel’s widow $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I do not want to repeal it, either. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the Senator thinks there 
should be some distinction? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would bring the pension of the meritorious wife 
of the private soldier up to $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iwill state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the ion proposed in this case is $50 a month under the com- 
mi report. I do not understand him to oppose the report of 


the committee. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am not opposing $50 a month. 
Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator favors $50 a month for this widow. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But as I understood the Senator 
from Nebraska, he was saying that there should be no distinction, 
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Mr. ALLEN. There should be none. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Between the widow of a private 
and the widow of a general officer. 

Mr, AL Can the Senator from Connecticut on my 5 ht 


N. 
I do not know whether he is the junior or senior Senator; I have 
Mr. HAW 
Mr. ALLEN. Can the senior Senator from Connecticut tell me 
3 —.— should be a distinction between the equally meritorious 
— of an officer and of a private soldier? 
Mr. HAWLEY. The law makes it, and always has made it. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The law makes it. 
Mr. ALLEN. Both gentlemen from Connecticut answer that 
the law makes the distinction and rai pe has made it. The law, 
Mr. President, years ago made it la to kill men Who had epi- 
lepsy, upon the supposition that they were afflicted with witches, 
Because that law existed I suppose we are to be told that men must 
be still killed for that cause, and that the law shall never be 


changed. 

The men, Mr. President, who through the enactment of law 
made a distinction between the meritorious wife of a private sol- 
dier and the meritorious wife of an officer did not, in my humble 
magmas, understand their business and were not warranted in 

oing so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ne- 
braska will permit me, I hope he will agree to let this bill be 

over and allow the time to be extended for the considera- 
on of a few more unobjected cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam that the bill shall be passed over. 

Mr} . Let the time be extended ten minutes, and 
we can 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The twenty minutes which 
were granted for the consideration of pension bills have been 
exhausted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That ends it on this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I infer from that remark that it is the desire of 
the Chair that I shall not speak any further. 

The e e SE Dro tempore. The Senator has no right to 


make such an inf 

Mr. ALLEN. Possibly that is true; possibly I have noright to 
debate this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I spoke simply because there are several 
bills still on the Calendar pensioning private soldiers and the wid- 
ows of private soldiers and I hopos to get them passed at this time. 

Mr. LEN. I desire to be heard further on this bill, but I can 
make m Bt at some other time. Let the bill go over. 

The P IDENT protempore. Without objection, the bill will 
go over, 2 its paoa on the Calendar. 

oA GALLIN I ask that the time be extended until 5 

*cloc 

The PRESIDENT ye tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the allotted for the consideration of pension 
bills be extended until 5 o’clock. Is there eee, The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary will report the 
next pension bill on the Calendar. 


WILLIAM H. H. NEVITT. 


The bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Nevitt was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and 
= oe te, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to insert “subject 
to the rovisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, 
word Ohio,“ to insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” in the same line, 
after the word “Infan to strike out Volunteers; ” and in 
line 9, before the word .: .” to strike out “the pension” and in- 
sert “that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., e e el fen pee yg i 5 
rected to tothe ons 


. and di lace on the pension roll, subject 
and limitations of the on la msa ratte. hems William Ham H. H. Nevitt, late a 
—— in Company F, One hun t of Ohio Volun- 
per month in lieu of 


r Infantry, . 
. 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was 8 to che Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HAMLEY. 

The bill (S. an increase of pension to William 
Hamley was natal 5 Committee of tus Whole. 
The was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,” to strike out 
sixty and insert ‘fifty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., Ries ths Secretary of She Intake De. and he is hereby, 


authorized and on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name ——— lanes lace private 


in Compan: F. Wisconsin Vol a mon 
in lieu of aye Phebe by ip taba . e 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


erred M’MAHON, 


an increase of pension to Jane 
wy in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the on roll the name of Jane McMahon, 
widow of Bernard J. Mc. on, late captain Companies F and O, 
Seventy-first Pennsylvania 5 and sergeant, Com yG, 
Fifth United States Artillery, and to pay her a pension o 819 per 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
gaoa to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


MARY R. BACON. 


The bill (S. 1296 nting a pension to Mary R. Bacon was 
. in 8 of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, * to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the Mary R. Bacon, 


W e we, name ro widow of Columbus 
Bacon, late of Capt. J h Hi 3 company, Maine Militia, war of 1812, 
and pay her a pension at 


rate of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was 55 to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA M. JOHNSON, 
The bill (S. rag granting a ion to Julia M. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the . on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
— 05 tho caren of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the — reg the name of J „Joh {widow of Richard W. John - 
son, late brevet 


The bill (S. 265) 
McMahon was consi 


nson, 
or- general, United States Army, and her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month, A ee 11 


The amendment was 

The bill was aporna to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was * to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MRS, M. A. DENNIS. 

The bill (S. 899) granting an increase of sion to Mrs, M. A, 
Dennis was considered asin Committee of Whole, 

The bill was reported from the 9 on Pensions with an 
6 to i ta out all after the Ahoia e clause and insert: 


N oe 
— the brigadie r-general, United States ae ie yes 2 — a 3 
FEC 9 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment by insert - 
ing, in line nig the word “‘ brigadier,” the words and brevet 

or-general.” 

major 8 to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Dennis,” 

HENRIETTA CUMMINS, 

The bill (8. pa, —- a pension to Henrietta Cummins was 

eines asin ttee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
msion roll the name of Henrietta Cummins, widow of Vin- 


Cummins, late captain of Com: pay H, Seventy-second Regi- 
men Enrolled Missouri Militia, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F. M’MAHON. 


The bill (S. 548) 5 an increase of 
McMahon was considered 1 of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from th: e Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word “he, to insert ‘‘is;” in the 
same line, after the w “hereby,” to strike out is;“ in line 
4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to insert subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, after the word 


ension to John F, 
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“ Cavalry,” to strike out ‘subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws;” and in line 9, before the word “he,” 
5 “the ” and insert “that;” so as to make the 
read 

Beit eee etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension ie when 1 3 
* —— Mise eser Velanteerf 8 e ee e rato 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now pane ae 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NANCY E. NEELY. 


The bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nancy E. Neely, widow of Alexan- 
der Neely, deceased, who was a soldier in Captain Yoacum’s com- 
pany, Tennessee Volunteers, called out for the protection of the 
Sabine frontier in 1836, and to pay 5 of $12 per month. 


2 5 3 Let the word be stricken out 
in line 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word Neely,” strike out 
t deceased.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mth ＋x—x—j—ꝛ—ñ— to be engrossed fi third reading, read 

e was o or a re 
the third time, and passed. 
ELLIE KER. 

The bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellie Kee was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whol le. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name Thomas,“ to strike out 
“ the late,” and in the same line, before the word a Company,” to 
insert late of;” so as to make the bill read: 

ERIS it 9 ete., e ee e pacers? of 9 be, 1 ni Is hereby. 
and . of the on — the name of Alte Kee, widow of homes 


Kee, late of Company F, Seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of ‘giz per penal 


The amendments were 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

ARMINDA D. DAVIS. 

The bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the ion roll the name of Arminda D. Davis, widow of 
Frank it. Davis, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
Mana: Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
mont 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VINCENT DE FRIETAS. 

The bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas her 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
on the pensicn roll the name of Vincent de Frietas, late 
stewar S. Vincennes, United States Navy, and to pay 1 
a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. COVENTON. 

The bill (S. 349) ting an increase of ion to James H, 
Coventon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poa oses to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Coventon, 

te of Company F, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bin was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. FREEMAN, 


The bill (S. 343) granting a pension to Mary J. Freeman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That es Secretary of the Interior be, and he is neron provision pene gs s 


The amendment was 3 to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was a so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of to Mary J. Freeman.” 

Mr. G INGER. Mr. President, the time has expired. I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 30, 1900, at 12 


o'clock m 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 29, 1900. 
CONSUL. 


Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Pernambuco, Brazil, vice Benjamin F. Clark, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Frank S. Huckins, to be at Ashland, m the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of W. F 
Hardy, whose commission mber 30, 1899. 

Through error Mr. Huckins was nominated to the Senate and 
confirmed as Fred S. Huckins. 

Samuel H. Hurst, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Ross and State of Ohio, in the place of R. R. , whose 
eonen 1 res February 13, 1900. 

osby, to be postmaster at Bedford 1 in the 
Miks 5 5 Bedford and State of yopma i in net lace of A. B. 
Claytor, whose commission expires February 11, 1 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER Anux. 
THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Frank I. Otis, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 25, 1900, vice 
Elliott, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


First Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, to be ca 
tain, December 8, 1899, vice Ayres, deceased, É = 


CAVALRY ARM, 
Lieut. Col. Camillo C. C. Carr, Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
January 23, 1900, vice Viele, Fourth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 


og Sey 1900, vice Jackgen, 


INFANTRY ARX. 
To be majors. 
Capt. Herbert S. Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, November 15, 
3 aie Gerlach. Twelfth Infantry, retired from active service. 
. John C. Dent, Twentieth 8 December 15, 1899, 
K Eleyenth Infantry, promoted 
8 George K. MeGunn „Fifteenth Infantry, December 18, 
faniry, promoted. 


1899, vice Baldwin, Third 

Capt. Edgar B. Robertso tieth Infantry, January 12, 
1900, vice Guthrie, Fifteenth. Infantry, deceased. 

Capt. Charles A. Booth, Seventh Infantry, January 15, 1900 
3 to examination), vice Crowell, Sixth Infantry, retired 

active service. 
To be captains. 

First Lieut. Harry H. Bandholtz, Seventh Infantry, November 
15, 1899, vice Waring, Second Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Henry T. Ferguson, Thirteenth Infantry, November 
15, 1899, vice Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry G. Learnard, Fourteenth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Hollis, Fourth Infantry, 

First Lieut. John H. Wholley, Twenty-fourth Infan 
ber 20, 1899, vice Van Liew, Second Infantry, dismi 

First Lieut. Peter 3 Twenty-first Infantry, November 26, 
1899, vice Warwick, Eighteenth Infantry, killed in action. 


Novem- 


First Lieut. Paul A. olf, Fourth nmay December 2, 1899, 
vice Brereton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Hi G. Lyon, Twenty- fourth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Kell, Twenty-second Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. D. Moore, Twenty-third Infantry, Decem: 


ber 15, 1899, vice Dent, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut, Willis Uline, Twelfth Tetuntey, Dec December 18, 1899, 
vice McGunnegle, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Ernest B. Gose, Thirteenth Infantry, December 28, 
1899 ee Brett, Twenty-fourth. Infantry, retired from active 


First Lient. Charles C. Clark, Fifth 5 January 12, 1900, 
vice Robertson, Twentieth * 

First Lieut, Vernon A. Caldwe , Twenty-fifth Infantry, Jan- 
* 1900, vice Booth, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Lieut, Edmund L. Butts, Fifth Infantry, January 18, 1900, 
vice Steele, Eighteenth Infantry, deceased. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

Maj. Samuel D. Sturgis, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Volunteers (first lieutenant, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, vice . who vacates by promotion 
to lieutenant-colonel and assistant adjutant-general, United States 
Army. 

TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT- 

COLONEL. 

Maj. Russell B. Harrison, 5 United States Vol- 
unteers, January 24, 1900, vice Heyl, who vacates by promotion to 
lieutenant-colonel and inspector-general, United States Army. 

TO BE SURGEON WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Maj. Eugene L. Swift, surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers (captain and t surgeon, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, vice Raymond, resigned. 

- APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE CHAPLAIN. 

Rev. Edmund P. Easterbrook (late chaplain Two hundred and 
second New York Volunteers), of New York, January 31, 1900, 
vice Shields, dismissed, to take effect on that date. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1900, 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Peter F. Barclay, of Del Norte, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Charles S. McNichols, of Parker, Ariz., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Colorado River Agency, in Arizona. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

INFANTRY ARX. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from January 1, 1900. 
Davis C. Anderson, of Ohio, now serving as second lieutenant, 
Fortieth Infantry, United States Volunteers. 
Robert D. Carter, of the District of Columbia. 
Douglas Potts, of the District of Columbia, now serving as pri- 
vate, Troop C, Fourth Cavalry, United States Army. 

Second Lieut. Arthur S. Cowan, from the infantry arm to the 
cavalry arm, January 12, 1900, with rank from February 16, 1899. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Alfred S. Frost, Twenty-second United States Infantry, 
to be paymaster with the rank of major, January 20, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants, 

Second Lieut, John F. B. Mitchell, jr., Twelfth Infantry, Sep- 
tember 20, 1899. , 

Second Lieut. James P. Drouillard, Sixth Infantry, September 


30, 1899. 
1 Lieut. Martin L. Crimmins, Eighteenth Infantry, Octo- 
ri, 5 
3 Marion M. Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, Octo- 
r 2, hos 
Rosier Lieut. James M. Love, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, Octo- 
Second Lieut. Paul H. McCook, Fifth Infantry, October 10, 1899. 
Second Lieut. Frederick W. Coleman, jr., Thirteenth Infantry, 
October 11, 1899, 
, QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be quartermaster with the rank of major. 
Capt. George Ruhlen, assistant quartermaster, January 6, 1900, 
Cavalry arm. 
Second Lient. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 13, 1899. 
Second Lieut. Charles McK. Saltzman, First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
Maj. Thomas H. , assistant adjutant-general, to be assist- 


ant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Janu- 
ary 10, 1900, 
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CAVALRY ARM, 


8 Col. Wirt Davis, Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel, January 


Maj. James M. Bell, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
January 10, 1900. 

Capt. Samuel L. Woodward, Tenth Cavalry, to be major, Jan- 
uary 10, 1900. 

First Lieut. Robert E. L. Michie, Second Cavalry, to be captain, 
January 10, 1900, 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be brigadier-generals. 
Col. George M. Randall, Eighth Infantry, United States Army, 


een? A 20, 1900. 
Col. James M. Bell, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers (lieutenant-colonel Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), 
January 20, 1900. 
To be quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of major. 
Capt. Robert R. Stevens, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, January 11, 1900. 
To be assistant surgeon of volunteers with the rank of captain, to 
rank from July 5, 1899. 
Frederick Hadra, of Texas. 
ELEVENTH CAVALRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, to rank from August 12, 1899. 
Capt. Charles G, Starr, First United States Infantry. 


To be majors, to rank from August 10, 1899. 

First Lieut. Thomas G. Carson, Fourth United States Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Dennis E. Nolan, Thirteenth United States Infantry. 

Maj. Hugh T. Sime, First California Volunteers. 

To be first lieutenants, to rank from August 12, 1899, 
Second Lieut. Charles C. Winnia, First Tennessee Volunteers. 
Sergt. Lewis Foerster, Troop K, Fourth United States Cavalry, 

THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY, 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Richard W. Walker, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Janu- 
ary 11, 1900. 

THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY, 

First Sergt. Walter J. Scott, Company C, Thirty-third Infantry, 
ae States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 11, 
á THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY, 


Sergt. Maj. Ode C. Nichols, Thirty-fourth Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 10, 1900. 
TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

PEOD S. Golderman, of New York, to be first lieutenant, July 
5, 1899. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. George T. Langhorne, First United States Cavalry, 
to be canain; Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States Volun- 
teers, July 5, 1899. 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 
Cleveland C. Lansing, of Maryland, to be second lieutenant, 
July 5, 1899. 
THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 
Harry T. Matthews, of California, to be captain, July 5, 1899. 
THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Charles N. Clark, Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteers, 
to be captain, Thirty-seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, 
July 5, 1899. 

FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY, 

Augustus B. Warfield, of New York, to be second lieutenant, 
August 17, 1899. 

FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 


Frederick L. Dengler, late first lieutenant, First Arkarsas Vol- 
unteers, to be second lieutenant, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, August 17, 1899. 

FORTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY, 

Sergt. William H. Allen, Troop A, Ninth United States Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant, Forty-eighth Infantry, United States Volun- 
teers, September 9, 1899. 

FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 

Sergt. Charles McG. Sweitzer, Company B, Forty-fifth Infan- 
ty, nited States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 

> . 
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ELEVENTH CAVALRY, 


To be second lieutenants, to rank from August 12, 1899. 
Sergt. Maj. Dennis P. Quinlan, Eleventh Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers. 
Private Otto W. Rethorst, Eleventh Cavalry, United States Vol- 


un ‘ 

Henry C. White, jr., of Ohio. 

James D. Keene, of the District of Columbia, 
' PUERTO RICO BATTALION, 

Christian Briand, late first lieutenant, Fifth United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, to be first lieutenant, Puerto Rico Battalion, 
June 26, 1899, 

First-Class Sergt. William W. Bessell, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, Puerto Rico Battalion, 
November 3, 1899. 

TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. George R. D. MacGregor, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 

vane States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 13, 
; PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY, 

Second Lieut. Winston Pilcher, Thirty-seventh Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, January 9, 1900. 
THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Arthur W. Orton, Thirty-ninth Infan 

States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, October 13, 1899. 


FORTIETH INFANTRY, 


First Lieut. William J. Watson, Fortieth Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be captain, November 11, 1899. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Henry J. Cheesman, to be 5 at Princeville, in the 
county of Peoria and State of IIlinois. 

August J. Beger, to be postmaster at Nauvoo, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Illinois, 

Benjamin F, Shaw, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois. 

Isaac W. Parkinson, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 
of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, 

William A. McKnight, to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois, 


, United 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, January 29, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, 
and for ra years, and for other purposes, disa; to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the di eeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, NATIONAL CITY BANK, NEW YORK, ETC, 
Mr. DALZELL. I submit a privileged report from the Com- 


mittee on Rules. 
The Clerk read the following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
to the Committee on Rules: 


SULZER January 12, and referr 


Resolved, That a committee, consisting of nine members of the 
House of Representatives, be immediately 9 by the Speaker to make 
a thorough and complete investigation of dealings and transactions be- 
tween the Secretary of the Treasury or the Treasury Department of the 
United States and the National City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, 
of the city of New York, or any other national bank of the United Sta 
from the 4th day of March, 1897, to the 3 time, and 5 in 
to all letters, agreements, papers, or documents between the Treasury De- 
D e ot the United States, or any person connected therewith, and the 

ational City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York, 
or any person acting for them, or either of them, since the 4th day of 
March, 1 relating to the depositing of public funds, bonds, or revenues 
in said bank or bat or any other relations or business transactions now 
existing or heretofore had between the Government and the said 
or either of them, and the amount of public money, bonds, or revenue de- 

ted with said banks, or either of them, or with any natio: 

he Government, upon what security, for what length of time, and the 
reasons therefor, and whether said banks, or any of them, have paid the 
Government any interest on said deposits, and if so, how much, and all other 
information 3 the same or in any way relating thereto; and also 
the custom-house property of the United States in 

New York City to said National City Bank, the date of the execution of the 
deed thereto, the date and manner of pagoen} of the purchase money there- 
for, the disposition of the proceeds of sale, and whether or not the Goy- 


papers, documents, and agreem: 
ons. 


5 ane recommendation of the Committee on Rules was read, as 
ollows: 

The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House resolu- 
tion No. 00, relating to a pro; investigation ef the Treasury De ent, 
refer the same to the House with a recommendation that said resolu- 
tion be to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Ppa it will be recollected 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman why we can 
not have the previous question on this resolution, and thus allow 
the usual debate of a few minutes on each side? 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Just move the previous question. That 
will give us twenty minutes. We may not use of that, 

Mr. DALZELL. We may save time by making some arrange- 
ment without the previous question. I may be willing to yield 
the gentleman perhaps as much time as he desires. How much 
would he like to occupy? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have five minutes and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iwill yield five minutes to each gentleman, 

Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected that some time since the 
gentleman from New York addressed a resolution of inquiry to 
the Secretary of the Treasury which is substantially covered by 
this resolution. To that inquiry the Secretary of the Treasury 
made reply. That reply has been sent, under the rules of the 
House, to the Committee on Ways and Means. It has seemed 
r, therefore, to the Committee on Rules that, as the Com- 

on Ways and Means is already in possession of all the 
information that has been sent here by the Secre of the Treas- 

„it would be the proper committee to pass on this resolution. 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam not going to an 
nize this matter, because there is something in the suggestion 
made by the eee from Pennsylvania that the Committee 
on Ways and Means ought to make this investigation, if there is 
to be one. Iam decidedly of the opinion that there ought to be 
an investigation of this matter. In speaking of this matter a few 
days ago I insisted that there must be some motive, some reason 
why the Secretary of the Treasury, when he sold this custom- 
house pro in New York to the City National Bank, did not 
complete the title by conveying he property to that bank, I at 
that time called attention to the fact that the Secretary of the 
Treasury took a paper credit with that bank for a considerable 

art of the purc money, $3,215,000, the total amount bein, 

265,000, leaving the pitiful sum of $50,000 unpaid or uncredited, 

Now, I ask, Mr. Speaker; why that was done? Not a dollar of 
money, it seems, was ever checked out of that money. The entire 
$3,215,000 remained credited by him, not a dollar of the money 
having ever been used. 

There was some reason for that. What was it? I insist that 
the reason has been developed, and that it was the intention of the 
Secre of the Treasury, by agreement with the City National 
Bank of New York, to excuse that bank from paying taxes to the 
city and State of New York. The Government of the United 
States agreed to pay rent to the City National Bank for the prop- 
erty that they sold, and yet they acted in such a way as to prevent 
the city and State of New York from collecting taxes on the 


property, 
The following letter was sent by the Secretary of the Treasur 
to the United States Senate, and shows the Government has agr 
to pay rent for the property: 
TREASURY DEPAMTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 22, 1900. 
Srr: I have the honor to recommend that there be included in the urgent 
deficiency bill, now under consideration, the following item of appropriation: 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay rent for use of property 
known as the old custom-house in New York City, formerly belonging to the 


United States, from August 28, 1899, to June 30, 1900, both inclusive, days, 


tho ac of Congres approved March 1N G Se Es 
e act o approv' ar 1 es „847.12. 
Respectfully, ii Ms 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

The Secretary of the Treasury made this special request to Con- 
gress to allow him $109,000 for the purpose of paying rent upon 
i rty soldin the manner I have described. The bank has kept 

ack the $50,000. The Secretary has not demanded that credit 
upon the books of the bank. I insist that this was for some pur- 
What was it? reget Bot prevent the bank from being lia- 

le to the city and State of New York for something like fifty or 
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one 
taxation which would toe been Sager ple ee property, | 


cial capaci eed tate S E A S et x tame 
upon him, entered into a personal partnership with a favored 
bank in the city of New York to a 4 218 State from 
collecting taxes, no man on this floor, I will contend that 


he does not deserve censure and —— y If in the exer- 


i bank, 
— State and city of New York were not 8 
of taxing this . The whole amount, as I am ) = 


ie yr aera 
3 
as is indi ted Sate, while he is occupying the 
he is now This bank is fayored for some reason or 
which has not fully defined or stated to the House. 
But I am content to lot this resolution to the Committee 
Treasury himself 


and ask for on fo appear before some eom- 
mi 1 explanation why he left the $50,000 
un in 
ALZELL. I five minutes now to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sorama. 


lution was i 


of the i 
sary. Fears day. cathe DODE ts lot TA and eo tke come ont, the | 


matter grows worse. 
DA DO OnT dace ie Hagler pg deal OE A IT 
I said most em that the Republican could not 


phatically 
afford to smother this resolution for an investigation, that it 
could not ignore it, and that action must be taken by this House. 
c „and the people of the entire conn- 
223 exercised and interested in it. They are watching 
the Administration and the maj of this House to find out 


tie Treasury and endeavor 10 t 

al arte Tak es EAR ß Sead tea pe ae 
Ow, me Wever, pie are 

not in a mood to * act 


home favoritism to the Stan 
monopoly of the times and the 
tutions. In my judgmen 

Treasury in connection with the Standard Oil trust is infamous. 


t menace to our free insti- 


F colleague eee . RICH- 
. ana truly said New York 
ouse scandal. That is bad enough, a te cara tek thors 

cas matinee eee ter , graver £ and 

of a more infamous character recarding ihe on of the 
eee pace eee 
. 

I mistake not public the . 
deeply incensed by the conduc o ta the Seer the Treasury. 


They believe that 


Ainai thaws that tee hea 


reason for it. 


that 
igh position 


t, the conduct of the Secretary of the 


done wrong, peers that any attempt on the ee the majority 


members of House to now apologize for conduct or to 


| cover up his iniquities will only make the matter worse and the 


for this investigation Souder and stronger. 

It is said, sir, and not denied, „6 T. 
permitted himself to be used by and was a tool of the Standard 
Oil trust; that he gave his influence, lent his aid and the money 
of the people to that gigantic trust to manipulate the stock market 
in Wall street to the injury of its competitors, to the financial 
ruin of 3 and all to the advantage of the Rockefellers. The 
8 country will never consent that the money in their 
ensury be turned over to the Standard Oil Trust for speculative 


r 

e seems to be no doubt that the National City Bank, the 

mere agency of 8 and owned and controlled 

by that insatiable trust, receiv special from the Sec- 

retary of the 3 ‘beyond all reason. Perhaps there was a 
it was because the Standard Oil trust di- 

‘ational 


rectors of the Ni City Bank rendered great aid to the 
ty tho Secsotaty of die ˙ aeritingly aera, an that ths 
he of y says, an at the 
campaign debt and the t real teria claims of the directors were 
being paid by the Republican party with the money of the people 
the agency of he 


Treasury 
An in will bring out all the facts in connection with 
this matter, and you dare not refuse it. We want to subpoena 
the officers and the directors of the National City Bank and find 
out from them what aid N. Reopen 7 Republican party in 
the last national campaign, political claims they have, 


and just what what favors, by w ot payment they ha er} 3 received from 
the Republican e by way the 4th day 
We charge that the the selection and the sin rain ot ‘this Stand- 


ard Oil bank in Wall street for avors — Ba Secretary 
of the Treasury in the face of what he knew and * 
now knows is the most circumstance in all the trans- 
actions between the ent and the national banks, 
and ought to be and must be probed to the bottom to the end that 
=e truth shall be known and the 


ty fixed. 

& er, it - = and the letters in the 8 33 

etary Treasury seem to bear it on 0 
bythe Boe partment has been used by the Standard Oil trust to 
woh des oji dene depress the stock market, and force innocent men 
to sacrifice securities at a ruinous loss. ‘The trust made millions 
by it. This should not be, and the people will never condone the 
offense. No gambling with the money of the people should be the 


8 of the Ben e 

of the Treasury has been aiding and helping the 
National Ci City ever since he has been in , and the bank 
and the men behind it, by reason of this favoritism, have made 
millions and millions of dollars out of the people—yes, out of the 
people and by the money of the taxpayers. = people of this 
country know 


something about the Standard Oil trust; no one 
on this floor dares to defend it; and in my judgment no agent of 
this gigantic monopoly should ‘administer the of the Treas- 


NJ public ethies and 
official degeneration. When all the truth comes out I predict it 
3 say fo you that it scandals ever known in our his- 
eee Say tp it can not be covered up and it can 

truth will and must come out, and when 

it does I believe 1 thet graver and more scandalous than the 


of | people 


imagine. 

I indulged the hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Rules 
would havethe courage to report this resolution favorablyand not 
shift responsibility to the Committee on Ways and Means. Lasked 
and I wanted the Committee on Rules to report the resolution 
favorably. That is what you should have done. 

tial justice to the Secretary of tit “Treasury a ipo 

justice to the 0 e an e e 

ow that the whole matter is to be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means for its — | I desire to ry her I hope the 
Ways and Means Committee will gin the investi- 
gation — it does not want 3 that it 
Will forth with report this resolution back to the House and instruct 


the to select a committee of nine to immediately be 
ieee Spore Soe 


eg ou tune the seater 
— — and must take action. Refuse the investiga- 
and your refusal will be confession. 


1900. 
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The whole country is now familiar with the facts which the 
Secretary of the Treasury has presented and with the surround- 
ing circumstances alg, ons of the same, and it believes, and 

continue to believe, t the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been guilty of malfeasance in office, of dereliction in the faithful 
performance of duty, and that his conduct in office should be 
thoroughly investigated. 

I want to say that any man Who permite EO be made the 
tool of the Standard Oil trust is t to be Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The Secretary of the Treasury should demand this investi- 
gation if he is an honest man, in justice to himself and to his 
reputation. If he does not, he must not blame the le of the 
country if they take his refusal as an admission of t, and all 
the power of the Administration, let me tell you, will not be able 
to protect him or save the Republican party from the condemna- 
tion of the people. 

It is all well enough for the President to say that the person 
who attacks the Secretary of the Treasury attacks him. But such 
a feeble assertion and such a flimsy excuse will deceive no one, 
and ought not te, and I hope will not, deter honest and fearless 
members of Congress from doing their duty. If the President 
does not want the Secretary of the Treasury attacked for his wan- 
ton violations of law, he should select a Secretary who will faith- 
Anel perform his duty and not act as the agent of the Standard 

trust. 

The President is responsible for the Secretary of the Treasury 
and ume and his acts in office, and he can not escape 

onsi 5 
: „Speaker, if what is charged against the Secretary of the 
Treasury is true, and he has not denied it, and no one on the 
other side of this Honse has successfully denied it, then heis unfit 
to hold the great office he does and should be removed. 

No man should hold the purse strings of the people of this 
goei country who permits himself and the money of the people 

be used by the Standard Oil trust to manipulate the stock 
market and force into bankruptcy competitors who can not be 
otherwise absorbed. Aye, sir, more than that, the people of this 
country who have looked into this matter and who believe the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has been guilty of scandalous and outra- 

us conduct in to these transactions with the Standard 

trust, demand and will continue to demand that he not alone 
should resign the great office he now occupies, but that this House 
should order his impeachment. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has eee 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Horkixs!] five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, this discussion on the part of the 

tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman 

m New York [Mr. SULZER] is a little premature. The resolu- 
tion that has been reported here by the Committee on Rules has 
remitted this whole matter to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with authority to investigate the alle charges and to probe any 
question that may be open for investigation. 

I simply rise for the purpose of protesting against the unfounded, 
unwarranted, and malicious charges that are made against the 
Secre of the Treasury by these gentlemen. What right has 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] toimpute such 
false and fraudulent motives to the Secretary of the Treasury as 
those indulged by him this morning? Has he any evidence upon 
which to base these remarks? None whatever. en the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was called upon, he presented the entire 
correspondence and a complete statement of his relations with 
the bank and the sale of this custom-house, and it is printed and 
before every member of the House. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Will the gentleman tell us why $50,000 
of the purchase money was left unpaid? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. 3 I should like to have the gentleman an- 
swer that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Every item is presented here, so that he who 
runs may read; and yet the tleman, for some purpose not ap- 
perons at this time, makes the charge that the tary of the 

ury, without any motive upon his , has entered into a 
fraudulent contract with the City Bank of the City of New York 
for the poe of savingit—what? Something from the Govern- 
ment of the United States? No; for the purpose of saving them 
oo aying taxes to the city of New York and to the State of 

ew York. 

What evidence is there of that? I affirm, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is no evidence whatever. This property was sold; this bank 
took possession and made a lease; 5 that the city of New 
York and the State of New York have the same right to proceed 
against the bank to pay taxes, if any are due, that they would 
have if a paper title actually passed. 

These tlemen would seem to assume, from their statements, 
that the Government of the United States has lost something by 


the action of the Secre of the Treasury. Let us look for a 
moment, Mr. Speaker, at the facts. Under the law the Secre 
sold this pro . He sold it to the highest and best bidder, an 
this national that has been denounced in and again by the 
8 from New York [Mr. SULZER] and the gentleman from 

ennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] bid $190,000 for that property more 
than any other bidder. 

So that the Secretary, under the law, was e to sell this 
property to it; and its good faith is demonstrated by the fact that 
it paid more than $190,000 more than any other person was willing 


to pay. 

Kor, what is the next offense? Itis that the purchase price of 
this property was depositeđ with this bank. Is there anything in 
law or morals that is wrong in that? This bank, as I showed to 
the members of the House the other day, is a Government we 
itory, not selected by the present Secretary of the Treasury, but 
a Government depository selected by a Democratic Administra- 
tion, selected because of its well-known financial standing; and 
when the present Secretary came into office, finding the prompt 
manner in which all of the Government affairs were conducted by 
it, he simply continued it as one of the depositories. 

It has been decided again and again, andcan not be disputed by 
any gentleman familiar with the law and the facts, that a deposit 
in that bank is the same as a deposit in the subtreasury in the city 
of New York. The Government of the United States is in the 
same position exactly, so far as this purchase price is concerned 
with the money deposited in that bankas it would have been if 
the money had been deposited in the 5 the city of 
New York or in the Treasury here in the city of Washington. I 
ask them, in the name of common 3 and justice, what great 
wrong has been done by the gentleman who is now presiding with 
such ability and such patriotism, too, over that great Department 
of the Government? 

(ae the hammer pont 

. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is pure buncombe. It 
is intended for political purposes. Better speeches than those that 
have been made by tlemen on this occasion could be found by 

g back into the RECORD with reference to a former Democratic 
tary of the Treasury making deposits in national banks, and 

I would advise gentlemen on that side of the House to copy some 
of the speeches that were made in previous Congresses and repeat 
them verbatim et literatim. They were made for demagogic pur- 


poses then, just as they are now made on that side. 
Mr. RICHARDSON: Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 


r. HILL. Two propositions have been submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 
question? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill ask him this question. Iasked the 
peneana from Illinois to give us one simple reason why the 
retary of the Treasury retained $50,000, or allowed the bank to 
retain $50,000, out of the purchase price, and he did not answer. 
Mr. HILL. I did not yield for a question to be asked the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now I will ask you to answer that. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman refuses to yield, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is out of order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman stated he yielded to me 
for a question. 
Mr. ILL. I yielded for a question to myself, and not to the 
tleman from Illinois, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But I want you to answer the question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield? 
Mr. HILL. Ido not yield for that purpose. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Lasked the gentleman to yield for a ques- 
tion, and the Chair would not address me that way, knowing I 
asked leave to ask a question. I asked a question. 


The SPEAKER. e 8 said he did not yield. 
s Mr. RICHARDSON. e gentleman yielded to me for a ques- 
on. 


Mr. HILL, But not to the gentleman from Illinois. 

I wish to answer the two questions propounded by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. First, as to why the Secretary of the Treas- 
= sold this piece of real estate upon the terms on which he did 
sell it; and the reason was because Congress passed an act in Feb- 
ruary, 1899, compelling him to do it, and he no option in the 
matter. That was one reason and a very essential reason for it. 
He called for $750,000 cash payment, and the act provided that he 
might receive from time to time further payments. He did not 
require an entire cash payment. So that the act itself, passed by 
the last Congress, is responsible for the mode of sale, and ise 
bidder on that piece of real estate had the same opportunity (an 


the Secretary of the Treasury could not help himself in this mat- 
ter) to avail themselves of the terms of the act. So much for that. 
Now, the gentleman makes a second charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 
Mr. HILL. No; I do not. 


Treasury 
United States and so defrauding the city of New York of the taxes 
due on that 8 That goes to the intent of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and it ill becomes the gentleman from Tennessee 
to charge upon the floor of this House a fraudulent intent upon 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury in a matter of this kind. 
Furthermore, if the investigations of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see had gone a little further he would have found that his state- 
ment was entirely unfounded, from the fact that the city of New 
York can lose no taxes by this transaction. I pro to show 
that. Iask the gentleman to yield me a little further time for 


ihopa 5 k 
Ë DALZELL, I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. Taxes on nati banks—— 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr.Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes a point 
of order, and the gentlemen will suspend for a moment. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I unders the gentleman had four or 
five minutes, and the Chair rapped him down; so—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the 
gentleman from Connecticut had yielded the floor, whereas he 
was consulting his notes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
gentleman’s time, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, upon the question of taxes on na- 
tional banks, if tlemen will take the trouble to look at section 
5219 of the Re Statutes they will find that national banks 

y tax upon their shares of stock, and it is in the power of the 
1338 of each State to fix the method by which this tax shall 
be estimated. As arule—I am giving therule of the State of Con- 
necticut, and I presume it is the same in New York—the stock is 
estimated by the appraisers. Now, it becomes a plain proposition, 
when real estate is held by the bank and not used for king 
p it is clearly required to be taxed separately, is taken out 
of the value of the shares, and that the assessment is so much less 
on the shares of the stock, 

If it is in actual use for benking pusposse it is included in the 
shares of the stock, and then such real estate itself is not taxed 
separately. But the law of the United States provides: 

But the legislature of each State may determine and direct the manner of 
taxing all the shares of national banking associations located within the State, 
subject only to the restrictions that the taxation shall not be at a greater rate 
be pon = — on other moneyed capital in the hands of individual citizens 
of su 


Now, the gentleman does not for a moment assume that if he 
held real estate and also personal property, and the whole thin 
were assessed as personal property, anybody would be defraud 
in that matter. e law continues: 

Nothing herein shall be construed to exempt the real property of associa- 
tions from either State, county, or municipal taxes to the same extent ac- 
cording to its value as other real property is taxed. 

ere the hammer rg 
r. HILL. I should like a couple of minutes more to finish 
this statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I therefore state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the city of New York has lost nothing and 
can lose nothing by the condition in which this pr rty p aced; 
for if it were taxed as real estate it would not icin’ in the 
capital of the bank, and the shares of the bank which are taxed 
would be reduced precisely in proportionate value. 

I think I have answered the two questions which have been 
raised here, First, I state that the Secre of the Treasury was 
obliged to sell this property on poues e terms that he did; 
second, that the city of New York lost not a dollar in the matter 
of taxation. Therefore, the disreputable charge of the gentleman 
that the Secretary of the Treasury did this thing with fraudulent 
intent falls to the ground from the very nature of the case. [Ap- 


ra ake ; : 
ALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remain- 


Mr. 
ing on each side? 
e SPEAKER. Ten minutes have been used on the right and 

twelve minutes on the left. 

Mr. DALZELL. I then yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to make the division even. 

Mr. RICHAR N. Mr. Speaker, I recur to the question which 
I eee to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs], and 
which I propounded also to the able and astute gentleman from 
Connecticut. Neither of these gentlemen has vouchsafed any an- 
swer to my question. What I asked and what I now repeat is, 


That, of course, does not come out of the 


) | 
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Why is it that the Secretary of the Treasury did not take a paper 
qpetites m the books of the bank for the additional $50,000 i and 
pass title to the bank? 

Why did he not doit? It would have been just as easy to have 
taken a credit for 83, 265.000 as for $3,215,000; no money was being 

id. But he did not doit, and as a matter of fact I insist that 
it was left open to affect the question of taxation. The letters 
from the bank officers to the etary and from him to them 
show this was the object. Property owned by the Government 
of the United States, where the Government the legal title, 
can not be taxed by the State or city of New York, as I am in- 
formed. The National City Bank of New York is refusing to pay 
taxes claimed by fhe city and State of New York on this custom- 
house property by reason of the fact that the legal title is in the 
Government of the United States. Why was it kept there? That 
is What I ask. Why was not the $50,000 additional credit taken? 

Mr. Speaker, national banks, as is known by all lawyers, have 
no right under the national-bank law to take title to real estate 
for renting or speculative purposes. They only have the right 
to take it in the course of the collection of debts or for their own 
banking Seas 

This bank has, by the statement of the Secre of the Treas- 
ury, purchased real estate worth $3,500,000. While its capital 
stock is only $7,000,000, it has put into real estate one-half of that 
capital stock. Mr. Speaker, is that legitimate? I say it is not. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it masi De (aT ee to the 
House that the question which has been d during the last 
few minutes is not the question before the House at all. A reso- 
lution was sent to the Committee on Rules calling for the appoint- 
ment of à ial committee to investigate certain charges made 
against the Secretary of the Treasury. ose charges have already 
been replied to by the Secretary of the Treasury, and his reply has 
been sent to the Committee on Ways and Means. It is perfectly pat- 
ent, therefore, that the poe instrument of this House to make 
the investigation, if an investigation is to be made, is the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and the only question is whether or 
not the report of the Committee on Rules sending this matter to 
the Committee on Ways and Means ought to be adopted. 

But our friends on the other side of the House seize this as a 

retext to renew a charge made against the Secretary of the 
easury that has been answered over and over again, and by 
nobody better answered than by some of the most prominent 
Democrats in this House and in the country. These charges that 
entlemen repeat here to-day have been, as I say, replied to fully. 
or instance, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] who 
has just yielded the fioor has shown most conclusively that under 
the law no change will be made in the taxation of this property 
by reason of this transaction. 

So far as the last charge made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
is concerned, that this national bank is buying property that it 
has no right to buy, 1 will say that the pure of this property 
was authorized by the act that authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make the sale. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to submit a parlia- 
mentary 1 eB 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. In order to save time, I would like to know 
whether it is now in order to move, as an amendment or other- 
wise, that the House now adopt this resolution for an investiga- 
tion without referring it to the Committee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

The question being taken, the report of the Committee on Rules 
was adopted. 

On motion of Mr, DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use $100,000 of the ap- 

ropriations for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army 
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a 


modern military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 
The SPEAKER. e joint resolution will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the appropriation for the construction and repair of hospitals in 
the act . for the su pport of the Regular and Volunteer 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1900, was increased $100,000 over the 
original estimate for the purpose of using that amount, or so much thereof 

— be necessary, for the erection of a modern hospital at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; ani 
i woeri no specific reference to the place was made in said act: There- 

ore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, an 


he is hereby, authorized and empowered to use the sum of $100,000 out of the 
ted the construction and repair of hospitals mentioned 


amount appropriated for 


* 


1900. 


in said act, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the construction of 
a modern military post hospital at the said Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 
Amend the title so as to read: Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 


of War to use $1(0,000 of the appropriations for the su of the Regular 
and Volunteer Army for the year ending June 1900, for the con- 
struction of a modern military hospital at Fort venwo! Kans.” 


The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 

In line 1, after the words “Secretary of,” strike ont the words the 
Treasury and insert the word War.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before unanimous consent is granted, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas what is the neces- 
sity for this unusual procede tn the way of an appropriation? 

Mr. CURTIS. The matter, Mr. Speaker, was y explained 
to the House on Saturday last. It was then stated that a hearing 
was had before the Committee on Military Affairs, and the esti- 
mate was increased by the sum of $100,000 in order that the money 
might be used for that purpose. It was then distinctly understood 
that so much as might be necessary was to be expended to builda 
hospital at Fort Leavenworth. The money was set aside at the 
Department, but upon an investigation it was found that without 
the location being 8 named in the bill the law limited 
the Department to the expenditure of $20,000 for this purpose. 

The matter was refe to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and they had a full and thorough hearing, and increased the ap- 
8 originally made $100,000 more for this purpose. But 
under the law, as I have stated, they found that they were limited 
to the expenditure of $20,000 under the circumstances. 

The Surgeon-General asked for the introduction of this resolu- 
tion, and asked the use of $100,000 for the purpose contemplated 
here. The matter is set out fully and thoroughly in the report, 
and it shows without question that this appropriation should be 
used for the purpuse contemplated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You provided an appropriation of $100,000 
geen td and found that you could only appropriate $20,000 under 

e law 

Mr. CURTIS. That is correct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then this is simply to correct a serious 
mistake of the Military Committee in appropriating money they 
had no authority to appropriate? 

Mr. CURTIS. It is not a mistake, Mr. Speaker. It was simply 
an oversight of the Department. It was found after the authori- 
zation was given that they were limited to $20,000. 

Mr. LI GSTON. ell, I said it was a mistake. 
sight is a mistake at times, is it not? 
Mr. CURTIS, That may be. y 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken on the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend 
by striking out the words ‘‘one hundred thousand dollars” in the 
resolution and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘sixty thou- 
sand dollars.” - 

In this connection I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the letter from the Surgeon-General, which is made a part of the 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs in connection with 
the bill. This letter bears date November 27, 1899, and after re- 
ferring to the appropriation for the construction and the repair of 
hospitals, goes on to say: : 

In my opinion the amount mentioned will not be necessary, and it is prob- 
able that an entirely satisfactory post hospital of 50 beds can be for 

I think the gentleman from Kansas will agree with me that the 
a) Hage should be reduced to $60,000. 

r. CURTIS. I would rather ‘it would be made $75,000, be- 
cause I doubt very much whether they can build a 50-bed hospital 
for $60,000; but I will consent to $60,000 rather than have any 
8 about it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Then I understand the amend- 
ment is agreed to, so far as it can be by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Curtis}. Now, I want to say one word more upon the 
subject, not for the purpose of entering into any controversy, but 
simply for the purpose of challenging the action of the Committee 
on Military Affairs upon this subject-matter. 

It is perfectly clear, Mr. Speaker, that the jurisdiction to con- 
sider this proposition was with the Committee on Appropriations. 
It isa jurisdiction which that committee has exercised since the 
fiscal year 1879, without challenge, and with little, if any, objec- 
tion or exception. Ido not expect the Chair to rule upon this 
ee and I do not want to precipitate it into the debate to the 

triment of this bill, which I think ought to pass at this time; but 
I do not wish this action to prona without challenge. When- 
ever it may be quoted, it ought to be quoted with the understand- 


An over- 
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n questions the juris- 
itary £ 


ing that the Committee on 
diction of the Committee on Affairs to deal with this 
subject-matter. I do not expect that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HULL] will agree to that, and I do not want to precipitate 
an = debate. Isimply want it put upon record that we 
protest. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, a very brief review of the way in 
which this appropriation came in. Before the appropriation bills 
were distributed among the different committees of the House 
the appropriation for hospitals and hospital supplies was always 
carried in the a Hla It has been carried in the Army bill 
h since the distribution among the different committees of the 

ouse. 

For the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
in the hearings before the committee, the Surgeon-General stated 
that $100,000 would be profitably used in the construction of a 
new hospital urgently needed at Fort Leavenworth. We have 
never adopted the rule of apportioning this sum, no matter what 
it might be, to the different hospitals, believing that the Depart- 
ment could better apportion it than could the committee. 

We appropriate alump sum. In figuring for this fiscal year we 
took the amountthe Surgeon-General stated was necessary, includ- 
ing $100,000 for the hospital at Fort Leavenworth, and at his re- 
quest did not state that so much of it should be used at Fort 
Leavenworth, on his statement that he wanted the increased 
amount for the purpose of building a hospital there. In the case 
of Hot Springs, Ark., we specifically provided that $25,000 should 
be used at that place. We have had jurisdiction of this question 
from the beginning. 

The Surgeon-General himself and the committee had overlooked 
a law of a great many years’ standing, that unless specifically 
provided in the 1 of the sum to hospitals not more 
than $20,000 could be apportioned to any one hospital, and this 
resolution is simply to cure the defect in the Army bill of this 
fiscal year. If we had inserted in it a provision that $100,000 
shall be used for the hospital at Fort Leavenworth, it would have 
cured it. The resolution simply does that. As to the question of 
jurisdiction, Mr. Speaker, we can meet that when it comes up; 
but I certainly protest against the protest of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Moopy]. 

The SPEA The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to offer, at the end of line 7, the following 
amendment: 

And the limit of cost of said hospital is fixed at said sum. 

We ought to know what the cost of this article is to be, and it 
is customary in public-building bills to fix thelimit of eost. That 
H not done by this bill, so I propose to add it at the end of this 


e 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not offer that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment before 
it is discussed, so that the House will understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 7, on page 2, insert and the limit of cost of said hospital 
is fixed at said sum.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution as amended was ordered to be en dand read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CURTIS. The title should be amended, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that the 
preamble should be stricken out. 

Mr. CURTIS. That has been done, as I understand it, by the 
adoption of the committee amendments. 

r. MCRAE. It is not indicated in the print which I have. 
ü The SPEAKER. The preamble is still retained in the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. MCRAE, I move to amend by striking it out. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask that the title be amended and that the pre- 
amble be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 
preamble be stricken from the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to the fact that 
as the sum in the bill has been changed there should be a change 
in the title to correspond with that. Without objection, there 
yo bea change to correspond with the amendments which have 

n í 
There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was was laid on the table. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
3 consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
esk. - 
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The BESART Does the gentleman from New York call for 
e order? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I do. 
Mr. WEAVER. This is only a resolution authorizing the com- 
mittee to sit a the sessions of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I withdraw the demand for the regular 
order at the present. 
The SPEAKER. 


The tleman from New York withdraws 
the 3 for the pall sy order, and the Clerk will read the 
resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 2, be permitted to sit dur- 
ing sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order, which is the call of committees. The Clerk will 
report the first committee. 


LICENSES OF MASTERS, ENGINEERS, AND PILOTS. 


Mr. SMALL (when the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries was called). Mr. S er, I ask for consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the licensing of 
Officers of steam vessels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 4445 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes be, 
and is hereby, ainended by adding thereto the following phs: 

Every applicant for license as either master, mate, pilot, or engineer 
under the visions of this title shall make and su be to an oath or affir- 
mation, ‘ore one of the inspectors referred to in this title, to the truth of 
all the statements set forth in his application for such license. 

“Any person who shall make or subscribe to any oath or affirmation au- 
thorized E this title and knowing the same tobe false shall bedeemed guilty 


of ury, 

R master, mate, K pilot, or engineer who shall change, by ad- 
dition, in or erasure of any kind, any certificate or license issued 
7 any inspector or referred to in this title shall, for every such 

ense, upon conviction, be — 3 — by a fine of not more than $500 and by 

eng gy at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years.“ 

EC. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 
Mr. SMALL. Mr. S. „this bill comes with a unanimous 
report from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


e object of this bill, as appears from the reading of it, is two- 


fold. The first . of the bill are intended to remedy 
an existing evil. t present applicants for licenses as master, 


mate, engineer, or pilot are required to make application in writ- 
ing to the inspectors of vessels of the district to which they be- 
long; and for the information of the House 1 will read from an 
application for license, so that the House may see the importance 
of the same with reference to the license which is to be granted. 
The 3 is required to state the pinos of his birth, whether 
naturalized, his place of residence, and also to— 

8 following statement of my experience and testimonials of char- 


lication to the i of 
of 


And I further say that I have not made a 
district vo months before 


any other and been rejected within tw: date 
application. 

The form requires it to be sworn to, but there is no existing pro- 
vision of law which requires the oath. This bill it neces- 
sary and makes it perjury if a false oath be taken. There have 
been numerous instances in United States courts where engineers, 
pilots, and masters have been under indictment for false 
statements in this application; but by reason of the fact that 
there was no law requiring such an oath to be taken, the indict- 
ment for making a false statement has failed. A report from the 
Attorney-General, embodied in the ay Pol of the committee, goes 
into the matter fully and shows that there is no existing law for 
this oath; and ore it is not a violation of law to make a false 
oath in the applications which are Hag aac to be made. 

The next provision of the bill is intended to remedy another 
evil. It has frequently been the case, where masters, engineers, 
and pilots make an application for these licenses and have had 
them granted, that they, by interpolation, erasure, and otherwise, 
changed the license and thus trated a fraud upon the steam- 
boat service. There is no existing provision of law punishing 
this for forgery, so that the remaining provision of the bill pro- 
vides that such addition, interpolation, or erasure of any kind” 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and by impris- 
onment at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years. 

It was su afew days ago by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHEELER], when it was attempted to call this bill u 
by unanimous consent, that the punishment imposed for this of- 
fense was unusual and severe. I wanttocall the attention of the 
House to the fact that this is a minimum punishment for fo 
in comparison with 3 for f ies of different kinds as 
provided in the Re Statutes, as I have ascertained by an 
examination of the statutes, which I can demonstrate if any gen- 
tleman desires further information. This it a meritorious bill 
in every respect. It is intended to improve the service. It is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


intended to render more secure human life; and there is nosection 
of the country, no matter how remote it is from the waterways, 
that is not interested in this bill. In addition to having the unani- 
mous report of the committee, it is recommended by the organiza- 
tions of the masters, pilots, and engineers throughout the country. 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to ask the tleman if the law 
does not provide now for the examination of every man who is an 
applicant for pilot as to his qualifications, and has not he to go 
before a board for examination as to color blindness and every- 
thing of that kind? Why there is necessity for any additional re- 
quirements I do not understand. 

x I Will state, in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that I understand the examination to 
which he has referred, but such examination does not cover the 
objects of this bill, because in the consideration of the applicant's 
written application he is required to give a statement of his ex- 
perience and testimonials of character and qualification, which 
necessaril 8 governs the granting of his application. 

Mr. B V. L understand that masters, pilots, an aoe 
of all steam vessels have a license from the inspector. I know 
that is true. 

Mr. SMALL. In the application vital information is called for 
of which the 1 oS has exclusive knowledge, and which re- 
lates to the past life and personal record of the applicant, a knowl- 
edge of which is absolutely essential in determining his fitness for 
such a responsible position. Now, that is a matter of which the 

tors are necessarily ignorant, and which necessarily must 
enter as an important factor in arriving at the conclusion as to 
whether the man should have his license. The man may be an 
entire rompers Pe to them, and as a usual thing the examination, 
which is ordinarily oral, is only for the purpose of ascertaining 
the mental qualifications and knowledge of the applicant. An 
engineer, for instance, may be mentally a bright man and yet 
make a very unsafe engineer, because he may lack character and 
e ence. 
r. BERRY. I understand that the applications have to be in 
writing? 

Mr. SMALL. They are written and sworn to. 

Mr. BERRY. But are they not written and are they not exam- 
ined by members of this board, except as to color, where they 
have to use skeins of yarn for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
they are color blind or not? 

Mr. SMALL. The 5 are in writing; but there is no 
provision of law by which they must be sworn to, no provision 
of law which makes a false oath perjury. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to know why it is any more neces- 
sary for a man to swear to his answers upon examinations such 
as these than for a man to swear to his answers upon a civil- 
service examination. 

Mr. SMALL. The difference is that these are engineers and 
pilots. They control the passenger and freight steamers and have 
under their control TOPONI A human life. It is necessary that 
they should be men of character and experience. Mere mental 

ualifications are not all thatis required in order that they should 
sanane the important and responsible duties devolving upon 
em. 

Mr. BERRY. I have seen many of these examinations in which 
the ies are required to give the tensile strength of iron and 
what amount of pressure there would be with a certain amount 
of steam and other practical questions, Then, again, those being 
examined as pilots are asked questions about the river and its ob- 
structions; or, if the question be ocean re, sa they are asked 
Se e questions in regard to that subject. But why men 
should swear to their answers under such circumstances I do not 
understand, 

Mr. SMALL. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wr. WHE f Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I a 

7 L of Ken E 8 er, I am not oppose 
to the object sought to be attained by this bill. With some modi- 
fications the measure ought to become a law. Ihave in my dis- 
trict several very large rivers, and a great number of crafts ply 
those rivers. Iam somewhat familiar with the character of the 
individuals who are masters, mates, pilots, and i on board 
those crafts. The objection that I made to this measure a few 
days since was that the punishment provided was too severe. I 
desire now to give the House a brief account of this matter for 
the benefit of those who have no navigable waters in their dis- 
trict and who may know nothing of the character of the citizens 
who will be affected by this measure. 

On the inland waters of the United States we have crafts corre- 
sponding, it may be said, with the traffic vehicles in our great 
cities. The difference between a great number of our smaller 
crafts as compared with Meat sores steamboats plying those rivers . 
is about as marked as the difference between the ordinary traffic 
vehicle of a city and our great street- car lines. If this bill be modi- 
fied so as to make it apply only to those steamers that make ita 
business to carry passengers, I would have noobjection. But, sir, 


1900. 


take the Ohio or the Mississippi River. There may be some man 
who has earned his living on the river maging a skiff, or run- 
ning a ferry, or something of that sort, who, g got er 
five ons pate ha gollari, ms ly that ee, ag or 
some ar craft. He pro o ply es er 

over a course of 40 or SO mittee ip and down the river. He is fa. 
miliar with the channel. It cs no very great knowledge of 
seamanship to manage such e : 

That man, we will suppose, sopia for a license as master, mate, 
pa and engineer, all in one. The very great probability is that 

e is an ignorant man, has had no experience y in river 
matters. makes his application before the inspectors. Gen- 
tlemen will understand that the country is divided into inspection 
districts, one ction district embracing haps Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Illinois, and Indiana. The board of inspectors, we 
will sup , Sits at Cincinnati, and the applicant may have to go 
two or t. hundred miles away from home to make his applica- 
tion. Now, this man owning a very small craft will make appli- 
cation before these inspectors for a license to authorize him to 
manage his own craft. Perhaps he does not carry five passengers 
> months. The range of his navigation is not over 50 
miles. 

Now, for a misstatement which he may make as to his experi- 
ence on the river this bill proposes a maximum fine of $500 and 
imprisonment for three years in the penitentiary. I think these 
penalties are too severe. Certainly a man should be punished for 
making a false statement; and if this provision applied only to 
steamers carrying hundreds of ngers I would be in favor of 
it. But to send to the penitentiary every man who may make a 
false statement in his ss Sora tion for license to navigate one of 
these small crafts would be, in my opinion, a very Stowe hardship. 
Now, I ask the gentleman from North Caro [Mr. SMALL 
whether he will not consent to an amendment to the effect thai 
the provisions of this bill shall apply only to steamers of more 
than 150 tonsburden. If he will consent to such a modification, or 
will consent to modify the penais as I have suggested, I will 
withdraw all opposition to measure. 

Mr. SMALL. I will not consent to such an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will you consent to an amend- 
ment making the provisions of the bill applicable only to steamers 
of over 150 tons burden? 

Mr. SMALL. We can not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I think it 
would be a t injustice upon many citizens of this country to 
pass such a bill as this. There is no doubt in the world that many 
of these little steamers that pornas would carry, as I say, 20 
or 50 passengers in a year—whose master, pilot, and mate are all 
one man—to subject them to the penalties and fines, and so forth, 
in this bill, would be an injustice. Ifit applied solely to . 
steamers nobody would object; but, for instance, we will take thi 
case: Any man living in a river district knows thecharacter of indi- 
vidual who generally acts as mate on board one of these steamers. 
His entire duty consists in managing a lot of negroes. He is not 
required to know anything about navigation, he has nothing to do 
with the ment of the craft, except in the event that the 
captain, all of the clerks, and the pilot are disabled. Yet this 
man, generally a man of the densest ignorance, whose only requi- 
site is that he possesses bulldog courage and great tenacity, is sub- 
ject to the operation of this measure. You to send him 


to the peniten: for three years and fine him : 

Mr. SMALL. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
“Sit, WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
*. n > . Speaker, a iamen 

inquiry. Iwas ized only for the purpose of de 


this 
measure. Would it be proper at this time to offer an wean Bean 
to the bill? 
The SPEAKER. Notwhen the gentleman was yielded to solely 
for the purpose of debate. The gentleman from North Carolina 
. SMALL | controls the floor. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think if the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. WHEELER} will give me a little attention he will not desire 
make either one of the amendments that he has proposed. 
Now, in the first place, if this was a proposition to consign 
every man who violates this law to imprisonment for three years 
or to be fined $500, there would be great force in the argument of 
the gentleman from 3 [Mr. WHEELER]. But the provi- 
sion of the bill commits the whole question of the penalty 2 the 
judgment of the court. An offender is not to be imprisoned 
ger than three years. There is no minimum time. The ju 
might sentence him to twenty-four hours’ imprisonment, and the 
same is true of the fine. 
Shall be fined not more than $500. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman represents a 
river district, does he not? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not know the character of individuals who gener- 
ally act as mates? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will come to that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman think it to 
be best to brand a man of that kind as a felon and send him to the 
penitentiary for eyen two hours for making a misstatement con- 
nected with his avocation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will cheerfully give my views to the 
Honse. The next point made by the gentleman is that there are 
certain small craft in the rivers, conspicuously in the rivers that 
I represent in part, and which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WHEELER] more fully represents, where the master, the 
mate, the pilot, and the engineer, perhaps, are all in one person. 
They carry, perhaps, only a few passengers during the year. 
They do carry their crew, whatever that may be, small or large; 
but the difficulty is this, if one of those men can procure a license, 
then he is liable to make his appearance on one of the great 
— of the 55 Keri eri ss ; 

Pp 0 ntucky. t tleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. a ra 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I beg leave to differ with the 
gentleman on that. The character of license, the amount of 
steam, the number of 8 that are pro to be 
and all that, are regulated in the license i to the man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all true enough, but the difficul 
lies in the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER 
does not, I imagine, a iate the purpose of this bill. 
io came 2 = auo of the 3 N the Tre 

partment, these masters, mates, pilots, and engineers 

file written statements of the 5 that they have had, 
stating that they had been employed under the pe i of some 
of the great navigation companies, g of the ships on which 
they had been employed, stating the length of time they have 
served in the various branches; and when the matter has been 
investigated, it has been found repeatedly that many of these men 
have never had any license for any such purpose, have never served 
in any such capacity; and then when the Department 
begin to look around they discover that there is no law to give 
pes 51 whatever except to revoke the license of the person so 

of fraud. 


not a little thing for a pilot to make a written statement 
that he knows how to steer a steamship across the Atlantic Ocean 
or a steamboat down the Ohio River, and then, when he has 
wrecked her upon a rock or run her into a bank on a dark night, 
that it shall be determined that the representation upon which he 
secured his license was absolutely false. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will not the gentleman 
With me in this statement, that there is no pilot on the Ohio River 
who ever runs a craft a greater distance than 100 or 150 miles 
where the craft does not exceed 150 tons burden? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is quite likely, but does the gentle- 
man propose to do anything to endanger human life a refusal 
to compe a statement from the applicant which shall be under 
oath? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am for the bill. I want the 
measure to a law, if the gentleman will pardon me, but I 
want to see it amended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What possible objection is there, then, to 
treating a man’s statement as perjury if he makes misstatements 
under oath? 

Mr. WHEELER of 33 If the gentleman will pardon 
e nts 3 dis at he knows that there are 

umerable craft that carry practically no passengers pl u 
and down the river, and he is going to leave it in the . che 
court to inflict the maximum penalty in cases of that kind. I 
know 2 ee e 2 fore the sig oe courts 
enough to know ey gen y im pretty heavy penal- 
ties, and here is a proposition which will allow the ee hy ofa 
maximum penalty on men who stand in about the same position 
to the great lines of common carriers that the hack drivers do in 
oe. I want to exempt them and let the bill reach the big 

ellows. 

xe ee to Lela 3 ing = exempt them. I think 
when Congress comes islate for the purpose of protecting 
passengers upon an ocean steamship, or upon a palatial steamship 
on the Ohio River, that Congress is just as much bound to legis- 
late to protect the humblest member of the crew on a little vessel 
as to 1 anybody else. 

And I can see no reason why the applicant, in the case of a 
small vessel, should not give his statement under oath, the samo 
as anybody else. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER] to meet this tion: Why require a license, why 
require an inspection, why require an examination at all if it has 
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not been the policy of the law to treat all the engines and boilers 


and hulls upon an equality of right? It is not necessary for the 
navigator of one of these small vessels to state in his application 
that he is capable of steering his boat h the intricacies of 
the Mississippi River or the Missouri River, but it is necessary 
for him to tell the truth, and that is all we ask in this bill. 

We donot add anything to his burden. We do not say the men 
upon these little crafts must do something which they never had 
to do before. They have always had to make this application. 
We simply say to them,“ When you make your application you 
must tell the truth, and if you do not tell the truth you be 

unished for it.” Now, so far as the penalty is concerned, I cer- 
y think that to sentence a man to prison for three years for 
perjury may or may not bea 8 I do not know that be- 
cause a man swears to a lie about a little steamship he is guilty of 
= less moral turpitude than though it was a magnificent ocean 
ner. 

I think it is all the same. The whole thing is left to the discre- 
tion of the court. He may fine; he may imprison. I would be 
entirely willing to consent, as an individual member of this com- 
mittee, to one modification or amendment, inserting the word 
“or” where the word and“ occurs in the penalty clause. That 
would give to the judge of the court the power to inflict a mere 
nominal fine, if, in his ju ent, the defendant had only nom- 
inally pth a unintentionally violated the law. 

Mr. of Kentucky, I think that would be a good 
amendment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would be entirely willing to do that. In 
other respects I think the bill ought to be passed as it is. Iwill say 
that this bill excludes nobody from the service who is competent 
to g into the service, and all that it demands is that those who 
shall obtain licenses of this character shall tell the truth, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Is the gentleman a member of 
the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Was there anything like a de- 
mand from the river interests of the United States for a measure 
of this sort? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, There was a strong representation from 
the Masters, Pilots, and Engineers’ Association, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina, representing a different section of the coun- 
try, presents also a gory Cae Sens from there. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin, too, has knowledge of the matter. 

Mr, MINOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for just a mo- 

ment 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Certainly. 
Mr. MINOR. I will say to the gentleman from 3 that 
the president of the Marine Engineers’ Association of the United 
States prepared this bill by direction of the executive officers of 
that organization, and came before the committee representing 
the members of the organization in behalf of this bill. I want to 
say to him that it is indorsed by the licensed masters of this coun- 
try, and I believe, Mr. S er, thatif the gentleman would make 
inquiry in his own district, upon the rivers to which he refers, he 
would find that the very men that he seeks to protect are in favor 
of — bill, because I believe they are members of these organi- 
zations. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I do not want to take up any 
more time of the gentleman. 

Mr. MINOR. d I do not want to inject a speech in his [Mr. 
GROSVENOR’s] time. 

Mr, GROS OR. I yield the gentleman time. 

Mr. MINOR, I want to say to the gentleman that I myself hold 
a license as master of steam vessels, with many years’ experience. 
Iam also an honorary member of the Marine Engineers’ Association 
of the United States; and I want to say that these two organiza- 
tions come here and unanimously demand the elevation of that 
service by preventing fraud in procuring licenses. Listen for a 
moment to what the Supervising Inspector-General, James A. 
Dumont, says: 


I have the honor to re thereon that the object of the bill is to provide 


a legal means of preven’ fraud in obtaining licenses by persons applying 
— .. 72 — —:. ce other: 
wine, the conditions ori y tated 0 on the face of such licenses. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky, if he represents 
river men in his State that have been guilty of changing the face 
of the licenses there by raising them, authorizing them to navi- 
gate or operate machinery for larger ships, t it is just as 
much a crime and just as much an offense as if if were on the 
Atlantic Ocean or Lake Michi A lie well told and well sworn 
to on board a craft of 50 or 100 tons is just as serious and just as 
offensive as one sworn to on a craft that carries a thousand tons. 

I know something about these river craft that he speaks about. 
A man possesses a little craft and is the engineer, master, and pilot 
himself. Every Sunday, unless it is an exception down in the 
gentleman’s moral district, they are probably run on excursions 
up and down the river by men who have no business to have this 


license; and if they are run by men who have interlined this 
license and c the o conditions, 83 to be 
punished as the provides; and I think that with the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, to substitute the word 
„or“ for the Word and, the bill oneni to pass. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? 

The SP. . The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

x Mr. GROSVENOR, I yield to the gentleman to ask a ques- 
on. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the Pilots’ Association had adopted this bill? 

Mr. MINOR. The Pilots’ Association, so far as I know, yes; 
and, so far as my personal knowledge goes, all these marine asso- 
3 nave adopted it for the purpose of rooting out these fraud- 

ent parties. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to the fact that the second section of the bill 
is legislation against the crime of forgery. Now, I assume that 
the gentleman will admit that because the vessel is a small one 
it is no less a crime to commit for to obtain a license to oper- 
ate that vessel than it would be if it were a large vessel. Now, 
surely the gentleman will not attempt to iate the crime of for- 


gery use the pilot is to way from one small 
vessel to perhaps one of le er leg 7 
Mr. WHEE R of Kentucky. No; I think that provision ought 


to stand. 
_Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the penalty on the other branch is 
simply the penalty of perjury. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I hope I may have some time on 
this question. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there not law enough now to punish a man 
who 9 or interlines his license? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should have thought so if the Attorney- 
General of the United States had not said to the contrary. 

Mr. BERRY. Iobservethe statement of the Attorney-General; 
but does not the gentleman from Ohio, as a lawyer, believe that if 
a man takes a license issued by the United States and interlines 
itin order to give himself a higher grade of license than was 

y granted him, he is guilty of Set inh 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam willing thatthe gentleman shall put 
his opinion as a lawyer hereagainst that of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. BERRY. I am asking the gentleman the question. He is 
a distinguished lawyer, one of the best in Ohio. I supposed he 
could give me that information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should have thought that a license is a 
public record, and that an alteration of it would beforgery. But 
it having been decided, apparently by very a authority, that 
there is no law to punish such an offense, certainly the legislative 
department ought to meet the case by making the law explicit, as 
we had supposed it to be before this decision was made. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not know, but I think there are some gen- 
tlemen in this House who are just as good lawyers as many gen- 
tlemen who have acted as Attorney-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At any rate, it having gone forth to the 
business interests of the country that there is no law to punish 
that sort of a change of record, I should not hesitate to make the 
law specific ty the passage of an act of Congress. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, in some cases which have come be- 
fore the courts it has been found that thelocal steamboat inspect- 
ors have never been invested with authority to administer oaths 
except in cases of investigation. 

Mr. BERRY. I take it that when a man 
license under the laws of the United States he is subjected toa 
very rigid and 8 ee ms wh mp er such “be 
man, any more than a person applying for any other tion, 
held 1 ee in the future? Ought not the Government of the 
United States to satisfy itself by proper examination that the 
person is suitable for the position? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Kentucky will allow 
me to say that the statement here in question is a representation 
as to the person’s experience, where he has been employed, what 
he has been doing, etc. That statement the law ought to require 
to be verified by oath. 

Mr. BERRY. - A man applying for a position as engineer is 
asked certain-questions, such as, Supposing the boiler space so 
much and there is so much space at the valve and the steam is 
brought to bear upon the engine, how much will be the pressure 
per square inch? Questions of that difficult and intricate nature 


ee ee: 

. GROSVENOR. Why, we have had this 9 for 
1 do not know how many years, and the only difficulty now is 
that there is no penalty for a false statement. A man is now 
ae ag ER law to make that statement. 

5 EELER of Kentucky. Is it not the law to-day—has it 
not reside s been the law—that where a man makes a false state- 
ment in 


resents himself for 


is application for increased grade as pilot, master, or 
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engineer, the board may not only refuse the application for an in- 
crease of grade, but may cancel the license he already holds? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the only remedy. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman want any- 
thing severer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir; I want something a good deal 
more severe. If a pilot makes a false statement that he is familiar 
with the Ohio River and afterwards, in consequence of his unfa- 
miliarity, steers his boat upon the head of the falls and a number 
of passengers are drowned, I want him sent to the penitentiary 
for having falsely stated that he had had experience upon those 
waters. 

Mr. PAYNE. Allow me to state that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Berry] helped to frame the original law some two or 
three years ago requiring these statements to be made. 

Mr. BERRY. I recollect that the bill was considered by our 
committee, but I never agreed to the proposition that a man should 
be put under oath upon every matter as to which the Government 
may examine him, 

he gentleman from Ohio says that an incompetent pilot may 
run his boat upon the falls. Now, one of the very questions they 
would ask a man under such circumstances would be, What di- 
rection would you take at that particular point; what lights 
would you follow? and so forth; and unless those questions were 
answered satisfactorily he would not get his license. 

Mr. PAYNE. The law already requires this statement to be 
made. This bill simply proposes to add the provision that it shall 
be made in the form of an oath and subject to the penalties of 
perjury. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio will 
understand that granting a man a license does not guarantee him 
employment at all. 

r. GROSVENOR, Of course not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. As a matter of fact, all those 
employed as the working force of a vessel are generally known to 
theinspectors. As I have said, the mere fact that a man is licensed 
by the inspector does not insure his getting employment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why should he be lice: at all? Why 


not let everyone in? 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am coming to that point. 
I would license him, simply use the Government, in its ef- 
forts to protect human life, has sought to obtain the highest skill 
ible in the management of a boat; but when the Government 
as exhausted its efforts to procure the skill, then the energy of 
the individual citizen comes in, and the owner of the craft exer- 
cises his right of selection from the vast number of pilots, mas- 
ters, and engineers whom it is possible to employ, and the rev- 
ocation of the license by the Government inspector and the 
deprivation of the opportunities to make a living, it occurs to 
me, is a sufficient punishment to any man for misrepresentation 
of the facts, cially these little fellows. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman and I differ about these 
little fellows,” I believe perjury to be perjury. I believe forgery 


to be forgery. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I do not propose to defend per- 


jury. 

Me. GROSVENOR. The defense that was once made in another 
case, as to the size of the offspring, I think has great force here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am willing to differ with the 
gentleman even there, because I think that perjury upon the part 
of the gentleman from Ohio or myself would be a graver and more 
heinous offense than perjury on the part of a very ignorant man, 
unacquainted with the ordinary rules of legal procednre, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay that, too; and I think if either one of 
us committed perjury, we ought to be sent to the penitentiary for 
three years and ned $500. I can imagine a man who might 
commit perjury whom, if I were the judge on the bench, I would 
fine a dollar and tell him not to do it again. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. All the Federal judges are not 
so charitable as the gentleman from Ohio. z 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idonotknow. Ithink the Federal judges 
are very good judges on that very question. Not very long ago 
in the case of a young man who had committed a depredation 
upon the Post-Office Department, who was shown to have been of 
previous good character and to belong to a good family, who had 
never done 8 of the kind before, it was a great satisfaction 
to me that a Federal judge gave him a mere nominal punishment, 
and I think saved him from the ultimate category of the criminal. 

Mr. BERRY. Would the gentleman object to this bill lying 
over for a day or two until I can confer with gentlemen who live 
along the Ohio River? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We will never get to it again, probably. 
if that is done. We had better pass it now. Now, Mr. $ er, I 


ield re the time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

MALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of information to the 
House and for the purpose of answering an inquiry, I will state 


that section 4445 of the Revised Statutes, which this bill seeks to 
amend, reads as follows: 


Every master, chief mate, engineer, and pilot who receives a license shall, 
before entering upon his duties, make oath before one of the inspectors 
herein provided for, to be recorded with the certificate, that he will faith- 
fully and honestly, according to his best skilland judgment, without conceal- 
ment or reservation, perform all the duties required of him by law. 


That is the extent of the section which is sought to be amended, 
and the oath which has been administered by inspectors to appli- 
cants for license has been simply a matter of regulation of the 
board of inspectors, and not a requirement of law, and this sec- 
tion seeks to make this provision mandatory, to recognize it by 
law. I take it that that information will answer several objec- 
tions which have been made to this bill. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Mrxor] if he desires to be heard further. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I have anything 
further tosay. It seems to me that this matter is too plain to 
need any further argument. The gentleman from Kentucky 
ps WHEELER] pro to except from the provisions of this 

ill craft of 150 tons burden. I want to say to the gentleman that 
there are millions and millions of dollars invested in tug property 
on the Great Lakes, and on board those tugs are thousands of 
employees, and if the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky should prevail every tug would be exempt from the pro- 
vision of this act, and the captains of those boats would have the 
glorious privilege of going before the inspectors and telling a lie 
and swearing to it and be beyond the reach of punishment, while 
if I was engaged in sailing a steamer carrying passengers 1 must 
tell the truth or go to State prison. It seems to me that that is 
clearly a malicious distinction and a piece of class legislation that 
I can not indorse. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], the chairman of 
this great Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, pra 
to accept an amendment inserting the word ‘‘or” in place of the 
word “and,” and that in all conscience ought to satisfy the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] or any other gentleman 
in this House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, does this bill come with a unani- 
mous report from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries? 

Mr. MINOR. It comes with a unanimous report, after having 
been fully discussed. The president of the United States Marine 
Engineers’ Association presented their side of the case. I meta 
number of the engineers afterwards and they presented it to me, 
and every one of them asked me to urge the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. There was no division in the committee? 

Mr. MINOR. Not at all; and no division anywhere, except 
down in 55 Ra some Congressional district. 

Mr. LLOYD. 5 er 
1 Mr. SEE I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

LOYD. 

Mr. LLOYD. I only want to ask a question. Perhaps the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina may be able to answer it. What is 
the penalty now for perjury, or what would be the penalty for 
perjury under this section? 

Mr. SMALL, I can not answer that definitely. 

Mr. LLOYD. As I understand this bill, it provides in one por- 
tion of it that if an individual subscribes to a false oath he shall 
be punished as for perjury as provided by the statute. It does not 
say what that punishment is, and I was only asking asa matter of 
information to know what was the penalty for perjury to which 
the individual would be liable under this section. 

Mr. BERRY. years’ imprisonment and $500 fine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the maximum. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to be reco; 
for a few moments to reply to something that has been sai 
Mr. SMALL. IL yield to the gentleman three minutes. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to be recognized 
in my ownright. I desire to offer an amendment at the conclu- 

sion of my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The Fanaa from North Carolina [Mr. 
SMALL] controls the floor for an hour. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Lask the gentleman if he will 
yield to me for the purpose of offering an amendment at the 
expiration of what I have to say. 

r. SMALL. Is it the amendment referred to by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. ŒROSVENOR]? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. One is the amendment referred 
to by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SMALL. I yield for the 
man to offer that amendment, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if there had been any demand on the part of 
the engineers and masters in behalf of this bill, and I asked that 
question for the purpose of eliciting the reply which the gentle- 
man made, 


ized 


purpose of allowing the gentle- 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. 1 only for the of al- 
lowing the gentleman from Kentucky to offer an amendment. 
Mr. I yielded three minutes to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. With the right to offer his amendment? 

Mr. SMALL. With the right to offer his amendment af the 
close of his remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ican not say what I desire to 
say in three minutes. 

. SMALL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I sw five or ten minutes. 
Mr, SMALL, I yield five minutes to the bacon with the 
ht to offer an amendment at the close of his remarks. 
£ ER of Kentucky. The House will understand that 
these pilot associations are more or less close corporations. The 
high-grade pilots have organized themselves into a kind of asso- 
ciation, which I do not object to. Their efforts, like the effort of 
all other organized bodies, is to draw the lines as closely as possi- 
ble. So it is with the masters, so it is with the engineers. You 
will find kindred 1 among the railroad people of this 
country, and while I am not hostile to these organizations, while 
I, in fact, commend the purpose of them, at thesame time I think 
it would be unwise for Congress to pass a bill that will strike down 
the honest endeavors of the little fellows who are trying honestly 
to support themselves. 

Now, I do not propose on sis myself to be placed in the atti- 
tude of attempting to defend perjury or a wi violation of law. 
But I do insist that I have the right to protest against the creation 
of an eee e eee e 
elements of a criminal act. The Jaw is amply sufficient now. 
You can revoke the license of these men who make false state- 
ments about their experience. And gentlemen take an erroneous 
view in saying that the Government watches as jealously the 
management and navigation of a little craft, having absolutely 
nobody aboard of it, perhaps, except one man, who is perhaps mas- 
ter, pilot, and engineer, and one roustabont, as it watches the 
management of the great Atlantic steamers or the floating palaces 
on the Mississippi and the Ohio River. 

I have indicated that all objection would be withdrawn, so far 
as I was concerned, if the provisions of this bill were made to a 
ply to steamers of 150 tons burden and upwards. [am ectly 
Pilin that those steamers that carry passengers should be re- 
airat to comfoces 60 tie rovisions of this bill. 

Now, the tleman from Wisconsin, whose acquaintance I 
have not, to speak of the morality of my district as so 
great or something so to the le of Kentucky that I 
want this provision of the bill stricken out as to them! The 
morals of my district are not better or different from those of 
Wisconsin or any other district in the country, but of one thing 
I am assured—the people of the First district of Kentucky are 
too intelligent to select a man to represent them on the floor of 
Congress who can not debate a simple measure like this without 

to drag politics into it. 

As FTG 
FFF e gentleman from Ohio 
pur, GROSVENOR] indicated that he is willing to substitute 


e disjunctive for the tive conjunction and let him fine or 
imprison; andif the will yield for me to offer an amend- 
ment p: 


gs) eee y only to 
steamers of 150 tons burden, or even 100 tons burden, I believe all 
objection would be withdrawn; but if the measure is pressed as it 
is, Mr. Speaker, I must insist that in ag humble opinion the 
members of the House will impose a pen for the violation of 
this provision thatis far in excess of the offense. Iam satisfied 
the rank and file of the river le of the United States 
would oppose this measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. hat distinction is made now between 
the small vessel and the large vessel? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. No distinction is made so far 
as the vessel is concerned. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, all that we ask for is only that the 
man who applies for a license on the small vessel shall tell the 
truth, just exactly the same as the one on the large vessel. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I concede that to be true. But 
I desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio that those who are 
licensed to run these small craft never are men that hope to man- 
age larger craft. And while the Government uses its diligence 
in trying to ect the skill of the masters, pilots, and engineers, 
in overy si case, they ought not to apply the same tests in the 
management of these small vessels that they do in the manage- 
ment of these t steamers and ocean liners. 

Tho SP The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kent . Now, Idesire to offer an amend- 
ment, in line 8, 2, by stri out the word and“ and in- 
the “or” in place thereof, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 line 8, after the word dollars,“ strike out the word and.“ and 
in thereof the word “or.” 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to offer a few remark 
with reference to the contention upon the part of the tleman 
from Kentucky that the punishment for forgery, as provided for in 
this bill, is excessive, punishment provided is that a man 
shall be fined not exceeding $500, and that he should be imprisoned 
at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years. The Revised 
Statutes, section 5415, providing pun t for forging United 
States securities, says that he be fined not more than $5,000 or 
be imprisoned not more than fifteen years.” By section 5417 of 
the Revised Statutes f of certificate of entry shall be pun- 
ished “ by a fine of not more than $10,000 and by imprisonment at 
cas labor 8 than three years.“ : 

y section orging ‘‘a deed, power of attorney, order, cer- 
tificate, or receipt, or other writing for the purpose of obtaining 
money or to defraud the United States,” ete., is to be punished by 
imprisonment at hard labor for a period of not less than one year, 
or shall beimprisoned not more than five and fined not more 
than $1,000.” In this bill, the object of which is to provide greater 
security for human life, the punishment for the crime of forgery 
is less than is provided by any section of the Revised Statutes to 
which I have referred. 

The other objections to the bill I think have been fully answered, 
Mr. 3 and I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

ay — ri vane te 3 attention, if the gentleman 
will permi pe or ury. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMALL. Ido. 

Mr. LLOYD. It is to that part of it which states that an indi- 
vidual who violates his oath becomes guilty of the crime of perjury. 

Here is the law with reference to that: 


SEC. 5392. Every person who, having taken an oath before a com 
nal, officer, or peresa in any case in which a law of the United States author- 
izes an oath to be administered, that he will testify, declare. depose, or certify 
truly, or that any written testimony, declaration, deposition, or certificate 
by him subscri is true, willfully and contrary to such cath states or sub- 
scribes any material matter which he does not believe to be true, is guilty of 
perjury, and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000, and by im- 
ears ers 4 at hard labor, not more than five years; and shall, moreover, 

ereafter be incapable of giving testimony in any court of the United States 
until such time as the judgment against him is reversed. 


That provision, as will be observed, makes the penalty for per- 

j much stronger than that for forgery. = 

. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHEELER] desires to draw a distinction in this mat- 
ter between smaller vesselsand larger ones. The difficulty about 
that is that there would be constant controversy as to what class 
of vessel a man’s license was taken out for—whether for a larger 
or a smaller vessel. There would be continual disturbance in the 
ins s department as to the size of vessel for which a man 
had been licensed. 

Now, while I have listened with great interest to the argument 
of the di i gentleman from Kentucky, I must say that I 
can see no distinction between a false statement made in order to 
become the master of a 100-ton vessel and a false statement made 
in order to become the master of a 200-ton vessel. This bill is one 
of the steps which the Supervising Inspector, General Dumont, 
has asked for in order that this system may be brought still fur- 
ther toward ection than it has already reached. 


tent tribu- 


e previous question on the Dill and pend 


amendment, 
he e question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky was ted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I move to recommittee the bill 
with instructions to report it back with provisions making it ap- 
ply only to vessels of 150 tons burden and over. And on that 
question I demand the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 15, noes 69. 

Mr. R of Kentucky. I make the point that there is 
no quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iam under the impression that upon the 
count announced by the Speaker the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There were 15 voting in the affirmative and 
69 in the negative, making a total of 84, of which the necessary 
one-fifth would be 17. 

The point of order is made that no quorum has voted. The 
Chair can not entertain that point of order. It is not a proper 

int. 

8 — WHEELER of Kentucky. My point was not that no 
uorum had voted, I made the point that there was no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not entirely clear upon the mat- 
ter, but will count the House to ascertain whether a quorum is 
present. [After acount.] One hundred and eighty-six members 
are present—a quorum. The yeas and nays are retus The 
ctions. 


question is on the motion to recommit with 
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The bill as amended was then for debate, and I suggest to the 


On motion of Mr. 826807882 motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES WEATHER BUREAU. 


The call of committees was proceeded with. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH (when the Committee on Agriculture was 
called). Mr. S. I desire to call up House bill 3988, to organ- 
ize and improve the United States Weather Bureau. I find that 
by some mistake the bill has been referred to the House Calendar 
instead of to the Union Calendar. I would like to have that mis- 
take corrected. A - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the ground of his 


uest. 
er. WADSWORTH. The bill carries an increase of salary, 
although, in fact, it does not make an appropria! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will order the transfer of the bill 
to the N sino Calendar. : k 
Mr. WADSWORTH. The morning hour having expired, I 
move that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 


9 ccna the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
The SP The Chair will state that the morning hour 


has not expired; but an hour has expired since the call of commit- 
tees began. The tleman from New York moves that the House 
resolveitself into C ittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to proceed to the consideration of House bill No, 3988. 

e motion was to. 

The House acco: ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Moopy of 8 in the chair), and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3988) to organize and im- 
prove the United States Weather Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
which the beg will report. 


to have general debate. 

That can not be done now. 

MAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before consent is given to that, I think 
it would be better to have some general statement about the bill. 
The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], can give us a general idea of 
its provisions. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman wants general debate on 
it, I am perfectly willing to have it on both sides. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My idea was that only in general debate 
can we have that full explanation of the features of the bill which 
every bill should receive. I am not speaking for everybody; I am 
oos for myself. 

care UD. We ought not to close general debate on this bill 
at all. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the chairman of 
the committee reporting this bill [Mr. WADSWORTH} that I be- 
lieve it is one which ought to be considered under general debate. 
For es Bree I ress that view and trust that be done. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam perfectly willing that there should 
be general debate. 


BROWN. It is a very important measure, and I think 
there ought tobe a reasonable time given to debate before we come 
to the five-minute rule. I would suggest two hours. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to that, that the 
general debate be limited to two hours. I move that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Yorkamend 
= e to include the time for the termination of the general 
e 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I do. I ask that it be limited to two 


ours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] asks unanimous consent that the 8 of 
ae 7 5 be dispensed with and that general debate be limited to 

o hours. 

Mr. LOUD. I would ask the gentleman to segregate the two 
requests. I have no objection to the first request, but general 
debate on this bill shall never be closed if I can prevent it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. LI insist on my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH]? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I object. 


general gentleman that he proceed 
now in the usual form, and probably general debate can be closed 
inside of two hours, or later, if n I think it would not 
be well to undertake to close it now in advance. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Objection has been made by the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup] already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill. That was not objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Was- 
WORTH] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first read- 
ing of the bill. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, according to the report 
on this bill, which is ready for distribution, the bill aims to ac- 
complish three objects which are practically departures from 
existing law. The first is the e by law of the present 
rigid system of discipline and merit obtaining in the Weather 
Bureau. That, I take it, no man on the floor of this House will 
object to. In support of that, I have received a great many reso- 
lutions by maritime and business associations and others. 
It is a which comes more directly and more closely in 
touch with the business interests of this country than any other 
bureau of this Government. So I do not care to discuss ee 

I think that is a matter that we all 


ernment, and in such a way that at no time in the future can the 
. anything in any 
manner to that fund. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will b pe AERE yield for a question? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I with pleasure. 
8 BURN. There has been some effort here at securing 
civil-ser vice reform, I believe. I want to know if you have 


ad the merit 2 
. WADSWORTH, Absolutely. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will you tell us what it is? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We do not do away with the civil-service 
examination as now carried on. We sim) T change tha manner 
of nominating to appointment, that is all. I think the gentleman 
himself is very familiar with the present civil-service examination 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman, just at that point, - 
yield to me for a brief statement? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. 5 [Mr. GILLETT of Massachu- 
setts], the chairman of Committee on Civil Service Reform, 
has taken great interest in this bill and expected to be here during 
its discussion and to n mak in it; but he has been called to 
Massachusetts to attend the funeral of a near relative, and conse- 
quently if has been impossible for him to say 8 An 
attempt was made 1 its consideration, which attempt 
was unavailing. I brief statement simply to explain 
his absence at this time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question of the 
retirement fund, as I have said in the report, is a new departure; 
but I want to call to the attention of the House the fact that as 
poraa for in 15 1 — 5 done — = Panat of expense 
to the Government, without any possibility of any future expense 
to the Government. It has been said here that if we authorize 
this the clerks will come here and form what might perhaps be 
called a labor union, and urge Congress to increase their ies 
to the amount of the tage deducted in order to form this 
retirement fund. But I do not know of any other way to get rid 
of the superannuated employees, men who have passed the time 
of useful service to the Government, who, by age or from other 
cause, have become partially or wholly disabled. 

Mr. RIDGELY. ill the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. With pleasure. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the bill provide for a voluntary fund or 
a com fund? 

Mr. WORTH. A compulsory fund. 

Mr. RIDGELY. That the money shall be taken out of the 
salary of every Sa oe pid 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Out of the salary of every employee in 


the Weather Bureau. Now, as a matter of fact, the Government 
to-day is actually pensioning a large class of clerks; it is in this 
way: They have passed beyond the age of utility from one cause 
or another. Through a feeling of charity and kindness, and some- 
times through political influence, these old people are kept in 
office, and the result is that the Departments are continually ask- 
ing for an increase of force to do the work of these old clerks who 
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are still on the 
tically 5 to-day by the Government. 
Mr. 


ay rolls, Therefore, these old people are prac- 


IDGELY. How long does an employee have to pay into 
this fund before he is entitled to the benefits of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. At least ten years. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I simply ask that in order that it may go into 
the RECORD, 

Mr. BROMWELL. I should like to ask a question about this. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. A doubt which suggests itself to my mind 
is as to whether these figures will permit the payment of this pen- 
sion to the earlier withdrawals. I can imagine that the fund 
5 accumulate until the provisions of the bill may 
be ed out. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have the figures here, and I am going 
to produce them. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Have these figures been prepared by an 
expert 8 other person competent to give them? 

WADSWORTH. They have been furnished by the Weather 
Bureau, based on the number of employees, the age of the em- 
ployees, and the salaries pea: 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is one element that comes in there; 
that is, the ten years. Then there is a provision in this bill for re- 
tirement on account of incapacity. Doa not that specifically 
include those? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. In further answer to the gentle- 
man from Ohio Ihave a statement here from the Weather Bureau 
showing the facts. It fixes the number of employees affected by 
the law at 654. The amount that will be paid annually to the re- 
tirement fund, at 3 per cent, under the present organization and 
appropriation, will be $18,000. Now, vou take for the twelve years 
as an example, and the amount paid into the retirement fund will 
be $216,000. The amount credited to the fund in twelve years by 
death of retired employees, discharges, resignations, and other 
lapses, estimated in accordance with the record of past years, will 
amount to $14,000. That will make the total amount of revenues 
for twelve years $230,000. 

Now, as to the expenses for twelve years from July 1, 1900, the 
date on which the retirements begin: During the first year 4 em- 

loyees will retire, and the amount required to pay them until 

une 80, 1912, will be $19,656; during the second year 1 employee 
will retire, and the amount required to pay him to June 30, 1912, 
will be $1,606; during the third year 2 employees will retire, and 
the amount required to pay them will be, to June 30, 1912, $13,800: 
during the fourth year 2 employees will retire, and the amount 
8 to pay them to June 30, 1912, will be $16,859; during the 
fifth year 4 employees will retire, and the amount required to pay 
them will be 523,788 during the sixth year 2 will retire, and 
the amount required to pay them will $14,369; during the 
seventh year 6 employees will retire, and the amount uired 
to pay them will be $18,193; during the eighth year 8 will re- 
tire, and the amount required ta pey them will be $10,568; dur- 
ing the ninth year 5 employees retire, and the amount re- 
quired to pay them will be $11,826; during the tenth year 7 em- 
ployees will retire, and the amount required to pay them will be 
$15,751; during the eleventh year 3 3 Will retire, and the 


amount required wd ed them will be $4,894, and during the twelfth 
rr h employees retire, and the amount required to pay them 
wi $635. 


So the expenses against the fund on account of deaths of em- 
loyees not retired, retirements on account of disability, and inci- 
dental expenses for twelve years from July 1, 1900, will be $15,750, 
leaving a total nse of $167,665, leaving a credit balance on 
hand on June 80, 1912, of $62,335. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now may I ask the gentleman one further 
uestion? It may be in the bill, but I do not recollect seeing it. 
s there a provision in this bill by which a m who resigns 

voluntarily inside of the limit of being entitled to this pension 

may recover a big percentage of the amount that he has paid into 

this fund, or is the entire amount that he has paidin forfeited? I 
e there is a provision of that kind in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Thereis no provision of that kind in the 


bill. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the question asked by the 
gentleman from Ohio is the very inquiry I was going to make of 
the gentleman from New York. I would like to go a little fur- 
ther in my inquiry upon that point, so that he could answer both. 
ee I desire to ask him is, as I understand the provisions of the 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me answer the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The section covering the provision where 
spore voluntarily leave the service is found on page 13 of the 


Provided, That in all cases where employees shall voluntarily leave the 
Government service or be removed therefro 


m for cause they forfeit to 
Ee tourene mt fund the amount of salary withheld under the provisions of 
ac 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, what I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man was, if there ought not to be a distinction between an em- 
loyee where he goes out of the service voluntarily and where he 
is discharged from the Weather Bureau. For instance, you take 
it that an employeeis there, and perhaps he is quite efficient. He 
has been in the service possibly ten or fifteen years, and then, on 
account of his qualifications and his efficiency, he is promoted, not 
in that Bureau, but beyond that Bureau. Now, during all these 
ten or fifteen . — 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the gentleman this retire- 
ment fund ony affects employees of the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know it does. Now, during all these 
ten or fifteen years of this efficient employee's service in the 
Bureau there has been accumulated out of his salary so much, 
which would be to his credit if he were to die. Ican see that it 
would be right if he was discharged for cause that it should be 
forfeited; but suppose on account of his efficiency, by reason of 
his qualifications and his merit, he is promo to somethin: 
better, not in this Bureau, but in some other bureau, why 1 
he have that amount deducted from his salary during this ten or 
fifteen years? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ican only say that he leaves voluntarily; 
he was not forced to leave, and he was not forced into the service. 

Mr. CANNON. He has had the benefit of being insured. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Am I not right in sng that when an 
employee leaves the service e or by discharge for cause 
he forfeits that which has been reserved from his salary? 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is partially 
right and partially wrong.. This bill does not undertake to put 
anybody upon this retirement list unless he is at the time of Nis 
retirement an employee of the Weather Bureau. That far the 
gentlemanis right. But if the man serves in the Weather Bureau 
and shall voluntarily leave or be transferred to some other depart- 
ment or goes out of the service altogether, and shall afterwards 
reenter the Bureau, then the time he had served during his first 
employment and the time of his service during the second em- 
ployment are added together in order to get at the time of his 
employment; and if he shall reach the age of 60 prior to haying 
served through the years fixed by the bill, then he shall draw at 
the rate of one-thirtieth for each year he had served. Suppose he 
serves fifteen years, he draws fifteen-thirtieths; and if the amount 
is $900, he would draw one-half of $900 and get $450. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, let me ask my friend a question 
there, Suppose that this employee is transferred because of his 
meritorious service, and he is invited to hold a higher position in 
some bureau or department and does not return to the Weather 
Bureau at any time? Now, it seems to me that portion of the 
bill should be amended so as to remedy that defect. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We thought we could not un- 
dertake—that, in fact, we had no jurisdiction as a committee—to 
report legislation relating to any other pert of the public service 
than the Department of Agriculture. If a man voluntary retires 
from the Weather Bureau, so that he is no longer in its employ- 
men, then, of course, this classification can not apply to him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ofcourse not; but, as I understand, im- 
mediately upon his divorcing himself from the Bureau by a trans- 
fer to some other bureau or department he forfeits whatever sum 
may have been accumulated for his benefit under this bill. In 
other words, it is assumed that he will not return to the Bureau, 
and whatever he may have contributed to this general fund, what- 
ever may have accumulated there which wo d have gone to his 
benefit, is forfeited, and in the event of his death he receives no 
benefit from it. 

Now, it seems to me that if he is an entirely meritorious officer, 
if he may have left the Bureau by reason of promotion to some 
higher e of service, he ought not to lose the amount accumu- 
lated to his credit while he was an efficient employee of the Bureau. 
If some propaan could be made by which at least a portion of 
this fund should accrue to his benefit, it seems to me the measure 
would come nearer meeting the merits of the case. I am inclined, 
however, to defer very largely to the views of the members of the 
Agricultural Committee, who have investigated and studied this 
bill more than I have, though I have paid some little attention 


to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Whenever a man is transferred 
to any other department, of course the transfer is voluntary; it 
is made upon his own request. I know no instance of any trans- 
fer except in that way. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If any man itp iret Bake os his place, 
he should not blame Congress if he loses the benefit of this pro- 


vision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But does not this put an embargo upon 
a man’s undertaking to get a better place? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi ssippi. No; not at all. If aman re- 


ceiving from the Weather Bureau $900 sees an opportunity to ob- 
tain $1,200 in the War Department, for instance, the transfer is 
made at his own request; in other words, he prefers to give up the 


1900. 
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salary of $900, with the chances of retirement under a bill of this 
kind, and to accept the salary of $1,200 in another branch of the 
service. If he voluntarily makes that choice he ought not to re- 
ceive the benefit of this provision as a Weather Bureau employee 
and at the same time receive the benefit of the advanced salary 
‘which he gains by the transfer to another department. It is a 
matter of choice with him whether he will take one or the other; 
he ought not to have the benefit of both. 

Mr. TALBERT. I see by the report of the committee that this 
bill aims to 3 three objects which are departures from 
the esting law. The second of these objects is thus stated in the 
report: 

The gmg of authority to the employees of the Bureau to create, ex- 
clusively from their own moneys, a fund for the retirement of disabled and 

cials, this to be accomplished without one dollar of expense to the 
ederal Government, and in such a way that at no time in the future can 
the Federal Government be called on to contribute in any manner to the fund. 

That all sounds very well and may be very proper; but is it not, 
in fact, an entering wedge to the establishment of a civil pension 
system—a system ee a man after a certain term of em- 
ployment in the civil service of the Government? Is not this an 
os wedge in that direction? Will it not lead ultimately to 
that end? 

There is another question I would like to ask. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me answer one question at a time. 
I do not think the bill will have any such tendency as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] apprehends. o sys- 
tem of retirement of employees upon a pension provided by them- 
selves has been ado; by the Pennsylvania Railroad; it has 
been adopted in the Regular Army, where the soldier contributes 
monthly a sniall S 1 0 of his pay for the maintenance of the 
Soldiers’ Home. is is practically a life insurance association 
carried on by the contributions of the Bureau employees. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam utterly opposed to anything like a sys- 
tem of civil-service pensions. Hence I ask, Would it not be pos- 
sible for the employees of the Weather Bureau to establish this 
kind’ beneficial association for themselves, without any au- 
thority of law? Is it not a fact that in other departments of the 
Government there has been organized a kind of life insurance 
association among the employees similar to this, but without any 
authority of law? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not believe that in the Weather 
Bureau an entirely voluntary system, without any legal authority, 
would be effective. 

Mr. TALBERT. One effect of this measure, it seems to me, 
will be that these employees, after making these contributions to 
this insurance fund, will be clamoring for an increase of to 
make up to them the amount which they thus contribute. us 
this will practically amount to a system of civil-service pensions. 

I think that if we undertake to carry out the object stated in 
the report as the second object of the measure the bill will operate 
as nothing more nor less than an entering wedge for establishing 
under this Government a pynten to which I am absolutely op- 
posed, Iam opposed to anything that smacks of civil-service pen- 
sions. 

770 RERE WORTH. SoamI; but I do not think this “smacks” 
of it at all. 

Mr. TALBERT. I wish to call the attention of the House par- 
ticularly to the point Ihave stated, I hope that any provisions 
of the bill 5 to carry out what is stated in the 
Shy tg as the second object of the bill will be entirely eliminated. 

. BROMWELL. I would like to say a word in answer to the 
3 from South Carolina. I do not think there is any such 
anger as he suggests unless we ourselves create that danger here- 
after. In the city of Cincinnati we have a civil-service list, as it 
were, for the police department; also for the fire department, and 
recently for the school-teachers. Those systems have been in 
operation with us for a number of years, but no such difficulty 
as the gentleman from South Carolina anticipates hasarisen. No 
one entertains the objection that the fund raised by these differ- 
ent employees may grow to be a claim against the city or the 
State. That fund is made up entirely by voluntary assessment, 
just as is provided under this bill with reference to these Weather 
Bureau employees. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is there not already in several of the ee 
ments an arrangement which practically meets the same object 
that this bill undertakes to 5 
- Mr. BROMWELL. I am not able to hear the gentleman’s in- 
terruption. I only desire to say that I believe there is no danger 
in this pension scheme provided it be properly worked out so as 
to accomplish what we want to accomplish—that these pensions 
may be paid as they become due from this fund raised by the con- 
tributions of the ee gegen 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
WORTH] who is in charge of this bill one question. There is a pro- 
vision here for the payment of 75 per cent of the amount paid in 
by those who die. I want to ask the gentleman what justice is 
there in discriminating between those who die in the service or 
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those who withdraw voluntarily from the service—say, for in- 

stance, a lady clerk who withdraws to be married or a gentleman 

clerk to be transferred to one of the other departments—and a per- 

an 8 charges is expelled? He has paid so much money into 
is fund. 

Now, you may say that he is insured; and yet so it is with the 
man who dies. He is upon the same footing, so far as the amount 
of money that he has paid in is concerned, and it seems to me it 
is a matter of justice that some provision should be made for the 
payment of 75 per cent, or whatever it may be, of the amount 
paid in by those who voluntarily withdraw from the service, 
as well as those who die in the service before the retirement Ei 
I should like to have the gentleman please explain why the dis- 
tinction is made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the first place no man can partake of 
this retirement fund unless he has paid into the fund for ten 
years. Now, if he voluntarily leaves it, I do not see why he does 
not sever his whole connection with the fund. Noone compels 
him to doit. He does it with his eyes open and as a matter of 
judgment. He also enters this employment voluntarily. Now, 
most people who die do so involuntarily. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, suppose an extreme case. 
3 a man serves over there nine years and three hundred 
and sixty-four days, and the powers that be bounce him 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For cause? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They may call it for cause; but in 
nine cases out of ten it is not, if you get to the bottom of it. But 
suppose they bounce him; then what becomes of the money that 
he has paid into the fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That goes into the general fund. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He never gets any of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not if he is dismissed for cause. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, under this whole civil-service 
business, from top to bottom of it now, as I understand, any offi- 
cer of the Government can bounce any one of those employees 
and kay it is for cause, and the man has no redress. Is not that 
true 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That has nothing to do with this bill. I 
am not going to discuss general civil-service rules with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, and I do not want to discuss 
civil-service rules. I will take occasion to do that some other 
time. Now, another question: Have the mathematicians of this 
committee ciphered on this proposition to see whether this per 
cent that they subtract from the salaries of these people and pay 
into this fund will produce enough revenue to pay these pensions? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They have, and I gave the figures to the 
House only a few minutes ago. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have ciphered that out satisfac- 
torily, have you? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; I want to say that I have not “ci- 
phered” it out myself, but the figures have been produced from 
the Weather Bureau, based on the number of employees, the sal- 
aries paid, the amount which it will yield, and the estimated 
number of retirements. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, one question more. Iam seek- 
ing information. Is or is not the provision in this bill to pension 
these men a part of the general proposition that is pending herein 
some shape or other—I do not know exactly what condition it has 
gotinto—to establish a general sion roll by reason of old age or 
other infirmities for all of the civil employees of the Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ithink there is such a bill pending before 
the Civil-Service Committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know there is a bill pending, and I 
do not know how far along it has got; but I am asking you, Is the 
provision in this bill a part of that general scheme or not? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; it is not. It is entirely separate and 
only affects the Weather Bureau. That Bureau is a part of the 
Agricultural Department, but it is almost a department by itself. 

ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman does not doubt 
that the system, if it applies here, will eventually apply to all em» 
ployees of the Government. 

r. WADSWORTH. T hope it will eventually, but Iam anx- 
ious to consider this bill entirely by itself. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But if it is a good thing, why 
can not these employees establish it without the sanction of law? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not believe that can be done, I do 
not believe you can get a unanimous judgment upon it amonga 
the employees. Besides that, you have got to give them a char- 
ter, just as a State charters a fire insurance company or a life 
insurance company. Those things are regulated by laws. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the Government, then, is 
going into this business. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; and a State government does 
not go into the fire insurance business when it gives a charter to 
a fire insurance company. 3 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the Government, in this law, 
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undertakes to regulate the terms upon which this money shall be 
paid in and out 

Mr. WADSWORTH. So does a State law which gives a charter 
to a fire insurance company. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the real purpose seems to be 
to pension persons who have been in the service a long time and 
who can not now be gotten rid of, 

3 agra o ger ge nti tua * 

i „the go rpetuation 
the rigid system of discipline and merit; the second, which relates 
to what, for the purpose of my question, I will call the pension- 
ing of the employees; and third, the apportionment of the labor. 
Now, I can not get hold of the framework of this bill as readily 
as I can ask tho gentleman the question, Is this bill drafted so 
that all that portion which relates to this civil-pension of it 
= be 5 the 752 competent for the other 
p e speaks o. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Les; it is so constituted; but I want to 
azr bug the committee never drafted it with any such idea. 


e, itis proposed to segregate 3 cent of their salaries, as I 
any bade oh caret sai ? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. How would you manage it to pay the salaries 
that you will have to pay for the next twenty-five years out of 3 
per cent of their salaries? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have answered that question once, in 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, by giving the figures for the 
first twelve years. At the end of twelve years, the computation 
shows, we will have a surplus of $62,325 to the credit of fund. 

Mr. MANN. Now, that I would like to have explained. It 
must be a new system of arithmetic, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the House will bear with me, 1 will 
read the statement again, though I have already read it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It seems to me that there is an error made 
on 12, in ph 2, which probably occurred in attempt- 
ing to amend the bill from its original form. As it is, it does not 
make very good sense, 

Employees who have been employed as above named fora period of twenty 


GROSVENOR. They reported it, however, for the action | years. 


of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, They did, and they will abide by that 
action cheerfully. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Would not the employees of this Bureau have 
the authority to establish this fund themselves without the special 
authori iven them by this act? 

Mr. SWO RTI. It would only be by ee action, 
and you know how difficult it would be to secure such action 
among 600 employees scattered all over the country. 

Mr. GRIGGS. The gentleman is aware, of course, of the 
association of railway mail clerks, is he not, the chief feature of 
which is an insurance against accidents? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Could not these employees in this Department 


establish an nization of that character and for that se? gen 
Mr. TALBERT, They have it in other Departmenteds ill say 
to 2 8 


ADSWORTH. Is not the railway mail clerks’ organiza- 
tion chartered under the power of some State law? 
JJJ77ͤé ò ù?tſã7o foe tan peepee oe ko 
ply a volun! association of c. or the in- 
suring A Selia inst accident. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All these volun associations have to 
have charters. Now, the question is asked, Why should the law be 
specially made with reference to these clerks in this Burean—— 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is the entering wedge for establishing the 
system in all the Departments. 

Mr. WADSWOR Why should not Congress give them the 
authori They are employees of the Government, and the au- 
thority for their employment comes from Congress. 

Mr. GRIGGS. y should the Government go out of the 
banking business and now at once go into the insurance ? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will not attempt to answer that ques- 


tion. 

Mr. THROPP. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from lvania [Mr. THROPP]? 


Pennsy 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do. 

Mr. THROPP. Do J understand the gentleman frankly to ad- 

mit that this fs the first step or the entering w toward estab- 
lishing a civil 5 system under this Government? 

Mr. WADSWOR No; 1 do not admit that; I deny that 


hatically. 
5 GRIGGS. Did not the 8 gay he thought it would 
eventually prevail in all the Departments, and that he favored 
that system 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Under these same rules and regulations, 
without one cent of cost to the United States Government. 

Mr. MANN. cas ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the purport of this bill, it pro- 
vides for practically the retirement of all employees at the end of 


thirty rep 
Mr. WADSWORTH, No; atthe age of 65 years. 
Mr. MANN. At the age of 65 years; but if not 65, then after 


thirty service. 
Mr. WADSWORTH, They may be retired at that time, but 


after 65 it is compulsory. 
Mr. MANN. As the ea of thirty yours they nay be retired on 
75 per cent of their average salary for the last five years of their 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Les. 
Mr. MANN. Which, of course, is a practical inducement to 


retire and to provide for the retirement fund to pay all these peo- 


Now, that is one condition, and then: 

And those who have been employed thirty yours and who are disabled 
from the performance of their duties may be retired. 

Now, ought not that to be just the reverse? Employees who 
have been employed as above named for a period of thirty years” 
and“ those who have been employed twenty years and who are 
disabled,” etc. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; “those who are disabled” applies to 
both classes 


Mr. BROMWELL. Tell me, if you please, why there should be 
two periods of employees; those who have been employed 1 25 
years and those who have been employed thirty“ years. y 
not at once say this 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This says: 


Employees who have been employed as above named for agoa of 
twenty and those who have n employed thirty years o àro 
may be retired, and when so 


1 
disabled from the performance of their duties 
retired shall be paid an annuity equal to 40 per cent and 50 per cent re- 
spectively. 
There are two distinct classes. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Therearetwoclasses, then, as to retirement? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Les. One gets 40 per cent and the other 


gets 50 per cent. 
tleman another question? 


Mr. GRIGGS. May Task the 

Mr. WADSWOR inly. 

. GRIGGS, Inotice you say: That beginning on the Ist day 
0 Ad 

Mr. Wapsw ORTH. What page? 

Mr. GRIGGS. On page 11. That beginning on the Ist day 
of July, 1900, there be withheld each month from the salaries 
of the employees of the Weather Bureau,” and so forth, 3 per 
cent, or so much as the retirement board hereinafter described 
shall determine to be necessary for the purposes herein specified,” 
Now, that is an involuntary contribution upon the part of those 
employs, is it not? 

. WADSWORTH. Yes; in a way. 

Mr. GRIGGS. This law requires that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This law would require that. 

‘jon GRIGGS, 8 e pag det ees hea fund for 
years, su a employee is 

Mr. WADSW ORTH. If he is for cause, he loses any 

nity that he may have under this 

5 Then you have reduced his salary by just so 
mu 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If he is discharged for cause; but mind 
the distinction we make—— 

Mr.GRIGGS. But prior to the during that ten years, 
you have reduced his salary in order t you may apply an 
amount to pay the insurance, or indemnity rather, to some other 
* who may come in at the end of that time in his place. 

. WADSWORTH. That is true; but in the meantime he has 
been insured; and if his conduct had been faithful, he would not 
have forfeited his rights and equities in the retirement fund; and 
vou must also bear in mind that he goes into this service volun- 
tarily. He can read this law before he goes in. 

Mr. GRIGGS. The gentleman understands so long asthe party 
who is insured lives it is not worth much to him. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is true. 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is another paragraph, paragraph 5, 
on page 13, which provides: 

That any empl who has contributed as herein vided to the Weather 
Bureau retirement fund hereby authorized, who 1 die before retirement, 
shall ere eae to the person previously designated by him, but to no other 
person, e 

Does that mean during ten years if the man be retired? What 
happens to him if he should pass ten years and still be in the sery- 
ice and then die? 
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Fine WADSWORTH. He gets the benefit of the retirement 


Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Having read with considerable interest the state- 
ment that the gentleman from New York presented to the House, 
I find that it is estimated that at the end of twelve years after the 
law has gone into operation 43 will have been retired out of 654 


var! a 
r. WADSWORTH. That is on account of age only. 

Mr. MANN. Well, how soon will the rest of them be retired 
when there are only 43 retired ont of 654 in twelve years? Is it safe 
to assume, as the chai assumed, that few people will live long 
enough to beretired? But if there are to be as many as 300 in eight 

ears, how is the 3 per cent sone to furnish a 8 amount 
b meet the charges against the fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is simply a conjecture; you can not 
figure it out exactly. In figuring insurance you can not figure 
absolutely accurately. There are always certain chances. 

Mr. N. But no insurance company has ever figured such 
a small percentage as 43 out of 654 in twelve years. You estimate 
that three-fourths of the people will still be in the employ of the 
Government for twenty years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman must remember that 
under this bill no man is admitted to the service who is older than 
35 years. 

Mr. MANN. According to the bill as Iread it, the maximum age 
for observers, clerks, and stenographers in making appointments 
is 30 years; for artisans, watchmen, and mechanics, 35 years; for 
messengers, 25 years. Of these classes 8 75 per cent would 
live long enough to take advantage of the retirement fund. As I 
understand, at the end of twenty years anybody can be retired — 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, the retiring board can retire 
them u pond pear cla e 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not unless for disability. The question 
of retirement after thirty years of service rests entirely with the 
retiring board unless the employee has reached the age of 65. 
Then it is compulsory. 

Mr. MANN. That is to say, upon application they are entitled 
to retirement, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not unless in the judgment of the retir- 
ing i serie they are entitled to retirement on account of old age or 


Mr. MANN. The bill provides, as I understand, that after 
twenty years they shall receive 40 per cent, and after thirty years 
60 aer cent, of their regular salaries—— 

. WADSWORTH. Only those who are disabled for the per- 
formance of their duty. Icall attention particularly to that point. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes, I pre- 
sume, the fact that no man when dismissed from the service will 
admit that there was just ground for his dismissal. A further 
suggestion which occurs to me is this: As to the right to retire- 
ment, what expense will the Government be subjected to in de- 
5 A questions connected therewith? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Those questions are 8 of by the 
retirement board, consisting of the Chief of the Weather Bureau 


with two assistants from the Bureau named by the Secretary of La 


nit, Fes 3 
r. ROBINSON of Indiana, In other words, these employees 
of the Government devote to this business time that should be de- 
voted to the service of the Government, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Gares] for a question. 

Mr. GAINES. In this report one of the purposes of the bill is 
thus stated: 


5 Government be called on to contribute in any manner to the 


Now, have not these employees the right, without any bill of 

is kind, to get up a mutual benefit association, making con- 
tributions out of their own salaries? If that is so, what is the ob- 
ject of this part of the bill? 

Mr. W. WORTH. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. GAINES. I did not catch the tleman’s answer. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think that such a system with- 
out authority of law would be practically effective. Ido not be- 
lieve that the more than 600 employees of this Bureau scattered over 
different pares of the country could effectively carry on such an 
organization without some authority of law. 

Mr. GAINES. Is there any other provision in this bill with 


reference 5 
Mr. W WORTH. I do not quite understand the gentle- 
man’s question. 


Mr. GAINES. Is there any other provision in this bill—any- 
thing along the same line—in the way of pensions? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There are five or six sections of the bill 
treating this subject under different aspects, and making pro- 
vision for this retirement fund. I do not know that I yet get the 
meaning of the gentleman’s inquiry. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman has already answered my first 
question. Iam now asking, Is there any other provision in the 
bill of similar nature—pertaining 
Bureau? 

Mr. CANNON, Pensions by whom? 
to in the paragra seraph of tas rook slatinn Cao KOA Object of tha 

in the of the repo g the second object o 
bill, which I at first. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ishould be glad to have the gentleman 


state his question san: 
Mr. GAINES. e gentleman has answered my first question. 


I read from page 1, paragraph 2, of the report the committee’s 
statement of the object of the bill: 

The ting of authority to the empl of the Bureau to create exclu- 
sively their own moneys a fund for the retirement of disabled and aged 
officials, etc. 

Which I read at first. Now, the gentleman has said that that 
plan is not feasible, If so, I presume he will strike the provision 
from the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Strike what from the bill? 

Mr. GAINES. As the gentleman has said that such a provision 
would not be feasible, I presume he does not desire to retain it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I said that it would not be feasible to 
undertake to maintain as of this kind by the mere voluntary 
action of the different employees of the Bureau without any au- 
thority of law. a 

Mr. GAINES. Are you then going to compel them to do this? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. Compel a man to contribute out of his salary to 
this pension fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; he himself receives the benefit. It 
is, as I have said, a sort of insurance fund. 

Mr. THROPP. Can not these employees, apart from any Goy- 
ernment assistance, organize an association by means of which 
they can take care of themselves as efficiently as by the method 


here pro 2 
. WADSWORTH. I have already said that I do not believe 
such a system is practicable. By mere volun action it would 
be very hard to so numerous a body of employees into 
tion u any Iine of action. 
. THROPP. In other words, this bill proposes to make them 
do what they would not do themselves? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. There has not been a single 
protest from any one employee of the Bureau against this measure. 
On the contrary, I understand, upon the best authority, that the 
employees of the Bureau all desire the adoption of such a measure. 
I have received many letters from employees all over the United 
States urging the of the bill, and not one single protest 
from any 1 of the Bureau against it. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield tothe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


CEY]. 
Mr. Lachx. As I understand my friend, he figures that of 
these 634 Spoo 43 would retire in twelve years. Those are 
the fi which have been stated, asI understandit. Now, it 
would take, on that basis, one hundred and eighty years to retire 
the whole 634, wouldit not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; not necessarily. 

Mr. LACEY. You divide them he into sections of 43 for every 
twelve years, and then you multiply it by a sufficient number 
of twelve · year terms to of these men, and that takes 
one hundred and eighty years. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is that algebra or arithmetic? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. That is arithmetic. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is not a fair statement of the case. 
You can not tell how many would retire every year, and under 
the operation of the bill it is proposed to get in younger clerks 
all the time. 

Mr. LACEY. Then the basis of 43 to every twelve years is too 
low. Then, as I understand, it would take 86 in twenty-four 
years, and then, multiplying it again, 172 in the next twenty-four 


years, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why does the gentleman multiply thus? 

Mr. PAME Y. ener y has divided 3 sections of twelve 
years, whi a 0 men every twelve years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; we have Sk done that. We 
have only shown what we have estimated will be the workings of 
it for the first twelve 5 

Mr. LACEY. That is where the trouble comes in with all these 
mutual insurance companies. They get along first rate for twelve 


to pensions for employees of this 
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years and then the trouble begins, Then the next twelve years in- 
stead of there being forty-three there would probably be very 
man 


y more. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But you have the same number of em- 
ployees all the time paying this 3 per cent. 

Mr. LACEY. But this is a matter of arithmetic. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is not absolutely a matter of arith- 
metic, You can not make it so, 

Mr. LACEY. As soon as we get this thing started, what assur- 
ance have we that they will not come in here and ask us to raise 
their salaries this 3 per cent? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If Congress has not the coura 
that demand, then we must take the consequences and 
sible to our constituents for it. 

Mr. GAINES. As I understand, the gentleman's bill compels 
all employees of the Weather Bureau to contribute to this fund 
out of which these pensions are ultimately to he paid? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; but no man is 8 to be an 
employee of the Government. If a man . into that Bureau, he 
does it voluntarily and with a full knowledge of the law. 

Mr. SHAFRO I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY] standing by his seat has addressed 
the Chair several times. Does the gentleman from New York 
yield to him? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina . FINLEY]. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask this question: Section 19 of this 
bill provides for a retiring board, and also that all retirements 
both compulsory and voluntary, shall be made upon the report o 
said board, and so forth. Then there is a further provision that 
in no case shall a retirement be made unless the current revenues 
of the retirement fund be sufficient to bear the additional expense, 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman this question: What will be 
the practical effect of that last e In other words, will it 
not continue on the pay rolls of the Government all employees of 
this Bureau whether they are rendered 1 age, disease, 
or other cause? In other words, will they not retain their places 
on the pay rolls of the Government until the fund arising from 
this source is sufficient to retire them? Is not that true? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We put that proviso in as an additional 
safeguard that the Government should not be responsible in any 
manner for the ae of this retirement fund. 

Mr. FINLEY. Butin view of the fact that these employees can 
not be retired, either voluntarily or compulsorily, under this bill, 
until the current revenues are sufficient to pension them, then 
will they not remain on the pay rolls of the Government whether 
they are able to render any service or not? 

. WADSWORTH. Les; that will be the practical effect of 
it until there are sufficient current revenues in the fund. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does it not have the effect of pensioning in this 
way employees of the Government in this service who can no longer 
at) service to the Government? Is not that the practical effect 
of it 
Mr. WADSWORTH, On the face of it that would appear to be 
the case, but it does not in effect. It simply would keep them in 
employment until the retirement fund reached the necessary 
amount. Then they would be retired. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is not this an innovation, and a very important 


one? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say further to the gentleman that 
this can only be a temporary block, because the fund will quickly 
reach an amount sufficient to allow of their retirement. 

Mr. FINLEY. But while this see f condition lasts it will 
have the effect to pension this class of employees. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why, no; not a bit of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from New 
York yield to me? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield tothe gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to interrupt the gen- 
tleman merely for a moment to answer the su on made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY]. This does not 
mean, nor could it mean, that anybody would be deprived of his 
retirement and his right to share in this retirement fund. It 
simply means this—I will read the language: 


That in no case shall a retirement be made unless the current revenues of 
tional expense. 


to resist 
respon- 


the retirement fund be sufficient to bear the addi 0 

Now, let us say there are seven men who are entitled to retire- 
ment, but the current revenues are sufficient only to bear the 
retirement in that year of five of those men. Then those five who 


are first entitled to their retirement take it, and the other two are 
merely delayed until the next year’s current fund comes in, when 
they will be the first to be retired during that 
meantime they pay nothing. They are still on 
employees, an 


ear, and in the 
e list of paid 
are not entitled to retirement for that current 


year, but are entitled to retirement as the first two men in the 
next current year, so that their retirement is merely delayed. 
Now, that was put here for this purpose: We thought, perha 


at some time in the future, notwi 1 the fact that this Bill 
says that under no circumstances shall the Government have any- 
thing to do with this, except to fix the regulations under which 
the collections and payments shall be made and to take the money 
on depositin the Treasury, that it might happen that some retire- 
ment might be made when there was not suffleient current revenue 
in the fund, 

And then he would go to his Senator and all his Congressmen, 
and they would go to work and make appeals to Congress for the 
purpose of making a special fund for him. So that, in addition to 
the other, we put this clause in here so that he should not onl 
not become a burden upon the Government, but that he should 
not become a burden upon that retirement fund unless the current 
fund was sufficient for his retirement. 

Mr. GRIGGS. You contemplate retiring an employee when he 
reaches that age at which he is unfit for service? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; and then he is com- 
pulsorily retired by this act. 

Mr. GRIGGS. the employee reaches that period of incapac- 
ity, and there is not money enough in the fund, you carry him at 
the full Bhatt the Government for another year? 

Mr, WILL. S of Mississippi, Yes, you do; and the only dif- 
ference is this: That as now constituted we would be carrying 
two men upon the Government list for one year, but should we 
go on under the law and work as it stands now, we are carrying 
them on until they die; because just the minute that you dis- 
charge a man from Georgia, a man from South Carolina, a man 
from Texas, or a Vermonter, you do not stop it, for both the Sen- 
ators and nearly all the Representatives from that particular 
State will go hounding around the Executive Departments of the 
Government telling them they are relegating this poor, old, worn- 
out servant to obscurity and to poverty, and there will be no way 
of getting rid of the superannuated people or getting them retired 
until the act of God relieves the people of the United States of the 
burden of Pappan them. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN. I would like to have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has not ten 


minutes at his di 5 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much time have I? 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman has five minutes remaining, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of . i, I rose a moment ig to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I would like now to be recognized in my own 
right as a member of the committee. 

r. BROWN. Would not the gentleman add five minutes to 
the time given ey. the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GRIGGS. r. Chairman, as I understand it, both gentle- 
men are on the same side of the question, and there are those of 
ma wao ie opposed to their ideas on this bill who would like to 

eard. 

The CHAIRMAN. No arrangement has been made with refer- 
ence to the division of the time, 

Mr. GRIGGS. Those of us who are opposed to the bill would 
like to have a division of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would first recognize, in accord- 
ance with the usual practice, members of the committee. 

Mr. bbe paren MS of Aang 1. 5 ppi. a7 ee if I can be 
recognized in my own yie e. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. i , would it be in order to 
3 that the committee rise and let the House fix the time for 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH (to Mr. Griacs), Would not that be sat- 


isfactory? 5 

Mr. GRIGGS. That would be satisfactory to me. The com- 
mittee seems to be unanimous about it. 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir; the committee was not unanimous, I 


am a member of the committee and voted againstit. [Applause.] 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. She eager? says he yields 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. I wish to yield five minutes 


of the time allotted to me to the gentleman from Ohio pr: 
Brown]; and after that I would with the suggestion of the 
chairman of the committee, that the committee rise and let the 
House fix the time for the debate. I would like to yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio at the present, 

The C MAN. Letthe Chair understand. The gentleman 
from New York yields the remainder of his time, which is now 
three minutes, to the gentleman from Ohio, and the gentleman 
from Mississippi yields five minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield all but a minute of my time. 

PP ck 5 Will not the gentleman make it ten minutes 

together 2 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
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Ohio that there is nobody yet in possession of any time, except the 
gentleman from New York, who has the floor and has two min- 
utes remaining. The Chair would, however, at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York, recognize the gen- 
tleman from 1 and he might make such disposition of 
the time as he sees best. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And I will yield sufficient time 
to make the total time of the gentleman from Ohio ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
I submit that inasmuch as the committee seems to be all on one 
side of this question, it would be a mistake to give each member 
of that committee his hour. As I understand the rule, as stated 
by the Chair, it is that after the committee has used an hour some 
pontang in opposition to the measure would be recognized for 
an hour. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is what I propose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think there would be any trouble 
about it. I think we can agree about general debate, 1 think 
you can do so in the committee by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the committee 
was not unanimous. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] for helping me in my effort to 
get ten minutes of the time of this committee. 

I think, sir, that when the members of this committee give care- 
ful attention to the 16 pages of this bill, they will find that it con- 
tains a goon many things which are of interest to every member 
of the House, not only with respect to this icular measure, 
but with respect to other legislation that probably come be- 
fore the House at the present session. 

I have given a hasty examination to the bill since the House 
went into Committee of the Whole. I find that the gentlemen of 
the committee reporting this bill have carefully and perhaps 
wisely refrained from the use of the word “pension.” They have 
pre ared a sugar-coated pill, if I may use that term with respect 

e work of these gentlemen, and they call this allowance an 
‘‘annuity,” sppearing to desire to avoid the use of the word ‘‘pen- 
sion.” But I submit that whatever word be used here, itis in fact 
the granting of a pension for civil service. 

Now, it is provided by this bill that an employee of this Bureau 
who has served for ten years and who is disabled for the per- 
formance of his duty may beretired and paid an ( annuity” equal 
to 30 per cent of his average annual pay during the last flve years 

revious to his retirement; that an employee of the Bureau who 
served twenty years, if so disabled, may be retired and paid 
an ‘‘annuity ” of 40 per cent of his average annual olny for five 
years, and 50 per cent if he has served thirty years. It further 
provides that an employes who has reached the age of 60 years 
and been employed for thirty years, withoutreference to whether 
he is unable to perform his duties, may be retired and paid 60 per 
cent of his average annual salary for five years past; and that an 
employee who has reached the age of 65 years and who has been 
employed thirty years shall be compulsorily retired and paid 75 
pa cent of the average annual pay received by him during the 
t five years previous to his retirement. These ‘‘ annuities” are 
to be paid out of a fund to be raised by assessing all the employees 
of the Bureau 8 percent of their salaries, the amount so collected 
to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States and credited 
to what is called the ‘‘Weather Bureau retirement fund.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to inquire into the calculations 
by which the committee seems to t it has arrived at a safe 
conclusion that the 3 per cent withheld from the salaries will pro- 
duce the amount necessary to pay these annuities, I am not par- 
ticular about that point now. W hat I desire to say is that I think 
we may as well face the question, we may as well now look 
squarely in the face of the fact, that this is a porone which 
is to be the beginning of what we are in the habit of speaking of 
as a civil pension roll; and I think no member of this committee 
can vote to report this bill favorably to the House without having 
made up his mind that it is time for the Government to adopt this 
policy of granting civil pensions, 


I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am 1 5 Pi see to such 
a system. I am not more opposed to it in this bi n I would 
be elsewhere. I am op toit all along the line. I under- 


stand, Mr. Chairman, that there is now in the Committee on 
Civil Service Reform in this House a bill introduced by the chair- 
man of this committee in the last Congress, providing for a gen- 
eral system or plan of giving 1 or “annuities,” as the gen- 
tleman on the Agricultural Committee would say, to those Who, 
at certain ages or certain stages in their career, are retired from 
office in the civil service of the Government. I do not wish at 
this time to enter into a general discussion on this pension pro 

osition. I simply want to say to members of this House that I do 
not see how they can favor such a proposition as is presented in 
this case in reference to the employees of the Weather Bureau 
without having made up their minds that the plan is a good one 


for the general civil service of the Government. 


I reserve to some future time, when I may be fortunate enough 
to obtain the floor, an expression of my opinion at length on 


that question, or at least at ter length than now. But there 
is one other feature of this bill to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee. Aside from all the other features of this 
bill which are objectionable to me, there is here a proposition—I 
ask the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the House and 
on this—to establish in this particular case a tenure of office for 
life, or substantially that, and this, Mr. Chairman, is another 
thing to which, speaking simply for myself, I am utterly opposed. 

Gentlemen who will examine section 10 of this bill will find 
that when an employee has served for one year satisfactorily in 
this Bureau, he shall not after that be removed at any time except 
for causes mentioned in that section. In other words, if he shall 
have served one year satisfactorily—if his term of probation for 
one year shall be completed to the satisfaction of his superiors— 
then, Mr, Chairman, he shall hold his office in the service of this 
Weather Bureau for life unless he shall be retired under this 
sweet-coated ‘‘ annuity ” provision. 

Now, is the House of Representatives or, more accurately speak- 
ing right now, is this Committee of the Whole prepared to report 
to the House that we have reached a piece of legislation which is 
wise and by which we are to establish the system of indefinite 
tenure in office and old-age pensions? Why is it not provided 
here that after a man shall have served one year satisfactorily he 
may not be removed, say, within four years, unless for some 
of the causes specified? I am perfectly ready, Mr. Chairman, 
to give to these employees a specified term of office—make it two 
years, three years, or four. I would be satisfied to give them four 
years; but at the end of four years I would make them subject to 
removal Agi their superiors, leaving it so that they might be 
reappointed or removed to make way for new men, as the appoint- 
mg Reid might deem best for the good of the public service. 

that respect, again, gentlemen of the committee, we are 
brought face to face with a proposition which is 
directions in this country, that we ought to estab a life tenure 
in office. Idonot believeinit. I think the House does not be- 
lieve init, and it is because no particular attention has been called 
to this section that I here mention it as I do. Ican not argue this 
now. There isnot timetodoitin ten minutes. I merely want, as 
far as I am able to do so, to have every member of this committee 
see, first, that it is here proposed to inaugurate a civil-pension sys- 
tem for employees in the civil service of the Government, and, sec- 
ondly, that we are right here and now asked by this committee to 
put into this bill and establish as law the doctrine and theory of 
a life tenure in office. This is not right. It will still further 
strengthen and build up the present aristocracy of office holding. 
It is not in line with the principles on which our Government is 
supposed to be conduc It will injure the public service and 
create a decrepit class of civil ioners. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the committee rise for the 
p of limiting debate. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
3988) to reorganize and improve the United States Weather Bureau, 
and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 3988, and pending that motion, 
I move that the general debate upon the bill be concluded at 5 
o’clock this evening, the time to be equally divided between those 
op’ to the bill and those in favor of it. 

LOUD. Letmesuggest to the gentleman that he has already 
occupied one hour and forty minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, I think all sides have used a good deal 
of that time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Was- 
WORTH] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill just referred to, and pending that, he moves that general 
debate be closed at 5 o’clock this evening, and that the time until 
5 o'clock be equally divided between those opposing and those 
favoring the bill. j 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, I suggest that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. GRIGds] be allowed to control the time in opposi- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. That will give the opponents of this bill only forty 
minutes in which to discuss one of the greatest measures that has 
ever come before the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair state for the information of 


‘owing in all 


the House that the question of the division of time should be ar- 
ranged in Committee of the Whole and should not be coupled 
with this motion. 

Mr. LOUD, I hope the gentleman will be a little more fair 
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than to take an hour and forty minutes for his side of the ques- 


tion and allow the o ents only forty minutes. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I occupied nearly my whole time in 


answering questions. 
s WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Fully half of the time was 


Mr. 
taken 1 the answering of questions on both sides. 

Mr. DINSMORE, I should like to ask if it is contemplated to 
come to a vote this afternoon? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No. 

Mr. LOUD. Let it go back into Committee of the Whole and 
let us talk it out, because the whole civil-service list is back of this. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the House requires more time to de- 
bate it, I am willing that there should be more time. I do not 
want to cut off anyone who wishes to debate the bill. I agree 
with the gentleman from California that this is a most important 
measure. 

Mr. LOUD. dae not let the general debate go on? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Wecan not get the time. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to have a half hour myself. 

Mr. GRIGGS. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, I know of enough ee ea right around me here to take up 
more than an hour in this debate in opposition to the measure. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I say I am perfectly willing to yield 
more time if you want it. 

Mr. WILL of Mississippi. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man that he make his motion to allow three hours for general 
debate, and that he control the time in favor of the bill and the 
gentleman from so, ie Sos GriGGs]} control the time against it. 

Mr. GRIGGS. e it four hours, and I will not object to it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make that motion, that the general 
debate be closed in four hours, 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutany reference to the division of time, 
which must be arranged in Committee of the Whole; because if 
it were otherwise, it would deprive the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole of the right of recognition which he should have 
and placeit in the hands of theSpeaker. That matter must go un- 
eg my into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

e Union. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
four hours are devoted to general debate under this motion, will 
the time be so divided that we shall adjourn at 5 o’clockand go on 
to-morrow afternoon? 

The SPEAKER. It will be unfinished business when we are 
again in Committee of the Whole in the morning hour. 

ae Send ELL. Then we will adjourn at the usual time, 
5 o’cloc 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. They 
may run on 1 ata Se $ A = 

r. WHI . Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. ow 
will the time be divided between the two sides? 

The SPEAKER, That must be determined in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We will give half to each side. 

The SPEAKER. The House must not tie up the Committee of 
the Whole on that question. The motion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WapsworrH] is that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of House bill 8988, and pending that, he moves that gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole be limited to four hours, 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. S er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The 88 will state it. 

Mr. LOUD. Su is measure should not be disposed of 

When would it be the order of business again? 
PEAKER. When we are again in the Committee of the 
Whole in the morning hour. 

X Mr. LOUD. It may be to-morrow, and it may be a month 
ence, 

The SPEAKER. It may be to-morrow, and it may be some 
r LOUD. 1 hope th tl from New York 

i ope the gentleman from New Yor N 
Wabpswonrn!] will see the ee in which he puts the Abuse 
by debating the bill for an hour and forty minutes himself and 
then proposing a month from now to allow only half the time to 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Loup) there were—ayes 78, noes 49. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 3 members, not a sufficient 
number, rising in support of the demand therefor. 

The SPE R. e ayes have it, and the motion to limit de- 
bate prevails. The question now recurs on the motion to resolve 
the House into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that he was 
in doubt; and on a division there were—ayes 57, noes 64, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. Wanps- 
WORTH and Mr, Loup. 

TDS Haube again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, 
noes 73. 

So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was lost. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, that motion was to go into 
Committee of the Whole, or was it to limit debate? 

The SPEAKER. That was the motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole Honse to consider the bill. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. oes this bill continue as unfinished busi- 
ness? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will when the House is 
in Committee of the Whole and the House is pursuing the partic- 
ular order that it has been this morning. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
SHACKLEFORD, for five days, on account of important business. 

The motion to adjourn was then a to; and accordingly (at 
8 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting a detailed 
statement of expenditures of appropriations for contingent ex- 


penses of the 5 the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secreta 


of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation relating to additio: 


items in the appropriation for the 
Mili Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Quarte: -General of the Army 
recommending an increase of the number of post quartermaster 
de intel. the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill and resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
pe Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res, 
No. 11) to print 7,000 copies of so much of the civil report of 
Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke, military governor of the island of 
Cuba, made to the Adjutant-General of the United States Army, 
8 the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 126); which said concurrent resolution and report were re- 
Ske to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8718), for the preserva- 
tion of the frigate Constitution, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accom: eye ay o. 148); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3538) grantin 
an increase of pension to Charles Ross, r the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 128); which said bill 
and ag were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4652) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Perkins, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 129); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6575) for 
the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a PN toh (No. 130); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 5299) increasing the pension of Joseph 
McCune, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 181); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 854) to increase the pen- 
sion of John J. McCormick, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 132); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1979) to pension Sophro- 
nia Bailey, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 138); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars, 
the totally blind son of Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the 
U. S. S. Reliance, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 134); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2599) granting pension 
to Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Third Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, reported the same with amendment, accom ed by a 
report (No. 135); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 825) to increase the pension of F. H. 
Riggin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 136); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2526 
granting a pension to Margaret Bomke, reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 187); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5186) for the 
increase of pension of Zadok C. Perkins, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 138); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4090) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 139); which said bill 
and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6700) to increase the pen- 
sion of Maria Andrews, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report a o. 140); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 434) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Smith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
e (No. 141); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhich 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5390) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Maria E. Mailley, rted the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 142); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
: INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Pach following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. OTEY (by uest): A bill (H. R. 7569) providing for 
the changes of grades of streets, and so forth, in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7570) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Xenia, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7571) to prevent the failure of 
military justice, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7572) extending in the district 

of Alaska the paoe mining laws to lands reserved from sale in 

sections 1 and 10 of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, 

entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead laws and providing for 

right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7651) for a municipal hospital 
= ice mapa of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

um 


By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 7652) for the payment of claims of 
citizens of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7653) to provide for the 
construction of a lock in Bayou Lafourche, near the Mississippi 
River, in the State of Louisiana, in accordance with survey and 
estimates of United States engineers made in 1886—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 7654) for the erection of a 
statue of Commodore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7655) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain real estate for the construction of a hall of 
records—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7656) to provide for the im- 
88 of San Diego Harbor, California tò the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7657) makin 
priation for the Army and Navy General Hospital at Hot Springs, 
Ark., for the fiscal year ending June 1, 1901, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7658) to provide for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
ewark, Ohio—tothe Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
148) providing for the withdrawal of the military and naval forces 
of the United States from the island of Cuba, and leaving the 
F to the Cuban people to the Committee on 

sular 


8. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 144) recogniz- 
ing the patriotic devotion and benevolence of Helen Miller Gould— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 121) to pay F. W. 
Turpin, jr., due as clerk to the late Representative-elect 
Baird—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GAINES: A resolution of the legislature of Tennessee, 
relating to the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
mo following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of Lawrence 
H. Rousseau, of Somerset, Pulaski County, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) for the relief of George J. Hurt, of 
Craycraft, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) for relief of John Stills, of Breeding, 
Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) for relief of Melinda F. Montgomery, 
e Cane Valley, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of D. M. Payne, of Nabob, 
Monroe County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of John C. Wilder, of 
London, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief of John Holbrooks, of 
Connellsville, Perry County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

eget BULL: A bill (H. R. 7580) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel N. Haskins, of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of the 
estate of John Blair Smith, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of Lieut, 
Herman M. Lillie—to the Commiitee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7583) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John McFarland—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of Eli Con- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of Henry C. 
Barney, late Company A, Seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief of Wiley B. Slaten—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2 HALL: A bill (H. R. 7587) granting a ion to George 
W. Gates, of Nittany, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to 
Robert Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7589) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Francis G deceased, late of Claiborne 


an appro- 


County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) for the relief of the estate of Jesse M. 
Brent, deceased, late of Lincoln County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7591) to pay trustees of 
Mouth of Greenbrier Baptist Church, or their successors, for in- 


jury to their by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7592) granting a sion to Mrs, 
Pensions. 


Ni ping 575 Summers—to the Committee on Invali 
By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7593) to authorize the auditing 
yment of the claim of Charles Cowley—to the Committee 


on 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7594) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7595) eea og S ponsin to Isaac A, Chand- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 7596) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Eliza Wight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7597) to restore Mary 
Welch to the ion roll—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7598) for the relief of James 
L. Hutchin—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7599) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7600) ting an increase of 
pension to Charles Claussen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 7601) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Ehret—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 7602) to correct the mili- 
2 record of Palmer G. Percy to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7603) to correct the mili record of James 
A. Somerville—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7604) to increase the pension of Stephen H. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) granting a pension to John Denny—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7606) for the increase of pension of Mrs, 
Joseph L —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7607) ting a pension to William Pouder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 7608) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Murtilla Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7609) to remove the charge 
of dezertion against John G. Wolf—to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7610) ting a pension to Lilburn 
E. Taber—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 7611) for the relief of William H. 
Dress, of Shamokin, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of Randolph Hayman, of 
Turbotville, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7613) granting an in- 
aroan of pension to Philip Krohn—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7614) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ee a pension to Mabel Sliter 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7616) for the relief of He M. 
Smith, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7617) granting an increase of pension to 
pein Tolson, Clifton, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of John Compher, of 
Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 7620) ntin 
George W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid 

=) r. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension to 
William H. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7622) granting a pension to Peter M. Heaton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7628) to correct the military record of John 
Loney—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (ER. 7624) to increase the pen- 
sion of Pleasant H. McBride—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7625) for relief of Thomas Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7626) for relief of William Gilmore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7627) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine L. Nixon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 7628) to pension Rachael A. 
McKinney—to the Committee on Pensions, 


and 


a pension to 
ensions. 


Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7629) for the relief of T. M. D. Coln, 

of MeNairy ree Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7630) for the relief of the estate of Dr. J. M. 
Walker, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7631) for the relief of Frederick Webb, of 
Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7632) for the relief of M. Robison, admin- 
istřator T. E. Robison, deceased, late of Henderson County, 


Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7633) for the relief of James Anderson, Sa- 
vannah, Tenn., surviving partner of Anderson & Warfield—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Hayes, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7635) for the relief of B. J. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: a bill (H. R. 7636) for the relief of the heirs of 
Samuel T. Carrow, deceased, late of North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of E. W. Pelletier, of 
Carteret ey N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAF ROTH: A bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase 
g pension to William W. Basnett—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) for the relief of Hiram C. Walker- to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 7640) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Joseph E. Woods, and place his name on the 
8 Fy at the rate of $20 per month—to the Committee on 

itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Louis Schneider—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7642) for the re- 
lief of Riley Moutrey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) to increase the pension of Isaac L. 
Blaisdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R.7644) for the 
relief of Cely & Bro,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of H. F. Means—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7646) for the relief of Robert R. Jackson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7647) for the relief of Columbia Hospital and 
Dr. E, A. Boozer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of George 
Hill, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By. Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patent to the city of Elreno, Okla., for 
cemetery 5 the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7650) for the relief of William A. Lowe - to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers’ 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to 5 bill No. 6624, 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Bradley - to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of Stock Growers’ Associations of Colo- 
rado against State ownership of public lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition of employees of Colorado Springs, Colo., post- 
office, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351 to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOREING: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John Holbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of John C. 
Wilder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of D. M. 

Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Melinda 
F. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to 5 House bill for the relief of John 
Stilts to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of George J. 
Hurt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of L. H. 
Rousseau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of clerks of the post-office at 
Fort Scott, Kans., favoring the passage of House bill No, 4351, for 
the classification of t-office clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: papare to accompany House bill No, 3759, 
relating to the claim of D. Horner, of Olney, Ill.—to the Commit, 
tee on Stititary Affairs, 
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to accompany House bill No. 4198, for the relief of 


Also, pa 
Susan J. wer- to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7259, for the relief of 
William H. de Bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
and of the Cotton Exchange of Charleston, S. C., in opposition to 
House bill No, 5462 relating to the licensing and control of pilots 
under the United States Steamboat-Inspection Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, Young Men’s 
Business League, and the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 
S. C., to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolution of A. J. Walton oe, ees No. 
46, Bay City, Mich., Union Veterans Union, favoring the adoption 
of the Wadsworth bill, No. 3988, to reorganize and improve the 
Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Fred. Denny Lasbe and 158 citizens of Presque 
Isle County, Mich., and surfmen on Lake Huron, Michigan, rela- 
tive to increase of pay and length of service of life-saving crews on 
the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant ine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ESCH: Protests of F. M. White, H. C. Peters, T. F. 
Frawley, and other members of the bar of the counties of Price, 
Pearce, and Eau Clare, Wis., against the passage of House bill 
No. 4726, providing for establi ent of a northern division of 
the western district of United States court of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3777, for the relief of 
Bernard Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of clerks of the post-office at Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the 
classification of Office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Tennessee State Druggists’ Association, relat- 
ing to the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

pomy HALL: Petitions of business men of Johnsonburg and 
St. Marys, Pa., in favor of placing hides on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr, HAY: on 5 the claim of John R. Fugitt, 
of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of pilots of San Francisco, Cal., against 
the passage of House bill No. 5462—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of William O. Taylor and others 
of Patterson, N. Y., and vicinity, for legislation relating to dairy 
or food products and their transportation from one State into an- 
other State—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Lawrence, 
Mass., favoring the appointment of a commission to study and re- 
port upon the industrial and commercial conditions of Chi to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of the Abbey Effervescent Salt 
Company, of New York City, for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the Loudon- 
ville (Ohio) Democrat, 1 the tariff on printing paper to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Evidence to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Amelia Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the National Live Stock 
Exchange, of Indianapolis, Ind., against the passage of House bill 
No. 6, in relation to a tax upon the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. POLK: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Randolph Hayman, of Turbutville, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of James A. Osman and Weaver Brothes, drug- 
gists, of Shamokin, Pa., asking for the repeal of thestamp tax upon 

roprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, 1 of post-office clerks at Danville, Sunbury, Sha- 
mokin, Bloomsburg, and Milton, Pa., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Kimball Bros. & Co., of Enos- 
burg Falls, Vt., druggists, asking for the repeal of the stamp tax 
apon proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of Woman Suffrage Association of Vermont, for 
a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the dis- 


franchisement of citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of fourth-class postmasters in Bennington County, 
Vt., urging the passage of House bill No. 4931, for increase of 
ee etc.—to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 


By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of W. E. Beardsley and 
others, of Coventry, N. Y., for the passage of a bill relating to 
dairy food and products—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of marine engineers of 
Buffalo, N. Y., for a public building for a marine hospital for 
83 N. Y. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of the publisher of the 
Gatesville (Tex. ) Messenger, to repeal the tariff on printing paper 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Jerome Warden and others, of 
Russia, N. Y., and vicinity, to subject imported food products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of H. J. Brennan and a number of 
business men of Pennsylvania, asking for repeal of theact placing 
15 per cent duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of druggists of the city of 
Jackson, Mich., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon pro- 
prietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of the proposed national pe in 
northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis Board of Trade, for the 
improvement of Sonth Pass, on the Mi ippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of the Oregon Woman S 
Association, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution 
ae disfranchisement of women—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr, UNDERHILL: Petition of clerks in the New York Ci 
8 Port Chester, Westchester branch, Lonkers, an 

ount Vernon, N. V., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, 
for the reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of Isaac Williams and 76 other citi- 
zens of the State of Georgia, asking for the pauses of a bill to re- 
imburse depositors in the late Freedmen’s Savings Bank—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: Petition and affidavit to 
accompany House bill relating to the claim of Robert R. Jackson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 30, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MIL BURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was di with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal stands approved, 
without objection. 


BRUNSWICK, GA., HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, inresponse to 
a resolution of the 22d instant, a letter from Mr. Henry L. Marindin, 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, stating that his report 
on the survey of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., showing the 
amount of work done on that bar since the last report, its cost 
and its value to the Government, would be forwarded without 
unnecessary delay; which, with the e paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and or oi to be printed, 

REPORT OF THE CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1899; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, 8 that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting mission for the erec- 


tion of a monument in Washington, D. G., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 
The announced that the House had passed the 


message 
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following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- | 59 other citizens of 


currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 445 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Sta of the United States, relating to the licensing of 
Officers of steam vessels; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the support of the 

and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
, for the construction of a modern military hospital at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO presented sundry memorials of citizens and 
fruit growers of Manatee County, Hillsboro County, Polk County, 
De Soto County, and Orange County, all in the State of Florida, 
VVV 
oranges, as contemp. y the p: wi 
a Britain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ations. 

Mr. BATE. I present a resolution of the legislature of Tennes- 
see, in favor of the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
providing for the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the le. Asitis the action of the legislative y, I ask that 
the resolution be printed in the RECORD and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint resolution No. 102. Concurrent resolution of the senate and 
of tives of the State of Tennessee to the Senate and 

House i Rep: 


representa’ 
resentatives of the United States, asking for the election of a 

United States Senator by a direct vote of the people. 

Whereas experience has demonstrated that the interests of the people 
would be best served iby the election of United States Senators by the vote 
of the le of the v: States: Therefore be it 

Resol the house of representatives of the State of Tennessee (the senate 
concurring), That our representatives in Congress are hereby requested to 
use all h e means to secure the submission of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the crag weed 

of resolution, property attested, be sent 
of the United States. 
Spe woe J 8 BYRNE, 
aker he House o atives. 
SEID WAD. 


4 Apen f. 1800 Speaker of the Senate. 
A BENTON McMILLIN, Governor 


Mr. McLAURIN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S. C., and a memorial of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Charleston, S. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to agg for the appointment and control of pilots 
exclusively PS e United States Government; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Young Men’s League of 
Charleston, of the Merchants’ Exchange of Charleston, of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, all in the State of South 
Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the enlarging of geil shee of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

He also presented amemorialof the Cotton Exchange of Charles- 
ton, S. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
regulating pilots; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. CULLOM presented the 3 of Guy C. Larkin and 
three other citizens of Streator, III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class post-oflices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ; 

He also A. phage ey a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
— Ui of Elgin, III., praying for the enactment of legis- 

tion to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquors in the Hawaiian 
1 Which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

He also poes the petition of Frank M. Bishop and 14 other 
citizens of Quincy, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to amend the act imposing a stamp tax 8 og insurance policies; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Desha Levee Board of 
Arkansas City, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made to 
continue the work of the Mississippi River Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, TILLMAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to place the appointment, licensing, and control of 
all pilots under the United States Steamboat-Inspection Service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, } 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of James M. Newton and 


Virginia, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution rohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

EXTRA PAY FOR CUSTOMS NIGHT SERVICE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a paper suggesting an 
amendment to the act of June 26, 1884, so that compensation may 
be allowed to customs officers for services in the unloading of 
vessels between the setting and rising of the sun, under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the may prescribe; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 419) amending the act providing for the 
appointment of & Mississippi River Commission,” etc., approved 
June 28, 1879, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 921) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
FeV pill gg 68) granting a pension to H 

ill 8. gran a pension to Harry J. Hall. : 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on 8 to whom were 
referred the 1 bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Robert Black; and 

A bill (S. 1769) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frank. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were med indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1305) for the relief of Samuel A. Lundborg; and 

A bill (S. 2028) for the relief of Marie J. Blaisdell. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 667) granting a pension to B. H. Randall, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to David Hunter: and 

A bill (S. 677) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2742) restoring to the pension roll the 
name of Annie A. Gibson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. 


Kelly; 

A bin (S. 1419) to increase the pension of Annie B. Goodrich; 

A bill (S. 2650) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge; 

A bill 6. 1228) granting a pension to Thomas Jordan; 

A bill (S. 239) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Foster; and 

A bill E dh ea, 4 a pension to Patrick Lahee. 

Mr. from the ittee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van 
— reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SHO UP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wero 
roferred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia De 
in ee tin ion to J hine I. OM 

. granting a pension osephine ey. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Passions to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

Hee bill 0 S. 1919) granting a pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirk - 
an 

A bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Eli J. March. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 158) granting to the State of North 
Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school 
of forestry, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2630) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Merrick, Merrick & Cope, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr; CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 706) granting to the State of Montana 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the establishment and maintenance 


of an asylum for the blind, reported it without amendment, 
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INTRODUCTION OF DOMESTIC REINDEER INTO ALASKA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House 1 con- 
curring), That there be printed 1,000 copies, additional to usual number, 
of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “The introduction of domestic 
reindeer into the district of Alaska for 1599,"" of which 250 copies shall be for 
3 the Senate and 750 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atiy 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that 
the action of the Senate may be reconsidered in ađopting the res- 
olution providing for the printing of the report upon intro- 
duction of domestic reindeer into Alaska, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to a recon- 
sideration? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before 
the Senate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. As chairman of the Committee on 
Printing I move to amend the resolution by increasing the num- 
ber to 2,000 additional copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
moves to amend the resolution reported by the committee. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out one,“ in line 2 of the resolution, 
before the word “ thousand,” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 

That there be printed 2,000 copies, additional, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 of the resolution, strike out two 
hundred and ” and insert five hundred;” and inline 6 strike 
out seven hundred and fifty” and insert fifteen hundred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 
tatives con- 


reindeer into the district of Alaska for 1899,” of which 500 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

PRESENTATION OF CANNON TO NASHVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I report back from that committee, without amendment, the bill 
(S. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, 
the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the 
first shot of the Spanish-American war, and to make a verbal 
by favorable to the passage of the bill. 5 x 

. BATE. I wish to ask for the present consideration of the 
bill. There is no objection to it in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 

Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Na math Arnie ony and 
directed to condemn and detach from the gunboat Nashville cannon from 
which was fired the first shot in the ose: -American war, and to deliver 
the same to the said city of Nashville, to be placed in some public place in 
that city, the title to the said cannon to be vested in the said city: 5 
msg no expense shall be caused to the United States through delivery 
Said cannon. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? i : s 

There being no objection, the bill was considered asin Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third 
time. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that the very short series of resolutions 
adopted by the city council of Nashville be entered in the RECORD. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution be entered in the RECORD, 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 

Resolution regarding the “initial gun.” 

Whereas in the recent Spanish-American war a new ey was added to 
American arms, and in the fortune of war it so happened that the initial shot 
was fired from the 4 Nashville, then commanded by a son of our own 
State. a State which has borne its part in every conflict which has engaged 
American valor; and 

Whereas this gunboat was not only commanded one of our own sons 
and bore the name of the capital of Commonwealth, but also bore the 
name of a distinguished soldier of the Revolution whose blood was shed for 
American liberty; and 

Whereas it is the desire of the people of Nashville, expressed through the 

Tof commerce, the park commission, the mayor and city council, the 
press, and the Pye generally, to possess the very gun which opened a war 
which will be illustrious in the history of nations, not only for the reason of 
its 5 and seer bac rn vat sae <i act that it i — 
augura a spirit of humanity an valry to relieve an oppressed peop 
from n tyranny, and deapotien: Now, therefore, eit 

Resolved by the mayor and city council of Nashvilie, That the members of 
Congress from the State of Tennessee are respectfully and earnestly re- 

uested to use their best offices and most strenuous eiforts to induce the 
Congress of the United States to condemn the gun that fired the first shot 
from the gunboat Nashville and to intrust it to the keeping of our people; and 
we hereby authorize our Representatives in Co: the 


of the United States that if this request be old 
this gun as a dear and t; we place it ina prominent position 
care for it, that it may asa 


wii 


sacred trusi 
the limits of our city, zealously keep and 


ire our peo- 


monument of V am 
em eeds in war 


ple with a higher idea of liberty and incite to patriotic 

. Of this resolution be engrossed and signed by the 
a copy ution an 

mayor and the members of the city council and the board of public works 

and be transmitted to the Senate of the United States through our Senator, 


BATE. 
Resolution introduced by Alfred E. Howell. 


Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is, Shall the bill 
88 
Kio bill was passed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 


Mr. WARREN. My attention has just been called to the Cal- 
endar. Some time since I reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds the bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secretary 
of the to complete the public building at Cheyenne, 
Wyo. I find that the Calendar shows it to have been reported 
from the Committee on Claims, I desire now to present a report 
upon that bill. The report comes from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. I ask that the Calendar be corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be cor- 
rected, and the report will be received and printed under the rule. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2748) to provide for 
a voluntary retirement fund in the several Executive Departments; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
a read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2749) granting a pension to Washington Butler; 

A bill (S. 2750) granting a pension to Isaac Gifford; 

A bill (S. 2751) granting a pension to Enos F. Henderson; 

A bill (S. 2752) granting a pension to Abigail M. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 2753) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Morey (with an accompanying photograph); 

A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to E. E. Harvey; 

A bill (S. 2755) granting a pension to Isaac N. Cissna; 

A bill (S. 2756) granting an increase of pension to Henry Prosser; 

A bill (S. 2757) for the relief of Robert White; and 

A bill (S. 2758) granting an increase of pension to John M. Gra- 
ham (with accompanying 1 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2759) for the relief of Charles 
A. Bess; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2760) for the relief of Jerome 
Kunkel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2761) for the relief of 
Philip Epstein, Mordecai David, Henry Stein, Julius Louis, and 
Herman Somers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2762) to authorize the Secre- 

of War to correct the military record of Wynn W. Pefley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on hie Reis 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2763) to amend the act of 
Congress soprovod February 11, 1897, authorizing the entry and 
patenting of lands containing petroleum and other mineral oil 

paor mining laws of the United States; which was 
3 e y its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 2764) granting an increase 
of pension to William Murphy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2765) for the relief 
of Joseph Edward Montgomery and the heirs of Thomas Paul 
Leathers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to 
James M. Kercheval; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN in uced a bill (S. 2767) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Parsons; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2768) granting 
an increase of pension to George Howard Hitchcock; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SEW introduced a bill (S. 2769) for the relief of War- 
ren Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2770) ‘granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas M. Chill; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2771) to amend sections 
460, 463, and 468 of chapter 44, Title II, of an act entitled An act 


. 


1292 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


JANUARY 30, 


to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to pro- 


vide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” approved 
March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2772) to prevent, within stated 
times, the hunting, trapping, injury, or killing of certain game 
animals in the Territory of Alaska, and to prohibit the killing of 
the same at any time for their skins, hides, or horns; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2773) to amend sections 179, 180. 
181, 182, and 183 of chapter 12, Title I, of an act entitled An act 
to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to pro- 
vide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” approved 
March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2774) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Wilcox; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2775) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard L. Brown, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2776) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Pinnie L. Carr; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the aise en t papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. T TOR troduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp; 

A bill (S. 2778) granting a pension to George Evans; 

A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Robert Lenox; 

A bill (S. 2780) granting a pension to Waity West: 

A bill (S. 2781) granting a pension to William H. Moody; 

A bill (S. 2782) granting a pension to Hattie Blanche Sears; 

A bill (S. 2783) granting a pension to Mary A. Ellas; 
Haldridges 2784) granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus 

0 3 

A bill (S. 2785) granting a pension to William H. Gardner; 

A bill (S. 2786) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Stoughton; and 

A bill S. 2787) eraann an increase of pension to E. L. Poston. 

Mr. URSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (8. 2780 for the relief of Wells OC. McCool; 

A bill (S. 2789) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Furman D. Lee; and } 
A bill (S. 2790) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

record of Frederick Mause. 

. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2791) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to permit the Bacheller 
Pneumatic Tube Company to construct a pneumatic tube between 
the Government Printing Office and the Capitol, in the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and ref to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2792) to correct the military 
record of Augustus Crowell; which was read twice by its title, 
ee with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

itary Afai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2793) to correct the military record 
of James Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
. papers, referred to the ittee on Military 

airs. : 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

bill (S. 2794) granting an increase of pension to Rachel Wells; 
san bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Christina 

oll; 

A bill (S. 2798) granting a pension to Jane e by and 

A bill (S. ee 3 on to Jonathan Budd. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2798) for the relief of William 
T. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
mec tg ke per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $12,311 to por the claims for improvements made upon 
ands within the Wind River Indian Reservation in the State of 


Wyoming, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appe 
pristion Ful; Which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 445 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the licensing of 
officers of steam vessels, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on erce, 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) eee Baye Secretary of 
War to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the support of the 
nonar and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1900, for the construction of a mili hospital at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notice yesterday that I should object 
to any bill being taken up on the Calendar unless reached in its 
regular order, we go to the Calendar, we can reach and dis- 
pose of all the unobjected bills in a very short time. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator from Missouri now pro- 
pose that at the end of the routine morning business we shall ga 
to the Calendar and take it up for the consideration of unobjected 
cases, and have that settled now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. HALE, Iwas suggesting that the Senator might now pro- 
pose, in the line he has just indicated, that at the end of the rou- 
tine morning business we shall go to the Calendar and take it up 
considering only unobjected cases under Rule VIII. That wo d 
give everybody a chance on the Calendar. That course can be pur- 
sued this morning unless some Senator has given notice that he 
wants to take the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Georgia pe 
Bacon] gave notice some time since that he would take the floor 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business this 
omae 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse nobody would want to interfere with a 

h to be made in pursuance of notice previously given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia in- 
formed the Chair that he does not desire to take the fioor before 
half past 1 a 

Mr. HALE, en I hope the Senator from Missouri will make 
that proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the Senator from Florida 
desires to call up a pension bill for a very old lady. I have in 
charge two or three cases of exactly the same kind. We con- 
sidered 3 evening pension bills, and I am perfectly will- 
ing that the continuation of the consideration of unobjected 

sa ies shall be concluded the first thing when the Calendar 

reached. 

Mr. HALE. After the routine morning business, 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the routine morning business. It will 
not take over fifteen or twenty minutes to dispose of the unobjected 
pension cases, and then there will be no necessity for Senators to 
appeal to the courtesy of the Senate to call them up and have them 
considered out of their regular order. ; 

Mr. HOAR. What is the present order, Mr. President? 

Mr. BERRY. It was stated by the Chair that the Senator from 
Georgia pur. Bacon] has given notice that he will not desire to 
speak until half past 1o’clock. I wish at some time during the 
day to make a few remarks, not lengthy, very short, on the 7 Pests 
cial bill. Ihad en that that bill would come up at 2 o’clock 
this afternoon, and I would then have the opportunity to make 
the remarks which I desire to make some time during the pers 
If the Senator from Georgia does not begin until half past 1 o’clock, 
the probabilities are that there will be no time to tat nse Papa on 
the Fnancial bill to-day. However, I do not wish to interfere with 
his convenience in the premises, and I simply state that at some 
time after 2 o’clock to-day I wish to make a few remarks on the 
financial bill. 

Mr. CLAY. My colleague . BACON] has just notified me 
that he can not reach here until half after 1 o’clock, and that at 
that time or Mes thereafter he will desire toaddress the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concurrent and other resolu- 
tions are in order. 

SPACE IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmita resolution, for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider and report 
some suitable plan for an enlargement of the Capitol and for providing for 
the transaction of public business other than legislative business elsewhere, 
so that there may be sufficient space provided for the convenient transacti 
of the business of the two Houses of 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks for the presentconsideration of the resolution. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. Piatt of Connecticut rose. 


on 
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Mr. HOAR. It is merely a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not going to make a formal 
objection to the consideration of the resolution this morning. 
merely wish to suggest that it seems to commit the Senate to the 
project of enlarging the Capitol, as I heard it read, and that ap- 

to be a rather large subject to be committed to, without any 
Tebate or consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill remove that objection. I merely intended 
to have the committee take jurisdiction of the subject. I will 
amend the resolution by directing the committee to consider and 
report whether a suitable plan may be adopt ri 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts modifies his resolution as follows. 

Mr. HOAR., ‘ Whether a suitable plan may be adopted.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihad no desire of committing the Senate to any- 
thing, and I do not understand that the resolution as I originally 
offered it does that: but I will remove the Senator’s doubt, 

The PRESIDENT 45 tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider and report 
whether a suitable plan may be adopted for an enlargement of the Capitol 
and for providing for the transaction of public business other than 1 tive 
business elsewhere, so that there may sufficient space provided for the 
convenient transaction of the business of the two Houses of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to inquire whether that is 
not a resolution which should go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HOAR. That particular subject, a provision for the con- 
venience of the Senate and the House for legislative business, 
always has gone, as I understand it, in the past to the Committee 
on Rules. Of course if that committee should report that it was 
desirable to have an enlargement of the Capitol or desirable to 
have at once a hall of justice or to remove the library still in the 
Capitol, the subject would then go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, or the latter question to the Committee 
on the Library. 4 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If the resolution falls within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Our committee is now dealing with the subject of 
committee rooms by order of the Senate, and it is impossible to 
do the duty which is already assigned to it without considering 
whether the business of the public other than legislative is at 
some time or other to be banish ed from the Capitol. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I agree with the Senator that there is great 
necessity for additional accommodations. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say, though porna it is not 
necessary for the matter of this resolution, that this whole 
building will be required for legislative purposes, and some addi- 
tions can probably be made between Pennsylvania avenue, where 
the Navy and Army statue is, and the basement of the Capitol. 
All the space will be needed for the two Houses of Congress, and 
the sooner provision is made elsewhere for the Supreme Court of 
the United States the better it will be for the public service. But 
Isuppose that question, before any practical action is taken, would 

o to another committee than the Committee on Rules. However, 
want the Committee on Rules, who are now dealing with the 
question between the two Houses, I understand, of the di ition 
of the space left vacant in the old library, to have before them 
the extent of the necessities of this and the other House for legis- 
lative business, so that they will have the right to inform us how 
much more space we need than is at present within our control. 
. VEST. I could not catch all that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said, but I infer from the little I did hear that he stated 
the precedent in the Senate to be that resolutions of this sort should 
go to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, perhaps before he 
proceeds he will allow me to restate what I said on that point. I 
said that it is within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules 
to dispose of such space as is at the command of the Senate for 
the legislative purposes of the Senate; that if new buildings are 
to be constructed, that is to be done under the direction of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and that if any 
change is to be made in the library now in the Capitol, that is to 
be done on a report from the Committee on the Library. 

Now, the Committee on Rules are considering the question of 
the disposition, for committee rooms or other legislative objects, 
of some space now vacant in the Capitol by reason of the depar- 
ture of the library. That they have been directed by the Senate 
to do; and the object of the resolution is simply to have the com- 
mittee also inform themselves how much more space is needed 
vg par legislative purposes than we now haye. That is the whole 
of i 

Mr. VEST. I was about to say, Mr. President, that while it is 


not a question of vital importance as to what committee takes 


charge of this matter, I have known but one instance in which 
the Committee on Rules was given jurisdiction of a subject like 
this, and that was done by inadvertence. It was when the sani- 
tary condition of the Senate Chamber was considered. That 

uestion was first sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, and we spent some $140,000 in improving the sanitary 
condition of this Chamber and of the committee rooms of the 
Senate. Subsequently, without anyone on the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds giving any attention to the matter, 
the Committee on Rules took charge of the same subject anda 
large amount of money was spent under the supervision of that 
committee for the same purpose that had been considered before 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

It seems to me that this guenon 8 to go to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. If it bea ae of space 
the whole subject ought to be considered. If additions are to be 
made to the Capitol, as a matter of course the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, which is a joint committee of the two 
Houses, ought to consider that question. 

3 the last session of Con s, at the instance of our late 
lamented colleague, Senator Morrill, of Vermont, the Senate 
passed a bill to purchase ground immediately across the eastern 
space for the purpose of erecting a building for the Supreme 

urt of the United States; and if the question of space for the 
Supreme Court or the division of the space that has come from 
removing the library is to be considered, it ought to go to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, If, however, the 
chairman of the committee, who sits on the other side of the 
Chamber, is willing to let it go to the Committee on Rules, asa 
matter of course I have no serious opposition to make; but it 
seems to me that the proper committee is not the Committee on 
Rules, which simply cognizance, according to its name, of 
the rules that govern that portion of the Capitol which is assigned 
to the Senate. That ought not to be the committee to take this 
matter up; but the whole question can be considered by the joint 
committee of the two Houses on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and it 
is before the Senate. The Senator from Indiana will pro $ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam not familiar, Mr, President, with the 
course of practice which has been followed in such matters in the 
past. In what I said a moment ago I did not wish to be under- 
stood as surrendering the jurisdiction of this question to the Com- 
mittee on Rules unless according to the practice of the past it 
should g to that committee rather than to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. It was my impression that the 
latter committee has jurisdiction of this subject. 

My honorable friend the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] has had long service upon the committee, and I would 
prefer rather to defer to his phn Sor upon the subject. Itseems 
to me that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is 

uliarly charged with the control of the subject, though I may 
inerror. The question has not hitherto arisen since my sery- 
ice upon the committee. The committee has no desire whatever 
to enlarge its jurisdiction, nor does it wish to avoid its duty in 


anywise. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to read the rules that are in force for the 

regulation of the Senate wing of the Capitol: 
Ruiz I. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of the Presidin 
Officer. shall be the executive officer of the body for the enforcement of 
rules made by the Committee on Rules for the regulation of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol and Senate annex. 

This has been the rule from 1886 or thereabouts. Then there is 
another rule: 

RULE XVI. 


All provisions of the fo: ing rules, so far as practicable, are made applica- 
ble to the building called the Senate annex, the buildings used for the stor- 
age of Senate documents, and the Senate stables. 


Now, the Senate at this session—and it also did at the last ses- 
sion—has committed to the Committee on Rules a proposition for 
the disposition of the part of the Capitol left vacant by the Con- 

ional Library when it was moved into its new quarters, and 

ey are dealing with that subject. It is eg bce ression that there 

has been a conference ordered between the two Houses on‘a differ- 
ence of opinion upon a joint resolution on that subject. 

Now, I desire by this resolve is simply that that committee, 
when they report finally upon the disposition of this portion of 
the building, may report to the Senate what additio: space is 
required for the execution of their duty to provide snitable accom- 
modations for our committees and other legislative work. That 
Reece has, I understand, always been before that committee, and 
it is now. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; with his permission, I will correct the 
Senator. At the last session of Congress that subject was before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Mr. HOAR. It was also before the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That may be so; but there was a joint 
committee of the two Houses, of which the late Senator Morrill 
was chairman, and the subject was certainly before that commit- 
tee for several months, 5 

Mr. HOAR. But the matter of disposing of this space was also 
before the Committee on Rules. 

I am a member of the Committee on Rules, and I have been for 
a great many years. I do not desire, and no member of that com- 
mittee, I am sure, desires, to enlarge its jurisdiction on this sub- 
ject by way of trenching on that of the Committee on Public 
Buil dings and Grounds. The duty is very laborious, and it would 
be very unwelcome. Nobody would think of taking it away from 
the committee so well presided over by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. FAIRBANKS]. But the resolution was offered for the sake of 
calling the attention of the Senate pretty sharply to this need. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question as to which of the committees 
has jurisdiction over this subject is not a matter of very great im- 

ortance, I assume. I remember very well a discussion which 
k place in this Chamber on the subject in the last Congress. It 
led me, as the then chairman of the Committee on Rules, to in- 
vestigate what the precedents had been in regard to it. I found 
that prior to the present revision of the rules the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds did have jurisdiction over all the 
space in the Senate wing of the Capitol, but at the time of that 
revision, u the recommendation of the present Presiding Offi- 
cer of this y, a change was made, and all that part of the Sen- 
ate wing that was in the jurisdiction of the Senate was committed 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The question arose as to what ition should be made of the 
old library space, which was by law under the jurisdiction of 
both branches of Congress. That question was considered by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and perhaps prop- 
erly. Certainly the Committee on Rules have no desire or di 
sition to infringe upon that committeein any of its work. By 
general consent there was an informal conference between the 
members of the two committees as to what disposition should be 
made of that space. Afterwards the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds consented to have the resolution which had 
been reported by the Committee on Rules adopted. It was 
adopted and went to the other House, and no action was taken 
upon it. The chairman of the Committee on Rules in the present 
Congress offered a similar resolution, which went to the House, 
and that resolution is now, I think, in conference, or in the pos- 
session of the Committee on Rules. It is not a matter of any 

t consequence, but the facts are, I think, as I have stated 


em. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as chairman of the Committee 
on Rules I desire to say simplya word, These questions of juris- 
diction between committees are always more or less disagreeable. 
Ever since I have been a member of the Senate, as I recollect it, 
the Committee on Rules has had jurisdiction over assignments of 
space in the Senate wing of the Capitol. It is an extremely deli- 
cate and 3 I have found it a very great burden. 
I should be very glad, and I think the committee would cooperate 
with me, to have all that turned over to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds if they conceive it to be a part of their 
jurisdiction. 

Anyway, Mr. President, we have exercised that jurisdiction. 
We have bak obliged to ascertain every available foot of in 
this end of the Capitol for the use of the Senate, and we know, 

haps better and more critically than the Committee on Public 

dings and Grounds; precisely what the situation is in the Sen- 

ate wing of the Capitol. All, as I understand it, that the Senator 

from Massachusetts desires to accomplish by this resolution is a 

report to the Senate of the exact situation so far as this end of 
the Capitol is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. And the exact needs. That is the main thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. The situation as to the necessities of the leg - 
islative service and the means now for meeting the requirements. 
The present situation is absolutely intolerable, 

The Maltby Building never, I think, 8 to have been pur- 
chased for the purpose for which it is . It is impossible for 
Senators to discharge with any sort of comfort or convenience all 
of the duties of a Senator and occupy rooms in the Maltby Build- 
ing. I tried it. Senators oftentimes during the session of the 
Senate, when not interested in some subject which is being dis- 
cussed, work in their committee rooms and attend to correspond- 
ence, prepare reports, and do the immense work which devolves 
upon a Senator which is di outside of the Chamber. No 
man in the Maltby Building can reach the Senate Chamber, unless 
he runs half the way, in time to respond to his name when the roll 
is called. There are some Senators who are occupying rooms in 
the Maltby Building which are not fit for occupancy, There are 
Senators occupying rooms in this building, down in the crypt, 

ealth and which no 
There is an absolute 


which I think are absolutely injurious to 
Senator ought to be compelled to oop 
necessity for some change in the situa 


J. 
on. 


I care nothing about what committee makes report on the — 
ject; but in view of what has been the course here in the . Ta 
years I think the Committee on Rules is perhaps better adapted 
at this moment to afford accurate and adequate information to 
the Senate as to the necessities of the situation than the Commit- 
tee on Public Buil and Grounds. If the Senate should pass 
a resolution looking to an enlargement of the Capitol, I should 
admit, of course, that that subject should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Gronnds. There is really no 
question of jurisdiction here between the two committees, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to be simply a preliminary in- 
quiry. Itis manifest to Senators that at some time in the near 
future there must be a marked change in the disposition of the 
business of the two Houses. There seems to have been an objec- 
tion to the enlargement of the bt sagt on account of increasing 
the weight, by the addition of another story or two stories, which 
would also result in the change of the architectural appearance 
of the building, 

There are many people who believe that the A ing quarters of 
the Supreme Court are inadequate, and that their present situa- 
tion interferes very largely with the convenience of members of 
the Senate in the e 8 — that court being located on the Senate 
side. I think it would be a wise thing to have a preliminary in- 

uiry respecting this question; but when that inquiry is made and 
the facts are fully laid before the Senate, the result will be a 
largely increased expenditure, either for an independent building 
for the Supreme Court, which I think is desirable, or a large ex- 
8 in this Capitol. When that comes, the Committee on 

blic Buildings and Grounds should deal with it. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

Mr. ANT Per phe it will lig ee Jer 3 of 
money and great detai ing the ent o expenditure 
and the places where it 8 x 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a public-building matter. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is a public-building matter. So I think 
that the inquiry suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
a proper one to be submitted now, either to the Committee on 
Rules or to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
for what may be understood as a preliminary report preparatory 
to making such expenditure outside or such an enlargement of 
the Capitol as may be needed, leaving the Supreme Court within 
the Capitol building. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Ido not wish to speak further at 
any length on this question. What I desire to accomplish by the 
resolution is to have the Committee on Rules state to the Senate 
how much additional space is needed for the service of the Senate, 
which, under the rules, is under their direction. When they have 
said, We want so much space, and it is practicable to get it,” 
then I think the subject should go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

But it does seem to me that the Senate is long-suffering and pa- 
tient in this matter pogina all reason. I have no cause to com- 
plain. I havea most delightful committee room, and so has the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has spoken so strongly of 
what is needed by the Senate. I have been here a great many 
years, but there are Senators who are perhaps more entitled to 
such conveniences than I am. Here is the Senator from New 
York [Mr. DEPEw] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]— 
I happen to see the two 8 Speakin g toget er just now— 
who have rooms in the tby Buil They represent between 
them 11,000,000 people; that is, they represent each one-half of 
the power in the Senate of 11,000 W ea le at least. They are 
condemned to those rooms in the Malt y Buildin g, at a distance 
from the Capitol, where they can not get a document, where they 
can not see a constituent, and, if they are summoned to the Sen- 
ate Chamber, can not be here in time for a roll call or a vote with- 
out perhaps traveling here on a stormy and inclement day, and 
my aged friend the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason 
having the tempests of heaven coming down on his beautiful an 
devoted head. 

The terrace of the Capitol is worse. The terrace is ill-venti- 
lated, damp, dark, and there, I suppose, are thirty or forty Sen- 
ators going around and exclaiming day after day, week after 
week, month after month, and year after year, with the Roman 
poet, oun regio in terris nostri non plena laboris.” 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to add simply a 
word. I concur most heartily in what has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from Iowa 

. ALLISON] as to the very great necessity of additional accom- 
modations for the convenience of Senators in the transaction of 
the business of the Senate. The matter has been too long delayed. 

I have, since this discussion began, read the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Massachusetts, and it seems to me that 
it may very properly go to the Committee on Rules. and I have 
no objection toit being referred to that committee. Thecommit- 
tee is simply to report upon a plan, a scheme, for the accommoda- 
tion of business of the Senate. After that is done, as the 
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Senator has said; the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
may, under certain circumstances, properly take jurisdiction of 
the subject. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PROMOTION OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. BUTLER. I submit an amendment which I intend to pro- 

to the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and increase 

the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary 

cruisers, transports, and seamen for Governmént use when neces- 

sary, accompanied by a memorial of Mr. David Lubin, being an 

argument in support of the amendment, which I ask may be 
printed with the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the 
Senator wish made of the amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Lask that the amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, which I think has the bill under con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the amendment will be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
* Mr. BUTLER. I also ask that the memorial which I have pre- 
sented be printed immediately following the amendment, as it is 
an argument in support of the same. 

The PRESIDEN pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 
absence of objection. 

STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba is hereby author- 
ized to employ a stenographer from time to time to report hearings and pro- 
— before the committee, and that the expense of the same, together 
ae t of hearings already had, be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

nate. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That on Thursday, February 22, 1900, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, ee er: Farewell Address be read to the Senate by 
Mr. FoRAKER, a Senator from the State of Ohio, and that thereafter the 
Senate will proceed with its business. 


TREATY RELATIVE TO SAMOAN ISLANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from the previous day, which will be read. 

Tho Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resol That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
Remon ware conbilted TTT 
recently made between the United States and Germany in relation to — 
islands. The President is also requested to inform the Senate whether any 
protest has been received by him or the Department of State from the peo- 
ple of Samoa, or any of them, against said treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. . President, this is simply a resolution 
of inquiry with regard to important facts, it seems to me, in rela- 
tion to the treaty with Germany for the division of Samoa between 
this country and the Empire of Germany. A treaty has been 
made by which we have agreed, so far as I can ascertain, without 
consulting the people of Samoa, to take a portion of that country 
and consent that any shall take the rest of it, without con- 
sulting the le of that country upon the subject. That is a 
country with which we have had treaty relations, and, as I under- 
stand, we had guaranteed their sovereignty, joining with Germany 
and Great Britain in a treaty to that effect. Now, without con- 
sulting those people, without their being a party to the ment, 
we take a portion of the islands and Germany takes the rest of 
them. We blot out, then, a sovereign nation, a people with whom 
we have treaty relations, and divide the spoils, 

I can remember well the indignation that swept over this coun- 
try when Poland was partitioned between the 5 — eat powers 
of Europe. It seems to me the moral turpitude of thus dividing 
a country is no less because its inhabitants are not supposed by 
us to occupy as high a place in the plane of civilization as we 
occupy, and that those people have a right to be consulted and 
their consent secured before we can be a party in any way to their 
partition or their subjection. 

I have tried to ascertain the facts which I ask for in the reso- 
lution by inquiring of the members of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, but it appears that yei is before that committee, 
and there is no information on the subject. I therefore think the 
resolution ought to be passed and not referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations, because it is a fair inquiry with regard to 


gn : ; 

facts which the people of this country ought to be in possession 
of, and because 1 fear that the resolution will remain in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as has the resolution expressing 
sympathy for the South African ia, ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, [Putting the question.] 
By the sound the ‘‘ ayes” have it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll, 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. If he were 
present, I should vote“ yea.” 
Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I inquire if the 


senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the senior Senator from Georgia has not voted. 

Mr. WETMORE. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. Otherwise I should vote „yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] has voted? 

e PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I am paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of 1 dear ee (after having voted in the affirma- 
pl I inquire if the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDENT spo tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 1am paired with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I inquire if the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Berrre.p] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairis informed that the 
Senator from Idaho has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I havea general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Idaho, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS— 39. 
Aldrich, Foraker, McBride, Scot 
Allison, Foster, McComas, Sew 
Beveridge, 8 McCumber, Shoup, 
Burrows, linger, McEnery, Simon, 
Carter Han organ, Spooner, 
Chandler, 8 Hansbr Nelson, Stewart, 
Hom, Hawley, Perkins, Thurston, 
— 4 2 an Conn. wae 
epew, ©, uar: ellington, 
Farb banks, . ons, a 
NAYS—23. 
Allen, Clark, Mont. Jones, Ark. Taliafe: 
Bate, A in, Teller, 
d Money, Tillman, 
Butler, Culberson, Pettigrew, Turley, 
ery, Pettus, est. 
ton, Hoar, Rawlins, 
NOT VOTING—* 
Bacon, Hale, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
Baker, Harris, McMillan, Proctor, 
Clark, Wyo. Heitfeld, Mallory, Sullivan, 
boe, ones, Nerv. n, Turner, 
Elkins, enney, Penrose, Wetmore, 
A Lindsay, Platt, N. L. Wolcott. 
So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 


HISTORY OF FILIPINO REVOLT, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, at this time I wish to ask 
unanimous consent for the publication of the paper which I hold 
in my hand, and I shall be glad to briefly explain what it is before 
consent is asked. 

It is a very interesting paper and is a statement by A do 
of the controversy, giving a history g the revolt of the Filipinos 
against Spanish power from 1896 up to the 23d of last September, 
It is written in excellent temper and tone, is a very able docu- 
ment, and 3 which must be of great interest not only 
to the Senate, but to the people of the United States, no matter 
what side they may take in this n 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that the paper be printed as 
a document for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then, I move that the paper 

Mr. CHANDLER. I raise the question that a motion is not in 
order at this time to t a document. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution then, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution will be in order. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution that the paper which 
I submit be printed as a document. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution be read before it 
is acted —.— by the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 


kota will reduce his resolution to writing. [A pause. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the paper entitled an Authentic Review of the Philippine 
Revolution be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Let that go over until to-morrow, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution should go to the 
Committee on Printing under the twenty-ninth rule. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] objects. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution goes to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over anyway. It can not be acted on at all if objected to. ere 
can be 8 done with the resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HOAR. Let the rule be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope it will not frighten the Senator from 
Massachusetts that there are three Senators on the floor objecting 
to the resolution. Iam afraid he will think that abolishes the 


Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, the rule to which he has referred will be read. 


The Secretary read from Rule XXIX as follows: 
i aeey motion to print documents, and other matter transmit- 


ted by either of the Executive Departments, or to print memorials, petitions, 
accompanying documents, or any other paper, except bills of the te or 
H. of tatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, communica- 


tions from the legislatures or conventions, lawfully called, of the respective 
States, and motions to print by order of the standing or select committees of 
the Senate, unless the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. When a motion is made to commit with instructions, it 
shall be in order to add thereto a motion to print. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, Isubmit, the resolution being objected 
to, nothing is in order except for it to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is no 
conflict between the two The Chair thinks the resolution 
goes over under the rule, and, unless otherwise ordered, to-morrow 
it will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is right. 

STATUE OF DANIEL WEBSTER, 


Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to make a report. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be received. 

Mr, CHANDLER. From the committee appointed under a 
concurrent resolution of the Senate and House of Representatives 


to make ents for the reception and unveiling of the 
statue of Daniel Webster I submit a report which closes as fol- 


es. 


lows: 
The committee submits herewith a full report of the addresses delivered. 


I ask that the report, with the 3 documents, may 
be printed as a document for the use of the ate. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and it is agreed to. ‘ 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: z 


be printed for immediate use asa public document 11,000 copies of the pro- 
in th the reception of the Webster statue on Jan 
18, as reported the committee of arrangements, of which 1,000 
bout ing olih H 5 5 000 copies in th 
or use o © ouse o presen Ves: es e 
form law for printing eul of which in cloth binding 1, 
shall be for the oe fr Mr. Ha 3000 Betrered to the Senators Ema g p- 


resentatives of the States of New pshire and Massachusetts, 2,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose the resolution goes to the Committee 
on Printing under the standing rule, 


The PR ENT pro tempore. It will go to the Committee on 
Mr. CHANDLER. In the meantime let the report and accom- 


panying 5 be printed in the ordinary form for the use of 
o Sena 

Mr. HOAR. And then referred to the Committee on Printing 
with the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be so ordered in the 
absence of objection. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to give notice that on next Monday 
morning, immediately after the morning business, I will address 
the Senate on the Philippine resolution, 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the suggestion I made a while ago 
that we devote a few minutes to the consideration of unobjected 
pension cases, in order to ee them. A number of Senators 


want them acted upon ially, and we can soon dispose of them. 
There are —. — few, 
The PRESIDENT protempore, Does the Senator make that 


uest? 
age COCKRELL. I make that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
Senator suggest? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fifteen minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
requests that fifteen minutes be devoted to the consideration of 
unobjected pension cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? 
The ir hears none, and it isso ordered. The first pension bill 
on the Calendar will be stated. 


LOUISA HALE, 


The bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale, announced 
as the first case in order on the Calendar, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word “ he,” to insert “ is; in the 
same line, after the word hereby,“ to strike out is,“ and in line 
7, before the word ‘‘Company,” to strike out ‘‘a corporal in” and 
insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa e, dependent step- 
mother of Joseph C. e, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID CARROLL, 

The bill (S. 1533) granting a on to David Carroll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of David Carroll, dependent father of 
Eugene Carroll, late steerage steward, United States Navy, and 
to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thethird time, and passed, 


ROBERT C, ROGERS, 


The bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Robert C. 
Rogers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pom to place on the pension roll the name of Robert C. Rogers, 

te passed midshipman, United States Navy, and to pay hima 
pension of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK AUER. 


The bill (S. o nat an increase of pension to Frederick 
Auer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Auer, late of 
2 F, Eighty-second ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third tirz., and passed. 


MRS. ARETHUSA WRIGHT. 


uest. 
ow many minutes would the 


The bill (S. 346) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Are- 
coger y ight, = Sheridan, Oreg., was considered as in Commit- 
e ole, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


h 
of Com Thirteenth ent Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her 3 the rate af per month ie lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. y 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Arethusa Wright.” = 
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ANNIE E. BRUMBY, 

The bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the Bp —. laws, the name of Annie E. Brumby, dependent mother 
of Thomas M. Brumby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, to strike 
out the preamble; which was agreed to. 


JOHN M. MORSE, 


The bill (S. 2223) L an increase of pension to John M. 
Morse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Morse, late of 
Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP P, GETCHELL. 


The bill (S, 1469) granting an increase of pee to Philip P. 
Getchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out a mem- 
ber;” in line 7, before the word“ Maine,” to strike out ‘‘of;” in 
line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out fifty“ and insert 
“forty;” and in line 9, after the word of,“ to strike out the 
amount” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior — traw he is hereby. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip P. Getchell, late of 
Company F. Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
arian Vall ee TO Dë ehiaronded Tor ee ee 
e was order en or a rea ; 

the third time, and passed. 

MARY F, HOPKINS, 
The bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of sion to Mary F. 
sg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to insert subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and in line 
7, after the words Rhode Island,” to strike out Volunteers, 
and pay her the sum of $30 per month in lien of the pension now 
paid her” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving;” 

so as to make the bill read 
and he is hereby, 
ons 


Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and 
per month in lieu of that she is now rece: 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

Au- JOSEPH E. HENDRICKSON, 


The bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to J h E. Hendrickson 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Joseph E. Hendrickson, late 
of Company F, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer 
8 war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUTLER D. SANBORN, 


The bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. 
Sanborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to insert subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 6, 
before the word“ Second,“ to strike out a private” and insert 
late;“ in line 7, before the word Light,“ to strike out ‘‘of” and 


insert ‘‘Massachusetts Volunteer;” in the same line, after the 


word Artillery,“ to strike out „Massachusetts Volunteers” and au 


XXXITI—82 


insert ein eg him a pension;” in line 9, before the word “ dol- 


lars,” to strike out “seventy-two” and insert ‘‘thirty;” and in 
the same line, after the word “of,” to strike out the pension” 
and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject eee provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cutler D. San „late of 
Second Independent Battery Massachusetts Volunteer ‘ht Artillery, and 
. at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY ELLEN LAURIAT, 


The bill (S. 236) granting an increas of pension to Mary Ellen 
Lauriat was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word Massachusetts,” to insert 
“ Regiment;” in the same line, after the word Volunteer,“ to 
strike out Regiment and insert Infantry;“ and in line 9, be- 
fore the word she,“ to strike out the pension” and 
**that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ellen La t, widow 
of George W. Lauriat, late a or of the Thirty-second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

JANE k. AUGUR. 

The bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It sah So to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jane E. Augur, widow of Christo- 
pher C. Augur, late brigadier-general of the United States Army, 
and to Pay her a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES C. DELANEY. 

The bill (S. 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C, 

Delaney was considered as A Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the on roll the name of James C. Delaney, 

ate of Company B, nd Regiment United States Infantry, 

Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month, in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH M. WADDELL. 

The bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an mpanies E, Volun Infantry, and F, 
Third iment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, aud pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph M. Waddell.“ 

AMBROSE J. VANARSDEL, 

The bill (S, 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name Vanarsdel,” to strike out 
“a private ” and insert “late,” and in line 7, after the word Mili- 
tia,” to strike out on account of wounds received in battle with 
the enemy;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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aoe a ty oe ae 1 laws, = name of Ambrose — lato 
TT * 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was be pen to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE H. HYNDMAN, 
The bill (S. 261) granting an increase of ion to Lizzie H. 
dman was suet aay ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

e bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in lined, after the word “late,” to strike out major” 
and insert captain; ™ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Derby: 
and directed to the provision 


authorized lace on the pension roll, subject to 
— limitations of the laws, the name of Lizzie H. Hyndman, now 
of William captain, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, and T per month in lieu of the pen- 


sion she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was a to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BAILEY, 


The bill (S. 1058) granti ng @ _ to John Bailey was con- 
sidered as in Committee 7 the 

The bill was reported from the 8 on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to insert “subject 
a the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 6, 

e word “late,” to strike out“ private” and insert “of;” in 

ing same line, after the word“ Tenth,” to insert Regiment; in 
line 7, after the word Mi ” to insert Volunteer; in the 
same line, after the word Cavalry,“ to strike out Volunteers“ 
and insert and pay him a pension,” and in line 8, after the word 
„month,“ to e ut from the passage of this act;” so as to 
make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; 6 
and limitations of the laws, the name of John ey. late of Company 
A, Tenth ment Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SILAS B, HENSLEY, 


The bill (S. 1059) granting a paron to Silas B. Hensley was 
considered 1 in Committee of ~ Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments; in line 4, 8 roll,“ to insert “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, af- 
ter the word Infantry,“ to insert and pay him a pension,” ‘and 
in line 8, after the wor „month, to strike out “from the passage | an: 
of this act;” 80 as to make the bill read: 

e of the Interior and hereby, 

Eka ir pani rea Be agente ld roll. Sous 4 ne Nem ir by, 
and imitations of the pension aw, tho Tamne of Silas B. Ay pe htt a privater 

Company K, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and pay 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JENNIE A, KERR. 

The 1 S. 1068) eee a pension to Jennie A. Kerr was con- 

sidered Committee of the Whole. 


The pill was from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name John,“ to strike out 
“Second Lieutenant;“ in line 7, after the name „Kerr, to insert 
«Jate brevet second lieutenant;“ and in line 8, after the word 
“Riflemen,” to insert United States Army, and pay. hera 
sion at the rate of $15 per month;” so as to make the bill rea 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 of the Interior be, and he is 3 
authorized an d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and crise oe of the pension Jaws, the name of J © A. Kerr, widow of 

John M. —.— late brevet second lieutenant Company F, * Mounted Riflemen, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the ra of $15 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’GRATH. 


The bill (S. 1047) granting an increase o m poos to John Mc- 
Grath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

amendments, in line 6, before the word Company,“ to strike out 

“a private in” and insert late of;” in line 7, before the word 

pay,“ to strike out to,“ and in line 8, before the word“ he,” to 

strike out which;” so as to make the bill read: 

e axe A be, and he is hereby. 

e to the provisions 

of Com- 

and pay din a pension of 


tations of the m laws, 
pany C, Seventh Regiment ‘United Sd Sta tates Ca 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the beginning of line 8 I move toinsert 
“ at the rate.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED BIGELOW. 

The bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject at to the the provisions and limitations 
ete Nen York „ nad Seen y hima N — t Ne 
$18 per month in lieu of that he is now 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting anincrease 
af pension to Alfred Bigelow.” 

JAMES c. CARLTON. 

The bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of sion to James C. 
Carlton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in Tine, 4, after the word roll,“ to insert subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” 5 line 6 
before the word Company,“ to strike out “a corporal in „ and 
insert ‘‘of;” in line 7, after the word“ iment,” to strike out 
‘‘of;” in the same line, after the word“ to strike out 


“Volunteers in the Mexican” and insert “Volunteer Infantry;” 
in line 8, after the word!“ war,” to insert ‘with Mexico;” in line 8, 
after the word “ m,” to insert ‘‘at the rate;” in line 9, before 
the word dollars, to strike out “ fifty” and insert and 
in line 10, before the word che,“ to strike out the sion ‘of $12 
per month and insert „that; ” so as to make the read: 
it en eto. 3 ot the ete ga and he is hereby, 
. and reel niet ho oy roth subset phe provisions 


on! limitations of the late of 
pay himi a penai ent . — Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
ion at the rate of $30 per month in 


eu of that ho is now 

The e were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. PRESDEE. 

The bill (S. 8 5 5 to Joseph B. Presdee was 
considered as in Co ə Whole. 

The bill was soc or Pn pon the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “lieutenant-colonel,” to 
strike out (captain and;” in line 7, before the word “cavalry,” 
to insert Volunteer,“ and in line 8, before the word“ dollars.“ 
8 out fifty and insert “ twelve;” so as to make the bill 


and limitations of the pension laws, ies 8. Presdee, TO 
lieutenant-colonel ment Tadiana Volu Vol — Sit Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per mon 

The amendments were agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES BYRNE. 


The bill (S. 1548) granting a on to James Byrne was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


1900. 


amendments, in line 7, before the word Cavalry,” to insert‘ Vol- 
unteer;” in line 8, before the word “at,” to insert and pay him 
a pension,” and in line 9, before the word of,“ to strike out the 
pension” and insert ‘‘ that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ao H. rent Laken Rew 8 8 — — 5 & First 
United States valry, aud pay him a pension at t è rate of Aa month in 
lieu of that he now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the article “a” and 
insert the word “per,” in line 9, so as to read per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to James Byrne.” 

SARAH E, CAMPBELL. 


The bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E, Campbell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word! place,” to strike out ‘‘ upon” 
and insert ‘‘on;” in the same line, after the word roll,“ to insert 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” 
in line 9, after the word ‘‘ pension,” to insert “at the rate,” and in 
line 10, after the word month,“ to insert in lieu of that she is 
now receiving;” so as make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Campbell, ow 
of Charles T. Campbell tate colonel of the First Pennsylvania Artillery Re- 
serve Co: colonel of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Infant 
and brigadier-general of volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rate of S 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of ae to Sarah E. Campbell.” 
oe PRESIDENT protempore. The fifteen minutes have ex- 
pired. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I think that was the last pension case on the 
Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the time has expired? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time has expired, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The time and case suited exactly. 

The 5 T pro tempore. The time expired at the right 
momen 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CUMBERLAND, MD. 


Mr. WELLINGTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1875) to increase the limit of cost of 
public building at Cumberland, Md. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 
limit of cost for construction of the public palang at Cumber- 
land, Md., $50,000; and the limit of cost of the building and site 
is increased from $75,000 to $125,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT, B. TELLEFSEN, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the first bill 
on the Calendar, the order of business being No. 11. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Call for the Calendar, That will bring 


it up. 
r. LODGE. It is the first bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is in order now without 
asking unanimous consent. 

1 5 LODGE, It is in order without asking unanimous con- 
sent. 

The bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. 
Tellefsen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay $998.96 to Capt. B. Tellefsen, master of the Norwegian 
steamer Albert, for expenses incurred by him in consequence of a 
violation of Article XIII of the treaty of commerce and naviga- 
tion of the year 1827 between the United States of America and 
the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway by an officer of the city of 
Boston, ., on the 18th day of July, 1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill been before Congress heretofore? 

Mr. LODGE. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I recollect it. 

Mr. LODGE. It has never got through the House. It is a 
claim that we ought to have paid long ago, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HATTIE A. PHILLIPS. 

The bill (S. 197) for the relief of Hattie A. Phillips was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Hattie A. Phillips, widow of John a eae deceased, $5,000 as full 
compensation for the services rendered by him in bearing dis- 

atches from the commanding officer at Fort Phil Kearny to Fort 
Tarano from December 21 to December 26, 1866. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know whether or not the 
yayment is to be made out of the funds belonging to those Indians? 
i did not hear the whole bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reads ‘‘out of any 
money in the Treas not otherwise 5 g 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I do not object to it. I should like 
to hear it read again, though. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 

The bill (S. 198) to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended opran Territory of Wyoming in protecting and pre- 
serving the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1885 and 
1886 was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and was 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. T. From what committee does that bill come? 

The PRESIDENT E pro tempore, From the Committee on Claims, 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. VEST. Is there any report from the Interior Department 
on it? 

Mind n pro tempore. There is a report accompany- 
ə bill. 

. VEST. Does that report come from the committee or from 
the Interior Department? the bill ever been referred to the 
Interior Department? Let it go over until I can look into it. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. Without losing its place on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; Ido not care about its place. I want to know 
5 it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over on objec- 
tion, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 

The bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secre of the Treasury to 
complete the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to extend the cost of 
the public building and site at Cheyenne, Wyo., authorized by 
the act of June 30, 1897, to $825,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

O. E. MARR AND E. H. PIERCE. 


The bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce to 
accept silver watches awarded to them by the government of the 
Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce, gale of the Cuck- 
olds, Maine, fog-signal station, to accept each a silver watch award- 
ed to them, respectively, by the government of the Dominion of 
Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing the captain 
and crew of the schooner Aurora, of Harboursville, Nova Scotia, 
on January 4, 1896, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a thirdreading, read the third time, and passed, 
PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS IN MEXICAN WaR. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is one pension bill 
on the Calendar that I think ought to have been considered this 
morning. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] introduced it. 
It pensions three soldiers who ought to have been pensioned long 
ago. I ask that the bill be read. It is Senate bill 2314. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2314) to amend the act 
entitled An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
bro Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 
It provides that the provisions of the act entitled An act grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887, shall be so con- 
strued as to include the 5 paymasters’ clerks in the Army 
as of the same relative rank and grade as pursers’ clerks in the 
Navy, and that the surviving paymasters’ clerks of the Army and 
the widows of those who have died shall be entitled to all the 


rights and benefits given by the act of January 29, 1887, to pursers’ 

clerks of the Navy. 5 s 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the credentials of Hon. William 
V. Sullivan, Senator-elect from Mississippi, were presented and 
read at the desk the other day. The Senator-elect is present, and 
I ask that he be sworn in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). The 
Senator-elect will advance to the chair and the oath will be ad- 
ministered to him, 

Mr. Sullivan was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Money, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth 
and subsequent censuses, and giving the Director thereof addi- 
tional power and authority in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, a few days since my colleague 
pe CLAY] gave notice that to-day I would ask the indulgence of 

e Senate that I might be 1 to call up Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 45, with a view of submitting some remarks thereupon. 
If I may have the courtesy of the Senate, I desire now to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
joint resolution, 

The Secretary read the joint resolution introduced by Mr. Ba- 
con December 18, 1899, as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the United States with 
reference to the Philippine Islands. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Government and people of the 
United States have not waged the recent war with Spain for conquest and 
for the uisition of foreign territory, but ee ep set forth 
in the resolution of Congress making the declaration of war—the acquisition 
of such small tracts of land or harbors as may be necessary for governmental 
purposes being not deemed inconsistent with the same. 

Src, 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands itis not the purpose of the Government of the United States to secure 
and maintain permanent dominion over the same as a part of the territory 
of the United Sta or to permanently in rate the inhabitants thereof 
as citizens of the United States, or to hold said inhabitants as vassals or sub- 
jects of this Government; and the United States hereby disclaim any dispo- 
sition koni yk oir paa to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control 
over nds. 

Sec. 3. That the United 2 — having accepted the cession of the Philip - 
p Islands from Spain, and having by force of arms overthrown all organ- 

authority and op ition to the authority of the United States therein 

the duty and obligation rest upon the United States to restore peace and 
maintain order throughout the same; to protect in said islan e enjoy- 
ment of life and property and the pursuit of lawful avocations; and to con- 
tinue such protection until the power and 57 to maintain said protection 
shall have been transferred and intrusted by the United States to a govern- 
ment of the le of said islands deemed capable and worthy to exercise 
said power aid Giechargs said duty. 

SEC. 4. That when armed resistance to the authority of the United States 
shall haye ceased within said islands, and and order shall have been 


the nity and prescri 
by and of the le of the Philippine Islands, to be thereafter in 1 peoaonar 
d controlled themselyes, it being the design of the Uni 
of said islands the same measure of liberty and 
m pledged by the Congress of the United States 


independence which have 
to the le of Cuba. 

Sec. 5. That when a stable government shall, by the method aforesaid, 
have been duly formed and e insaid islands, competent and worthy, in 


the judgment of the United States, to exercise the powers of an independent 
government and to preserve and maintain onder within its jurisdiction, 
t 


1. the purpose and intention of the United States, reserving to themselves 
only su 


harbors and tracts of land as may be needed for coaling stations 
or other governmental purposes, to transfer to said poveroment, upon terms 
which shall be reasonable and just, all rights and itory secured in said 
islands under the treaty with Spain, and to thereupon leave the dominion and 
control of the islands to their people. 

Sec. 6. That when said government has been thus formed and setup in the 
Philippine Islands and approved by the United States, it is the design and in- 
tention of theUnited States, Songs treaties with the leading nations of the 
world, to secure the guaranty of the continued independence of the same. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in listening to the reading of the 
joint resolution I observe that there is one word whichis amistake, 
and which I ask may be corrected. I think it is possibly in the 
fourth section. The word ‘‘ have“ occurs where it should be 
“has,” I ask that it et corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair), The 


Pennor from Georgia asks that the correction suggested by him 


made, 

Mr. BACON. It is a mere misprint. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be corrected as requested by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the resolutions which have 57 70 
been read, when reduced to their final analysis, may be said, in 
case of their adoption, to be a declaration on the part of the United 
States that it is the purpose and intention of this Government to 


giro to the Philippine Islands the same character of government, 
e same opportunities, the same assistance, the same right to 
independence that were pledged in the case of Cuba at the time of 


the declaration of war against Spain and as are now roposed to 
be carried out in the Pan of Cuba. + 
Mr. Presıdent, when we stood before the nations, about to 
break the peace of the world, we called upon the world to witness 
the purity of our motives, the absolute unselfishness with which 
we proceeded in that solemn moment. We declared as follows: 
That the United States hereby disclaims any e intention to 


exercise sovereignty, jurisd 
Speaking of Cuba— 
except for the fication thereof, and asserts its determination, when that 


ae aes to leave the government and consol of the island to its 


I desire to say that I would rather be the author of that resolu- 
tion, I would rather have the credit that the senior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has in having offered that resolution, than 
to be the author of any legislative action with which I am familiar 
within the past quarter of a century. If there is precedent for it 
in the history of the world, I confess my ignorance of the fact. 

In the face of the recognized right of a nation which goes to 
war, although somewhat inconsistent with modern ideas of civili- 
zation and humanity; in the face of the recognized right of a 
nation when it goes to war not only to fully indemnify itself, but 
to have that measure of indemnity heaped up and running over, 
we solemnly abjured the right to avail ourselves of that which is 
recognized as strictly proper under such circumstances. 

Mr. President, were we sincere in that declaration or did we 
make it fur the purpose of deceiving the civilized world? Were 
we sincere in the declaration that it was not our intention to profit 
by the war? Were we sincere in the declaration that we under- 
took this great enterprise from the high motives which are ex- 

ressed in that resolution? Or did we intend to make the world 

lieve that such was our intention while we at the same time re- 
served in our own breast the intention to profit in some other 
direction without putting the world upon notice of our intention 
in that respect? 

Now, Mr. President, it was upon the theory that we were sincere, 
that we did mean what we said, that we were animated by this 
high purpose, that we were unselfish, that a little over a year ago 
I introduced a series of resolutions very similar to those which 
are now before the Senate. 3 were introduced in January, 
1899. In the succeeding month, when the McEnery resolution was 
before the Senate, I offered as an amendment thereto in the way 
of an addendum the following: 

Resolved further, That the United States hereby disclaim any disposition 
or intention to exercise 1 sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
said and assert their determination, when a stable and independent 

vernment shall have been erected therein. entitled, in the judgment of 

e Government of the United States, to recognition as such, to transfer to 
said government, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, all rights 
secured under the cession by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government 
and control of the islands to their people. 

That resolution is a substantial copy of one of the resolutions 
which I had introduced in the preceding January, resolutions in- 
troduced before a gun had ever been fired on either side in the 
Philippine Islands. The original resolution introduced by me in 
January never came to a vote, but this particular resolution, 
offered as an amendment to the McEnery resolutions, did come to 
a vote, and there was a tie vote in the Senate, the Vice-President 
casting a vote in the negative. 

My purpose in alluding to the resolution at this time is that I 
may call attention to the difference between the resolutions now 
offered by me and this resolution, and to state the reason for such 
difference. 

It will be noted that the resolutions now before the Senate pro- 
vide for the continued effort of the Government of the United 
States to restore peace and order in the Philippine Islands, and do 
not propose any action by the United States which looks to the 
establishment of a government for the Filipinos until such peace 
and order have been restored. 

The present resolutions also provide for action on the part of the 
United States Government in providing the ways and the means, 
the methods, by which an independent government is to be estab- 
lished in those islands, whereas the resolution which was formerly 
before the Senate, and which was voted upon, did not provide for 
such action on the part of the United States, but looked to the ac- 
tion of the Filipinos themselves, contemplating the recognition of 
a government to be erected by the Filipinos whenever in the judg- 
ment of the United States that government should be found to be 
entitled to such recognition. 

Now, Mr. President, what was proper a year ago is not possi- 
ble now. A year ago conditions were such that in my opinion it 
was competent for the United States Government to leave to the 
Filipinos the work of 6 government, of so per- 
fecting it that the United States Government would recognize it 
and would deem it capable of properly performing the functions 
of government. They at that time had a government. They had 
a president. They had a parliament. And I will say, in passing, 
that they had a parliament the proceedings of which were very 
highly spoken of by persons competent to judge. They hada 


iction, or control over 
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judiciary; they had an army, and in all 5 they had the 
machinery of government, They not only had an army in name 
but they had one infact. They had an army of efficiency, an 
army capable of sustaining the civil arm of the government. 
They had an army of 30,000 men, which invested at that time the 
city of Manila and kept within it the entire Spanish army while 
Dewey beleaguered the city 51 sea. It was an arm which in re- 
peated battles, after the nava 

ception gained victories over the Spanish troops and had rapran 
from the Spanish troops many thousands of prisoners. It was 
an army which, as stated by the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts Hoa] the other day, was one which absolutely invested 
the city of Manila by land and extended from water to water on 
either side. ? 

So I say, Mr. President, while I am not going into the question 
now of the propriety of the action of the United States Govern- 
ment in reference to that army, ing solely as to the reason 
why in my opinion at that time it was proper to leave the question 

f the organization of their government to the Filipinos, they not 
only had all of the other framework of government, but they had 
a powerful, victorious army. 

erefore it was that in the resolution which I offered as an 
amendment to the McEnery resolution no provision was made, or, 
rather, suggested, for the action of the United States Government 
except to judge whether the government which should be framed 
by them should be a proper government. But in these present 
resolutions there is provision that the Government of the United 
States shall take a ative action. First, that it shall restore 
peace and order; second, that it shall itself provide the method, 
the eo and give the assistance which may be required to 
enable the Filipinos to organize a government which s bea 
sufficient and a satisfactory government in the opinion of the 
United States. 

Now, why the change? Because, Mr. President, since that time 
whatever there was of government in the Philippine Islands has 
been destroyed by the United States Government. Their arm 
has been dispersed; their government has been entirely di rea 
their president and the commander of their army is practically a 
fugitive in hiding; their army has been practically broken up; 
their parliament has been destroyed; their courts have been dis- 


persed, and there is no authority in the Philippine Islands to-day 
voni oe the name of authority except the authority of the 
ni states, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON, Sanin A 

Mr. HOAR. Is it his information, and if so, I should like to 
know the source of it, that there are urban or municipal govern- 
ments over the island of Luzon and the group in the neighbor- 
hood, the name of which I have forgotten, which the Filipinos 
had without dispute? Are those also destroyed, orare they still, 
in places where the United States does not penetrate, governing 
their Lite Ye and towns in peace and harmony? 

Mr. BACON. I am not sufficiently informed to answer the 
question of the Senator with accuracy. Of course, I presume it to 
be true that wherever the United States forces have not actually 
penetrated the people are still carrying on their own municipal 
governments, But, 8 in a general way, I think the propo- 
sition may be properly stated that the United States Government 
through its military operations has practically overthrown the 
local governments in those islands, and that wherever they now 
exist, even in municipalities, it is simply from the fact that tem- 
porarily at least there is no presence of the United States troops 
in those places. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me, I will attract 
his attention to a portion of the report of General Otis, in which 
he says that on and prior to December 10 Aguinaldo was the domi- 
nant power throughout the island and of the government even 
within the limits of the city of Manila, of which the United States 
had actual military possession, and that an order issued by Agui- 
naldo was so potent that it was almost universally obe by the 
Filipino people within the limits of Manila, of which the United 
States was supposed to have actual and exclusive military occu- 


pation. 

Mr. BACON. Conceding all that the Senator from Utah says, 
the only purpose I have in alluding to the fact of the supremacy 
of the military authority of the United States in those islands is 
to give the reason why I think the duty now devolves upon the 
United States Government to restore, as far as possible, perfect 
peace and order within the islands, and to maintain that peace 
and order until there shall have been substituted for the govern- 
ment—the military government, if you proas or the United 
States such local civil government as shall be organized through 
the assistance of the United States, and as shall be deemed satis- 
factory and sufficient by the United States. 

Of course, I do not desire at this stage, because these are really 
in the nature of preliminary remarks, to go into the discussion of 
the questions which are suggested by the interruptions of the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Utah. 


battle of Manila, had without ex- |- 


Now, Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Georgia 
d just ar ment? 
. BACON. ` Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued 
or coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside until the Senator from Georgia shall have 
finished his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the unfinished business be laid aside without prejudice, 
It will be so ordered, without objection. The Senator from Geor- 
gia will proceed. 

Mr. BACON. I thank the Senator for the courtesy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator resumes, will it be agree- 
able to him to permit me to put a question to him? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator made a statement as to the effect 
of the declarations introduced by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] relative to Cuba. The question which I would like to 
put to the Senator, with his 8 is this: Whether, in his 
view, the United States would have been precluded by that decla- 
ration from honorably exacting from Spain at the end of the war 
a money indemnity for the expenses of the war? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think we would, Mr. President. I do 
not think that we would have been barred from other kinds of 
indemnity for the expenses of the war, but I do think that in good 
faith the United States stood pledged before the world not to reap 
advantage from the war. I may, before I get through—I am not 
sure—have occasion to discuss the question as to whether or not 
this is an effort on the part of the United States Government to 
reap advantage, or whether it was a proceeding for the purposes 
of indemnity. 

Mr. President, there are two points of view in a general way 
from which we should look at the question of the action of the 
United States Government in the permanent retention of the 
iret ipa Islands, One which has been very much discussed, and 
which I am free to say I do not think has been by any means ex- 
hausted, as able as the discussion has been, is the question of right, 
the question of justice to the Filipinos, and the question of con- 
sistency on the part of the United States in the treatment of the 
Filipinos, consistency with our avowed, recognized principles for 
over halfacentury. That part of the discussion I do not propose 
to trench upon this afternoon. 

Another point of view from which it may be regarded is the 
question as to the interest of the people of the United States polit- 
ically and materially, and it is to that part of the question t I 
wish, with the indulgence of the Senate, to address myself this 
afternoon. 

Mr. President, it willbe noted that in these resolutions I have 
endeavored, as far as possible, to exclude the consideration of 
eee which might divert attention from the main question. 

e question is this: When the conditions are ripe, when 

has been restored and the authority of the United States is no 
longer resisted in the 9 shall the United States then ac- 
cord a free government to the Filipinos, to be independently exer- 
cised by them, or shall the United States thereafter retain the 

on, dominion, and sovereignty of the Philippine Islands 
with the view to their permanent retention as a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States? But before proceeding to that I want 
to say this: There is some question as to whether or not this is the 
proper time for us to determine what shall be the ultimate action 
of the Government of the United States with reference to the 
Philippine Islands, and without going into that question at large— 
because I presume that question will come up more properly prob- 
ably upon the consideration of the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] or the bill offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]—I wish to state, however, 
in order that my view may not be misunderstood, that I think there 
are two reasons why this matter should receive present attention, 
— only present attention, Mr. President, but present determi- 


nation. 

In the first place, Mr. President, while it is true that the power 
of the Filipino army has been broken, while their government 
has been dispersed, and while, in a general way, we may say that 
the power of the American forces in the Philippine Islands is 
supreme, still entire peace has not been restor If we hada 


year ago said that we did not design the subjugation of those peo- 
ple; that we did not intend that we should exercise permanent 
sovereignty over that archipelago, but that in due time, when a 
ae Was organized such as the Government of the United 

tates would deem to be sufficient, we intended to leave them to the 
control of their own affairs, I believe there would have been no 
bloodshed in thoseislands. But thatis past. It is bootless to dis- 
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cuss what would or would not have been the result or effect at 


that time of such a declaration. My present belief, however, is 
that a declaration by this Government now that it does not so in- 

i in those islands; that the small and disorgan- 
resistance to the military power of the United 
States will be abandoned, because the only excuse for its continu- 
ance which they can bly have to-day is the fact that they un- 
derstand that the United States Government intends to deny to 
them the independence which they desire. Therefore I say, in the 
interest of the cessation of the effusion of blood, I think it im- 
portant that our action should be taken now and not be postponed 
do the future. 

Another reason, Mr. President, is this: So far as the character 
of the population is concerned, the conditions in those islands are 
not such as will be changed within any short period of time— 
within a generation. Therefore we can approach the subject 
now with as much certainty as to what the conditions will be ten 
years from now as we can now know what they are. Do not let 
me be misunderstood. I mean this: Those are thickly populated 
islands; they are inhabited by people of a certain race; and ten 
years from now they will be inhabited by a people of substantially 
the same kind; there will be no material ge. Therefore, as 
the condition of affairs which will exist then exists now, we can 
determine as well what we should do as we can determine ten 


years from now. 

Mr. President, as I said, I desire to address the Senate upon the 

8 as to What is the interest of the people of the United 
tates in determining what shall be the future relations between 
the Philippine Islands and this Government. 

We have had in times past extension of territory; and if it be 
true that this proposed expansion, if you please, will create be- 
tween the Government of the United States and the Philippine 
Islands the same class of relations which now exists between the 
United States and the territory heretofore acquired, then we are 
ina NN to judge whether or not we can safely undertake to 
continue a permanent political relation with those islands. 

It is 1 far-reaching in its consequences, which 
invokes the most considerate and patriotic judgment by the 
American people. In the outset of the examination of this ques- 
tion, in order that we may consider and determineit intelligently, 
it is of vital importance to ascertain the relations which must 
necessarily thereafter exist between the United States and the 
e Islands if these islands are permanently retained as a 
part of the territory of the United States. 

Will these islands, if permanently retained, bear thereafter the 
same relations to the United States as those which are now borne 
or which have heretofore been borne to the United States by the 
various acquisitions of territory heretofore made by the United 
States? If the Philippine Islands do bear now or can bear in the 
future the same relations to the United States as does the terri- 
tory acquired from France or that uired from Mexico, then 
outside of the question of compulsion, which I am not now consid- 
ering, there is nothing novel in the > eS tesa for the acquisition 
and permanent retention of the Philippine Islands other that 
arising from distant location. In that case there is nothing which 
will work a revolution in our system of government, nothing 
which will subvert and destroy our bostad principles and cher- 
ished ideals. 

Let us examine and see what are the relations occupied by 
formerly acquired territory, in order that we may determine 
whether it is possible that the Philippines can ever bear the same 
relations to the United States. All the territory acquired through 
the Louisiana purchase or through the treaties with Mexico, as 
well as the Florida 9 from Spain, is now divided up into 
States and Territories. Almost all of it is now divided into States, 
the people of which enj ual rights, privileges, immunities. 
and powers with the people of the original thirteen States. All of 
these les in all of these new States which have been carved 
out of the several territories acquired from France, from Mexico, 
and from Spain before the late war, are joint beneficiaries and 
gons proprietors with the citizens of the original thirteen States 

the great inheritance of personal liberty, and in the rights and 
powers of equal citizenship, and in the right of the equal influence 
and authority of their votes in the making of the laws and in the 
control of the affairs of their several States and of the General 
Government. The parts of these several acquisitions which have 
not yet been admitted as States into the Union have been divided 
into Territories, with the design and certainty that in due time 
they will also be admitted as States, at which time their people 
also have all the rights, privileges, and immunities and exer- 

cise all the powers of citizens of other States. 

The same is true of Alaska. The time is near at hand when 
that country will be given a complete Territorial government, and 
there is no doubt but that in the future it will be admitted as a 
State in the Union. 

All this that has been thus accomplished in the uses made of 
these several acquisitions in their creation as States, and all that 
it is intended to accomplish as to the remainder in the future, was 


anticipated and designed at the times of these acquisitions. This 
design may be said to have been in each case of the act of 
annexation. It was known from beginning that these coun- 
tries were so situated geographically, and that their inhabitants 
would be of such a character and complexion that States could 
be cony 


acquisitions 
would in their territory and in their people add to the strength, 
the dignity, and the glory of this great Government made up by 
the magnificent aggregation of States, each independent of the 
other, and each peopl by a homogeneous, free, self-reliant, and 
self-controlling citizenry, 

In the acquisition of territory upon our own continent with this 
design and purpose, and in the practical accomplishment of this 
design and p there was nothing at war with the design and 
purpose of the founders of our Government. There was nothing 
subversive of the principles upon which those founders rested the 
Government, nothing destructive of their ideals of representa- 
tive free government which they intended as the spirit and the 
body of their great creation. 

In each of these vast acquisitions, and in the uses made of them, 
there was expansion, and great expansion. But it was not simply 
expansion of the territory subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States. It was an expansion of territory accom by an ex- 
tension of the same political systems and political institutions 
which existed in the original States. It was an expansion of ter- 
ritory accompanied by an extension of the tem of States 
inhabited by a people of our own race, a people free and self-goy- 
erning, and with equal rights with the le in the original 
States in the making of laws for the control of State and Federal 
governments, i 

This in each instance was legitimate nsion. It was legiti- 
mate and harmonious growth. It was not revolutionary change. 
It subverted none of our institutions. It did no violence to our 
political principles. It destroyed none of our political ideals, 

On the contrary, such expansion strengthened our institutions 
by extending them into other political systems of the same kind, 
It established our political principles by demonstrating that they 
were not limited in tbeir application to the people of the original 
States, but that free, representative, self-controlling government 
could be safely exercised by all of our race. It vindicated the 
wisdom of the founders of our dual government, State and Fed- 
eral, by proving that so long as our political institutions and polit- 
ical systems and political principles were adhered to, this dual 
3 could be safely capable of indefinite expansion, at 

east within the limits of our own continent. 

Such expansion gave promise of perpetuity to our ideals of per- 
sonal, civil, religious, and political liberty by extending them to 
all within the acquired territory, as rights sacred and to be denied 
to none within our free Government, 

But is it possible that such e on can result from our per- 
manent retention of the Philippine Islands? What shall be said 
of an expansion which is simply an expansion of territory, which 
does not with it an extension of our political system, our 
political principles, and our political ideals? What shall be said 
of an sion by the acquisition of territory where it is not in- 
tended that there shall be statehood, and where it is impossible 
that there can ever be statehood, with the ts of citizenship in 
a State—where it is not intended, and where it is e eet that 
the inhabitants of the acquired territory shall ever be equal par- 
ticipants with ourselves in the making of the laws of the General 
Government? 

Is such expansion as this the harmonious and legitimate growth 
and development of our political system or is it such a change in 
our political system as amounts to revolution? If the acquired 
territory is never to be admitted to statehood, and in the nature 
of things can never be so admitted, then it must be a depen” nt 
and subject colony of the United States. If the people in the ac- 
quired territory are never to be admitted into equal participation 
with us in the making of the laws of the General Government by 
which they, as well as ourselves, are to be governed, and from their 
character can never be so admitted, then such people can be none 
less than vassals and voiceless subjects of the United States. 

Revolution means a turning over. In political matters it is 
used to signify a complete or radical change. There could scarcely 
be a more complete or radical change in the institutions of a 
country than a change from a condition where all were free citi- 
zens and none were subject vassals, to a condition where in a par- 
ticular locality all are subject vassals and none are free citizens; a 
change from a condition where all are allowed through their votes 
to participate in determining the legislation of the eral Goy- 
ernment, to a condition in a particular locality where all are made 
subject to laws in the g of which they are forever denied 


the privilege of haying a voice; a change m a condition in 
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which the e have all the rights, powers, and privileges of | not like the term “ im Nevertheless, whenever a re- 
sovereign s d, to a condition where for all time they are to 


be allowed no governmental organization of their own excepting 
only such dependent organization as they are permitted to main- 
tain at the will and pleasure of the General Government. 

The proposition is not to be successfully controverted that such 
radical changes in the principles and practices of our Government 
will constitute a revolution of the most pronounced type. 

If, therefore, the acquired territory is to be permanently held 
without statehood and without the privilege or right of their peo- 

le to eee directly or indirectly in the enactment of the 

ws of the General Government by which they are to be gov- 
erned, and if it is impossible that they can ever be given such 
privileges and rights, the permanent retention of these islands is 
an expansion of territory without the extension of our system of 
government; it is an expansion which destroys to that extent our 
political principles and our governmental ideals; it is an expan- 
sion which is neither the natural growth nor the legitimate de- 
velopment of our system of government, but it is an expansion 
which is a revolution in that system. 

Now, sir, applying these propositions which I have suggested, 
what are the conceded facts with reference to the Philippines? 
How is it with regard to the future relations of these islands to 
the United States if sovereignty is to be permanently maintained 
therein by the United States? There isno possibility that they can 
ever become a State of this Union. There is no possibility that 
a star can be added to the flag which shall represent an Asiatic race 
7,000 miles beyond the seas. There is no possibility that we should 
ever admit to an equal participation in our Government these 
Asiatic people, so differing from us in race, habits, traditions, 
interests, laws, and religion, so utterly unassimilable to ourselves, 
It is impossible that we should ever consent that this Asiatic race 
should send here Senators and Representatives to participate in 
the making of laws by which Americans are to be porerne, or 
that they should, in some closely contested election, through their 
Saisie vote, decide who should be the President of the United 

tates, 

The conditions which now exist, and which will undoubtedl 
exist hereafter if we permanently retain the Philippines, make it 
impossible that they can ever become a State; and to hold them as 
a subject colony makes necessarily a revolution in our system of 
government which should not be aided by anyone who is loyal to 
the principles upon which that system is founded. It is a revolution 
which requires those who support it to deny the most venerated 
principles contained in the laration of Independence, and 
compels them to openly challenge and dispute their truth, Itisa 
revolution which tramples under foot the warnings and vi day 
of Washington's Farewell Address, which we have heretofore rev- 
erently in this Chamber upon each recurring anniversary, and 
the teachings of which the American people haye held as sacred 
for more than an hundred years. 

It is a revolution which utterly scouts and derides the princi- 
ples which have inspired in us the contemplation of a republican 
government as a sacred thing, and which has heretofore caused 
us to make haste to recognize every republican government which 
has been set up by those who have overthrown any form of mon- 
archical government. It is a revolution which palsies our tongue 
when we would give voice to our sympathy for any people strug- 
gling for liberty anywhere on the earth, and makes us with ac- 
cusing conscience sit in dumb silence for fear the accusing finger 
may be pointed at us. Nay, more, Mr. President, it is a revolution 
which, while it denies liberty to other people, endangers the liberty 
of our own people. 

Senators can not fail to recognize that a people to preserve their 
own liberties must be true to the principles upon which their lib- 
erties rest. They must not only be true to the principles of liberty 
as applied to themselves and as enjoyed by themselves, but they 
must be loyaltothose prin ed ee A Audie them 
to others. The man who teaches his children that they can with 
propriety violate the Decalogue in dealing with the property of his 
neighbor and the persons of his neighbor's family can not pro- 
mote or maintain personal honesty or personal virtue within the 
precincts of his own household. 

Mr. President, this is a most serious phase of this question, one 
that I fear we are not sufficiently appreciative of, and I may be 
permitted to dwell somewhat further upon it. I want, however, 
to say in this connection that Iaccord to all the absolute, unqual- 
ified desire that which is best for the public good. I impugn the 
motives of no one, and therefore in what I say, while I may use 
words that are not exactly agreeable, they are not in any manner 
intended to be offensive. 

The advocates of the permanent retention of the Philippines do 
not like to hear the term vassal.” Nevertheless, one who is the 
subject of a government in which he has no voice, who only has 


such liberty as the government may grant him, and which itself 
2 be taken from him at the will of the government, is a vassal. 
And that is the only political relation the Filipino can ever bear 


to the United States. The advocates of permanent retention do 


public owns outlying provinces, to be held permanently as appr 
ent colonies, never to be admitted as a part of the republic in the 
control and administration of the 3 that republic is to 
that extent imperial. And, if hel rmanently, that is the onl 
ee which the Philippine Islands can ever bear to the Uni 

8. 

Ah, sir, it is true that the terms ‘ vassal” and“ imperial“ grate 

on American ears. They are terms expressive of conditions viola- 
tiveof every principle of the free institutions of America, They are 
terms expressive of conditions utterly at war with the principles 
which Americans during three generations have drank in with 
their mothers’ milk. Senators and others who can not find argu- 
ment with which to meet argument have been in the habit of put- 
ting this question aside with the reply that the charge of imperial- 
ism is all “rot.” Men Who can not meet argument with argument, 
men who can not meet a proposition with a logical reply, seek to 
pri thes the gravest of propositions with such foolish expressions 
as . 
To bring about such conditions and make them permanent, 
which necessarily result in imperialism and vassalage, is, I repeat. 
to revolutionize the Government, because heretofore we have had 
no imperial colonies and no vassals, and we have vaunted political 
principles which have made it impossible that we should have 
either the one or the other. 

Now, sir, I use the term „revolution“ because it is the one 
which properly expresses the fact. The proposition is this: That 
to permanently retain territory which it is known can never be- 
come a State and the people of which it is also known can never 
be admitted to participation in the legislation and administration 
either of a State or of the General Government, people who must 
be ruled by a standing army in their midst, is to work a revolu- 
tion in the system of government as it has heretofore existed in 
the United States, a revolution of the most radical and far-reach- 


= character, 

here can be no such thing as an imperial republic. It will 
either be an empire or a republic. Under the name imperial re- 
public, the form of a republic may be preserved; but the soul and 
spirit of republican institutions will surely die. To speak of an 
imperial republic, true to republican principles and institutions, 
is to speak of a free autocracy or a Christian infidel, or a law- 
abiding lawbreaker. 

Sir, in the view which I am now presenting I am not pleading 
the cause of the Filipinos. I am pleading the cause of Ameri- 
cans, that their Government may not be converted from a re- 
panno composed of free States into an imperial 1 80 

olding vassal and subject colonies, ruled and controlled necessa- 
rily by a standing army in their midst. If our free Republic is to 
be converted into this imperial government, it is not those who 
are to be held and ruled as v in subject colonies who will be 
the principal sufferers, 

I am satisfied that this brief analysis which I have made of the 
character of this nsion which we have accomplished in the 
past will be recognized as a correct analysis, because it is one of 
the chief glories of this country, one which will be recognized 
and known as long as the history of this country is written, that 
whereas 5 suffering and trial and sacrifice we founded 
a small republic, made up of an aggregation of colonies which 
through that sacrifice won their independence, that which we 
gained in that way we have given toacontinent. That liberty, 
personal, civil, religious, and political, has not been kept for our- 
selves, but we have n it until that personal liberty and 
those free institutions which were thus achieved for 3,000,000 
rene are to-day, through our gift, the great heritage of 80,000,000, 
And no small part of that glory is the fact that aye $ one hun- 
dred and sixteen years after the achievement of our independence 
no man, public or private, in the United States, ever suggested 
the possibility that we should acquire territory which should be 
held as subject territory, with the impossibility that there should 
ever be a State made of such territory, or that we should conquer 
and subject any pope who should Fee, held as vas- 
sals and who would be forever denied the rights and powers and 
privileges of 5 

Mr. President, I allude to this with perhaps a little more of de- 
tail than I otherwise would, because those who are the advocates 
of this new imperial expansion are wont to buttress themselves 
with the argument that they are but proceeding in a line which 
has been marked out in the past, and that while the greatest names 
of which we boast in the history of our country are the names of 
those who have been instrumental in accomplishing this great 
work of thus extending our free Republic, they are names which 
these imperialists have now a right to invoke as the authority and 
the defense for the peen proposition to convert this free Repub- 
io into an empire, holding distant subject provinces by military 

orce, 

I desire to say that the man who compares the proposed expan- 
sion, and the effects which must Peer teh follow Te, to the ex- 


m of the past which has come from the acquisition of the 
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terri uired from France or from Mexico or from Spain 
before the late : 


war; the man who says they are alike; the man 
who says that the one may be taken as the authority and the de- 
fense for the other, is either woefully lacking in candor or still 
more woefully lacking in information, because they are as wide 
apart as the poles and as different as night is from day. 

The one is the expansion and extension of free government and 
free institutions; the other is the destruction of free institutions 
and the birth and growth of imperial rule. 

Those who disregard and violate the personal and political lib- 
erty of a foreign people are but preparing the way for the time 
when the barriers will be broken down, and the strong among us 
will oppress and rule with an iron hand and by military power 
the weak and the defenseless in our own land. 

If this revolution were only to affect the Filipinos, we might 
from a selfish standpoint be content that it should beso. But the 
controlling fact is tif this revolution is finally accomplished 
the principal disasters which will accompany it will fall upon 
ourselves. The view which I have so far presented may be con- 
sidered by some to be in the nature of an academic discussion, 
But there are practical evils which will result from this imperial 

ion the discussion of which is in no sense academic. 

e first feature in which this revolution will definitely and 
practically manifest itself to the inj of our people will be in 
the immediate growth of militarism. it shall be finally deter- 
mined to permanently retain the Philippine Islands, it is a safe 
prediction that in less than eighteen months from this date, if the 
imperialistic pr is continued, the Regular Army of the 
United States will be increased to 100,000 men. 

Now, the proposition which I make, and which 1 hope I may 
have the pleasure of hearing a Senator who is in favor of expan- 
sion discuss, is that the retention of the Philippine Islands inevi- 
tably and necessarily involves a great standing army, presumably 
at least a hundred thousand men, and under some conditions 
much larger. We have already had the suggestion of it. If I 
recollect aright, the message of the President to the last Congress 
recommended the creation of an army—lI do not recollect whether 
the particular number was stated or not, but it was understood 
to be a recommendation—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. A hundred thousand, 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from Missouri supplies the infor- 
mation that it was a hundred thousand. I was about to say that 
it was understood that is what was meant. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, in pursuance of that well-known desire, absolutely 
passed a bill making the Army of the United States not for a 
time, but for all time until thereafter repealed, 100,000 men. The 
measure came to this Chamber. Owing to the — ition of lead- 
ing members of the Senate, the bill was practically defeated, and 
instead of it the law which now exists was enacted 

No bill to this effect has K ap „during this session, in 
either House of Congress. It probably will not until after the 
Presidential election; but in the second session of this Congress, 
after the Presidential election, or in an extra session immediately 
thereafter, it is not to be doubted that such a bill will be passed 
and become a law. 

The only possible excuse for this radical c will be this 
revolutionary policy upon which we have embarked, Almost our 
entire Army is y across the seas. The number of soldiers of 
the Regular Army now remaining within the borders of the 
United States is a mere handful. There could be no stronger 
demonstration of the fact that we do not need any large standing 
army in time of . The great and distinguishing feature of 
difference between the United States and the European govern- 
ments has been that we have had only a nominal Sear Army, 
while they have each had a great standing army of hundreds of 
thousands of men. Our people have themselves controlled and 
maintained our Government. On the contrary, their govern- 
ments have controlled their ple with the menace of great 
standing armies, This revolution destroys this difference between 
us and the European governments and turns us from our peace- 
ful paths into the same road of blood and iron which they have 


since the Dark Ages. 

The necessity of controlling the Filipinos and of maintaining 
the sovereignty of the United States in those islands will be the 
excuse for this large standing army. And, sir, there is no question 
that if the islands are to be retained, a large army will be required 
for alltime. There will be no escape then from such necessity, 
There is no reason to believe that we will find the Filipinos peace- 
ful and submissive subjects. The testimony of our own officers 
is that they now hate Americans more than they formerly hated 
the Spaniards. The testimony of our own officers is, further, that 
they most 3 desire liberty and independence, for Which 
they have struggled at intervals for more than a century. Lieu- 
tenant Gillmore, who has just been released from many months’ 
captivity among them, gives it as his opinion that the present in- 
surrection will last as wer as any Sie ere are left. A statement 
recently copied into the hington Post from the Chicago Inter- 
Ocean gives stronger evidence of their love of liberty than any as- 


sertion by themselves or by others. It is that in the last struggle 
with Spain, in 1896, 50,000 Filipinos gave their lives in the cause 
of liberty. If the accounts are true which we have received, more 
than one-third that number have fallen in their resistance to 
the American authorities. A people whose passions and hatred 
have been thus aroused against us and who are capable of makin 
such saerifices will not be submissive subjects. Only fear an 
force will keep them in subjection. If held in subjection inst 
their will, it will be necessary to rule them with an iron hand. 
This will require a large army constantly on theislands. Their 
distance from possible reenforcement when needed and the neces- 
sity of frequently relieving troops on duty there and of supplying 
their places with others will require twice as large an army as 
would be necessary if the islands were near our shores and in a 
temperate climate. 

For while my distinguished friend the Senator from Indiana 
8 those islands as being extremely salubrious and health- 
ful, that is not the testimony of soldiers who haye returned, and 
that is not the testimony of Professor Worcester, neither in his 
book, which Ihavein mye nor in his private conversation with 
me. It may be and doubtless isa pleasant climate for a temporary 
visit under very favorable conditions, but it is an exceedingly 
wearing climate, with plagues and tropical diseases. It is one 
where the constitution breaks under the influence, and in conse- 
ne we must not only have a large army there, but we must 

so have a large army at home for the constant replacing of those 
who are pong home, So that there will not only be a large 
army in the Philippines, but also a large army in the United 
States—not for a little while, but for all time. And the army of 
100,000, which now seems to be monstrous, will in a short time be 
increased to 200, 000. 

The fact is not to be denied or disguised, Mr. President, that 
there are great and powerful influences in this country which for 
their own purpose desire a great standing army, irrespective of 
the need of troops in the Philippine Islands; and there is every 
reason to believe that there are those among them who are ardently 
pressing on this revolutionary project of holding subject and vas- 
sal colonies because of the certain assurances which it gives of a 

t and increasing standing army. Some of them have not 
esitated to say that they wish a large standing army to control 
our own people. There can be no greater danger to republican 
government, there can be no greater menace to personal liberty 
and free institutions, than a great standing army in time of peace. 
A great standing army is the unvarying and ever-ready instru- 
ment with which liberty is destroyed. It is the weapon with 
which the freeman is subjected to the vassal, and with which the 
vassal is kept in base submission to his lord. It is the mailed 
hand of every tyrant; it is the voracious consumer of the hard 
tribute wrung from the industries and labor of the land; it is the 
oppressor and the burden of the great masses of the people. 
ir, there are in this hitherto favored land millions of those who 
have left their native land to escape the curse and the burden of 
great standing armies. And now shall this great monster, to 
escape which they crossed the seas, rise up before them here to 
consume their substance and bar their progress and that of their 
children in the enjoyment of personal liberty and free institutions? 

Sir, among all classes of the American people there is no senti- 
ment more universal than honor and admiration for the American 
soldier. In every conflict from colonial times to the present, in 
foreign or domestic wars, on whichever side he has been ranged, 
he has shed imperishable glory on American manhood. 

Our small standing army has ever had the pride and affection 
of our people. It has never been to them either an oppressor or a 
burden. It has stood asthe emblem and the nucleus of the gigantic 
reserve military power of the nation. It has ever been fondly re- 
garded as the type, the exemplar for the great army of citizen 
soldiery ever y to spring to arms at the nation’s call. Thus I 
would ever have it remain. That it may so remain, itis necessary 
that we should maintain the condition under free institutions 
where no t standing army is required to dominate and rule any 
people within the jurisdiction of the United States. In order that 
it should so ever remain in the pride and affection of the American 
people, it is necessary that our Government should continue to be 
cne of the people and not be converted into a government ruling 
the people with an army. I want no territory permanently an- 
nexed to the United States in which the conditions are such that 
it is a fact beyond the possibility of successful dispute that not 
only for a while, but for all time the authority of the United 
States must be maintained only through the power of a great 
standing army, enforcing the submission and obedience of an un- 


willing people. 
Mr. ident, I spoks about practical matters, and I asked that 
in the progress of this debate Senators would come squarely up 


in argument and meet the proposition whether or not the reten- 
tion of these islands in the relation which they must bear to this 
Government was or was not revolution, and not simply meet it 
by assertion. Now, I havea more practical request to make of 
Senators who are in favor of the retention of these islands, The 
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people are entitled to know what is going to be the cost of reten- 
tion, and I ask Senators who are going to reply, not to my u 
ment in particular, but Senators who are going to discuss this 
question upon the high plane of argument which should be had 
in this Chamber, to answer two questions: Is it or is it not true 
that the retention of the Philippine Islands necessitates a great 
nee army? And second, in the absence of the retention of 
the Philippine Islands, is a great standing army necessary? If 
Senators answer the first proposition in the negative, that a great 
standing army will not be made necessary by the retention of the 
Philippine Islands, I want them to tell us how it is going to be 
done without it. England, I think, has over 100,000 men, if Iam 
not mistaken, certainly approximating that number, in India. 
She has to keep them there all the time, and although we see in 
the newspapers announcements of the loyalty of the Indian popu- 
lation, she does not dare to take that army away from there in 
this day of her trial and need, 

Mr. President, another practical matter is this, and I hope that 
when Senators come to discuss it they will meet it, or at least 
give us the information that we think is proper. I am not as apt 
at quoting Scripture as my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], but there is somewhere in the Bible a very wise statement 
that the man who goes to war sits down and counts his enemies 
and counts what is necessary in order that he may meet him. Of 
course, this is not a literal statement of it, but that is the idea of 
what is there. I say when we come face to face with the great 
question whether or not we shall retain permanently the Philip- 
pine Islands, it is the duty of Senators on this floor who are going 
to determine this question by their votes to count the cost an 
let the people know not only what they think is to be the cost of 
war, but what is to be the conclusion, and upon that estimate to 
give the people the information upon which they can base their 
action. And in pursuance of that I say not only is there the 
practical question of a great standing army in time of peace, but 
the much greater army, the much greater naval armament, which 
is going to be made necessary by the fact that we are going to be 
in constant danger of entanglements in foreign wars. 

Another certain consequence of this revolution in the principles 
and structure of our Government will be the liability and proba- 
bility of disastrous wars of which we have not hitherto stood in 
danger. There is no government on this Western Hemisphere 
which will ever have either the inclination or the ability to make 
war upon us. There can not be the slightest danger of war from 
that source. With an ocean on each side of us it would be prac- 
tically impossible for any government in the Eastern Hemisphere 
to transport an army to our shores large enough to make a pre- 
tense of an attack upon us. With the money expended in a few 
years in the Philippine Islands, in keeping an army there and in 
3 the islands, devoted to the fortification of our seacoast, 
we would be invulnerable against an attack from any foreign 
navy. So that with conditions hereafter continued as they have 
heretofore existed we are absolutely safe from liability to foreign 
wars unless we ourselves elect to make them. With our geo- 
graphical situation, and with the observance of our policy of not 
interfering in questions and quarrels which do not relate to the 
concerns of this hemisphere, we can absolutely command the 

for our country. Even if there arose cause of war, any 
uropean government would be extremely reluctant to declare 
war against us, because of the impossibility of successfully mak- 
ußut 18 t Phili ine Islands beco part of i 
u e ippine s me & of our possessions 
there will be two most important results. 

First. Omitting the discussion of the question whether we will 
thereby forfeit the right to insist thereafter upon the mainte- 
nance of the Monroe doctrine, we will necessarily become compli- 
cated in the contentions and competitions and rivalries of the 
European governments, and from these complications there will 
be constant dangers that wars will be thrust upon us which we 
can not honorably decline. There could be no greater folly than 
for the American ple to throw away this immunity from war. 

Second. We will no longer be impregnable in a war with a 
European power. We broke the power of Spain without ever 
sending a ship across the Atlantic or landing a soldier on her 
shores. The Philippines and Cuba furnished theaters for the war 
where she could not successfully defend herself. The Philippine 
Islands will, if they become a part of our territory, in like man- 
ner furnish to an enemy a field for the war where, by reason of 
the great distance across the sea, we will be exceedingly weak and 

y vulnerable. That will be our weak spot, and that will 

the point of attack by our enemies because it is the weak spot. 
All of our troops, all our munitions of war, and all of our supplies 
must be transported over 7,000 miles of water. Every transport 
carrying troops or supplies must be convoyed by a naval force 
strong enough to resist the entire naval force of the enemy in 
those waters, because it can not be anticipated which transport 
will be attacked by that entire naval force. In a war with a 
European power, with the Philippines chosen as the theater of 
active operations, the possibility of the disasters which would be: 


fall us on the water and on the land, and the humiliation which 
would overwhelm us in such a case, are appalling to contemplate. 
Even though no war vessel of our enemy had appeared in Pacific 
waters, it would be necessary for us to concentrate there prac- 
tically all of our Navy to convoy and protect the transports which 
carried our troops, because it would impossible to anticipate 
aie hostile ships would appear in that ocean through the Suez 
Can 

Mr. President, the power which could make no successful war 
against us by invading us here—the power which would be de- 
terred from even the thought of making war against us because she 
knewshe could not be successful in it, can unhesitatingly make war 
against us upon slight provocation whenever it suits her interest 
to do so, because she knows she can carry on that war against us 
in the Philippine Islands, where we are weak, where 5 
7,000 miles away, we shall have to be weak, and where we wo d 
be as much humiliated by defeat as the British Government is to- 
day humiliated by the terrible chastisement which sheis receiving 
at the hands of a mere handful of farmers. 

Is this a fanciful matter or is it a real matter? Is it a fact that 
we are setting an outpost, 7,000 miles away, where it would be 
extremely difficult for us to meet even a vastly inferior enemy, or 
is this simply a mere fanciful picture? 

Now, Mr. President, there are other practical matters—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator from Georgia will allow me 
before he leaves that point, I call his attention to the fact that 
those people there, with the government which we propose to give 
them, would be the allies of any power that might enter into war 
with us. All the nation at war with us would have to do would 
be to furnish the Filipinos arms and we would have another re- 
bellion on our hands such as we are now putting down. 

Mr. BACON. The suggestion of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is very pertinent, and I think the conclusion to which he ar- 
rives is certainly one with which no one can reasonably take issue. 
We have no reason to believe that those people, if accounts are 
true, would hereafter be our allies. 

Again, with our Navy necessarily concentrated in the Pacific 
Ocean, our long seacoast on the Atlantic and on the Gulf must de- 
pend 8 its land defenses to repel the attacks of the enemy's 
shi ith few exceptions, ourseaports are not adequately forti- 
fied to resist modern artillery. A vast sum of money is necessary 
to properly fortify our 4,000 miles of coast, stretching from the 
Rio Grande to Nova Scotia. With the immense annual expendi- 
ture required by the permanent annexation of the Philippines, not 
puy for the Army and Navy, but for necessary fortifications, it 
will be impracticable to furnish the great sums of money to ade- 
quately fortify against the power of modern guns this long sea- 
coast. Without such fortifications along our coast, the first sound 
of war would necessarily bring apprehension and fear and danger 
to the people at every exposed and undefended point. Two years 
have not passed since along our entire Atlantic and Gulf coast the 
people were importuning t Senators and Representatives, and 
they in turn were besieging the War Department, to give them 
some means of defense against the bombardment of the Spanish 
fleet, which they daily and nightly expected. 

Iremember, sir, one incident which was told in the papers which 
illustrated the nervous apprehension which existed at that time. 
The news of one of our victories reached an Atlantic coast city at 
some time during one night. Before the news was generally 
known some enthusiastic citizens ran out an old cannon and be- 
gan firing it in honor of the victory. The citizens, awakened from 
their sleep by the roaring gun, rushed frantically from their beds 
into the streets, thinking that the Spanish fleet had arrived and 
that the much-dreaded bombardment of their unfortified ana un- 
defended city had begun. And the next morning a newspaper 
8 in that city contained an indignant protest against the 

ing of cannon by anyone at such a time, when such noises 
would so alarm the people. And what was true of that city is 
true to-day of a large part of our seacoast in that it is undefended 
by adequate batteries and guns. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must have been in Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; it was not south of New York. Now 
you can fix the locality if you wish. And it was not a hundred 
miles from Rhode Island, where the Senator lives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it was a good many hundred miles 
from there. 

Mr. BACON. Speaking for my own State, I know it to be true 
that there is not a city or town on the coast which could not be 
bombarded by a man-of-war which could approach it by a water 
course where there are now no fortifications and no modern guns. 
And if this distant imperial colonization scheme is to be perma- 
nently adhered to, our seacoast must remain in an undefended 
condition. If these hundreds of millions of dollars are to be ex- 
pended on account of the Philippines it will be impossible to pro- 
vide the money to defray other necessary expenses of the Govern- 


ment = also necessary to properly fortify our long stretch of 
seacoas 
And thus it is that this new and revolutionary policy, while it 
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ates out of which wars are 
likely to arise, and while it will invite attack upon our distant 
territories dificult of defense, it will at the same time consume 
the money which would otherwise be available for the proper 
fortification of our own cities and towns. 

Mr, President, are these dangers to which we should shut our 
eyes? Can we, in dealing with so grave a matter, fraught with 
such fearful possibilities and consequences to our people, put aside 
the issue with the assertion that there will be no war, or that 
there is little probability of war? There will be no war? If that 
is so certain, 854 these millions annually expended to build up a 
great pid y these coaling stations all over the world t 
we are see to secure? Why the vast armaments of all kinds? 
If no probability of wars, why the ever-growing navy of battle 
ships and the demand for the t fortifications to resist modern 
cannon? They all testify to the recognition and consciousness of 
the danger of wars. 

Sir, w the eyes are blinded with the glitter and the glare, 
when the blood leaps and the pulses throb under the excitement 
of victorious war, it seems almost a profanation to break in upon 
the most ardent and exalted emotions with the suggestion that, if 
we shut our eyes to common prudence, there is danger that, brave 
and heroic and self-sacrificing as we may be and will be, the in- 
toxicated victors may at some time become the humiliated victims 
of disaster. 

Mr. President, public affairs move now in the world with quick 
development. A condition of peace to-day may to-morrow be 
converted into a state of war with some European power. Espe- 
cially is this sudden change within the range of reasonable possi- 
bility since we have flung aside the safe and prudent policy of a 
hundred years, enjoined by Washington, and needlessly and rashly 
proj ourselves into a field where we necessarily become en- 

gled in the complications of European international disputes 
and rivalries. Almost all of our Army to-day is in Asia, on the 
other side of the globe. A very large part of our Navy is in 
Asiatic waters. It is only six days’ sail from E to our At- 
lantic coast. It is almost as many weeks’ sail from Manila to New 
York or Norfolk or Savannah, 

If our new Navy, small as it is, were in Atlantic waters, it could 

be depended upon in large measure to defend our coasts. But 
th our Army and Navy in the Philippines, and with our long 
seacoast comparatively undefended by fortifications, will any 
Senator endeavor to realize and appreciate the plight we would 
be in if we should become involved in a war with a European 
wer? Extem earthworks will not suffice for defense as 
former times. We must have fortifications sufficient to resist 
the projectile capable of 3 more than 90 feet of solid 
concrete masonry. I doubt not that in such an emergency our 
poopie would be found equal to the occasion. I doubt not that 
with a splendid heroism which has ever characterized them, 
Americans would successfully defend their soil. But it would be 
at a sacrifice of life and immeasurably increased by rea- 
son of the absence of our Army and Navy in Asia. 
, sir, if under the argument of the imperialists the Philip- 
pines are to be permanently retained, then for the same reason 
other countries of similar kind must also be taken so soon as we 
can force the opportunity, The argumentis that the Philippines 
are rich in natural resources; that on this account they are valu- 
able, and that therefore we must subject them to our rule and 
them as a part of our permanentimperialdominion. But wh 
in this majestie march to imperial 55 at the Phil - 
ippines? same thing is true of the other tropical islands. The 
same wealth of resource is found in greater profusion in the feeble 
republics of Central America. In still greater profusion it is 
found in the republics of South America, only less feeble than the 
republics of Central America. In all these lands there is the ex- 
uberant wealth of the mines, of the forests, andof the soil. Wh. 
should the wide reach and grasp for imperial wealth be stay 
before all these lands have been added to our imperial dominion? 

Why should eloquence halt in stirring the blood of Americans 

with the portrayal of the spoils of an empire limited to the paltry 

area of the Philippines, when there is theloftier theme, the wider 
vision, of the immeasurable spoil of an empire extended over the 
unwilling and conquered people of Central and South America? 

Do you tell me this is extravagant? I admit it. Not only extray- 
agant, but to me the possibility of its realization absolutely repel- 
lant and abhorrent. : 

And yet, sir, I submit a proposition in this connection the truth 
of which no Senator will deny. If three years ago, in January, 
1897, a Senator had in his place here predicted that before Janu- 
ary, 1900, the United States would have sent across the Pacific 
Ocean an army of nearly 100,000 men and a great navy; that they 
would with this great army and navy have 2 and sub- 
jected to our rule a community of 10,000,000 of tic people, and 
that the country of that people would have been annexed as a part 
of the territory of the United States, never to be possibly a State, 
but always a colony, and the people never to be possibly citizens, 


will engender complications and di 


but always vassals, and that to accomplish this over $150,000,000 


would have been spent and over 20,000 lives would have been sac- 
rificed; and if he had further predicted that to defend and justify 
such subjugation and annexation, not only one Senator, but many 
Senators would have said in the Senate that the principles an- 
nounced in the Declaration of Independence were untrue; that 
the counsels and warnings of Washington in his Farewell Address 
were no longer worthy of respect, and that the Constitution of 
the United States had me antiquated and out of date, a mere 
piece of waste paper, to be tram under foot or thrown ont of 
the window whenever it s in the way of the majority—if 
these eg, ge been predicted three ore ago they would not 
only have regarded as extravagant, but the Senator who made 
a prediction would in all probability have been sent to the mad- 
ouse, 

And yet, sir, all these things, so extravagant and so impossible; 
all these things and more, things in their details more repellant 
and more abhorrent, have occurred within the three years. Look- 
ing back at these occurrences, does anyone believe t the greed 
for oped andthe lust for dominion will be sated with the acquisition 
of the Philippines? Why should they? What reason is there 
which calls in one case which will not prompt in another? 

No, Mr, President, unless met by superior power, there is no 
halt to the imperial tread when once it starts upon its conquering 
and its despoiling march. Until it meets with it can onl 
be stayed by the command of the people, and then only when su 
command is given before; in the decay of free institutions they 
lose their pre to command. The thirst for empire is like the 
desire for human blood, which is stirred to an unquenchable and 
maddening thirst in the veins of every man who tastes it. The 
cry will be More!” More!“ It was a long step into the middle 
of the sea to take Hawaii. It was a much longer step across the 
widest of all the oceans to take the Philippines. m there 
across to the continent of Asia is a much shorter step. Every- 
where the bounties which Providence has bestowed on forei 
nations invite the greed for spoil and the lust for dominion. fo 
the hunger for the spoils of foreign lands there is no satiety; to 
their acquisition there is no limit save the limit of our power. 

And thus, from step to step, the march of empire will go on, and 
as a necessary inevitable consequence a growing standing army, 
not of 100,000 or of 200,000, but of 400,000 or half a million of men, 
and an annual r drawn from the taxes paid by the peo- 
ple, the meee e of which one would now scarcely venture to 
suggest. we undertake to copy the policies of Europe we must 
bear like burdens with them, and in uting such policies in 
the rivalries of extending empire and holding vassal colonies each 
of the European Governments to-day apres an army in time of 
peace numbered by several hundreds of thousands of men. 

Mr. President, it is not a pleasant any to suggest that there 
may be a limit beyond which the United States may not safely 
go. It is a much easier task to tickle the ear of the American peo- 
ple with high-flown panegyrics of the possibilities of their achieve- 
ments, and to excite their pride and enthusiasm in the glittering 
recital of the dazzling dream of empire. But those officially 
charged with the msibility of the e, the safety, and the 
future of a great nation, and with the duty of the preservation of 
its 8 and its institutions, will find the discharge of their 
highest duty not always in the fleld most inviting to personal 
gratification and pleasing to the love of personal applause, but 
they will find that duty more frequently in the less inviting task 
of soberly saying things which are true, things not so pleasant for 
the people to hear, things not so stimulating to their enthusiasm 
and their hasty applause, but things the knowledge of which will 
guard them from great dangers and remediless disasters. 

But, sir, it is not simply in the contemplation of the possibility 
of a war entailing great sacrifices and possible reverses that I am 
op to a policy which will bring wars. I am opposed to a 

cy which will induce and invite wars, even if it could be cer- 
tainly known that they would be victorious wars. War, at best, 
even victorious war in a righteous cause, is a t curse. It 
always works a change in the civil institutions of a free country 
and endangers the liberties of the people. It accustoms the people 
to the exercise of arbitrary power and weakens their loyalty to 
the authority of law. It familiarizes them with the contempla- 
tion of blood and carnage. It brutalizes their instincts and de- 
stroys the gentler and nobler humanities, Its baneful influence 
even invades the pulpit, and, strangely, some of those called to 
minister to holy things to-day endeavor to present the good God 
as a God delighting in war and bloodshed, forgetting that the new 
dispensation was ushered in with the divine message of ‘‘peace 
on earth and good will toward men,” and not remembering that 
even under the old dispensation we are told that David was not 
allowed to build the temple because he was a man of blood. 

One of the greatest of t ny fone pat generals has said that ‘‘ War 
is hell.” No three words ever more graphically expressed a fact. 
War means villages and hamlets burned. It means homes de- 
spoiled and a country devastated. It means the rent and torn 
bodies of unnumbered men with like capacity with ourselves for 
pain and suffering. It means the 3 home, the broken 
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hearts, and the ruined lives of those to whom these men were 


Ah, Mr. President, I wish those who so flippantly talk about 
war, those who read in the morning papers with so much uncon- 
cern that a thousand men, ten thousand men, had been killed or 
that a village, half a dozen villages, had been burned, could see 
one battlefield after the noise h one, the excitement was over, 
and there was only the wreck and the anguish and the destruction 
of men; ah, sir, I wish in my heart that it were practicable that 
the twenty-odd thousand men who, I presume, in the Philippine 
Islands have been destroyed on one side and the other, co be 
laid out on a plain and the ple of the United States could 
march by and look at them. There would be no more war—none 
whatever—except where honor or defense requires it. There would 
be no wars of aggression and subjugation. Only the man who 
has seen it can realize the horrors of such a sight. 

But, Mr. President. let that pass; I did not intend to say this. 

I must be brief, as I understand the Senator from ape et and 
TELLER] desires to speak this afternoon. He shakes his head. 

z Several SENATORS. It is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 

ERRY |. 

Mr. HERRY. Take all the time you want. 

Mr. BACON. Iam much obliged. 

Mr. President, the people in the United States of to-day know 
less of war than those of thirty-five years ago; and the people of 
the North, as closely as the great war of that time came to their 
homes and firesides, know much less of it than the people of the 
South. Because they know what war is, they are opposed to un- 
necessary war. And yet, sir, the people of my section, as much as 
they deprecate war, recognize that wars are sometimes n 
and that there are some things worse than war. They recognize 
that the loss of national honor is worse than war; they recognize 
that no war is too great a sacrifice to secure and protect liberty; 
and, what is more, whenever the country is engaged in war they 
give it their active support, regardless of whether it is or is not a 
war which they approve. If the published reports are correct, 
the State which in proportion to its population furnished the 

atest number of soldiers for the late war was the State of 
orgia. And although her people in general deprecate and de- 
lore the present war ın the Phi 1 75 and believe it could have 
en and should have been avoided, it is nevertheless true that 
about two-thirds of the men of one of the volunteer regiments 
raised during the past year for that service, and now serving in 
the Philippines, were enlisted in Georgia. 

The universal sentiment among our people is that when the 
country is at war, even if they do not approve the war, it must be 
supported and that the soldiers doing their duty at the front must 
also be supported. This general sentiment is reflected in a recent 
utterance of the Atlanta Journal, which is one of the most ont- 

ken papers in the State in opposition to a war of conquest in 
_the Philippines. In a recent issue the paper said: 

Asa matter of fact, there area jorge number of Georgians in the Philip- 
pines, and they are doing their 7 15 e the soldiers that they are, as 2 
see it. Wilcoxon, Lockett, Kendrick, and others are Georgians, and in addi- 
5 oa ars ee eight hundred Georgians who went out with the 

jy on the 2 have nothing but praise. Georgians would not have 
Geo: in the Philippines abate one tithe of their efforts in their plain 
duty in the field. 

And in a recent speech delivered at Buffalo. N. V., by the Hon. 
Clark Howell, editor of the Atlanta Constitution, he used the fol- 


lowing language: 
Personally I have thought, and still think, that had we coupled with the 
ratification of the ty an assurance in the nature of the declaration 


peace trea! 
made for Cuban independence, there would have been no serious disturbance 
a the Philippines and that we would pease in the peaceful ion of 
e 


whenever, in the opinion of this Government, the 
ister a government whieh will protect life, secure property, maintain 
law and orđer, and meet the demands of civilization. 

These two utterances combined, in my opinion, reflect the sen- 
timent of the people of my State, They may be summed up in 
the statement that under present conditions, so long as the war 
lasts, the Army must be supported in its operations, butthat when 
peace has been restored the Filipinos, in due time, must be allowed 
an independent 3 of their own. But, sir, while our 
poopie are ready to meet war when it comes, and to do always 
their full duty in every war, they do not desire war, and do not 
desire the governmental policies which will invite wars by en- 
tangling us in the disputes and contentionsof monarchical Europe. 

As for myself, sir, among those soldiers from my State now in 
the Philippines are my personal friends and the sons of my 1 
sonal friends. And, sir, I need no taunt to urge me on to my duty 
to these soldiers; much less do I need or heed any from the advo- 
cates of an imperial policy of aggression and conquest which will 
forever thereafter make us liable to frequently eee 
ing wars and cost us the blood of tens of thousands of those same 
soldiers for whom they are now so solicitous. 

But, sir, a great standing army and the wars which will result 


` 


are only some of its evils. ee 
people. 
In addition to the $20,000,000, the cost to the United States of the 
Philippines has already been not less than 8150, 000, 000, while in 
the opinion of moy. who have examined into it it is nearer 
$200,000,000. But taking it at one hundred and fifty million, this 
is a stupendous sum of money. Every dollar of it has been paid 
by the erican people, and every man in the country has con- 
tributed to it his share under the law. We can best appreciate 
the cost by dividing it up and thus be able to see what the cost 
has been to a single community or State. In my own State of 
Georgia a fair calculation will make a cost of more than $3,500,000, 
which has already been paid by the le of the State as their 
part of the expense of the war in the Philippines. 

To permanently retain the islands will annually cost the United 
States more than $100,000,000. The large increase in the standing 
army will alone annually cost that, and that will ce no means be 
all of the expense, On the contrary, it will probably be as much 
more. But it at $100,000,000, the cost annually to the peo- 
ple of Georgia will be more than $2,000,000, 

Let no man deceive himself, Mr. President, with the thought 
that somebody else pays this and that he does not. Every man 
pays his part, and unfortunately the man of small means pays al- 
most, if not quite, as much as a man of large wealth, for the tax 
is peed on what a man and his family consume and not upon the 
value of his property. If this vast sum of money were collected 
directly out of the people for the purpose of holding the Philip- 
pines, it would make a revolution; but while collected indirectly, 
in the end the result is thesame, If one has a dollar filched from 
him every day, each day's loss may not be seriously felt; but at 
the end of the year he is $365 out of pocket. Soif the ae tay of 
the State of Georgia have already paid over $3,500,000 for the 
Philippines, there is that much less money in the pockets of the 
people of the State than there otherwise would have been. And 
if they are annually hereafter to pay over $2,000,000 as their part 
of the expense of retaining the Philippines, then at the end of 
each year there will be at least $2,000,000 lessin the kets of the 

ple of the State of Georgia than there would be if the United 
tates did not seek to permanently retain that part of Asia. To 
this must be added another inevitable, certain expense of great 
mamaa We have alreađy sent nearly a huni thousand 
soldiers to the Philippines. Of those who survive, nine-tenths of 
them will in a few years be on the pension roll on account of pe 
manent injuries to health due to service in that climate, 
ion roll, now calling for nearly $150,000,000, will soon be 
£300,000, 000. Every year that our Army is kept in the Philip- 
pines will add to the amount for pensions. This means not a 
yearly expense for a few years, but for fifty years. Weare to-day 
still paying pensions to Revolutionary pensioners, a hundred and 
eighteen years after the close of the war. 

Mr, President, this is no fanciful picture. They are plain facts 
which can not be successfully controverted. This large aggregate 
expense must be met by the people of the United States. It can 
not be met by the revenues from the islands. We can not collect 
a tribute from them, and the revenues from the islands will never 
pay more than enough to defray the expense of administering 

eir government. eir entire imports have heretofore amounted 
to only about $10,000,000. The imports are now being stimulated 
by the large American army stationed there; but even if largely in- 
creased under American government, it is im ible that within 
a great many years the increase could be sufficient to yield any 

revenue from imports. 
. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from Georgia, I believe, did as 
much as 75 5 85 else to bring on the war, did he not? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; the Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ee the Senator from Georgia was one of 
the Senators who fav: the war. 

Mr. BACON. No,sir; and I am glad that the Senator gives me 
the opportunity to state my position, as I have previously done in 
the Senate. e President of the United States would give the 
Senator a very different statement from that which he has made. 
When war was threatening, after the blowing up of the Maine, 
I had a conference with the President of the United States by his 
invitation, and he will testify that I was extremely opposed to the 
war, and I think the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS], with 
whom I had a conversation relative to my interview with the 
President, can state the same thing. 

As the Senator has suggested the 3 I will say that I did 
vote for the war resolutions, but I di re on earth I could 
to prevent the war. I believed it would bea t curse. La 
prehended that if sacrifice was to come, it would fall unequally in 
ter burdens npon my own people. I believed that it would 

a great curse to this country; and so I was opposed to that war. 
But, Mr: President, when it was evident that there would be wer, 
when it was inevitable that we were going to fling down the gage 
of battle, I thought it was the duty of all of us to present an 


from the imperial policy 


no unusual importance is the immense money cost to the 
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unbroken front to the world, and consequently I voted for the reso- 


lutions, and for that reason alone. From that day to this, so far 
from having changed the view which I had, my conviction has 
remained that there ought not to have been any war; and the 
gerne litical regret of my life is that there was war, because 

think it is going to result—I fear it will result—in a very mate- 
rial revolution in the political institutions of this country. 

In re; to the matter of expense, each Senator can figure it 
out for himself. I give the rule by which I have gone, so thatif 
Iam wrong I can be corrected. 

Federal taxation in this country is not based on property; it is 
based on consumption. And whenever a people in any part of 
these United States consume the average, then an easy calcula- 
tion is to consider the expense as one which falls nearly or quite 
per capita. I am quite sure the people of my section consume 
their full average, because they have from all time been known 
as a people of very liberal expenditure. So each Senator here, if 
af rule is correct, can re out the cost to his own people, and 
tell them not only what it has cost, but what it is going to cost 
in the future, because it is an utter im ibility—certainly 
an impossibility if a large standing army is to be the result, a 
ine Sy which would otherwise be unnecessary—it is 
utterly impossible that the cost of the retention of the Philippine 
Islands can be less, directly and indirectly, than $100,000,000 a 
year, of which the people of Georgia will pay over $2,000,000 each 


ear. 
j Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. 

That being the cost each year to the people of Georgia, I repeat, 
that the United States Government has already spent from 
$150,000,000 to $200,000,000 on the Philippine war, of which the 
people of Georgia have paid over $3,500,000. 

r. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not confuse in his 
mind, or has not confused in his mind, the cost of the Spanish 
war with the cost of the Philippine war. 

Mr. BACON. No; I have not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When we got through with Spain we could 
have stopped the war expenditures and have gone back to our old 
traditions. 

Mr. BACON, Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But we have gone off into this new departure, 
and all this additional expenditure has no connection with the 
Spanish war. 

Mr. BACON. None whatever. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
statement he has made. Unless he corrects his lan he may 
be misconstrued by some people. He said he voted for the war 
reluctantly. He meant he voted for the Spanish war; but nobody 
had any opportunity to vote for the present e war, 

Mr. BACON . Of course I sup that every body understood 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], when he asked me 
the question, to allude to the Spanish war, I ask the Senator if 
he did not? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Weare not engaged in a war with Spain and 
have not been for eighteen months. 

Mr.BACON. The Senator from West Virginia asked me about 
bringing on the war, and I understood the Senator to refer to the 
Spanish war. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator is certainly right. 

Mr. BACON. Everybody knows I voted against the treaty and 
should have been very glad if I had had a dozen votes to cast 
against it instead of one. 

í Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


on? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 


ield? 
Y Mr. BACON. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SPOONER. The r from Georgia voted to enlarge 
the Army—— 
Mr. BACON. I certainly did. 
Mr. SPOONER. In order that the President might, after the 


ratification of the treaty, employ the forces of the United States 
in the Philippines? 
Mr. BAC I surely did; and here is the specca I made in 
e 


the Senate on the subject in the closing days of ast Congress. 


Exhibiti - 
i . It was a very loyal and patriotic speech. 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator has made that remark about it, I 
shall not read it; but I was about to read a couple of paragraphs 
from the speech I made on the reorganization of the Army. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator better read it. 


Mr. BACON. Very well. Mr. President, in order that the 
paragraphs which I am about to read may be correctly appre- 
ciated t will state that the first part of the speech is in utter 
condernnation of the Philippine war, as strongly as I could possi- 
bly put it. Then the question was, war being 


flagrant, whether 


or not we should vote money and troops, and here is what I said 
in part. I beg pardon for alluding to it. I should not read it had 
not the Senator from South Carolina insisted upon it: 


I conceive that it is our duty as Senators to contend for thore measures 
which we deem to be right and to oppose those measures which we deem to 
be wrong, to do all that we can to avert war; but when war comes through 
the action of constitutional authorities—as, for instance, through the making 
of a treaty by the President and ratification by theSenate—there is but one 
thing for us to do, and however much we may disapprove of the measures 
that led to the war, and however strongly we may have striven to prevent 
those measures, and however much we may be opposed to the war, we must 
furnish the men and the means required by the Executive for the purpose of 
carrying it on. Otherwise we would be in a position where the requisite 
majority did that which involved war and then refused to sustain him with 
the money and men necessary to carry it on. 

Mr. President, if this were a question where it was pro d as an original 
act that we should send abroad an invading army, even if it was one which 
the majority had through constitutional measures determined upon, there 
might und for hesitation in furnishing the men and the means to ac- 
3 the 8 Das itisa rey anea ws bs r question, = very much 
stronger proposition, when war is flagrant, and when we have troops upon 
tbesceneof war who must be defended or who must be left to become a sacri- 
fice to those who are in arms nst us. There are twenty-odd thousand 
American troops in the Philippines. They are there in obedience to orders 
for which they are not responsible. If the war is to continue, they must be 
supported or left to defeat and death. 


Mr. President, to pass from this diversion, there are in addition 
the inevitable evils attending distant subject colonies—the cor- 
ruptions of officials, their tyrannies and their cruelties; the insur- 
rections and uprisings of an unwilling ple and their bloody 
suppressions—such as contribute the dar page in the history of 
every country which has by force dominated and controlled a 
subject race. 

But, Mr. President, it is said that all of the evils I have sug- 

ted, and many others not mentioned, will be compensated for 
in the fact that the possession of the Philippines will open and 
secure for us the trade of the Orient. It does seem to me that if 
there ever was an argument absolutely without foundation, it is 
that argument. If there ever had been anything in it, the agree- 
ment which has been reached through the efficient and Jaudable 
action of our State Department with the European governments, 
or the leading European governments whose consent is worth 
having or desirable, that we shall have equal rights of trade in the 
Orient forever, makes that as an issue no longer of any importance. 

Mr. TELLER. Would it interrupt the ator from Georgia 
if I were to ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Not in the least. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what part of 
the world those treaties relate to? 

Mr. BACON. I have only seen the statement in the papers. I 
presume it is correct, from the fact that I have not only seen the 
general statement in the papers, but I have seen an interview, 
which I suppose was authorized, with the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, in which he spoke—I am sorry I have not it here with me— 
of our having absolutely impartial rights, so far as they could be 
given 5 1 Germany, France, Russia, and Italy. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to approve of that? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I want to ask the Senator if he does not 
think that is a simple ership which we have gone into to 
7 55 eee fellows to steal those countries and we are to have part 
of the r 

Mr. BACON. The Senator misunderstands me if he under- 
stands me to say it was an agreement for a division of territory, 
Does the Senator understand that? 

Mr. TELLER, Is it not substantially an agreement that they 
may divide without any interference on our par 

. BACON. By no means. 

Mr. TELLER, ovided we are let in on part of the theft? 

Mr. BACON. I should oppose that most vigorously and unre- 
seryedly. I understand the eement to be, as stated by the 
Secretary of iculture in an interview published in the papers, 
that there shall be no restriction of trade against us; that so far 
as they may have any sphere of influence, if you please, they will 
not attempt to set up against us a closed door, but that we shall 
have that door for which we are contending as the open door. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
Ly as to what I understand the situation is without interrupting 

im? 4 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the situation is this: Those great 
owers have done what the Senator is complaining that we are 
oing, only to a greater degree and without any possible excuse. 

As I understand, he approves of an arrangement that we have 
made that if they will simply allow us to have the same benefit in 
the transaction that they have we will not complain. 

Mr. BACON, Ido not understand it in the way the Senator 


does. ‘ 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask the Senator from Colorado a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado object to an 
ae ment under which we shall have the open door to trade 
na? 
Mr. TELLER. I have not seen the agreement. Ido not know 
what the arrangement is. Upon the statement I have made I 
surely should object. 


Mr. SPOONER. What would the Senator have us do? 

Mr. TELLER. I shall not undertake to say that in the time of 
the Senator from Georgia. The Senator from Wisconsin ought 
to know what I think about it. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand it the way the Senator from 
Colorado does at all. I understand that we simply have, by the 
agreement of these various European nations, the same rights of 
trade in China that they themselyes could claim for themselves; 
no more and no less, suppose we shall have to pay the same 
ae = are paid by other nations, but that we shall not be 
excluded 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Georgia permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. As J understand the point, it is this: Whether 
the United States or these other governments shall have certain 
privileges or rights of trade in China would depend somewhat 
upon the wish or disposition of the Chinese Empire upon that 

uestion, and is this arrangement proposed by these powers to the 
United States to assert and maintain certain privileges of trade in 
China without regard to the disposition of the Empire? 

Mr. BACON, Fao not understand that the agreement as made 
has any reference whatever to any division or disposition. I think 
Lam correct in that, am I not? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that I do not 
understand the arrangement to be what he says it is, which I un- 
derstand meets his approval. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. It is an arrangement, I think, that these people 
will respect the treaties we have, and our rights are no greater; 
they are not enlarged in any way beyond the treaties we already 
have, not with them, but with the original powers. When they 
steal this e Garage are to let the relation that we had with it 
remain undisturbed, 

Mr. BACON. The Senator knows, and I think the Senate 
knows, that I do not favor the stealing of any country, large or 
small, even if it is a coral reef, and I certainly do not understand 
that I am giving my assent to any proposition to steal any terri- 
tory; but I do not understand that that is involved in the arran 
ment. Ihave said, and I am glad to repeat it, that I think the 
Secretary of State and those acting with him have done a v. 
valuable work, and one which I concede to be of very great ad- 
vantage to my section of the country as well as to others, and one 
which I think will relieve the Philippine question of what is a 
very specious pretense; that through it and through the accom- 
plishment of the permanent annexation of the Philippine Islands 
we are to enjoy rights of trade in China that we would not other- 
wise have. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Georgia will permit me. 
The argument is not that the retention of the Philippines will 
give us greater rights in China, but greater opportunity to enjoy 
the rights which may be secured. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. I recollect well the honorable 
Senator’s s h upon that subject, that Live l is to be trans- 
ferred to Manila and so forth, which I think is rather sanguine 
or optimistic. 

But to come down to the practical point, I say, in the first place, 
that under the ent, as I understand it now to exist, we do 
not need any help in the Philippine Islands to get into China. 1 
say further that there is not a nation in the world that could af- 
ford to make an issue with us on our having egua rights of trade 
in China. Iam not speaking about an issue of arms, but there is 
not a nation which could make the issue in a peaceful way, todeny 
us any privilege, from the fact that our trade with each and every 
one of them is too important for them to run anyrisk. Whether 
that is true or not, they have made the agreement. What more 
than this could we get if we owned every Pacific island and harbor 
on the Asiatic coast?) With this agreement, how much less of the 
China trade would we get if we did not own a single island on the 
Asiatic coast? 

Is there any room for argument on this proposition? With the 
equal rights and privileges of all othernationsof trade in China, it 
will simply be a question of our selling the best goods for the least 
money. And if we do not sell better goods at lower prices, there 
is nothing in the possession of the Philippines which will the bet- 
ter enable us to compete with other nations which offer better 
bargains. If the freedom of trade is already assured to us, what 
possible reason can be advanced why, in order to secure that 
which we already have without cost, we should permanently re- 
tain the Philippines, when to do so necessarily revolutionizes our 
system of government, requires us to keep up a great standing 


army, subverts our traditional foreign policy, and involves us in 
constant danger of foreign wars, and subjects us to annual expense 
of at least a hundred millions of dollars a year for all the future, 
What is the logic which can justify this immense cost to secure 
that which is already ours without cost? 

And, Mr. President, even if we did not have this open door in 
China, the possession of the Philippines, peopled by an alien race, 
would not secure it for us. So long as we remained at peace the 
8 of the Philippines would not open the door of China 

or us. If we went to war with the European powers to try to 
force open the door of China, the possession of the Philippines, so 
far from being a strength, would be a weakness to us, as I have 
endeavored already to show. The only strength to us would be 
in a few fortified harbors and naval stations, and those we can 
have without retaining the archipelago. But it is useless to dis- 
cuss this 1 because the whole of China is already open 
to us, and the door is not to be forced. 

The simple truth is that it is not necessary to own foreign islands 
or lands to promote our foreign trade. Our great export trade is 
to Europea trade constantly increasing in great yearly volume. 
Year before last we sent them over six hun millions more 
than we received from them. More than half our agricultural 
export to Europe goes to England. She buys not only our food 
stuffs, but a great deal more than half of our cotton crop. To sell 
her all this we are not required to own any islands on her coast. 
We sell largely toGermany and France and other European conn- 
tries, but we own no foot of land on the continent of Europe or 
any of the islands adjacent thereto, and we never will. 

ell, sir, China is as free and open to us as is Europe, and there 
is no more necessity for an island colony in the one case than in 
the other. The whole of Central and South America invites our 
trade. Does anyone contend that we must own islands on their 
coast to insure that trade? When the Nicaraguan Canal is com- 
pleted, which we hope will be in the near future, the whole rich 
west coast of South America will be brought almost to our doors, 
Will it be necessary, then, to capture or purchase islands on that 
coast in order to carry on that trade? 

If I had time I should like to read here, which I will not burden 
the Senate with reading, figures of trade at our doors, the South 
American trade and the Central American trade, all of this being 
statistics published by the United States. I should like to show 
furthermore from the same statistics—I have it here—that within 
ten pas from 1889 to 1899, without owning the Philippine Islands, 
without owning any islandsor any other kind of territory in Asia, 
oar trade with China has increased 256 per cent, and more than 
that with Japan, 

No, Mr. President; the pretense that the Philippines are neces- 
sary to our trade in the Orient is a delusion and a snare set to 
catch the feet of the hasty and the unwary. And those who set 
the snare, like all others who set snares, are seeking their own 
selfish advantage. This programme of vast colonial dominion, 
of which the subjection of the Philippines is but the beginning, 
re and doubtless will be used to make vast fortunes for the few. 
A few hundreds, possibly a few thousands, will find therein the 
schemes which will yal them vast wealth, but the remainder of 
the people, the tens of millions, will find nothing but the subversion 
and decay of their institutions, the creation of a t amome 
army, and the mighty burden of great annual national expend 


Again, Mr. President, those who have their own purposes to 
subserve in the permanent retention of the Philippines, hold up as 
an inducement the mineral wealth and productive 8 of the 
islands which will be developed by American capital. In what 
way are these resources to benefit the great mass of our 8 
Take, for illustration, the iron business. It is said that there is 
iron ore there in inexhaustible quantity. It may enrich the few 
who will invest their money there in the iron business, but how 
will it benefit the iron producers and their employees in America 
to have the demand for iron in China supplied from mines and 
furnaces located in the Philippine Islands? Can the iron furnaces 
in America in that event any longer compete with the mines and 
furnaces in the Philippines, with their short transportation and 
labor at 10 or 15 cents a day? 

How is it with the agricultural products? The capacity of the 
Philippines for the production of sugar is practically unlimited. 
With that tropical climate and the cheap Asiatic labor, unlimited 
in supply, organized with American capital and directed by Amer- 
ican brains, it would be impossible for the American sugar pro- 
ducer to compete with Philippine sage: ; 

It has been confidently predicted that the cane-sugar and beet- 
sugar industry could be so developed in the United States that it 
would supply the immense quantity consumed in this country. 
Fond anticipations have been indulged that the day was near at 
hand when this would be done. But the sugar industry is abso- 
lutely doomed in the United States when the sugar business be- 
comes actively developed in the Philippines. : 

The same thing is true of rice growing and of tobacco culture. 
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With tropical soil and climate and unlimited cheap Asiatic labor 


it would be impossible for either rice or tobacco to be grown in 
America and sold in competition withit. When that timecomes, 
the rice and tobacco culture must be absolutely abandoned in the 
United States, 

As to long-staple cotton, there is no doubt that it can be suc- 
cessfully raised in Luzon. Prof. Dean Worcester so states in his 
book on the Philippines. In addition, he has stated to me per- 
sonally that at one time this long-staple cotton was raised suc- 

y in Luzon to supply the needs of the inhabitants, and 
that its production was continued until the Spaniards compelled 
them to abandon it and to raise tobacco, out of which they could 
secure a greater revenue. The production of long-staple cotton 
in the world is very limited, and the demand for it is correspond- 
ingly small. In America itis produced only in the three States 
of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, the largest of it in 
Georgia. There is about $5,000,000 worth of it annually imported 
into this country from Egypt, and that small importation reduces 
the price of cog eae cotton in the United States 40 per cent or 
50 per cent below the price which it would otherwise bring. 
With such cotton produced in the Philippines with unlimited 
cheap Asiatic labor, the cultivation of zope cotton in the 
United States must certainly be abandon 

And so, Mr. President, you may go through the list of mineral 
and agricultural products in the Philippines. Their development 
will doubtless enrich the syndicates and the trusts that will invest 
their capital there for that rd ry but the great masses of the 
people of the United States, both the employers and the employees 
whom they are 3 delude and mislead with the glittering 
bauble of empire, will have as their compensation the destruction 
of important, wide-reaching industries, in competition with pro- 
duction by the chea; and most abundant labor on all the earth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. y I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would that proposition be affected by the 
words 3 of the United States,” or under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States”? 

Mr. BACON. I think so, in two ways. There is no doubt about 
the fact that when American money under American law is in- 
vested in the island of Luzon it is going to quicken the industries. 
There is no doubt about the fact that there will be a great deal 
more long-staple cotton, a great deal more iron work done, a great 
deal more sugar raised, a great deal more tobacco grown, and a 

t deal more rice under American auspices than has been pro- 
uced under Spanish auspices or than would be produced under 
Philippine auspices if they were allowed to work out their salva- 
tion. But that increased production in the Philippines will not 
appreciably benefit anybody in America except the trusts and 
syndicates which will engage in such production. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. BEVERIDGE rose. 

Mr. BACON. I yield first to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would what the Senator has just stated be 
an advan or a disadvantage to the Filipinos? 

Mr. BACON, Iam not speaking about the interest of the Fili- 
pinos. I am speaking to-day about our people. There is plenty 
to be said about the pinos; but I have too much to say about 
my own people, and I am too much concerned about my own 

le to waste much time on the Filipinos. 
. ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator was speaking from the 
standpoint of benefiting the Filipinos. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. The Senator did not do me the honor to 
be present during the first part of my speech, or he would not 
have made that remark. It is my own people I am concerned 
about; and I wish the Senator from Rhode Island were more con- 
cerned about them, from 5 at least. Iam concerned 
about them on account of their political institutions; I am con- 
cerned about them on account of their material interests; and I 
think, from either one standpoint or the other, that it was the 
greatest mistake in the way of a public act that the Government 
of the United States has ever Ps 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Georgia having an- 
swered the question put by the Senator from Rhode Island, may 
I now ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERI DGE. Are we to understand that the Senator 
from Georgia does not want the Philippine Islands developed be- 
cause it will hurt his people? 

Mr. BACON, Ido not want the Philippine Islands developed 
223 our 8 £ She Tre of doing 75 bboy would be ieh 

ury to my people. o not pro , 50 far as I am concerned, 
that the Government of the United States shall go into the busi- 
and semibarba- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will Senator allow me? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr, ALDRICH. If I understand the position the Senator now 


takes, it is that the interests of the people of the United States and 
the advantages to them are to be considered, and not the interests 
or the advantages of the Filipinos? i 

Mr. BACON. Isay, Mr. ident, the Senator would neces- 
sarily by that question, if I were to follow it out, carry me into a 
discussion as to how far we could disregard the rights of others in 
order to benefit ourselyes. Ido not propose now to go into such 
a discussion. I am speaking now without reference to the Filipi- 
nos, and haye been during the whole afternoon discussing the 
single question as to what is to the interest of the people of the 
United States. There might be some th that would be in 
the interest of the people of the United States and which would 
be for the disadvantage of the Filipinos of which I would not be 
in favor if they could only be done at the cost of what I thought 
was right and just and proper and fair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 1 would remind the Senator from Georgia 
that the new doctrine is that charity does not begin at home, but 
begins abroad. Haught] 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 
acd: anes Does the Senator from South Carolina agree 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I do not agree to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The difference between the Senator from South 
Carolina and the Senator from Georgia in the discussion is that 
the Senator from South Carolina ussed the question from a 
humanitarian standpoint for the benefit of the Filipinos, and the 
Senator from Georgia is discussing from his standpoint the inter- 
est of the le of the United States. 

Mr. BA The Senator from Rhode Island, if he desires to 
reply to the speech of the Senator from South Carolina which wag 
made yesterday, will have his hands quite full without paying any 
attention tome, [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I donot mean it to be understood by what I have 
said in this colloquy that I am indifferent to humanitarian ques- 
tions or to the nena of peapa; or tothe right of self-government, 
or to the right of personal liberty, or to the right of free institu- 
tions, even where only a humble and feeble nation is concerned, 
but I do mean to say that I am this afternoon limiting myself toa 
discussion of what I conceive to be the interest of the people of 
the United States. 

1 want to say one word about one other matter. There has 
been a eae deal said to the effect that we are doing what we are 
in the Philippines, and propose to do that which we have set our 
heads upon, because, as the result of the war, there was a duty, an 
obligation, a 3 laid upon us that we could not disre- 
gard, and that that is the motive; that the motive is to carry to 
them our free institutions, to give those Who are engaged in mis- 
sionary work a field for their labors, to lift the people up, to do a 

t Christian and humanitarian act. Iam absolu certain 
the President of the United States will not say that, and that those 
who say it for him misrepresent him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He claims to have Divine Providence as his 
guide in this business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. I think he has been entirely misrepresented in 
that regard. Ido not believe he ever said it; and the reason I do 
not believe itis because we have his own statement as proof to 
the contrary. 

We are not at liberty to say anything about the instructions 
which were given to the commissioners, except so far as they have 
been made public. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the 
other day alluded to a colloguy which occurred between him and 
the Senator from Maine, the present Presiding Officer [Mr. FRYE]. 
I have here before me that prey, hcg I shall only read so muc 
of it for the information of the te as will be necessary to re- 
mind Senators of the occurrence. This was in open Senate. I 
will state that it is found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on page 
2443, volume 32, part 3, the Fifty-fifth Congress, third session. 
The Senator from Missouri, speaking of the instructions given by 
the President to the Peace Commissioners, asked this question of 
Mr. FRYE: 

Mr. Vest. Was there not a dispatch sent that nothing less than Luzon 
must be taken? 

Mr. FEYE— 

One of the commissioners— 

The instruction of the President when we started was to take Luzon. 

That is the testimony of Mr. FRYE, one of the commissioners. 
What preceded that? How was that determination of the Presi- 
dent to instruct the commissioners to take Luzon reached? 

Mr. SPOONER. When was this testimony given? 

Mr. BACON. That colloquy occurred February 27, 1899, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] standing right where the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] now is. 

What brought the President to give that instruction? Was it 


to lift up the le of the island of Luzon? Was it to give them 
all these free tutions? Was it to enfranchise them? Let us 
see what preceded it. 

On the 13th of August, 1898, the President caused a cablegram 


1900. 
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to be sent by the Navy De nt to Admiral Dewey, which 
said, among other things—now, this is a literal quotation from the 
cablegram which was published in the report: 

The President desires to receive from 125 ay, important information you 
may have of the Philippines; the desirability of the severalislands. * 5 

Then there is a fragment of a sentence which is not material 
and which I omit and will put in asterisks to show it is omitted; 
and then it continues: 

And in a naval and commercial sense which would be the most advanta- 
geous. 

That is the cablegram sent by the direction of the President, 
signed, if my recollection is right, by Allen, Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy, in which he said the President desires that he send 
that information. To that Admiral Dewey replied bycablegram, 
August 20, 1898, and among other things—this is not the entire 
dispatch; it is one sentence in it—he says: 

Luzon is in all respects the most desirable to retain. 

Jam not making any assault on the President. I never have 
done so and never expect to. I am simply calling him as a wit- 
ness. I am simply producing that which the executive depart- 
ment itself communicated to the Senate and what in addition 
thereto the Senator trom Maine himself said in open Senate. Now, 
what have we? In August, 1898, we have the President of the 
United States sending a special cablegram inquiring of Admiral 
Dewey which ina commercial and naval sense is the most desirable 
island of the archipelago to retain; we have the reply of Dewey that 
Luzon is in all res the most desirable; and we have the fact 
stated by one of the commissioners in open Senate that before 
they left to enter upon their work as peace commissioners it was 
not only suggested to them, but they were instructed totake Luzon. 

say those facts make it an absolute and utter impossibility 
that the President himself could say that the occupation of the 
archipelago was required because a duty and responsibility result- 
ing from the accidents of war had fallen upon us which we could 
not evade; because if that duty and responsibility fell at all as to 
any part of the archipelago, it fell as to all of thearchipelago; and 
if there was a duty and an obligation to uplift one, there was a 
duty and an obligation to uplift the other. But that is outside 
the question, because if the motive is to uplift, it will not be pre- 
ceded by an inquiry as to which is the most desirable and which 
is the most valuable. 

In this connection I am going to read something that has been 
read before, but lam going to read it again. It is an editorial 
from the Washington Post. The Washington Post is second to 
no perce in the United States in the ardor and zeal and ability 
with which it maintains the proposition that the Philippine Is- 
lands should be permanently retained by the United States Gov- 
ernment. It is as pronounced and unconditional as it is possible 
for a paper to be. That paper on the 14th of this month—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What paper is that? 

Mr. BACON. The Washington Post. Ihave not seen anybody 
take any issue with it. This is, of course, simply the opinion of 
the Washington Post. I would not venture myself to say this, 
but I can put upon the stand as a witness, if you please, somebody 
who occupies a different relation to this matter from myself—an 
opposing relation. 

Mr. B RIDGE. What is the date of it? 

Mr. BACON, The 14th of January. It is headed “ Let us be 
honest.” Ithink the President is honest, but there are a great 
many people professing to represent him and who are talking 
about him who are not entirely candid, to say the least. Iam going 
to read it. I propose to represent him correctly. 

Why can not we be honest in our utterances tou 


recently Tt 
of life and treasure, to come out frankly with t 
have annexed these possessi 


tion; all h ical 

lectual exaltation of the natives; all 
and deep-seated purpose; all this 

inch in the direction of profit, dignity, and honor. Weallknow, 


not an 
in our hearts, that these islands, 3 etc., are 5 to us only in the 
ratio of their practical possibilities. e value them by the standard of their 


commercial usefulness, and by no other. All this gabble about 3 and 
uplifting the benighted barbarians of Cuba and Luzon is mere sound and 
f ifying nothing. Foolishly or wisely, we want thesenewly 


ury. s 
territories, not for any missionary or altruistic purposes, but for the trade, 


the commerce, the power, and the money there are in them. Why beat about 
i oe and pr and protest all sorts of things? Why not be honest? 
will pay. 


As a matter of fact, we are not concerned in the ethical or religious uplift- 
ing of the Filipinos. After ail, the difference between a breechclout and a 
starched shirt front is a mere matter of climate and personal opinion. Dis- 
8 untruth, and general wickedness are here in our midst— 
present with us as peas of our y life and growing with our growth. We 
need not go to the for 
moral rescue. Onur own slums aboun 


some counters? 

the pious mask and ind ourselves in a little honest candor. It 

eh yap Ne eg Ct 
ourselves e 

looking into the mirror without blushing. 


Now, sir, these historical facts of the inquiry made of Dewey, 
his reply thereto, and the subsequent instruction of the President 


to the commissioners to take Luzon, all fortify and prove 
the correctness of the statement in this editorial of the object in 
view in acquiring the Philippine Islands. If, then, the uisi- 
tion of the Philippines is not necessary to secure us the trade of 
China, and if the trade of the Philippine Islands themselves will 
be insignificant compared with the annual cost of keeping them, 
what becomes, from a business or humanitarian point of view, of 
the argument in favor of the permanent retention of these islands? 
Again, sir, among the imperialists those who soar on a loftier 
wing are fond of appealing to the patriotic emotions and pride of 
the American people by the oft-repeated statement that the results 
of the Spanish war had made the United States a world power, 
and that they have now become one of the family of nations! 
Why, sir, one would suppose from these oft-repeated expressions, 
that this nation had for a century been kicked and cuffed around 
among the other nations like a mangy cur, and that it had skulked 
around afraid to pick ap the refuse which its master threw it. 
What a wonderful covery, Mr. President, that the United 
States have become a world power. Why, sir, when in the result 
of the Revolutionary war they made good the great Declaration 
of July 4, 1776, they instantly became the greatest of world pow- 
ers; the test of world powers, sir, because, in spite of the few- 
ness of their numbers and the ess of their resources, they 
had not only announced but maintained and secured a great 
penapis thereafter to stand as the menace of every tyrant, the 


cayed pre of Spain, when in truth we had so recently, with our 
own blood, written the history of the greatest and the fiercest and 
the bloodiest battles of modern times. Why, sir, within your 
memory there occurred within 80 miles of this Capitol a battle 
in which more men were killed and wounded in half an hour than 
were killed and wounded in both American and Spanish armies 
and navies during the entire Spanish war, 

And the highest demonstration that we were a world power was 
when the division ended, and when there stood again united for 
all time the people who, when divided, had between themselves 
fought battles under the shock of which the earth quaked and the 
ver mountains rocked, 

o, Mr. President, we do not need to koop the Phili: 
prove to the world that we are indeed a world power. 
meaning to the expression world power.” It been erted 
and has become misunderstood. It originated across the water. 
They did say it aboutus, What did they mean? Did they mean 
they had suddenly discovered that a nation with 10,000,000 fight- 
ing men had suddenly become a world power, a nation with 
such a history as we have? No. What they meant by world 
power and coming into the family of nations was that before that 
time we had been a peaceful nation, attending to our business, 
frowning down upon the conquest of any people, however humble 
and however feeble they might be, holding up for free institutions; 
differing from all the rest of the world in the fact that they were 
always ready for conquest, always ready to oppress the weak, 
always ready to despoil anyone who might be in their power; and 
when they saw that we had gone across the ocean to pick up a 
a hurrah that we had also become 


ines to 
ere isa 


eparture? 

my distinguished and learned friend the Senator from 

SPOONER] will pardon me, I want to say a word 
about his b I am not going to anticipate a discussion upon 
that measure, but estimating t Senator as I do as a man of 
ability and of learning and of resources and of conservatism, all 
of which I know to be accorded him by all in this Chamber, there 
is nothing which has soimpressed me with the belief and the con- 
viction that it is our duty to make now the declaration contained 
in these resolutions as the bill which he introduced. Why? The 
bill of the Senator is to give to the President for all time the de- 
cision as to what shall be the government for the Philippine Islands, 


without instruction or limitation from Congress. o conditions 
in the Philippines—— 

Mr. S ER. Will my friend allow me tointerrupt him for 
one moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 


Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides nothing of the kind. 
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Mr. BACON, I will get the Senator to state it. I may be un- 
happy in my statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. It vests in the person or ons appointed b 
the President 77 ia ni 7 


Mr. BACON. This unlimited power? 

Mr. SPOONER. This power until otherwise provided by Con- 
pa It is purely temporary. The Senator said “for all time.” 

would not support that any more than he would. 

: „ Ido not think it is temporary, because no time 
18 5 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend will remember that the time can be 
fixed any moment Congress sees fit to fix it. 

Mr. BACON, Oh, yes; but a statute may be upon the books 
and it may be an extremely difficult thing to sree it, as Sena- 
tors know with respect to various statutes which have been upon 
the books a longtime. I am not attacking the bill of the Senator 
from Wisconsin; I do not want to discuss the bill of the Senator; 
but I do say this 

Mr. SPOONER, The Senator wants to state it correctly. 

Mr. BACON, Very well. I will restate it, although the Sena- 
tor has stated it, and it is not n for me to encumber the 
RECORD with a restatement of it. It gives to the officers ap- 
ponen by the President this unlimited power until otherwise 

irected. Is that what I understand to be the effect of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. If that were a community like Arizona or New 
Mexico, in which conditions were changing, it might be well to 
follow the plan which was adopted by the United States Govern- 
ment in that case, where for a certain period similar authorit: 
was given to certain parties named; but we know that the condi- 
tions are not going to change in the Philippines. We know that 
there are eight or ten million people in those islands, and in our 
lifetime there is going to be no change of suy parpena kind, so 
far as population is concerned, Whatever change there may be 
will bear a very small ratio to the entire population. 

My p ition is that if conditions now are such that it is im- 
practicable for Congress to make a wiser provision for the gov- 
ernment of those islands than that—and the fact that my 


distingui and learned and honorable friend can not find 
an better than that is the highest evidence, to my mind, 
that that is the best that can be done if that is the case, and con- 


ditions are such that you have no reason to believe they can be 
changed within a generation or two generations or three genera- 
tions, I say it is the very highest argument which could be given 
to me that this is an enterprise upon which we should not embark, 
an enterprise from which we should withdraw ourselves as soon 
as practicable. Because if that is the best form of government 
that the United States can, under conditions now existing and 
which will continue to exist for a hundred years, bestow upon the 
Philippine Islands, there can be no stronger evidence t we 
should have no permanent connection with the same. 

Mr. President, as I was about tosay when I was diverted to make 
the suggestion with reference to the bill of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, or, rather, to the effect it had upon me—I may vote forit if 
nothing better is proposed 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the reason why I introduced it. 

Mr. BACON. That is the Government of the Russias, though, 
I will say to the Senator. That is the absolute, the exact Govern- 
ment of the Czar of the Russias. He is an autocrat and he dele- 
gates his power to some people. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator will permit me to say to him that 
that was said in 1803 about the Jefferson bill for the government 
of Louisiana. 

Mr. BACON. I think it was a mistake in that case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. BACON. I think that was a mistake. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator from Ohio will pardon me, I will 

ly to the remark of the Senator from Wisconsin. It was a 
pi, ae to charge that on Jefferson. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin did not do me the honor to hear the first part of my speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did. 

Mr. BACON. He did not sit where he is sitting now, and I 
thought he was not in the Chamber, because I was watching that 
seat. I was very anxious that he should be here. 

Mr. SPOONER, While the Senator from Georgia was watch- 
ing this seat I was watching the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Georgia—— 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer first. One moment, if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will pardon me, and then I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is in connection with this matter, and be- 
fore he leaves this point I want to call attention to the fact that 
the same resolution was also adopted, or the same bill passed, in 
the case of Florida in 1819. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 
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Mr. FORAKER. So we have at least two precedents for what 
is provided in the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. BACON. That was a very different state of affairs, I 
think the criticisms on Jefferson and the author of the Florida 
resolution are altogether unjust, and for this reason: That was 
manifestly and necessarily and certainly something which would 
be temporarily ended by a population which would be capable of 
self-government. The difference in this case is that you are pro- 
posing to legislate as to a country where the population can never 

allowed here the equal rights of self-government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to say that the 
of the Philippine Archipelago never will be capable o 
government? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference, then, between that 
case and this as toa r government? 

Mr. BACON. The difference is this: I think the Filipinos will 
be forever 8 of such self- government 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I was not talking about that. 

Mr. BACON. Hold on a moment. I think the Filipinos will 
be forever incapable of such self-government as would make us 
willing to admit them into our family of States or to admit them 
into an equal participation in making the laws by which we are to 
be governed as well as themselves. 

On the other hand, the 8 Which it was known would 
occupy those Territories would be a a ulation which could be in- 
corporated as States and which coul „as ney have been, prop- 
erly admitted into equal participation with ourselves in the makin 
of the laws and the controlling of the affairs both of the State an 
Federal Government. 

As is suggested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], and by some other friends sitting around me, the country in 
each of those cases had a sparsely settled population, which would 
invite immigration and into which immigrants would certainly 
come, and immigration of a kind of people which we could admit 
into the participation with us in the control of our State and Fed- 


eral Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Pardon me, There was one inhabitant to 13 
square miles; no common government, no common action, no 
common sentiment, no possibility of gathering together for a gov- 
ernment. It was a great waste 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, his resolution 
contemplates that we shall remain there until a stable govern- 
ment shall be formed. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; stable for them, not for us. 

Pes SPOONER. And who is to regulate matters in the mean- 
0 

Mr. BACON. The Government of the United States. So ex- 
pressly says my resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not different from the other resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, by no means different from the resolution of 
the Senator. I would be very happy if the Senator would just 
substitute mine for his. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I will not. 

Mr. BACON. Because being from the other side of the Cham- 
ber, he might get his through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not. 

Mr. BACON. Because mine expressly provides for the main- 
tenance of peace and order and for the action of the Government 
itself in providing the means, just as we propose to do in Cuba, 
by which a proper government can be organized, and which when 

roperly organized and properly approved by us shall thereafter 
be left to the administration of their own 8 

Now, Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that only 
the most 5 oe can oe 3 1 Deneye = 

rsonal liberty for humble people and, if you please, people who 
ae not upon our plane of civilizatien. But the one word I want 
to say before I take my seat—— 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator leaves that point 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask himif he thinks that sparse- 
ness of population and extent of territory have any bearing on the 
question of the right of self-government. He alluded to that in 
connection with the Louisiana Territory. Iwanttoknow whether 
the number of population and extent of territory over which they 
were roaming or in which they were living had any bearing on 
the question as to their right of self-government. 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly not. Whenever they reach 
such a ulation 

Mr. LODGE. Ah, not 

Mr. BACON. One moment. Until then a temporary govern- 
ment must be provided, of course, just in the same way t 


ple 
self- 
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we have governments in the Territories which might not par- 
ticipate 

r. LODGE. Will the Senator indicate to me at what point 
in the census the right of self-government adheres 

Mr. BACON, Probably the Senator will have that to ascertain 
when he comes to pass upon the question whether or not Arizona 
shall be admitted as a State or whether New Mexico shall be ad- 
mitted as a State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, that is 
something which can not be laid down by a definite rule of mathe- 
matics, It is something to be determined by each legislator for 
himself when the question is presented, whether there has come a 
time where there is such a population within the given area that 
it can be erected either into a Territory or into a State. In the 

ticular case that we have in view it is already populated. It 
is known—the Senator from Wisconsin knows and the Senator 
from Massachusetts knows, that not within his lifetime or the 
lifetime of his grandchildren, if ever, will there be a population 
in those islands that you can permit to have a government which 
shall be like the government under which each one of them lives, 
and where the inhabitants shall enjoy the privileges which he 
enjoys. 

Mr. LODGE. Now, if the Senator will permit me, the point I 
should like to ask him to make clear to me is this: There were 
some 30,000 people settled about the mouth of the Mississippi at 
the time of the Louisiana purchase. The treaty was made and 
ratified without any allusion to the consent of the governed, and 
they were governed for some time under an act precisely similar 
in terms to that introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BACON, I beg your pardon; there was a limit. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no limit of time expressed in that act of 
Jefferson's. 

Mr. SPOONER. Les. 

Mr. BACON. Read and see. 

Mr. LODGE. Until Congress passed upon it. 

Mr. BACON. Read and see. The Senator will find out he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Mr. TELLER. The principle is the same. 

Mr. LODGE. The principle is the same, I suppose, is it not? 
Now, why were those 30, 

Mr. BACON. No; the principle is not the same. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, then, we have the right to deny self-govern- 
ment for a limited time? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not at all. But we can not accord it 
until the conditions in the way of population are such as to justify 
it, just as you do in the Territories. 

Mr. SPOONER. If God gave it to everybody, it is not for us to 


accord, 

Mr. BACON. That is not the practical way in which legislators 
recognize it. On the contrary, we have proceeded from the begin- 
8 this Government upon the theory that until a Territory 
did have a certain number of people in it it should not have gov- 
ernment otherwise accorded. 

Mr. LODGE. Why was it all right to take those 30,000 white 
people at the mouth of the Mississippi, Frenchmen and Spaniards 
chiefly, without their consent and govern them for alimited period 
without their consent? 

Mr. BACON. Now the Senator : 

Mr. LODGE. I want to get at the point at which the consent 
of the governed and fitness for self-government applies. 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly the question that the Senator has 
no right to ask, because if he had been here all the time he would 
have understood that I had distinctly said I was not going to dis- 
cuss the question of the rights of the Filipinos, that I was talking 
about the rights of our own people and interests of our own le. 
Ican not go into that. That is a different discussion altogether. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, 
the Senator from Massachusetts ought to look at this resolution, 
which provides that they shall have that right when we say so. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution of the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly aware of that, but what I wanted 
to get at is whether the right of self-government is an abstract 
right of any man—one or ten thousand or ten million—or whether 
itisa right to be applied and given only when we or somebody 
else see fit. — 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this is a practical question. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a practical question. 

Mr. BACON, It is a practical question; and in the beginning of 
my remarks, when the Senator was not in his seat, I stated that 
my resolution and these resolutions now under consideration 
could be, in their final analysis, said to be, if adopted by Congress, 
a declaration that we will adopt the same means to bring the Fili- 


XXXII— 83 


As soon as action is taken at the session; that is 


pinos to a condition of self- government that we are now pursuing 
to bring the Cubans to a condition of self-government, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me just one moment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that this whole controversy 
is answered by the terms of the treaty under which Louisiana was 
annexed. Article III of the Louisiana treaty provides: 

That the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the 
union of the United States, and admitted as soon as po le, according 
to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advan „ and immunities of the citizens of the United States, and 
in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoy- 
ment of their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will theSenator allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Wait until I finish. Further than that, 
when we annexed these islands we instantly passed the follow- 


ing resolution: 

Resolved, etc., That by the ratification of the treaty of with be raga it 
is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands into 
citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to 5 the 
said islands as an integral part of the territory ot the United States. 

Thus marking the line of the complete and absolute di 
from every treaty we had heretofore made in the acquisition of 
territory and adopting an imperial and colonial policy. 


Mr, STEWART. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to 5 rom Nevada? 


A N. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator if under our 
Territorial system the poe of our Territories have free govern- 
ment, sth, eee ook 

Mr. BACON. Ihave gone over that. Here is another one of 
the Senators who goes out and attends to private business or his 
private pleasures, and then comes in and asks me a question about 
* have been over. 

Mr. STEWART. It is a question the Senator, I think, could 
have answered yes or no. 

Mr. BACON. No; it takes more than yes or no. 

Mr. STEWART. They either have self-government or they do 
not have it. 

Mr. BACON. No; that is a mistake, 

Mr. STEWART. They either have it now or do not have it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not formerly think so. He has 
come to different views from what he formerly had. I do not 
think the Senator entertained that view himself. The Senator 
once lived in a Territory. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not hear the Senator's remark, 

5 Mr. TILLMAN (to Mr. Stewart), Lou are a recent convert, 
e Says. 

Mr, BACON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. STEWART. They either did have free government or 
ce did not have a free government. 

r. BACON. Ina word, now, the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Wisconsin, both of whom are capable of 
splitting hairs in very numerous subdivisions, have asked certain 
questions to which I gye one general reply, which I think is suffi- 
cient, and it is this: It is recognized everywhere that the rights 
of a people who are a nation, so far as race goes—I am not speaking 
now of national organization—a people who are a race, a nation 
occupying the land, not as a few sparse, roaming individuals or 
tribes, but filling the land up, are not people subject in any man- 
ner to any of the suggestions made by eitherof the Senators. On 
the contrary, the Senators, both of them, recognize the fact that 
not only in this regard but in other regards a land whichis i irre 
settled by a few roaming people with scarcely any local habita- 
tion is not regarded in the same light, either as to the right of a 
country to take possession of it or as to the right of a country 
after having taken possession of it to arbitrarily rule it, as it is 
in the case of a country which is fully inhabited and where the 
ee have their own political institutions. 

r. LODGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for mak- 
ing that reply to me, for it defines what I suppose his position to 
be, that the rights of a man, so far as the consent of the governed 
goes, depend upon whether he is one of a wandering tribe in a 
sparsely settled country, and if in a sparsely settled country he is 
a member of a wandering tribe he has no rights. 

Mr. BACON. No; I do not say he has no rights at all. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean he has no rights which we are bound to 


respect, 

Mr. BACON. That was what the Massachusetts poopie said 
when they landed and fell upon their knees and then fell upon 
the Indians. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LODGE. That is old, but it is good, 
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Mr. BACON. A good application is always good, and I do not 
know of any paon where it could be so well applied, 


Mr. LOD want simply to say that so as I know it was 
pretty much the same in all our colonies, When a king who had 
no right in the land granted land to certain gentlemen who had 
no right, and they came and took what afterwards became the 
great State of Georgia, and the answer is that 

Mr. BACON. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. LODGE, They obtained a good right because they were 
not wi tribes. 

Mr. BACON. No; that is an entire mistake. The Senator is 
wrong in his premises. The Senator has not done the State of 
Georgia the honor to read the early history of that State. 

Mr. LODGE. I have read the history o Sree oo 
The Senator has never heard of Tomochichi. 

I have heard of him. 

Who was he? 

I have always supposed him to have been an In- 

layed much the same part with the settlers of 

Georgia that William Penn’s Indian is said to have played with 

pe Sars they measured the land with the runner or the strips 
0 CA 

Mr. BACON. No; thatisa mistake. The Senator, Iam now 
sure, has not read it and does not know the history of it. 

Mr. President, I have been led off. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator pots away from that I sug- 
gest, if he will permit me, that the Declaration of Independence 

the best guide we have had hitherto as to what are the rights of 


a man. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not have it in South Carolina, though. 
[Laughter] 

Mr. TILLMAN, In what way? 

Mr. SPOONER. The colored man, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The colored man under the Declaration of In- 
i, Sep was put on a par with the Indian, and we have never 

owledged that he is fit for self-government, and especially to 
gorom us, and we will not acknowledge it now. Thomas Jef- 
erson did not acknowledge it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate. I 
have held the floor in deference to the desire of Senators to ask 

uestions. 

s Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator sits down I wish to ask him 
a question. 
r. BACON, Les, sir. 

Mr, TELLER. The Senator's proposition does not, as I under- 
stand, contemplate an immediate turning over of government to 
those pepa - 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator how long he expects 
to continue that relation? 

Mr. BACON. Just about in the same way that you are doing 
in Cuba under your resolution. I desire to repeat to the Senator 
what I said when he was notin his seat. I said in the beginning 
of my remarks that I would rather be known as the author of the 
amendment which he made to the resolution which pledged this 
Government to that disinterested and unselfish act when it 
stri itself to 110 to war than to be the author of any other 
1 tive act which we have had in the last quarter of a century. 

. TELLER. Iam much obliged to the Senator, but I want 
him to answer the real 1 | 

Mr. SPOONER. He does not answer your question. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would answer my question. 

Mr. BACON. Well, go ahead. 

Mr. TELLER. What I want to know is, what is the limit; who 
is to determine it? 

Mr. BACON. The resolution says 

Mr. TELLER. Who is to determine when the time comes? 

Mr. BACON. The resolution says who is to determine. 

Mr. TELLER, It leaves it, does it not, to the United States? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly; it leaves the entire control to the Gov- 
ernment, you understand, but it simply declares that when the 
conditions are ri 

Mr, SPOONER. In our judgment. 

Mr. BACON. In our judgment, when the conditions are ripe. 
It declares that we do not intend, though, permanent sovereignty. 
That is 275 down as a substantive declaration. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, if in our judgment. 

Mr. BACON. It does not say it in that way. It says 

Mr. TELLER. Then a condition precedent to yielding to these 
people the right of self-government is a pacification, I suppose, of 

e conditions that exist? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. In the meantime what is to be done? Will the 
Senator tell us that? He is grumbling and finding fault. What 


is to be done? 
Mr. BACON, I did not hear the Senator. 


Mr. TELLER. Isay you have been complaining of the condi- 
tion of affairs, 

Mr. BACON. No; I have not. 

Mr. TELLER. After waiting for a pacification which doesnot 
exist, now the Senator 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TELLER. What is to be done? 

Mr, BACON, The Senator is mistaken; I have not been com- 
plaining of anything. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator has. 

Mr, BACON. On the contrary 

Mr. TELLER. I will omit that. What is to be done? Are we 
to go on and fight, or are we to quit? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator stands here and asks questions 
which are plainly stated in the resolution. If the Senator will 
read the resolution—— 

Mr. TELLER. I have read the resolution very carefully. 

Mr. BACON. The resolution expresses it, that as the United 
States has overthrown the government in those islands—the mili- 
tary and civil authority—it is the duty of the United States Gov- 
ernment to restore peace and order 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. TELLER. Goon. : 

Mr. BACON. The Government is to maintain peace and order 
until there has been a government erected there to which that 
duty can be properly and safely delegated; and then so soon as 

e and order are restored, the Government in that case, as in 

ba, will endeavor to provide the means and methods by which 

a proper government can be established in those islands Then, 

when that has been done to the satisfaction of the Government, it 
will leave the control of that government to the people there. 

Mr. TELLER. Then that amounts, does it not, if the Senator 
will allow me to ask him a question, to leaving the matter in tho 
hands of the Executive, just where it is to-day? 

Mr. BACON, I think not. In the first place, the important 
thing, Mr. President, in this resolution is the announcement of 
the fixed determination of this Government as to whatit is going 
to do so far as the future independence of that people is concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to ask him, How 
pan = announce what the intention of some future Congress 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
ray he made this promise to the Cubans? 

. BACON, t is what I was going to ask him, 

Mr. BERRY. You want to know why it should be made to the 

Filipinos. We want to make it to the Filipinos for the same 


reason. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not asking why it should be made to the 
Filipinos or oe any question about that. The Senator mis- 
understands entire © whole premises, 

Mr. BERRY. ill the Senator from Georgia permit me? 

Mr. BACON. I yield. 

Mr. BERRY. A vote on the resolution, as I understand it, is 
to show to the world and in the Philippine country that we were 
honest in our declaration in regard to Cuba, that we did not go 
into the war for conquest, and that we will treat these people in 
the same way that we pledged the faith and honor of this nation 
to treat the Cubans, 

Mr. BACON. That is right. 

Mr. BERRY. Is that correct? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit the 
Senator from Georgia to answer my question? 

n BERRY. Provided the Senator from Colorado will agree 
it; yes. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I want the Senator to answer. 

Mr.BACON. Ihave been on the witness stand a good long time, 
and I will endeayor to accommodate myself to the wishes of Sen- 


ators. 

Mr. SPOONER. No man is better able to take care of himself 
in debate than the Senator from Georgia. He knows that these 
interruptions are a tribute to him and are not intended to embar- 


rass him at all, 
Oh, I did not so it. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not finding fault. 

Mr. SPOONER. The question I put to the Senator I would 
like to have him answer. 

Mr. BACON. I will do so with pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis upon what theory he pro 

ion shall be made by this Congress whi 


bind a su uent Congress? 


that a 
hich can in any way 


Mr. BACO 
question for me, and I repeat that it is exactly in the same way 
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that we made the pledge with reference to Cuba, when it is within 
the power of this Fifty-sixth Congress to that pled 
of 3 Fifty-fifth Congress and go and take Cuba. But I would 
not do it. 

Mr. ELKINS. But we own the Philippine Islands, and we do 
not own Cuba. That changes the conditions entirely. We own 
the Philippines by treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. What I have been trying to get at is that the 
Senator from Georgia criticised the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Wisconsin and—— 

Mr. BACON. No; I beg the Senator's pardon, 
vote for it. I did not know—— 

Mr. TELLER, I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that we will not confer any extra power upon the President 
of the United States until peace is established over there by any 
act of ours, and he has, as the Senator says—— 

Mr. BACON. This resolution does not confer any power on the 
President. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator himself said it is a czar's power, a 
military power, and that is the most absolute power in the world. 
There is absolutely no restriction upon the President except those 
great humanitarian ideas that must pervade every ruler. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. That is all. 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me; I will wait. 

, Mr. TELLER. He is the legislative department; ho is the 
judiciary department; he is the executive department of that 
country. He is given absolute control of it. 

rem Mr. President, if the Senator does not want to reply at 

Mr. BACON. Les, I do; I beg the Senator's pardon. ` 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word or two on what he put to 
me when he gets through. 

Pio BACON. Ihave been through for half an hour, Mr. Pres- 
ent. - 

Mr. TELLER. What I wish to say is that there is no distinc- 
tion between the proposition made by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] that the President shall administer and the propo- 
sition the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] made that we 
shall say he may administer, for he must administer in either 


I said I might 


case, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the presentation of this sub- 
ject I have been subjected toso many interruptions by Senators— 
interruptions to which I have not objected, but which, on the 
contrary, I have cheerfully welcomed—that I have omitted to read 
at 12 proper places several extracts, and I will insert them at this 
point. 

In an elaborate address made by Professor Schurman, the 
chairman of the Philippine Commission, since his return from the 
1 Islands, among other propositions he lays down the 

‘ollowing: 


The next lesson I draw from the history of colonization is cognate to the 
first. The ee of colonies or dependencies is not a money-making 
enterprise for the sovereign power or its citizens. 


Lord Macaulay says as follows: 


There are some who assert that, from a military and political point of 
view, the West Indies are of great importance to this country. Nals isa 
common but a monstrous misrepresentation. We venture tosay that colonial 
empire has been one of the test curses of modern Europe. Whatnation has 
it ever strengthened? What nation has it ever enriched? What have been 
its fruits? ars of frequent occurrence and immense cost, fettered trade. 
lavish expenditure, clashing 1 5 1 corruption in governments, an 
pet —— among the people. hat have Mexico and Peru done for Spain, 
the Brazils for Portugal, Batavia for Holland? Or, if the experience of oth- 
ers is lost upon us, shall we not profit by our own? What have we not sacri- 
fi to our infatuated ion for trans-Atlantic dominion? This it is that 


advantages of our insular situation, to em 
8 in the intrigues and fight the battles of half the Continent, to form 


send 
Indian h. as while the armies of our enemies were pouring over the 
Rhine and the Alps. 
When a colonial acquisition has been in prospect we have thought no ex- 
ture extravagant, no interference perilous. Gold has been to us as 
ust, and blood as water. Shall we never learn wisdom! Shall we never 
cease to prosecute a pursuit wilder than the wildest dreamsof alchemy, with 
all the credulty and all the profusion of Sir Epicure Mammon? 
Those who maintain that settlements so remote conduce to the military 
or maritime power of nations, fly in the face of history. 


This testimony could be largely added to. The opinion of this 
eminent historian and statesman, thus forcibly expressed, is suf- 
ficient at least to put the burden on the other side. 

I will, however, add that Lord Herschel, the eminent British 


statesman who was twice lord chancellor, who died in Washing- 


ton a year ago, ina personal conversation with myself a short 
time before is death e substantially the same views as 
those above quoted from Lord Macaulay. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word about the 
fourth resolution, which I hope and pray—and I have not any 
doubt about it 

Mr. HOAR. IL should like to ask the Senator one question be- 
fore he pr 

Mr. TELLER. Well, I will hear the Senator now, and then 
proceed later. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether he does 
not believe that when his amendment was adopted 3 
purpose in regard to Cuba, if an amendment to that had been 
moved in the Senate which inserted the words or any other 
Spanish territory,” he would have accepted and supported the 
gr wa and the entire Senate, substantially, would have voted 

or it? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I answered that a year ago last 
December in a h which I made, when I said I would have ac- 
cepted it, and I believe every member who voted for the resolu- 
tions would have voted for such a declaration if I had included 
all the possessions of Spain that we might despoil her of; and itis 
one of the regrets of mi life that I did not draw the resolutions 
broad enough to cover the present case. 

Mr. HO That being what I believe also, the Senator, as I 
understand, then believed that he and the Senate would have re- 
nounced any purpose on the part of the people of the United States 
to exercise permanent dominion over a conquered province ora 
subject le. If he would have gone for that then, and the 
Senate would have done so, why will he not go for that now and 
endeavor to induce the Senate to do so? 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I have answered the Senator in 
a speech I made more than a year ago, which, as the Senator from 
Georgia said a while ago, he had not done me the honor to listen to. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from Colorado certainly misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. TELLER. I am using your phrase, when you said that 
Senators had not listened to you. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I beg pardon; I misunderstood the Senator. 
I shige listen to the Senator from Colorado with pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand when a nation assumes that it is 
about to do an act of humanity, such as we were going to do and 
which everybody connected with the matter, from the highest to 
the lowest, declared was to be an act of humanity, and eee 
else, that a decent respect for the opinions of mankind require 
that we should disclaim any attempt to take territory. More 
than that, Mr. President, I understand there is an obligation— 
which, of course, there is no court to enforce—upon a nation 
when it has accomplished the object for which it started out and 
has attained the end it had in view, that it shall not 5 
the land of the other country. That is, a decent ‘or inter- 
national . requires that we should so declare, and then 
we should ere to it. 

In drafting those resolutions I had in mind two things. I be- 
lieved the declarations they contained would have a tendency, 
when we had concluded the work of driving the Spaniards out, to 
satisfy the people over there that we were not going to put upon 
them a government like that of Spain, or put upon them a govern- 
ment of any kind of which they did not liek I believed also 
those declarations would havea beneficial effect upon the European 
world, who were contending very generally that we were false in 
the statement that we were taking that course in the interest of 
freedom and humanity; that we were really the aggressors; that 
we had entered upon a policy of ag ion and 5 of 
lands, the end of which no man could foretell, and that we were 
practically threatening the peace of mankind. 

I say now, as I said before, that I did not put that fourth reso- 
lution there as of binding force upon this nation, for I never sup- 

d, having started out with such declarations, that when we 
ad released Cuba we would impose on her people a government 
objectionable to them. I knew that our proximity to that coun- 
try was such that we must always maintain close relations with 
her people. I knewthatwe should always say to the whole world, 
Jou must keep your hands off Cuba.“ Ihad no thought of these 
western islands. Isee no way to pacify these islands except by 
the sword, although if another way can be shown I shall be glad 
to see the Government avail itself of it. If we can by di 1 
0 


secure peace and quiet there, I shall be greatly delighted. 
not think it would be beneath the dignity of this great Govern- 
ce from those people. 


ment to accept propositions of 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one other question? 

Mr, TELLER. inly. 
Mr. HOAR, Iask the Senator does he not think that the assur- 

ance of that purpose which he entertains, if made now by the 
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Senate of the United States, would tend very strongly to bring 
about the peace which he desires? 

Mr. TELLER. I have some doubts about that. Iam not cer- 
tain that this is the time to do that. The time to have done that 
was before the war began; but when the war shall have been closed, 
I think we will stand before the world committed to the idea that 
we are to give those people self-government, I do not mean by 
that that we are to stand out and say to them. Take care of your- 
selves.” Ido not believe that would be safe for them or for us; 
but I believe weshould give to them all the self-government which 
they are capable of exercising. 

I agree with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] that the majority of mankind 
who have risen abovea state of actual savagery are capable of 
self-government. They can not, of course, maintain such a gov- 
ernment as the people of my State sustain, nor can they maintain 
such a 8 as is sustained by the people of Massachusetts 
or of New Hampshire. But they can maintain a government 

ood enough for them; for, I repeat, it is a fundamental repub- 
ae principle that a people are entitled to such a government, 
and only such a government, as they themselves can maintain. 
It will not do for somebody else to go there and say, We will give 
youa better government than you can establish for yourselves; and 
therefore we will deny you participation in it, and we will govern 


you.” 

I said a year ago that I hoped when peace prevailed in that sec- 
tion of the world we would apply the fourth resolution, in prin- 
ciple, to those people, doing what they wanted us to do and said 
they desired we should do, keeping, however, international control 
over them, so that no other nation should repeat what Spain had 
done toward them for so many years in the way of oppression, 

What I complain of in the speech of the Senator i 
and I listened to him with great interest—is that he assumes, when 
the war is terminated, we pro ose to do something which is con- 
trary to the Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstood me, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. TELLER. Then I certainly have misunderstood the Sen- 
ator. That assumption has been, in my judgment, the vice of all 
the speeches which have been made here on this subject by those 
who claim that they are anti-imperialists. They set up a condi- 
tion which we hope will never exist, and then denounce that con- 
dition. I would denounce a proposition to gor ern those people as 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] and 
others. It would not meet with my approval; neither do I believe 
it would meet with the approval of a majority in this body. Iam 
confident it would not meet with the approval of any consider- 
able number of the American people, ? 

I believe when the time comes that peace prevails the American 
people will be wise enough and just enough to see that the rights 
of the Filipinos are maintained and that they shall have what- 
ever belongs to them, 3 the great fundamental repub- 
lican doctrine that the consent of the governed is essential to the 
maintenance of any proper government. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. TILLMAN] is i 

Mr. ALLISON, ill it suit the Senator from South Carolina 

to-morrow? 
. TILLMAN. I only wish to ask the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] a simple question right in the line of what he was 
speaking about. 

Mr. ALLISON. For reasons apparent to Senators on this side 
of the Chamber, the Senate should now adjourn, as it should have 
adjourned at 5 o'clock, 

Mr. TILLMAN. You can not take me off the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator had yielded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; I have not yield 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to take the Senator from South 
Carolina or any other Senator off the floor. I simply state a fact. 
If Senators upon the other side do not desire to yield to that, of 
course th oe on. 

Mr. T I beg the Senator's on. I did not under - 
stand the object of his uest. I simply wished to ask the Sena- 
tor from Colorado a question directly in the line of the speech he 
has just made. 

Mr. BERRY. I presume the unfinished business, the financial 
bill, is before the Senate. I want to take the floor on that bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will do so, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was eed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 


to 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 31, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 30, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. S 
The SPEAKER. 
question of alice 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, the question of privilege upon which 
I arise not only affects me, but, it seems to me, affects every mem- 
ber on the floor of this House; and as a basis of the remarks which 
I desire to make, I send a copy of a letter which I have received 
from a constituent of mine, and ask that the extract be read from 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Extract from a letter received from 8. A. Thomas, publisher Ortonyille 

Journal.] 
ORTONVILLE, MINN., January 25, 1900. 


DEAR Sin: Mr. Arthur Taylor, claiming to be a member of subcommittee 


No. 4 of the committee on distribution, was in our city yesterday, claimin: 


to be distributing 85 sets of the Messages and Papers of the Presidents an 
snog Aree sum of $4 per set. He claims that this is the number allotted to 
go strict and four sets to Bigstone County. I ordered a set from him 

fore finding out what he was doing. He went to other parties here, claim- 
ing to be sent to them by you and An AR rominent le, to try and induce 
them to subscribe for the work, and on oe asked whom the money went 
to and for what paso he seemed very ignorant, claiming to me that it 
was for the Republican campaign fund, and to another that it went to the 
general committee on distribution. 

Hoping that this information will be of benefit to you, [ am, 


ours, very truly, K 4. THO 
Hon. Frank M. Eppy; M. C., i i 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. EDDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not only received this 
letter from this publisher of the Journal, at Ortonville, Minn., but 
I have received letters of similar pa rt from other parts of my 
district and my State. Itseems that this man Taylor, whoever he 
may be, is going about throughont the country stating to the peo- 
ple that he is acting as a representative of members of Congress 
in distributing these documents. When he meets a good Repub- 
lican, he informs him that the money so received goes to the Re- 
publican camp committee—sometimes it is to the national 
campaign committee, and sometimes to the Congressional cam- 
paign committee. When he meets a good Democrat, he informs 

that this money goes to the Democratic campaign commit- 
tee; and when he meets a Mugwump, he represents that he is an 
agent of the Government and the money goes to the distributing 


committee. 1 

Not only this, Mr. S er, but my district has been, and I pre- 
sume other parts of the country have been, flooded with letters 
that are under a letter head with an elaborate peime of the Capi- 
tol of the nation, calling attention to the fact that these messages 
and documents are for sale, and these letters are signed by a party 
claiming to be the secretary of the Distributing Committee,” thus 
conveying the idea that the Government is back of this publica- 
tion or in some way the publication and sale thereof are in the 
interest of the Government, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to brand this practice as a 
fraud. Ido not believe that this man or any other man, in the 
sale of these messages and documents, represents So mennos on 
the floor of this House in an official capacity. I know that he 
does not represent the national Republican committee or the Re- 
publican Congressional campaign committee; and I do not believe 
that he represents the Democratic campaign committee; and all 
such representations are fraudulent, pure and simple, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, I do not know that I should 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Minnesota, and I would 
not do so were it not that the publication to which he refers, and 
which evidently the man Taylor is selling, is Messages and Papers 
of the Presidents. This is a work which it is well known I com- 
puea and edited and which Congress ordered published, and which 

now being sold by subscription throughout the nation, Iknow 
nothing about the canvassing agent to whom he refers. Ihave 
nothing to do with the sale of Messages and Papers, except that 
Congress voted to me a duplicate set of the electrotype plates from 
which the work is printed, of course with the understanding that 
these plates could be used by any publisher to whom I might lease 
them, or rent them, in reproducing that work and selling it. I 
made a contract with a reliable and responsible firmin New York, 
James S. Barcus Company, known, I am sure, to many members 
of the House, and that firm is selling the work. Mr, Barcusisaman 
of high character and is now a citizen of Terre Haute, Ind., hav- 
ing recently removed to that point from New York. 

ow, if the solicitor, Taylor, to whom the gentleman from Min- 
nesota refers, is practicing the fraud which the letter indicates, 


aker, I rise to a question of privilege, 
he gentleman from Minnesota rises to a 
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he ought to be branded as the gentleman from Minnesota has 
branded him, as a fake and a fraud. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me 
an interruption? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. F 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman know that the concern 
now publishing this work is using a letter head on which the 
words House of Representatives” and ‘‘ Committee on Distribu- 
tion“ are printed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No; I think the gentleman will find that 
he is mistaken in saying that the concern uses the words House 
of Representatives; they used Committee on Distribution. 

Mr. TAWNEV. I have received letters with that heading 
printed on them. 8 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That would be another fraud that ought 
to be branded as such, because they have no right to do it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the general manner, and, I think, the 
wording of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That would be a fraudulent device which 
onga to be branded, and which, in my opinion, is without any 
authority from the publisher selling the work. It may be some 
agent for the work has taken the liberty of printing them upon a 
letter head, but it would not be authorized, in my judgment, by 
the publisher. 

. TAWNEY. I would also state that Mr. Spofford's name 
is printed on the letter head as secretary of the committee. 

r. RICHARDSON. Mr. Spofford has been employed to as- 
sist, in an honorable way, in the sale of the work. I know that the 
firm would not authorize a thing of the kind referred to by either 
of the gentlemen from Minnesota, for I believe they are respon- 
sible, and would not pursue improper methods. But where the 
canvassing or see see have done 8 that stated 
by the gentleman I think they ought to be disciplined, and would 
be when the firm’s attention is called to it. That is about all I 
can say, Mr. Speaker. I should add that my connection with the 
matter grows out of the fact that the publishers pay me a small 
royalty on the sale of the Messages and Papers, but with the 
methods they pursue I have nothing todo. I have nothing to do 
with the sale of the work except as I have indicated. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I disclaim any intention of reflecting 
on the gentleman from Tennessee in any manner. I simply 
wanted to call attention to the fact that there are men traveling 
through the country and parties circulating letters, adver- 
tising these Messages and Papers, upon which there is a picture 
of the National Capitol and which is signed by a party claiming 
to be the secretary of the ‘‘ Distributing Committee;” that these 
agents are representing that they have been sent abroad through- 
out the country by members of Congress, and that they are sent 
out to select the prominent men to purchase these publications, 

iving the impression that the Government is back of the distri- 
ution and sale, and also carrying the impression that either the 
Republican Congressional committee or the Democratic com- 
mittee or the Government is receiving the benefits therefrom. 
That is what I desire to denounce as fraudulent. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had ponad the following resolution, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 


the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), t there be pones 5,000 copies, additional to the usual num- 
ber, of the report of the — — Canal Commission, 1897-1899, of which 
1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,500 copies for use of 
the House of Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and 
giving to the Director thereof additional power and authority in 

certain cases, and for other ov en 

The me also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

S. R. 3. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of 
a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of the 
national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of the 
following titles were taken from the S er’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 255. An act to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Fort Hall Indian Reservation in Idaho, and making appropriations 
to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on 5 Affairs. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 21: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Ri tatives con- 
curring), That there be printed 5,000 copies, additional to the usual number. 
of the report of the Nicaragua Canal on, 1897-1899, of which 1. 500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,500 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives— 


to the Committee on Printing, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 2179. An act relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, 
and giving the Director thereof additional power and authority 
in certain cases, and for other purposes. 


PAY OF RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up joint resolution 
No. 77, to provide for pay to certain retired officers of the Marine 
Corps, and ask that the bill and report be read, and also ask its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the aggre- 
pe of all sums appropriated in an act entitled “An act wag i rappro ria- 

ons for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, — for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, under the head “Pay, Marine 
Corps,“ shall be disbursed and accounted for in accordance with existinglaw 
as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that pu shall constitute one fund; 
the provisions of this act to take effect from June 30, 1899. 

The report (by Mr, BUTLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the House joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 77) providing for the payment of certain officers of the 

ne Co. who have been without pay since going upon the retired list, 
WYfine ecnetary of: tha ———7— apd pauege 
e of the Navy, urging the y col eration an 
of this resolution, submitted the following: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., December 8, 1899. 

Sin: In the act oer a) riation for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899, 
poveo under “Pay, Marine Corps,” was made for the officers then upon 

he retired list, and a sum sufficient to meet their retired pay was specifi 

appropriated therefor. No provision was, however, — 4 for the paymen 
of those who su uently to the passage of the act were placed upon the 
retired list. It has heretofore been the practice to embody in appropriation 
bills a clause providing that the moneys n rated for 
the pay of the Marine Corps should be disbu: and accoun for in ac- 
cordance with existing law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that purpose 
8 one fund; but this provision was inadvertently omitted from the 
a 

Since this act took effect the accounting officers of the have held 
that the appropriations made fically for a given number of officers upon 
the active and upon the retired list could not be utilized for the payment of 
a greater number than that in the act mentioned. A number of officers have, 
since June 30, 1899, been placed upon the retired list, and, in consequence of 
the action of the Treasury officials, it has been impossible for them to draw 
any portion of their pay. 

Very respectfully. JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 

In view of the fact that the resolution is copr to provide authority to pay 
officers lawfully upon the retired list, as explained iy. the Secretary of Pha 
Navy, who have been for some time deprived of their pay for the reasons 
stated, your committee recommend that said joint resolution do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania how this differs from an ordinary deficiency appropriation? 

Mr. BUTLER. As the gentleman will find in the letter of the 
Secretary of the aan in preparing the estimates of last year for 
the maintenance of the Navy, it was anticipated, as is usual, that 
some officers would go on the retired list after the bill should be- 
come a law, and therefore, as is customary, a larger sum of money 
was appropriated than was actually necessary to pay the officers 
thenontheretiredlist. Since thislaw wentinto effect three or four 
officers have been retired. 

In this case the money has already been 8 but by 
reason of the omission of certain language ordinarily found in the 
appropriation bill the Treasury De ment has declined to pa: 
these officers. Ina full meeting of the committee it was unani- 
mously decided that it was but just that these men whose names 
had been inadvertently omitted from the list should receive their 
money; and for this purpose this bill has been introduced. and its 
poge recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and by the 

Il Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand; still this is a matter which 
wond ordinarily be carried in the deficiency estimates for the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the gentleman thatthe money has 
already been appropriated; there is no deficiency. This legisla- 
tion is simply necessary in order that these men may be enabled 
to get their pay. The money isin the Treasury. 

.O ON. I believe I understand the case perfectly; but 
this is proposed legislative action to pay some persons that which 
is suon to be due them for the current fiscal year. 

i 857 UTLER. For the last year and for the year ending June, 


Mr. CANNON. Then this is for the last year? 

Mr. BUTLER. Les, sir; and it is proposed to pay them forthe 
present year. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave said for the current year. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ican not very well hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If Iunderstand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania correctly, this money has been already appropriated. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why is it not available under that 
appropriation? 
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Mr. BUTLER. It has been held by the Treasury officials since 
the passage of the last appropriation bill that by reason of the omis- 


sion of certain language from the bill they are not warranted in 
ying these officers who have been placed on the retired list since 

ə passage of that measure, I from the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy: 

It has 323 been the ater? a iad Sorn appro or piaota 
Cie a O eee AE E AE a eae i 

or u 
por ats this 1 — — — inadvertantly omitted 8 iho above act. * 

Now, the Treasury officials have held that because of the omission 
of those words there is no authority to pay the officers who were 
not designated. The other officers are all designated. 

I may say for the benefit.of the gentleman, if he did not hear 
what I have already said, that, as I am informed, this is the first 
bill in which this language has been omitted. Imaysay, further, 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs took the trouble to make a 
careful examination of the facts, and after doing so felt warranted 
in asking the House to pass this bill, so that these three or four 
men may get their money the same as other men who were so 
fortunate as to have their names designated in the act. 

Mr. CANNON. From the gentleman’s explanation I apprehend 
that an appropriation ought to be made for the pay of these offi- 
cers who are on the retired list for the current year. But 
this is an item belonging in the general deficiency bill; and if the 
rules are to be observed and we are to have the means of knowing 
what the deficiencies are for the current year, it seems to me these 
matters ought not to be split up in this way—one item reported 
and from one committee, and another item from another, 
and soon. If the facts are as the gentleman states, there will 
be no trouble, under the rules of the House, in obtaining joper 
consideration of this item in the general deficiency bill. ere- 
fore I object. 

MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there has just come from the 
Senate a joint resolution granting pee to erect in one of 
our public parks a statue to Samuel mann. A similar reso- 
lution has 3 reported from the Committee on the 
Library of this House. 
consideration of the Senate resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

ion f 
Jon Washington, d d. for the ornamentation of the national capital and in 
honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 


38 That permission 


paan the same is hereby, 
emann monument committee of the American 


Institute of 


Institute of Homeopathy, 
tions, and citizens. 


The SPEAKER, Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will state that a resolution similar in form 
to this passed the Fifty-fourth Congress, but reached the Presi- 
dent too late for his signature. It the Senate in the last 
Congress, but failed in the House. It has been recommended by 
the Committee on the Library. It is a simple proposition to give 
to the city of Washington or to the United States Government 
what has pronounced to be a very superb work of art, pro- 
duced at a cost of $75,000, the money having been contributed by 
people T aH 3 1 oi the Union. tp te 2555 Lr 1 ap 
p twe seize the opportuni accept a gift o 
such value. I trust there will be no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. It was observed, I believe, in a discussion 
heretofore upon the unveiling of a statue in one of our public 
sig that those parks should be reserved for statues of men who 

ve been distinguished in some branch of the public service. I 
will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether that has not 
been the practice heretofore? 

Mr. DALZELL. 1 will say in reply to the gentleman from 
Missouri that it is not. There are now in the Smithsonian 
grounds, as gentlemen well know, a statue erected to Dr. Gross 
and also a statue erected to Professor Henry. And the gentleman 
will see around the magnificent Con ional Lib: busts of 
distinguished men of all professions who have claimed distinction 
and earned fame in the eyes of the world. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is devoted exclusively to such subjects. 
It seems to me, while I do not desire to make 5 in 
the present case, that we are establishing a very precedent 
and a tice that will be uncomfortable in the future. We will 


open the door, in other words, for every little society throughout 


ask unanimous consent for the present } th 


the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of the 
assembled, 


the land who desires to perpetuate the name of some member to 
come here and have a statue erected in his honor. 

Mr. 1 What objection can there be in the present 
instance 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not intend to raise an objection; I am 
eyed calling attention to a bad precedent. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was considered, and s 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

REPRINT OF INDIAN BILL. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of the Indian-appropriation bill and that the number to 
be printed be limited to 500. Iam informed that there are only 
about 50 copies of the bill left, and there is quite a demand for 
them. Inasmuch as the bill will come up.to-morrow, there ought 
to be a number at hand for the convenience of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the order to reprint was made to the 
extent of 500 copies. 

NAVAL OPERATIONS, PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the call of com- 
mittees is now the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ent 
at this time a privileged report from the Committee on ar 
Affairs and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is requested, if not incompatible 
with the public service, to inform the House of ntatives of companie 
of money Se soca the — tor Which z z 
maining un or pmen „ naval opera- 
enon the Philippine {slands from May 1, 1898, up to and uding January 

The Committee on Insular Affairs, to whom was referred House Resolu- 
tion No. 91, on the Secretary of the Navy for certain information 
erein menti beg leave to report that they have had the said resolu- 


trike out the word “requested, 
patible with the public service,” in line 2, and in lieu thereof insert the word 
* * an am end 


same;" and 
7, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words nine 


teen h in line 8, and 
words “eighteen hundred and ety-nine;“ so 
read as follows: 


of the Navy is directed to inform the House 
tatives of the amount of — é expended and the amount, so far 
so to state oe same, for which the lige der cea 1 Janin ts vai 
un or equipmen: on, su and nava rations 
Pr pine — fro May 1, 1898, up to — memamg Rovenber 1. 1899.” 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and the 
amendments 4 to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MILITARY OPERATIONS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire also, Mr. Speaker, to pre- 
sent a second app report from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Resol That the Secretary of War is if not incompatible with 
the 8 to inform the House 3 of 8 of 
money expended and the amount for which the Government is liable, re- 


maining unpaid, for equipment, on, supplies, and military opera- 
Honain the Ə from May 1, 1808, up to and including January 


word £ o- 


sideration, 
to . 


wit: 
Strike out the words requested, if not,” in line 1, and the words“ incom- 
patible with the public service,” in line 2, and in lieu thereof insert the 
word directed; and further amend by insertingafter the word!“ amount,” 
in line 4, the words 80 far as he is able to state the same;“ strike out the 
Word January,” in line 7, and in lieu thereof insert the ward“ November;” 
strike out the words “nineteen hundred,” in line 8, and in lieu thereof insert 
the words “eighteen hundred and ninety-nine;“ so that as amended said 
resolution shall read as follows: s 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to inform the House of 
Representatives of the amount of money ey) ena and the amount, so far 
as he is able to state the same, for which the Government is liable, remaining 


un for ipment, SS supp! and military operations in 
TEPA ippine I ds from y 1, 1898, up to and including November 1. 1899.” 


Mr. HENRY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that 
these resolutions, as well as the amendments to them, were unani- 
mously saro to by the Committee on Insular Affairs. Thero 
was no objection in the committee. The resolutions were intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER]. I 
make this statement for the benefit of gentlemen on this side of 
the Chamber who desired that information. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was to. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider 
the votes by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on 
the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] calls 
for the regular order. The Clerk will call the committees in the 
morning hour. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 


MILITARY POST AT DES MOINES, IOWA, 


M.. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a bill on 
the House Calendar, and the report accompanying it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. HULL], chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, calls up a bill for con- 
sideration. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, Iowa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That upon the transfer and conveyance to the United 
States of a and sufficient title to not less than 400 acres of land, without 
cost to the United States, situated at or near the city of Des Moines, in the 
county of Polk and State of Iowa, and on or near a „and constituting 
an eligible and suitable site for an army post, and to be approved and ac- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] is rec- 


ognized. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Towa a 5 2 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
Mr. HULL. I was simply going to say that this bill has been 
reported three times by the Committee on Military Affairs—— 
r. BARTLETT. want to make a point of order. As I 
caught the reading of this bill, it ought to be on the Union Calen- 
dar, and not considered in the House in the morning hour. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia . BARTLETT] 
9 3 point of order that this bill should be upon the Union 
endar. 
Mr. HULL. I should like to make a little statement. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 


rgia. 
that it taak 5 „ eee 
t it esac upon the an appropriation 
money, and therefore ought to be considered in the Committee of 
the ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, I will say that the bill only author- 
izes the Secretary of War to accept a donation of land, and the 
small charge, if any, upon the Government would d d upon his 
exercising the discretion in favor of accepting this donation. 

Mr. GAINES. Does not the bill 5 provide for the erec- 
tion of a mili post after this land is purchased? 

Mr. HULL. Notatall, unless the Secretary of War accepts the 
land, and that is left with him to determine. 

1 ES. If he accepted it a military post would be estab- 
ed? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly would be established. 

Mr. GAINES. That involves an expenditure of money. 

Mr. HULL. Conditional upon his acceptance of the land. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Iowa to state what constitutes the locating of a post. 

Mr. HULL. If the Secretary of War shall accept the donation 
of land offered for this purpose it would establish the post. 
he declined to accept that land, and held it unsuitable, it would 
not establish a post. 

The SPEAKER. Does the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs hold that there is no expense connected with the lo- 
cating of the post? 

Mr. HULL. There is none at all connected with the location; 
absolutely none. The whole expense would be in case the Secre- 
tary accepted the donation of land. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to read therule 
upon the subject, which is to be found on page 296 of the Manual. 

e rule says there shall be 

First, a Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general appropria- 
tion bills, and bills of a public character directly or indirectly appropriating 
money or property. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds some embarrassment in de- 
ciding the point of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia. 
An examination of the bill shows that a donation of land is made 
tothe Government. It also contains another element, namely, 
the establishment and location of a United States Army post by 
the Secretary of War at Des Moines, Iowa. : 


There is no appropriation contained in the bill, and no burden 


is directly laid upon the Treasury. It is so framed that it estab- 
lishes a post, and there is nothing to show that there is any cost 
attending it, The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
Mr. HULL] says that there is none; and while it is manifest to 
e Chair and to all present that this means opening the door to 
possible future burdens, non constat, however, that Congress will 
te a dollar for that purpose. 

NE. May I make a a gegen right there? 

he Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman 
from New York. 


Mr. PAYNE. Suppose a bill authorizing acceptance of some 
land in the city of Des Moines for the purposes of a public build- 


ing 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. S er, let us have a little better order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to suggest very respectfully 
that this Hall is not made for receptions, but for the public busi- 
ness; andif thereis but one man present who desires to transact the 

ablic business, his 1 are sacred in this Hall. The Chair has 
Sons endeavoring all the morning to have conversation suspended 
so that intelligent work can be done; and the Chair again appeals 
to the House to observe the respect due each member by foregoing 
conversation. There is 2 provision for discussion and con- 
sultation, much needed all the time, elsewhere; but members are 
in this Hall for work; and the Chair again appeals to the House 
to aid in what is essentially a proper discharge of the duty of each 
member. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was supposing this case: That a bill was 
brought in here for the acceptance of a plat of land in Des Moines, 
or any other place, for the purposes of a prane building in that 

. Now, the mere language of that bill perhaps might not 

i y involve an appropriation, butif Congress ever carries out 

the object of that bill, of course it involves an a coment It 

involves it indirectly, it pledges the faith of the Government for 

the erection of a public building. Of course we all know that it 

will be followed and would necessarily be followed by an appro- 
priation in order to build the public building upon that land. 

Now, it seems to me that this is a similar case. If we accept 
the land for the purpose of establishing a 2 or for a 
military post, no matter how the language of the bill may be or 
what the wording may be, it indirectly involves an 9 
and comes then within the rule. It seems to me it would be dan- 

us to lay down the bars in that way; if any language could 
invoked that would briag it under the House Calendar, when 
the necessary result would be to call for an appropriation to 
build the building on the land and eventually an appropriation 
from the 5 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I insist that this bill, if 
peera, or we should enter upon the consideration of it, must 

directly eventuate in having a charge laid upon the Govern- 
ment indirectly. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me it almost would be directly, be- 
cause the Secretary of War has to investigate, to examine, and 
see whether he will accept it or not, which can not be done with- 
out mse. It seems to me that it directly involves, but cer- 
tainly indirectly involves, a 3 npon the ury. 

Mr. RAY of New York, May attention to another fact? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Secretary of War has in his hands 
a fund appropriated by Congress already for the establishment of 
and 8 8 on of these military posts, as I understand it. If I 
am wrong, I will be corrected; but I so understand it. If this bill 
should become law and he should accept the land, he would be 


If authorized under existing law, out of money already appropriated 


and at the disposal of the 
post, erect the buildi 
out the true intent an 


5 res to go on and establish the 
and do whatever was necessary to carry 
popor of the bill. So that it would carry 
expense and money belonging to the United States without any 
further action on the part of Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HULL, You are correct in that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Iowa says I am 
correct in that statement. 


eee ae the Secre of War it 
i The b Hi 15 
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the committee, because it was on the House Calendar, placed there 
by the proper authority. It makes no appropriation and involves 
no expense, unless the Secre of War accepts this land, and if 
he does accept the land, why then it does establish the post; and 
hecan apportion a part of the money appropriated by the Congress 
of the United States for the building; but he has absolute discre- 
tion to refuse to accept the land under certain conditions. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will ask if it is not always the invariable 
rule where an executive officer is invested with discretion as to 
whether he will do something which involves an expenditure of 
money, that the very fact that you vest that discretion in an execu- 
tive officer leads him to the conclusion that it is the wish of Con- 

ess that he should do that which has been vested in his discre- 


ion? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman can answer that just as well as I 
can. That does not require any special answer from me. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand that; but I want to call at- 
tention to the fact that when discretion is vested in an executive 
officer it is always considered by him authority to go ahead and 
do that over which discretionary power has been given. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know that that necessarily follows. If 
this bill passes, the Secretary of War will accept the land. I 
would nek have any object in passing it if I did not believe he would 
accept the land and establish this post. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs whether he thinks we ought to accept it? 

Mr. L. Yes; Ido. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is a military pon needed there? 

Mr. HULL. If the bill comes before the House, I will give the 
reasons for it, if necessary. In my judgment, a post should be 
established there, 


Mr. BROSIUS. That is the very first question that the House 
should inquire into, 
The SP ER. As the Chair remarked, this is a very doubt- 


ful question and one that embarrasses the Chair not a little. All 
will understand that it is the more embarrassing as it relates to 
the State in which the Speaker lives; but that particular the Chair 
must eliminate from the consideration of the question. 

Mr. HULL. Will the Chair permit me an interruption? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Will the Chair permit me now to ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to have unanimous 
consent asked. 

Mr,McRAE. Mr. Speaker, [hope the gentleman will make that 
request, and with it concede that it has been improperly put on 
the House Calendar. * 

Mr. HULL. I do not think I ought to concede that, because, 
as the Chair says, it is a doubtful question, and one I am not 
charged with determining. I would not consent to assume that 
it is improperly on the House Calendar, but I will make a request 
for unanimous consent, and it can be further investigated if it 
ever comes up again, leaving the question of reference to be deter- 


mined when 8 k 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide it, but will be 
glad to submit the request of the gentleman from Iowa, who asks 
unanimous consent that House bill 99 be considered in the House 
under its present form as in Committee of the Whole. Is there 
objection? : 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, 1 am not going to object, but I desire 
to call the attention of the Chair to two things in connection with 
the situation. First, there is a point of order pending now against 


the bill being considered. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent would be a withdrawal 
of the point of order. 

Mr. UD. I want to one step further. Ever since this 
rule has been in force in House the occupant of the chair has 


steadily maintained that business of this character could not come 
up in this hour; that is, he has held that this hour was devoted 
to a particular character of business. While the point of order 
sap opro have been raised on that, while it may not be quoted 
in the decisions, I think it is within the memory of every member 
of this House that the Speaker of the last Congress, and ever since 
these rules have been in force S ers have steadily maintained 
that business of that character should not come before the House 
under any form. I only desire to offer that suggestion to the 
Chair tecause that has been the practice, Mr. Speaker, and I think 
thatit will open an avenue that will ultimately trouble the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say in reply to the gentleman 
from California that unanimous consent, of course, cuts the Gor- 
dian knot in all these matters, and that the very rule under which 
we are now proceeding does provide a manner in which, after an 
hour's discussion, any bill in Committee of the Whole on the 
Union Calendar can be reached, as was done on yesterday. The 
Chair therefore submits the question again. Is there objection to 
the ag Yes of the gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. HULL), as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, Iowa, 8 the 
same under consideration, report said bill back to the ‘House with recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

‘The committee adopt the report made to the House by the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 


[House Report No. 287, Fifty: fifth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5988) to establish a military post at Des Moines, Iowa, report the same 
with recommendation that said bill do pan 

The committee adopt the report made to the House by the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, and also submit 
the ap sd of the War Department, submitted on the 26th of Jan- 
nary, 


[House Report No. 655, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on 3 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1703) entitled “A bill to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, hi 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do 


pass: 

The policy of the Government is to abandon the smaller posts on what has 
been known as the frontier and concentrate troops near cook, pry eat of - 
ulation and railroad centers. This policy will be continued as the Indians 
are grouped on reservations and the necessity for small detachments of troops 
to peptone settlers disappears. Des Moines is the capital of Iowa, a city of 
60.000 people, and one of the the West. It has ten 
railroads, which, with their branches, every of the State and 
could be used to transport troops to any point on either the Mississippi or 
Missouri River to protect the great bridges across those streams. 

Des Moines is situated in the heart of the richest agricultural region in the 
United States, and troops can be maintained there at a minimum of cost. 
abe climate is most healthful, and troops can be maintained at highest ef- 

ency. 

From Des Moines troops could be thrown into any of the great cities of the 
middle West in a few hours and at small expense. 

The land given is of eres value. The building up of great central posts 
requires time, and long beforethe completion of barracks at Des Moines man 
other posts now used will be abandoned, and your committee recommen 
Lined gad of the donation of landand commencement of the work at Dea 

oines. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1898. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith House bill 5988, Fifty-fifth Con- 

poe, second session, entitled “A bill to establish a military post at or near 
Moines, Iowa,“ which was referred by your committee, under date of 
January 15 instant, to this Department for information and remark. 

It has been the policy of the Department for some years, as the Indians 
have ceased to be a 1 element in the settlement ot the Territories, 
and thus permitted the abandonment of the many small its that until re- 
cently were scattered along the frontier, to concentra’ troops thus 
released near the large centers of tion, where many railway lines con- 
verge and allow of their being rapidly transported to ts of threatened 
disturbance. The large modern posts of Fort Sheridan, near Chicago; Fort 
Thomas, opposite Cin ati; Fort Logan, near Denver, and Fort Crook, near 


8 examples of this policy. 
Des of some 70,000 people, is situated in 


oines, the capital of lowa, a ci 
the heart of a rich agricultural region; ten railroads, three of them trunk 
tates; is about mid- 


lines, reaching to every point of lowa and its adjoining 
way between St. Paul, Minneapolis, and St. Louis,and but ten hours from 
cago. The region is healthy and affords abundant food supplies such as 
are necessary to maintain a military post. The bill before me proposes that 
the citizens of Des Moines shall donate the land requisite for the purpose, and 
the question of the capacity and character of the post is left to the determina- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 
{Some considerable time would 5 be consumed in securing and 
5 the land, in preparing it for buil ing, and in construction of the 
0 


t, and in the meantime the troops requisite for its garrison would likely 
available. 


In this view of the subject, and in harmony with its n outlined, 

e De ent would view with favor the passage of the k a 

a fas " G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. A. T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military 
House of tatives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion toreconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXPERIMENTAL AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk the bill 
H. R. 1092, with the report thereon. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay], who made the report on the bill, that 
it is desirable to change it in some respects, and I ask permission 
of the House to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks permission to 
withdraw the bill H. R. 1092, Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

AMENDING SECTION 4843, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk the pill 
(H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes, with 


the accompanying 5 
The SPEAKER, e chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs calls up the bill H. R. 5491, which the Clerk will read. 


‘airs, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time. : 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the of the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. S er, I could not hear the bill 
read. Will the gentleman from Iowa state the substance of it? 

Mr. HULL. hen this section referred to in the statute be- 
came a law there were no civilians employed in the Pay Dee 
ment of the Army. Persons palonging ta the Army or the Navy 
or the Marine Corps could, if they ə insane, sent to the 
Government hospital at Anacostia, but if civilian employees be- 
come insane they can not be treated at the Government hospital 
unless authorized bylaw. Oneinthe pay Corps is already insane, 
who has worked a great many years for the Government, and they 
are anxious to send him to the hospital for treatment, but he can 
not be received under the law as it now stands. In 83 
master and 1 corps the law authorized the ad ion of 
civilian employees. This law simply puts in the word “ Pay” so 
that it Se the three bureaus on an equal footing as to the treat- 
ment of insane persons. 

The bill was then $ 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INCLINE RAILWAY, WEST MOUNTAIN, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). I call up the bill (H. R. 2956) to extend the time for the 
completion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs 
Reservation, Ark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of an incline railway 
upon the West Mountain of the Hot 1 Reservation, as provided by act 
of Congress approved December 21, 1693, is hereby extended for the term of 
five years from and after the e of this act, and that said act is hereby 
continued in full force and effect. 

The amendment reported by the committee to strikeout “five” 
and insert“ three,” so as to read ‘‘for the term of three years from 
and after the 5 act,” was read. 

Mr. LACEY. is grant has heretofore been made, but there 
has been delay in building the railway. This bill proposes only to 
grant three years’ additional time to complete the road. Itis 
18 oe an easement in the reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CORLISS (when the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress was called). 
ask unanimous consent that this committee may be passed without 


prejudice. 
The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the request of the 
gentleman will be granted. 


There was no objection. 
The call of committees was resumed and concluded, no further 
reports being called up. 
r. PAYNE. I move that the House now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the inner harbor of San Pedro, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers relating to the purchase of dredges—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Capital Traction Company, 
transmitting a statement of the receipts and disbursements of the 
company, with a list of the stockholders—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers submitting papers relating to the project 
of the Michigan-Lake Superior Power Company—to the Commit- 

tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee 


-| on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Rail- 
way and Construction Company to build and maintain a railwa 
and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the sehin d 
of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana, reported thesame with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 153); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions of the 
following titles wereseverally reported from committees, delivered 
to on Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1763) to pension 
Ella F. Sydnor, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 144); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2681) granting a pension 
to Calista F. Hall, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

anied by a zapori (No. 145); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2865) to grant increase of pension to Louis H. Gein, Company F, 
Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a i od (No. 146); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6703) for the relief of 
Corinne Strickland, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 147); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3799) for the relief of Stan- 
ley Snodgrass, of Jefferson County, Miss., reported the same with 
amendment, 5 by a report (No. 148); which said bill 
and 55 referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. Y of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 827) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, 
Yell County, Ark., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 150); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2827) for the relief of 
the Atlantic Works, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 151); which said bill and report were 


1 | referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 445) for the relief of Clare M. 
Ashby, widow of W. W. Ashby, late United States consul at Co- 
lon, re the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 152); which said bill and report were referred to ths 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3376) for the re- 
lief of Franklin Lee and Charles F. Dunbar, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 154); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BRENNER, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, to which was referred the billof the House 
(H. R. 2368) for the relief of George P. Wood, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 149); which said bill and 
report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to Henry Dority—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 7878) for the relief of George Rea, deceased, late 
of Copiah County, Miss.—Committee on War Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) for the relief of Capt. Andrew 
Miller's company of Ste. Genevieve, Mo.—Committee on Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= ~~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7659) to repeal the national-bank 
act and to substitute legal-tender Treasury notes for the national- 
bank notes outstanding—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional 
right of way to the py creed Valley Railway Company through 
the arena grounds at Pitts , Pa.—to the Committee on Mili- 


3 1 8 5 
y Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7661) to allow commutation of ra- | th 


tion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7662) to into effect the 
ulations of Article VII of the treaty between the United States 
and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of 
charities for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7664) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Calais, Me.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. ON: A bill (H. R. 7665) to test the McAllister ar- 
mor plate—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1 JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7666) for the increase of salaries 
of the justices of the courts of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill 75 R. 7667) to prevent a false 
branding or 8 food and dairy products as to the State or 
Territory in which they are made or produced—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7668) to transfer 
certain old records of the city of Washington from the custody of 
waver of the ala of WOENE IOA, D: Oia tle COMERS oa the 
veyor of the city o n, D. C.— Ə Commi on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7669) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to move the life-saving 
station at Sabine Pass, Tex., from its present location—to the 

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7671) to increase the salary of the 
United States marshal and chief office deputy for the eastern 
district of Missouri—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7672) to amend the internal-revenue laws in 
relation to distilled ts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 145) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to pay certain employees—clerks, copyists, 
stenographers and Me ty Soar laborers, workmen, workwomen, 
and wit, zat aay 0 F Office and at 
United States Government depots of the Quartermaster's Depart- 
ment, for additional work performed in excess of their customary 
and regular hours per day under the rules and regulations there- 
of—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 146) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for a chan- 

from Fire Island Inlet, in Great South Bay, to Patchogue River, 
all in the county of Suffolk and State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 147) directing the Secretary 
of War to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of the 
inlet to Three-Mile Harbor, in town of East 
County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DRIGGS (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
148) relating to military badges—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. MOON: A resolution of the legislature of Tennessee, 
relating to the election of United States Senators by direct vote of 
the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills, and resolutions of 
Ht aa titles were introduced and severally referred as 


By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7670) to increase the 
pension of Texana C. Burrus, a widow of soldier of the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7678) to correct the mili- 


ry as of J. K. P. McNabb—to the Committee on Military 
‘airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) for the relief of Robert M. Fox—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of William Vance—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Henry Spurgeon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7677) for the relief of William F. Riley to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) for the relief of John Wells—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of George J. Kinzel, deceased, Morristown, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) for the relief of Madison T. Trent—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) for the relief of Richard Crawford—to 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) to pension David A. Patton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7683) for the relief of Jo- 
pn D. Broussard, Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on 

ar 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of the estate of Prosper D. 
8 deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on 


ar x 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7 rs the relief of the estate of Francois 
Herpin, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) for the relief of William Rose, of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7687) for the relief of the Win- 
chester and Potomac Company—to the Committee on 


Claims. 
By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7688) ting a pension to Katy 
Kurth—to the Committee on Invalid 8333 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7689) for the relief of Cruger 
& Pace, Albany, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of George McDonald, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of E. McDonald—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 7691) for the relief of Henry P. 
Montgomery, surviving executor of Granville Garnett, d = 
to the Committee on 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R.7692) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7693) for the relief of Robert 
Proctor and L. D. Cain, owners of Superior Bath House, Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by has apro A bill (H. R. 7694) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Talbot Belt—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7695) to grant an increase of 
pension to James B. Hackett, of Lancaster, Mo.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) to grant an honorable discharge to Wil- 
liam B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7697) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth M. Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7698) to increase the pension 
of Gertrude E. Denens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

my Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 7699) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Burch—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

ged Mr. MUDD (by So et A bill (H. R. 7700) for the relief 
of the estate of Matilda Shields, deceased, late of Alexandria, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7701) for the relief of John M. 
Vandiver, of Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


pton, Suffolk | Post- 


oS 
By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7702) for the relief of Far- 
ley Conerty—to the Committee on War Claims. 
y Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension to 
sage Ca = = 8 oe sae cay Maggie M 
+a R. anting a pension gie M. 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid 55 
y Mr. OTE: A bill (H. R. 7705) for relief of Langhorne D. 
Lewis—to the Commitee on Claims, 
By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 7706) for the relief of John F. 
Campel of Shamokin, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ns. 


ons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) to remove the charges from the mili- 
record of William Harlan—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7708) to restore the pension of 
Francis H. Staples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 7709) for the relief of Jacob H, 
Eaton to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


1900. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7710) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7711) granting an increase of pension to 

Conduit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to 
George Graf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to John S. Boerum— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 7715) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Penn, widow of Lewis B. Penn, late private, Fourth 
Independent Company Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7716) for relief of 
F. R. Beaven, of Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7717) for the relief of P. H. McDonough, of 
Nelson County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) for relief of Stephen Camplin, of Hardin 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7719) for the relief of Charles Lee, of Bullitt 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7720) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 


Cook, of Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7721) for relief of Abner Goodman, of Breck- 
inridge County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7722) to increase the pension of 
William Mullevy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) to remove disability of James B. 
Vaughan on account of Confederate service to the Committee on 

itary 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) to reimburse John D. Thorne for 55 
1 1 seized by Union forces, 1863—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLEof Maine: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 7664, for the erection of a public building at is, Me.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the Brown eee. 
Company, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, an 
cosmetics to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Peter Downey and other railway 
mail clerks of Rhode Island, favoring a bill providing for the re- 
classification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, 5 of clerks in the post-office at Providence, R. I., 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

E A A A VC 
against the uction of duties pro y the 
France—to the Committee on Foren Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Jewelry Tariff Committee of Attleboro, 
Mass., and Providence, R. I., against proposed reduction of duty 
on jewelry in the treaty with France—to the Committee on For- 


8 

"By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the eo House bill No. 887, for 
the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union of Cum- 
berland Hill, R. I., to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, protest of the Chicago Federation of Labor, against the 
ceding of public lands toStates and Territories—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Jewelry Tariff Committee of Attleboro, 
Mass., and Providence, R. I., inst proposed reduction of duty 
on jewelry in the treaty with ce—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 
aah Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of post-office clerks of Mar- 

, Tex., in favor of House bill No. 4351 to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of Shipmasters’ Association of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the 3 of House bill No. 3988, 
to reorganize the Weather Bureau to the Committee on Agricul- 


Also, petition of the letter carriers of Neenah, Wis., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 4911, to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of G. H. Onstad and other citi- 
zens of Winnebago County, Iowa, favoring the passage of a bill 


extending the time before mining claims in Alaska are declared 
forfeited for nonuse or abandonment—to the Committee on Mines 


and ee: a 
By Mr. GASTON: Petition of post-office clerks at Erie, Pa., fa- 


voring the of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of 
coon clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Board of Trade 
of the city of Reading, Pa., in favor of the laying of competing 
cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee on Fs fe Affairs. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Allentown, Pa., asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: Resolutions of the Cotton States Association 
of the Commissioners of Apronio; in relation to extending the 
franking privilege of the Post-Office Department to all official 

ublications issued from the department of agriculture of all the 
tes and Territories—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Thomasville, Ga., in- 
dorsing the work of C. P. Goodyear on the outer bar of Bruns- 
wick, , and urging such legislation as will enable him to con- 
tinue the work—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of Ira Roberts and other citizens of 
Schuyler County, Mo., asking that pensions be granted to the 
Missouri militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of J. E. Higgins and 13 other - 
office clerks at Wichita, Kans., in favor of the e of House 
bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Gertrude E. Devens, of Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of druggists of Findlay, Ohio, for 
the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the railway mail clerks of the 
Eighth Congressional district of Massachusetts, favoring the bill 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, pee to accompany House bill No. 2155, for the relief of 
Alexander Sutherland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolution of the Minneapolis (Minn.) 
Board of Trade, favoring the improvement of the South Pass of 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. MDOW : Paper to accompany House bill No. 3862, 
in behalf of the claim of Thomas J. Shappard—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the levee board of Desha 
County, Ark., favoring such legislation as will . the Govern- 
ment in full control of the improvements of the Mississippi River 
and to continue the levee system adopted by the Mississippi River 
Commission—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. ON: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7665, to 
test the McAllister armor plate—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
By Mr. MEEKISON: Pa: to accom: House bill No. 5439, 
olland—to the Committee on Invalid 


for the relief of Thoms B. 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of V. H. Laederick, of leo p 
Nebr., asking for a change in the present revenue law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of the board of aldermen 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the establishment of a Federal court in Buf- 
falo—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the board of aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., to 
widen and deepen the entrance of the Buffalo River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Protest of Carpenters’ District Council of 
Hamilton County and vicinity, Cincinnati, Ohio, against the ced- 
ing of any more public lands to States or Territories—to the Com- 

ttee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papori to accompany House bill No. 6737, to remove the 
charge of desertion against the military record of Frank Wempe— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
ae to the claim of F. K. Beaven—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the estate 
of Levi Fields—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Abner 
Goodman to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
Charles , Sr.—to the Committee on Claims. 
pany House bill for the gr oad estate 


Also, to accom: 
of P. I. MeDonough to the Committee on War 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Stephen Camp- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a to accompany House bill for the relief of W. T. and 
O. W. to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Hon. O. Vincent Coffin and other 

citizens of Middletown, Conn., in favor of House bill No. 5499, to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring the of House bill No. 887, to promote the 
export trade of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring reciprocity with Canada—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, resolution of the Fire Underwriters’ Association of New 

Haven, Conn., favoring the amendment to the war-revenue act 

eee to insurance companies to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 

Also, resolutions adopted at the annual meeting of the secretaries 
and officers from each regimental battery and naval association 
of the civil-war veterans of Connecticnt, favoring a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3962, for 
the relief of Alanson C. Eberhart, of York, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

mates ard in support of House bill No. 3966, for the relief of 
David Talmon, of Wymore, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3960, granting a ion 
8 John Fisher, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, paper to PEIES ae House bill No. 3965, for the relief of 
George O. Maxfield, of Fairmont, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, 7 to accompany House bill No. 2380, for the relief of 
ner wis, of Aurora, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


Also, 8 to accompany House bill No. 3956, to increase the 
pension of George W. Plants, of Geneva, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to e ae House bill No, 3958, for the relief of 
Rolin Tyler, of Odell, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3967, to increase the 
pension of Griffith Evans, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of William Mullevy to accompany 
House bill for an increase of his pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ! 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of John D, 
Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 31, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di with, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, stat- 
ing that on February 23, 1899, there was transmitted from the 
Interior Department a copy of the ent between the United 
States commissioners to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the commissioners on the part of the Creek (or Muscogee) 
Nation, concluded at Muscogee, Ind. T., February 1, 1899, for 
such action as Congress might deem proper in the premises, and 
requesting that, in accordance with the desire of the chairman of 
the commission and the principal chief of the Creek Nation, the 

ent be returned to the Department for further considera- 
tion and such modification as may be deemed necessary and proper. 
The communication was sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
rh this request that it be returned should go to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. Returned by whom? 

The PRESIDENT pro pe Aah It is now in the ion of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and it is the request of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that it be returned in order that some amend- 
ments may be made to it. J 
Mr. Why not refer it to the same committee and then 
let them report as to returning it? 

The ENT pro tempore. That is proposed as the proper 


course, The communication will be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the East Washin Heights Traction Railroad Com- 
pany for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1899; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 6237) making appropria- 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
e June 30. 1 and for prior years, and for other purposes, having = 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recomme 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23, 24, 25,31, and 87. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2,3, 4,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 30, 
82, 33, 34, 35, 35, 38, 39, 40, 41, 4, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, and 49, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


an 
li d Senate amendment insert the Sollowing: 
“ Public building at Helena, Mont.: The limit of cost of site for public build- 
the sundry civil appropriation act approved June 4,150, but the aggregate 
o sun a ion act appro’ une 
cost of the site ani ailding shall not be increased.” ` 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
On amendments numbered 5and 26 the committee of conference have been 


unable to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 
Te Aeron, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
5 J. G. CANNON, 
S. B. 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE, There are two items left open, not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that it 
shall go back into conference? 


Mr. HALE. Yes; I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments still in disagreement and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ccf unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the te at the fur- 
HALE, Mr, ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, 


Iowa; 
A bill (H. R. 2956) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and 
A bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes, 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 3) gran permission 
for the erection of a monument in Washin D. O., for the orna 
mentation of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahne- 
mann; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to present a peti- 
tion of the Farmers’ National Congress, in the form of a resolu- 
tion that was adapted at the nineteenth annual session of that 
Congress, held at ton October 3 to 10, 1899. The resolution is 
as follows: 

Whereas the interests of the whole country, the reenforcement of our 
Navy, the enlargement of foreign markets for our us products, the in- 
creased employment of our workingmen in the 2 ponder, factory, and 
shipyard, and the training of able seamen would all be promoted by the 
restoration of our merchant marine to its former position on the seas of the 
world: Therefore, A 

Resolved, That in our opinion it is the duty of Congress, at the earliest 
day possible, to enact legislation to secure such restoration by the extension 
of such aid to American-built mail carriers and freighters as will enable 
them to successfully compete with the subsidized and bountied merchant 
ships of foreign countries in the carrying of our imports and exports. 

I move that this petition in the form of a resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of New Hampshire, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the establishment of a permanent exposition of American products 
at Shanghai, China; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. PLATT of New York F penis a petition of the Abbey 
Effervescent Salt Company, of New York, praying for the repeal 


ther conference; and Mr, 
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of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry 8 mail clerks of 
Watertown, N. Y., spraying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 4 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Danville, N. Y., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the extension of the 
free rural mail delivery system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ; i 

He also presented a panaon of Bronx Borough District Council, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of New 
York City, praying that all the remaining public lands of the 
United States be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that 
no grant of title be made to any but actual settlers and home 
builders; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DEBOE presented a petition of sundry brewers of Louisville, 
Ky., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the internal- 
revenue law discontinuing the issuance of revenue stampsof lower 
denominations than those used for quarter barrels; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of Laura Clay, president, and 
Mary C. Roark, secretary, on behalf of the Equal Rights’ Associa- 
tion of Kentucky, praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement of citi- 
zens of the United States on account of sex; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the Robinson-Pettet Company, 
of Louisville, Ky praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprieta medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, TURLEY presented the petition of A, T, Goodloe and 34 
other citizens of Robertson County, Tenn., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Butler Boyd and 5 other citi- 
zens of Clarksville, Tenn., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Cot- 
ton Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the passage of a 
river and harbor appropriation bill at the present session of Con- 

; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. RAWLINS 1 a memorial of the members of the bar 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, remonstrating against the creation of an 
additional circuit court of appeals; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented the petition of C. F. Robinson & 
Son and sundry other druggists of Attica, Ind., praying for the 
repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, 
and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of the Merchants’ Exchange, 
the Chamber of Commerce, and the Young Men’s Business League, 
all of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law 
to enlarge the powers of the Insterstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the repeal of the 15 per cent duty on hides; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa. Praying for the enact- 
ment of a divorce law for the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sabbath law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of the con tion of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Smethport, Pa., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
5 ns polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. D. Berg and sundry other 
druggists of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp 
tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented 5 of railway mail clerks of 
York, Erie, Pittsburg, and Allegheny, all in the State of P 1- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Springfield, , praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 


post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of J. W. Fuller and sun- 
dry other railway mail clerks of San Antonio, Tex., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide fer the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Isabella Beecher 
Hooker, president, and Frances Ellen Burr, secretary, on behalf 
of the Woman Suffrage Association of Connecticut, praying for 
the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, pro- 
hibiting the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account 
of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 


Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 100, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, pray- 
ing that all the remaining public lands of the United States 
held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of 
title to any of these lands should ever hereafter be made to any 
but actual settlers and home builders on the lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2727) authorizing 3 of commutation of ra- 
tion to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty 
between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899; and 

A bill (S. 2035) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1021) authorizing the President of the United States 
to fy baie a commission to investigate the commercial and indus- 
trial condition of the Empire of China, and for other Sel rare 

A bill (S. 1022) authorizing the President of the Uni States 
to appoint a commission to investigate the commercial and indus- 
trial condition of the Empire of qapan, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1948) authorizing the appointment by the President 
of the United States of a commission of not less than five mem- 
bers to investigate the question of trade relations of the United 
States in the Orient, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (8. e Borage ded ey an investigation into the economic 
resources and other cognate questions in the Chinese Empire and 
adjacent countries of eastern Asia, with special reference to the 
trade of the United States in such parts of the world and the pos- 
sibility of its enlargement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2354) authorizing railroad 
lines in Indian Territory to lease or consolidate continuous lines 
under certain circumstances, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2311) for the relief of Mrs. Ella M. Shell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 227) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insur. 
ance Company and others, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1309) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Piel; and 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2799) to carry into 
effect the stipulations of Article VII of the treaty between the 
United States and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 
1898; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 944) to carry into effect the stipulations of Article VII of 
the treaty between the United States and Spain concluded on the 
10th day of December, 1898, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of 


on; 

A bill (S. 2384) to reimburse certain persons who expended 

moneys and furnished services and pon da in repelling invasions 

and suppressing Indian hostilities wi the Territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada; and 
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A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapo- 


8, Md. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1759) for the relief of William A. Richards, 
late surveyor-general of Wyoming, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
ref the bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to 
1 reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a ereon. 

Satecrod the HOE E: Od) ARMEE an LACRA ot PEEN to CAD 

e . 994) nting an increase of pension r 

3 jr., reported it vih. amendments, and submitted a report 
ereon. 


EULOGIES ON GARRET A. HOBART. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 75) to 

rint 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice- 
President of the United States, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It gore 
that there shall be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States, 
31,000 ies, of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 20,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 500 
copies for the use of the Department of State, and 500 copies for 
the use of the family of the late Vice-President, and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have printed a portrait of Garret A. 
Hobart, to accompany the eulogies; and for the purpose of en- 
graving and printing the portrait $500 is appropriated. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL DEWEY’S REPORT. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW on the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


cee That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 oo of 
Rear-Admiral Dewey's report of the naval operations on the Asiatic station, 
ran the naval battle of Manila Bay, May 1, 1898, and the investment and 


REPORTS OF SECRETARIES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be pt pe 9 the usual number of the index to all the re- 

of the the 


porta Secretaries Senate, pared in pursuance of Senate reso- 
ution No. 547, Fifty-fifth Congress, third t session. £ 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF NAVIGATION. 
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Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to | 


whom was referred the resolution submitted. by Mr. CuLLom on 
the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there bef teeny 1,000 additional copies of the 
report of Mr. Elmer L. Corthell, United States delegate to the Seventh Inter- 
national Co: of Navigation, Belgium, July 28, 1898, to be bound 
in cloth, for ibution by the Department of State. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Davis on the 29th instant, re- 
it without amendment; and it wasconsidered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the sten: pher employed to report the statements made 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations in regard to the effect of the 
reciprocity treaties made between the United States and the several foreign 
governments on the revenues and industries of the United States be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the said committee be, and 
5 5 to en loy a stenographer from time fo aaa 
RS ma necessary, to re such hearings or pr as may 
of ro said committee, ‘aaa’ to have the same printed for the use of the com- 
Fee oy and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


t 
3 BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
au read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: : 
3 (S. 2800) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
ow; 
A bill (S. 2801) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


A bill (S. 2802) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Carte; 


A bill (S. 2800) Frantiig an increase of pension to William 7 
Stout (with an accompanying paper); and 


(a 


7 ²⁵'DP p mee E EEAS 


JANUARY 31, 


A bill (S. 2807) granting an increase of pension to Hugh F, Ames 


(with accompanying ). 
Mr. ELKINS. 5 bill (S. 2808) for the increase of the 


salaries of the justices of the courts of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also in uced a bill (S. 2809) authorizing the sale of a part 
of the Potomac Park; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2810) granting a pension to Esther 
Dyer Hammond; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2811) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Wesley C. Pryor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2812) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the relief of ee. operators who served in the 
war of the rebellion,” approved arg A 26, 1897, and for other 
purpose; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2818) for the relief of Arthur 
R. Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2814) to increase the pay of letter 
carriers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2815) for the relief of the heirs of 
Louisa E. McLean; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2816) for the relief of the 
estate of R. E. Bonds, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 2817) granting to the Uni- 
versity of Utah additional lands adjacent to its site; which was 
eri by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2818) granting to Manti City, in 
the State of Utah, certain lands to enable it to control the water- 
shed which affords to said city its water supply, to prevent its 
denudation and resulting disastrous floods; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 2819) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Van Gelder; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
ony read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 2820) for the relief of Thomas B. Smith, administrator 
of Thomas S. Hardaway; 

A bill (S. 2821) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Alstott, 
deceased (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2822) for the relief of F. M. Fitzgerald, administrator 
of the estate of John Chandler, deceased (with accompanying 


papers); 
A bill (S. 2823) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Hays, 


ece. * 
A bill (S. 2824) for the relief of the board of trustees of the 
Memphis Conference Female Institute, of Jackson, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 2825) for the relief of H. S. Simmons 's estate; and 
5 A a (S. 2826) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Toof, 
deceased. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2827) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius Shroder; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Hippolyte Perrault; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
ont read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to John C. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 2830) granting a pension to Aslsie Bennett (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pension to Adolph Cab- 
bell (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2832) granting a pension to Ferdinand Petsch (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Elizabeth Morris; 

A bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Anne M. Cluke; and 

A bill (S. 2835) granting a pension to Benjamin H. Simpson. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
a ona twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Affairs: 3 
A bill (S. 2836) for the relief of 


Bradshaw; 
A bill (S. 2837) for the relief of J. H. Satterfield (with an ac- 
companying paper); and 
A bill (S. 2838) for the relief of D. M. Pa; 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced » bill (8. 2889) for the 
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relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. 
Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 5 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 2840) for enlarging the public 
building at Portland, Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, 
Fifth, and Sixth streets, in said city; which was read twice by its 
title, sod referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2841) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John Roach, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2842) correc the 
military record of James A. Scull; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 4 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2843) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
8 accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Samantha 
M. Hallowell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
a ET PE E paper. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2845) for the relief of P. F. 
Eagan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2846) for the relief of Geo: 
W. Craig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2847) granting a pension 
to Emanuel F. Ditzler; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2848) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Tomlinson & Hartupee & Co.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2849) for the relief of Annie White; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2850) to correct the military record of Lewis Cam- 
plain (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2851) to correct the military record of James A. Orr 
(with accompanying papers); d 
En bill 5 2852) to correct the military record of John E. Mo- 

ough; 
i A es (S. 2853) to correct the military record of Henry F. Mil- 
er; an 

A bill (S. 2854) to restore Edward L. Keyes to the Army, and 
to transfer him to the retired list. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2855) to correct the naval 
record of John Lindsay; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2856) making the proceedings of 
the Grand Army of the Republic a part of the public records of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to 
James L. Holden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (S. 222) to provide government for the 
5 of Hawaii; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
printed. 

. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted an amendment 
directing the payment of $216,679.48 to the members of the Chick- 
asaw Indian tribes out of money heretofore oi aoe ener and 
belonging to what is known as the incompetent fund,” intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
wee to the Committee on Indian airs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing an appropria- 
tion of $15,000 for paving Fourteenth street to Lydecker avenue, 
and Ly ecker avenue to east side of Thirteenth street, intended 
to be proposed prain to the District appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RULES ADOPTED BY COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the code of 
rules adopted by the Committee on Pensions be printed in the 
RECORD, The rules are brief, they will not occupy much space, 
and will give information to a class of people outside of the two 
Housesof Congress which may prevent to some extent the flood of 
private oe bills that are 3 the committee. 

The P ENT pro tempore. Senator from New Hamp- 


shire asks unanimous consent that the code of rules adopted by 


the Committee on Pensions 3 msion claims be tedin 
the Recorp. Is there objection? e Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The code of rules referred to is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, UNITED STATES SENATE. 


Rules adopted by the committee December 13, 1898. Revised Jan- 
uary 9, 1900. 

1. No bill will be considered by this committee unless applica- 
tion for pension or increase of pas has first been made to the 
Bureau of Pensions, nor while theclaim is pending in the Bureau, 
except in cases where conclusive proof is presented that the claim- 
ant has no pensionable status under existinglaws. Claims 
upon by the Bureau, whether allowed or rejected, will not be 
given consideration until a period of at least one year has elapsed: 
Provided, however, That in case of persons over 70 years of ago, or 
claims which have been rejected because they do not technically 
come within the provisions of existing law, the requirement as 
to time may be waived. 

2. Where ori pension or increase of tant has been al- 
lowed by i act, no proposition for additional pension will be 
entertained. 

8. In no case will the allowance of arrears be recommended in 

a special pension bill. 
4, Bills proposing to pension sons or daughters of soldiers will 
not be entertained except in cases where the beneficiary has been 
idiotic, deformed, or otherwise mentally or nn fat pad incapaci- 
tated from birth or early childhood, and then only in cases of des- 
1 In such cases the rate allowed shall not exceed 812 per 
mon 

5. Bills for increasing pensions Which have been granted by the 
Bureau at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, will 
not be given consideration except in cases of actual destitution or 
extreme pornea disability: Provided, however, That where pen- 
sion has been allowed under the act of June 27, 1890, and a re- 
2 claim exists under the general law, the equities in the 

tter claim may be considered in connection with the bill. 

6. Where pension has been allowed at the rate of $8 per month 
under the law of 1887, granting service pensions to soldiers and 
widows of soldiers of the Mexican war, no proposition for increase 
will be entertained until after application has been made to the 
Pension Bureau and action taken thereon under the amended 
Mexican pension law granting $12 per month to such as are wholly 
disabled for manual labor and in destitute circumstances: Pro- 
vided, however, That if application for increase has been pending 
in the Bureau for the period of one year the provisions of this 
rule may be waived. 

7. Bills proposing to pension men who were not mustered into 
the military service, except in cases where in emergencies they 
performed military duty and were wounded, or unless some spe- 
cial or extraordinary service was rendered in connection with the 
ALOY: are not admissible. 

8. No widow’ N rea will be recommended in excess of the 
maximum rate allowed by law except in cases of destitution or 
extreme physical disability, to be substantiated by sworn testi- 
mony, including the claimant’s affidavit; and in no case will pen- 
sion ks recommended for a widow at a higher rate than $50 per 
month. 

9. Consideration will not be given to any bill which proposes ta 
restore to the roll the name of a widow whose pension was for- 
feited by remarriage unless she was the wife of the soldier durin 
ore period of his military service, and is now a widow in act 


10. Bills proposing to pension brothers or sisters of soldiers are 
not admissible. 

11. Bills for original pension will ordinarily be considered by 
this committee in preference to those for increase. 

12. Upon request of a Senator any bill will be promptly referred 
to a subcommittee, but the bill must be reported back to the full 
committee for consideration and action. 

13. An authorized statement A a member of the committee, or 
by the Senator introducing a bill, as to the circumstances of the 
claimant, will 5 required when ey sere does not 
appear among the papers accompanying the bill. 

JACOB H. GALLINGER, Chairman. 

Joun H. WALKER, Clerk, 


STENOGRAPHER FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Coatingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, Tha 1 

e do repens tha honing Haig 


te commerce,” approved February 
be paid from the contingent fund of 
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TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS, 

Mr. ALLEN, I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, dis- 
. from the further consideration of Senate resolutions of inquiry 
dated January 4 and 23, 1900, concerning certain transactions between the 

Department of the United States and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the rule. 
MARY J. MORROW, 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


of the Senate be, and he here authorized 
— lhe horeby isai Morrow, 


The resolution goes over under 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 2956) to extend the time for the completion of 
the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des 
Moines, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes, 

HISTORY OF FILIPINO REVOLT. 
Pe . I submit the resolution which I send to 

e desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

1 a Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and read as 
‘ollows: 
be 1 5 — That the Authentic Review of the Philippine Revolution, which 
as iws— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from South Dakota if that is the article or the pamphlet which he 
asked to have panee yesterday? 

- Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose the reading of the resolution 
will develop what the Senator wishes to ascertain, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there is a motion now pending to 
print that article, which I take to be the same, and before it makes 
a part of the RecorD—before it is printed as a public document 
I wish to enter my protest its being 5 as a part of 
the RECORD and 1 —— a document of the United States in 


any form. 

i have never made any protest against printing that has been 
T Gel ta a PELOS eo We Eri 
subjects, althoug i it isa privilege whic greatly 
abused; but in this case I do desire to enter a protest, and the 
reason why I do so is because, in this publication or pamphlet, a 
number of statements are attributed to Admiral Dewey which I 
have his authority to say are absolutely false. 

Mr. President, re 2 „ League ma its 55 
newspaper organ should print and circulate anything of any so 

without ard to its character is to be e ted. It is their 
trade, and I have nothing to say against it. They are such care- 
ful guardians of other people’s virtue that they can do things 
which persons of less virtue than themselves would shrink from 
performing. But Ido think that for the United States to send 
out under its imprint a series of statements attributing remarks 
and conversation to the Admiral of its Navy which he states to be 
absolutely false is something in which the Senate should not 


e 
i will read the statement of Admiral Dewey, in a note I received 
from him this morning: 

DEAR SENATOR LODGE: The statement of Emilio Aguinaldo, as recently 
published in the Springfield Republican, so far as it pelates to me, isa tissue 


* $ s $ + * 


* 

Sincerely, yours, 
ane GEORGE DEWEY. 
Now, I do not think that on that statement we 
way to put a pamphlet containing that tissue of falsehoods into 
ReEcorp or print it as a public document. It does not seem 
to me that it is the proper thing todo. The document would go 
out and be circulated under a frank, free of cost; no denial could 
go with it of those lies which have been denounced by the Ad- 
miral of the Navy as such, which are attributed directly to him 
and which, in = ee I saw, were all printed in italics. 
The pamphlet I p rted to be written by Aguinaldo, and 
to have been printed, I believe, at Tarlac, in Luzon. 


It seems to me to bear the marks of publication and preparation | mak 


oe in any | Chair 


at some er nearer the United States than Luzon or Hongkong. 


But be that as it may, all these emphasized statements of conver- 
sations which, on their face, were reported eighteen months after 
they were sup to have taken place, are stigmatized by the 
Admiral himself as a ‘‘tissue of falsehoods.” I do not think it is 
just to him; I do not think it is proper for the United States to 
allow such statements as that to go out under its imprint and in 
its official record, and that is why I enter my protest at this point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I raise the question of order 
upon the consideration of the resolution. It seems to me that to 
put a resolution in this form is a clear and pable evasion of 
the Senate rules. As I understand, the Senator from South Da- 
kota undertakes by this method to have inserted in the RECORD 
a long paper which he asked the Senate yesterday to have printed 
and which he has a resolution before the Senate to have printed. 
That resolution, under the rules, must go to the Committee on 
Printing. The Senator will succeed in form, if he is allowed, 
to have this paper printed, which a large 5 of Senators 
certainly have made strenuous objections to having printed, and 
he will succeed in having it printed in the Recorp by what seems 
to me to be a clear evasion of the rules. 

Pee PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr, HAWLEY. That it is out of order? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. That it is out of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Drenden this paper is a translation 
from a Spanish pamphlet written by i o and translated in 
Boston. It was furnished to the Springfield Republican, and they 
sent it to their reporter in this city ee to call the 
attention of Admiral Dewey to the allusions to self in the doc- 
ument. Thereporter did so, and Admiral Dewey, after examinin 
it, replied through his secretary that he would say nothing; tha 
he would adhere to his decision and say nothing upon the subject 
until the commission made its report. 

It now appears that Admiral Dewey has concluded to say some- 
thing upon the subject, and a letter turns up in the hands of the 
Senator from Massachusetts in which hesays that the statements 
with regard to himself are a tissue of falsehoods, Now, a state- 
ment of that sort could be made simply if Mr. Dewey and Mr. 
Aguinaldo, in a very immaterial way, almost, misunderstood each 
other, one construction being put upon the language by one, they 
not a common tongue, and another construction by the 
other upon the lan between them. That there Was a 
recognition of Aguinaldo and his government by us and by our 
Navy there can be no possible question. Admiral Dewey recog- 
nized the of the Philippine republic and the vessels of that 
republic in Manila Bay. 

r. SPOONER. How? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. By saluting the flag and by convoying one 
of the vessels of the Filipino republic to Subig Bay and receiving 
the surrender of Spanish garrisons, and then turning the prison- 
ers over to A do after their surrender. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr, President, I ask the Senator’s permission at 
that point x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I will not yield. The Senator can speak 
when I am cael ct 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. LODGE. I will read-the rest of the letter subsequently. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, what is more, Mr. President, after 
Manila surrendered, while we were negotiating a treaty of peace 
with Spem Admiral Dewey captured and confiscated these ves- 
sels belonging to Aguinaldo’s government and took the flag of 
that republic from off the sea, a direct act of war against our 
allies, who to the number of 30,000 were camped around the town 
of Manila, who had helped capture Manila, who entered Manila 
with our forces and took on of a large portion of the sub- 
urbs of that city, and who retired after entering Manila with our 
forces from the inner city and the larger part of the city, which 
is outside of the old city of Manila. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
If this debate is to be engaged in some of the rest of us will want 
a little time, and I think some agreement ought to be made about 
it. I take it the Senator from South Dakota is proceeding out of 
order in discussing the question that has been ruled upon by the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota is prona E unanimous consent, ` 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I have no objection 
to his going on if it be understood that it is an open debate; but I 
should be unwilling that the Senator from South Dakota, who has 
occupied the attention of the Senate for hours and hours in 
defense of this oo citizen of the Philippines, should be 

rmitted to make a lengthy speech and then the rest of us should 
shut off from answering. That is the only point I wish to 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, in the face of these facts, 
in the face of the evidence in Document No. 62, sent by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that our generals at Paris told our com- 
missioners that we were under great obligations to those people, to 
Aguinaldo and his army, for the capture of several thousand 
Spanish prisoners, for driving into the city of Manila and surround- 
ing them with earthworks what was left of the Spanish forces in 
that country, it seems to me that it is pertinent and proper that 
the statement of Aguinaldo with regard to the facts connected 
with this transaction should be laid before the American people. 
If they can not be laid before the American le otherwise, if 
this resolution is not to be adopted, if you not permit the 
statement to be printed as a document, then we will read it and 
put it in the RECORD. n 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall object to it as treason and giving aid 
and comfort to the enemies of the United States, which is what 
the Senator has been doing constantly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is interesting to listen to 
the excitement of these people 

Mr. HAWLEY. Who are“ these people?” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Connecticut is one of 
them—who are afraid to lay before the American people the facts 
with regard to a transaction in which this Administration is 
wrong. If telling the truth, if disclosing what has occurred, is 
treason, then you can make the most of it. We will tell the truth. 
We will expose the things which have been done by this Adminis- 
tration, no matter what may be the result. The threat of treason, 
the talk about encouraging the enemy will not deter us from lay- 
ing before the American people these glaring facts. If in strug- 

ling to prevent the destruction of this Republic, if upholding the 
Declaration of Independence, if resisting the treason of the Presi- 
dent in violating the Constitution, which he has sworn to support, 
is treason, I am guilty; me for treason. 

Why, Mr, President, when this session opened a simple resolu- 
tion asking for information was tabled by the majority in this 
* and the purpose, evidently planned, Was that nothing should 
be laid before the people of the United States. The policy of 
suppression in that way became too irksome, and, finally, the ef- 
fort now is made to refer such resolutions to a committee, and 
thus smother investigation in that way. 

Is this a Republic? Do the ple rule? Are they no longer 
entitled to a knowledge of the history which we have made? Mr. 
President, locked up in the secrets of the State Department are 
the reports of our consuls in Cuba previous to the outbreak of the 
Spanish war. They have never been laid before this body; they 
have never been made public to the American people. The same 
course has been pursued through all this wretched business. It 
accords well with the idea that we shall establish in the place and 
upon the ruins of the Republic an empire, a government ruled 
without the knowledge or consent of the people. 

If protesting against this is treason, if denouncing this thing is 
treason, then I am guilty, let the consequences be what they may. 

Mr. President—— 

Mr, CHANDLER. I object to further debate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to discuss the question 
further this morning. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. President, it seems to me rather harsh that, 
after the charges which have been made here under unanimous 
consent, those of us who take the opposite view should be sud- 
denly cut off from all 9 57 § There should surely be some fair- 
ness in such a matter. It has been charged here 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have not objected on this side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. ioral recognized, 

Mr. LODGE, . President, my objection to this pamphlet is 
not that it contains the truth, but that it is a mass of falsehoods, 
I want all the truth published, and I for one resent this con- 
tinual ap | of slanders upon the men charged with our De- 
pines and with our executive affairs, that they are holding 

ack information from the American people. It is their one desire 
tolay everything before the American people; and when that mass 
of papers we have called for is put upon that desk and printed, the 
persons who will regret their appearance are not those who are 
supporting the Administration and its policy, but those who have 
slandered it here and elsewhere. 

Mr. President, it has been stated here in so many words this 
morning that Admiral Dewey saluted the Filipino flag, that he 
recognized the independence of the Filipinos. These assertions 
are added to the charges in that lying pamphlet, translated and 
panin in Springfield, although the copy 1 saw purported to come 

rom Luzon. I wish now and on this account to read the whole 
of Admiral Dewey’s letter. I had no desire to bring Admiral 
Dewey into this any more than was absolutely necessary. I 
thought the few sentences that I had read were enough to show to 
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the Senate, without any distinction of party or of difference of opin- 
ion on this case, that it was neither ming nor proper to give 
the imprint of the United States to such material as this. Let us 
circulate the truth by all means, but do not let us circulate under 
the imprint of the United States branded slanders, which are at- 
tributed—whether rightly or wrongly I know not—to the author- 
ship of a man who has been fighting the United States, or at least 
employing others to do so. I will read the whole letter: 

The statement of Emilio inaldo r 
Republican as far as it 8 me is rg af 55 9 3 . —.— 

him, directly or. indirectly, independence for the Filipinos. I never 
treated him as an ally, except so far as to make use of him and his natives to 
assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. He never uttered the 
word Saris eg geo in any conversation with me or my officers. The 
statement that I received him with military honors or saluted the Filipino 
flag is absolutely false. 

Sincerely, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 

Mr. President, we all know that the insurgent troops were used 
in the operations about Manila. This charge about saluting the 
Filipino flag and receiving Aguinaldo with military honors has 
been repeated and reiterated here day after day before the Depart- 
ments have had time to send in the official facts; and now, in the 
presence of that denial from the most distinguished naval officer and 
Admiral of the United States, we are asked to send out, with the 
imprint of the United States, the slanders and the falsehoods con- 
tained in that pamphlet. I do not know what others may think, 
but as for the word of that pamphlet against the word of George 
Dewey, I take the word of George Dewey, as the people of the 
United States will take it, as final; and Ido not think that the 
Senate of the United States ought to lend itself to any such busi- 
ness as this. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, no one, I think, in the Senate 
orin the country would countenance any attempt anywhere to 
diminish the exercise of what is precious to all of us—liberty of 
speech; but I believe the people of the United States—and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] asks whether they 
rule or not—must, in the circumstances of to-day, grow weary 
some time, if they have not already grown weary of the daily 
trial in the Senate Chamber, upon motions of inquiry, of the suit 
of Aguinaldo against the United States. 

There ought to be a line drawn somewhere, Mr. President, in 
this matter. It may not perhaps be drawn in debate, but it may 
be drawn as to the placing upon the permanent records of this 
Senate of such communications as the Senator from South Dakota 
seeks by this rather evasive means to place upon them. 

When before has it ever been proposed—and I do not intend to 
discuss the question as to what we shall do or what we ought to 
do in the Philippines, the question which the Senator from South 
Dakota daily seeks to discuss here—but when before has it been 
proposed in the Senate to place upon the records of this body a justi- 

cation, or attempted justification, of his cause by a man in arms 
against the flag and against the Government of the United States? 
It is not simply a question whether the statements contained in that 
paper are true or false. So far as the American. people are con- 
cerned, they will believe the statement of Admiral Dewey; and 
when the Senator from South Dakota asserts as a fact that Ad- 
miral Dewey saluted the flag of the so-called Philippine republic 
and Admiral ae says he did not, there will be no longerin the 
public mind, I think, if there ever has been, any question about it. 

But here is a proposition to place upon the RECORD, coupled 
with a proposition yesterday to circulate it asa document printed 
by the Senate, a statement by a man in arms against our fag, 
spending his days and his nights in concerting measures by whic 
he can kill the. soldiers who rally around that flag—a statement 
intended to show that his cause is a just one and that our cause 
is not a just one. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment. 

Mr. President, my objection to that is not that it sends the truth 
over the country; it is the effect it will have upon Aguinaldo and 
his forces, for it will be taken to be an adoption by the Senate of 
the United States of his statement as a true statement, worthy 
under the public imprint to be sent throughout the country. Does 
it need any argument to show that the effect of such action by the 
Senate can not be otherwise than detrimental over there? Can it 
be otherwise than a direct encouragement to those in what I call 
insurrection against this Government and against our flag? What- 
ever the people may say after a while about this question when the 
war is ended, Ithink they stand by the Army of the United States, 
Mr. President, and that they will have no sympathy with any 
utterance, here or elsewhere, which endangers the life of one man 
wearing the uniform of the Federal Army and fighting 7,000 miles 
away under orders and under the flag. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator now yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The question I desire to ask the Senator is 
directly in the line of what he is saying. é 

The PRESIDEN T protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
declines to yield. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I decline for one moment. ? 5 

Mr. President, there has just reached San Francisco an Ameri- 

can ship bearing to his last rest the body of General Lawton, 

killed on the firing line under our in the Philippines—as chiy- 

alrous a soldier as ever led a column into battle. He is dead. His 

broken-hearted widow and children are bringing him back to his 

own land and to a people who love him and admire him, not only 

for his long life of splendid military service, but for his gallantry 

and fidelity over there in the struggle against Aguinaldo and to 

forward our flag and the authority of the United States. 

he is; but, Mr. President, he still ; and I want to read 

here on this occasion his gay as to the effect of such proposi- 

tions as this and some of the debate we listen to here upon the 
safety of the Federal Army: 

ole Philippine situation 

coi ais ct. tn tin rhc ni ot fs See ve Set 

could hon 7 ascertain the truth on the ground and not in dis- 

believe to be honest men misinformed, would be 

tements and conclusions and of the unfor- 

tunate effect of their publication here— i 


That is the point of his letter— 


Iam shot by a Filipino bullet, it might as well come m one of my own 
wk. because I pty From observation, confirmed by cap risoners, that 
yo continuance of fighting is chiefly due to reports t are sent out here from 


Mr. President, the debate will go on; these resolutions of in- 
quiry and propositions like this will go on without doubt, but I 
venture to hope that there may be a truce—I ask only for a short 
one—until General Lawton’s body may be brought from San 
eee and laid away in the spot which is to be last home 
on ear 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 


Mr. RAWLINS. I wanted to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
a question. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the objection which I under- 
stand the Senator from Wisconsin to make in this case is to the 
placing of anything upon the RECORD which emanates from - 
naldo, the leader of the armed insurgents against the United 
States. Is the Senator not aware of the fact that the Administra- 
tion itself, in repeated documents sent to us, has made public many 
things emanating from that same source? And is it any morea 
violation of the obligation of patriotism for a member of this Sen- 
ate to present a statement also from the same source bearing upon 
the condition of those distant islands than it is for a friend of the 
Administration or the Administration itself to do so; or are we 
to be content with precisely and only such facts as may come to 
us after the scrutiny of censorship; and are the American people 
to be kept in the dark as to the real situation, if only it is deemed 
3 : N who are standing upon the threshold of a po- 
cal cam: 

I would not and I do not think there is any member of this Sen- 
ate who would desire to lend encouragement to any man in arms 
against the authority of the United States, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. RAWLINS. But when a letter is read here 9 
from a distinguished paan; who, with true patriotism and wit 
sublime courage, has fought the battles of the Republic, and it is 
read here only for one purpose—to create a sentiment in suppor 
of a political pr da; and when we know that that officer 
and other officers in those far-away islands have by rigid censor- 
ship been cut off from sources of information which are open to 
us, and which are open to the Administration, but not open to 
them—when a statement like that comes from General Lawton, 
we have in charity the right to say that he, like other officers in 
those distant islands, is not cognizant of all the facts relating to 
this situation. 

Mr, President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am interested in listening to the Sena- 
tor, but I was recognized and simply yielded for a question, 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New Hampshire must re- 
member that the Senator from Utah is asking me a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS, Iam answering it as the Senator originally 
did my question, and I will give him an Ss seal mig to respond. 

Mr.C LER. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Utah is not on the floor 
in his own right. My colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] is on the floor 
and yielded to the Senator from Utah . RAWLINS] to put a 
question to the Senator from Wisconsin . SPOONER], 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is preoa e situation. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield, and I regret that I intruded upon the 
time of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have remained silent dur- 
ing this session of aro and remained silent during the third 
session of the Fifty- Congress when these questions were dis- 


to me to listen to 
utterances in this Chamber that, in my ju ent, have been cal- 
culated to give aid and comfort to the enemies of the United States. 
Iam not going to use the word “treason.” I am not going to 
utter a single sentence that can possibly be contorted into ques- 
tioning the right of free speech as it is understood in the United 
States; but, Mr. President, I do want to say that, in my opinion, 
it is time that the kind of talk we have been listening to from the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ] should cease in the 
Senate Chamber. It is an utter abuse of free speech. 

A few days ago the Senator from South Dakota openly sneered 
at the American soldiers, charging that they had looted churches 
in the rat scr! and had committed acts that were unworthy of 
soldiers of the United States. He went further, Mr. President, 
and charged that the President of the United States had used 
brutal language in a proclamation that he had issued to the Phil- 
ippine poopie When I courteously interrupted the Senator from 
South Dakota to ask him to quote the brutal lan; that he 
said the President had used, he very disco y made reply, 
uttering words that he et properly, with my consent, left ont 
of the RECORD in its ro orm. : 
The contention to-day, it seems to me, is very simple. It is a 
question whether we shall believe a man who is in open rebellion 
against the authority of the United States or whether we shall be- 
lieve the hero of Manila Bay. Aguinaldo makes certain charges; 
Admiral Dewey denies that those are true, pronouncing 
them a tissue of falsehoods;” and it seems to me that the loyalty 
of the American people will come to the rescue of Admiral Dewey 
and that his words will be believed in preference to the words of 
a man who is to-day engaged in shooting down the soldiers of this 


nblic. 
Rat does the Senator from South Dakota propose to put into 
the Record? What does he propose to print as a document that 
will be circulated free of postage over the United States? I want 
to read just a few words from the document that we are asked to 
print and circulate at the public expense, È 

When finally they turned their attention to the treaty of Paris— 

Says Aguinaldo — 
the ratification of which, as far 
Philippines: was hailed with orlesot joy and satiateetion be the LATAPA 

ty, whose leader Mr. McKinley was, then the; opened their eyes to the 
ight of the truth, perceiving with clearness the low policy, selfishness, and 
want of humanity which M ey had pursued and shown toward the 
Filipinos, mercilessly honor of Admiral Dewey. 

This man goes on further to narrate in detail, as he says, the 
cruelties that the soldiers of the Republic have trated in the 
island of Luzon, and itis proposed seriously and soberly by a Sen- 
ator of the United States that lan such as that, emanatin; 
from aman in open revolt against the authority of the United 
States Government, shall be pa in the RECORD, and shall be cir- 
culated over this country under the franking privilege of a Sena- 
tor of the United States. 5 

Mr. President, I am opposed to doing that thing, and I hope 
that some method will be found that will prevent documents of 
this kind being put in the RECORD, and that will stamp with dis- 
approval the efforts which are being made to cast reproach upon 
our Army, upon our President, and upon the policy which the 
Government is pursuing in this contest with the Filipinos. 

I have but a single word more to say, Mr. President. A few 
weeks ago I received from Manila a little news — which it was 


cussed. It has been a matter of 3 
gm 


said was being 5 by the soldiers of the ted States Army 
in the island of Luzon, I want to read an editorial utterance from 
that paper. Here it is: 


he sovereignty 
States must be acknowledged in the 8 before the 


ter about the yg peep Filipinos? o of 
you have a flag, honor it; if you have a Government, support it; if you have 
an Administration, strengthen it; if you have troops at the front, uphold 


Mr. President, that is the utterance of the soldiers who are 
fighting under the of our country seven or eight thousand 
miles away from this Capitol, and I commend it to the careful 
and Pd bate consideration of all the Senators who are upbraid- 
ing the Administration, denouncing our soldiers, and doing all 
they can to bring into disrepute the efforts of our Government to 
subdue the rebellion. Let us honor our flag, support our Govern- 
ment, strengthen the Administration, and uphold our brave 
soldiers and sailors in their efforts to restore peace and good gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Archipelago. That is our duty, and 
the American people will hold to a severe accountability any and 
every man who does otherwise. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] a few moments ago read what I understood 
to be a letter from eral Lawton. I do not know where the 
letter came from, when it was written, or to whom; I do not know 
whether to the Senator or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not written to me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I take it the letter was written by - 
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General Lawton, and I tf heartily concur in the wish expressed 
by him in the beginning of that letter, when he said, as I remém- 
i= it now, Would to God that the whole truth there could be 

own.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopan] stated that the 

test desire of the public officers in this country was to have 

e facts understood. Mr, President, I submit, without any tem- 
per and without any feeling, that we can not fail to have faith in 
the intelligence of the people of this country. I believe that the 
wish expressed by General Lawton is a wise one, and the desire 
expressed by the ator from Massachusetts for the circulation 
of the truth here is just what ought to be our rule of conduct. I 
believe the whole truth ought to be known. A 

I think the most unfortunate thing in connection with this 
whole difficulty was when the first resolutions of inquiry were of- 
fered here that without any moment of consideration, without-a 
solitary syllable of time for thought, motions were made to lay 
them on the table, thus manifesting an intention to cut off debate, 
to suppress facts, to keep information away from Senators and 
from the people of the United States. ‘ 

It has been the practice here for a great many years when emi- 
nent men give expression to sentiments touching public affairs 
that, on the request of a Senator, a document shall be printed 
giving what they may have said or written and that it shall ap- 
pear in the RECORD. 7 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is a very recent practice. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been done again, again, and 
again, and without protest, ever since I have been in this body. 
can name instances which I think will show the printing of such 


papers by the hundreds, if not by the thousands. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only within very recent years. It is acustom 
that has grown up here within the last two or three years. 

Mr. T ER. Longer than that. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to cite the printing of docu- 
ments prior to three or four years ago. 

Mr. TELLER. It commenced longer ago than that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not undertake now to cite the 
documents that have been printed. I have no doubt the records 
will bear me out in what I say. When a few days ago I proposed 
to have printed a speech made in this city by an eminent Repub- 
lican who has been a governor of his State, the State of Massachu- 
setts, a temperate, reasonable, sensible, straightforward s has 
I think—I heard the speech and I read it—the Poke it as a 
document was objected to by the Senator from Rhode nd; and 
why? Is it because the Senator from Rhode Island is unwilling to 
have the people of this country understand what a man of Gov- 
ernor Boutwell’s experience and ability thinks upon these great 
public questions? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If so, it seems to meitis unfortunate 
that he is defending a position in public affairs which requires 
that sort of tactics. 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One moment. I believe, with Gen- 
eral Lawton, that the whole truth ought to be told and the facts 
understood. 

I do not know what is in the paper the Senator from South Da- 
kota asked to have printed. If it is the truth, we ought not to be 
afraid of it. I have sufficient faith in the intelligence of the 
American people to believe that the printing of statements that 
are not true when they are confronted by the truth, as they can 
be and will be, willdono harm. On the contrary, ced hight of 
a statement that is not the truth, coming from Aguinaldo, would 
recoil upon him and hurt him more than the refusal here to print 
a statement he has made. 

Now, what the facts are I do not know, but I do believe we ought 
to have faith enough in the intelligence of the American 2 
believe that when they understand the whole case, when they have 
heard bothsides of it, without any attempt to suppress a full state- 
ment on both sides, there will be no shadow of a doubt that they 
will arrive at a correct conclusion. Iam astonished to find gen- 
tlemen on the other side who seem to be moved by a different con- 
viction. Now I will listen to what the Senator from Rhode Island 


has to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isimplyintended tointerject into theSenator’s 
speech the statement that [ did not object to Governor Boutwell 
making as or circulating it at his own expense wherever he 

leased; I do not object to the national Democratic committee or 
its chairman printing that speech and circulating it as their own 
wherever they please; but 1 do object to the custom of printing 
political speeches by the Government of the United States and at 
its expense for circulation as political documents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The small number of four or five 
hundred documents which would be printed by order of the Senate 
is a matter of too small moment to excite the Senator from Rhode 
Island to this extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is quite true; but the Senator does not 
want to stop there. He wants to send that speech by the thou- 


sands and hundreds of thousands throughout the United States as 
a political document at the expense of the United States and save 
the age the national Democratic committee, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatever printing of that document 
would have to be done beyond the few hundred printed for the 
use of the Senate would have to be done at the expense of the men 
who wanted to circulate it. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there is the postage. There would be 
thousands and tens of thousands of dollars expended by the United 
States Government in circulating the political speeches of an ex- 
governor. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Post-Office Department was 
intended to be a public convenience. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Your party goes it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e understand by newspaper re- 
ports that there has been the most rigid censorship of the news 
allowed to come from Manila. If things can be found out which 
affect the public interest, and if you gentlemen believe you are 
right, you should have no fear of the public knowing it all. You 
can only fear the truth. It is not falsehood you fear, because you 
know perfectly well that the i pry of the American people 
can be relied on not to be misled or duped or wheedled by misrep- 
resentation. You have the 8 The officers are all on 

our side. They know all the facts. They can search the records. 
ou can bring out everything to expose the falsity of anything 
that may be printed. 

It is not from any partisan sense that I speak, but I do believe 
that there has been manifested in the Senate a desire to prevent 
the full truth from being known. I believe it as honestly as I be- 
lieve my soul is my own, and believing that, I have no doubt there 
<< thousands of other American people who believe the same 

ing. 

Now, if you want the truth told, as General Lawton suggested 
and as the Senator from Massachusetts says the public officers 
want, let it be told. When a Senator comes here and desires to 
have 3 a document which he believes will add to the sum of 
knowledge of the country on this subject, let it be printed; and if 
he chooses to go to the expense of having it printed for distribu- 
tion, he ought to be allowed to doit. It does seem to me, without 
any feeling or temper, that the reasonable course is to allow this 
practice to go on as it has gone on. 

Only a day or two ago the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] delivered a very able and eloquent speech outside of this 
Chamber. It was printed as a document by unanimous consent, 
because it is a matter of public interest. I never expect to object 
to anything of that kind. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Certainly. 

Mr.LODGE. The Websterstatue was given to the United States 
and accepted by a committee of Congress, That was an official 


proceeding. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It was nota part of the proceedings 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Sede wie was made away from here. 

Mr. LODGE. It was an official proceeding of Congress, which 
has been repeated over and over about all the statues that have 
been presented to the nation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly; I have no doubt of that, 
and that is only an illustration of what I was saying a while ago, 
that printing of this sort has been done time and time again. 

Now, I would be very much better satisfied with the present 
situation if I felt sure that this spirit of censorship which has 
been exercised so rigidly in Manila was not, in my opinion, exer- 
cised with equal rigor in the Navy Department and the War De- 
partment in this ony: If the Senate of the United States will 
make up its mind and say to the public, You are entitled to know 
the whole truth in this matter and you can judge what is true 
and what is false,” and will allow any Senator to come here on 
his motion bringing a paper that he believes to be worthy of con- 
sideration and present it to the Senate for printing, and let it be 
done in a reasonable way, I believe it will be much more satisfac- 
tory to the country and much more creditable to the management 
of this war. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we do want the truth, and I can 
not too often reiterate it. My objection to this pauras is that 
it puts into Admiral Dewey's mouth words that he never uttered. 
It pol Set to be a report of things which he never said. We are 
not asked in this paper to circulate the truth. We are asked to 
circulate, as I have already stated, a branded lie. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the two statements be printed 
side by side and submitted to the intelligence of the American 


le. 
Pe. LODGE. Let it be printed at the expense of the le 
who like such literature. x pose 
Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the ship which brought 
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General Lawton’s body to this country brought also the body of 
one of my dearest friends, the adjutant of the First South Dakota 
Regiment, killed after the treaty of peace was signed, killed in a 


service in which he did not enlist, killed in a service which he be- 
lieved was wrong. Yet, brave boy that he was, he led his forces 
to victory many a time and finally fell in that distant land. 

Mr. President, I want a truce. I wanted it before my friend 
was killed. I wanted a truce before the sixty South Dakota boys 
werekilled. Aroused by a justindignation anda grand patriotism 
and a splendid enthusiasm, they enrolled their names to drive 
from this continent the despotic power of apan But they are 
gone, drafted into an unwilling service and killed in an unwilling 
service, after they had a right to go home—after their term of 
enlistment had expired. ith unparalleled bravery and courage 
1 obeyed the commands of their President and went to their 

eath, 

The day after fighting began at Manila, Aguinaldo asked for a 
truce. He said, Fix the limits of a zone which we shall occupy, 
and let us try, without bloodshed, to settle this difficulty;” and 
the answer was, 8 having once begun, it must go on to 
the grim end.“ But if the request had been granted, if the truce 
had been given, General Lawton would be living to-day and the 
South Dakota boys would be in the bosoms of their families in- 
stead of moldering in the soil of Luzon. Day by day, constantly 
from that time to this, the Filipinos fighting for freedom have 
sent their envoys asking 5 g a truce. The Presi- 
dent at Fargo says Aguinaldo offered peace for independence. 
Peace for independence! 

He said he had another price for peace a short time ago, but 
the United States never gave gold for peace, uinaldo not 
ask gold for peace. He asked for that boon, dearer than life, 
which made our forefathers found this Government and which 
has brought into being every republic throughout the world, 
Fight until oer surrender! that rule had been applied, the 
war of the Revolution would still be goingon. No self-respecting 
2 5 r would lay down their arms at such a challenge. 

That the Filipinos have the capacity of self-government is dem- 
onstrated by that fact. All we have to do to stop bloodshed in 
the Philippines is to say to those people they shall have that price- 
less boon which is so dear to us and which they have shown is 
dear enough to them that they are willing to lay down their lives 
for it. y shall we not do it? Why shall we continue this war 
of aggression? But a few provinces only in those islands have 
been conquered, Our troops occupy less than one-quarter of the 
area, and over the rest Aguinaldo’s government still prevails, 
That is the situation to-day. -All the provinces of northern Lu- 
zon are untouched, and the peaceful government which Sargent 
and Wilcox describe is still being ed on. Much of the south- 
ern pat of Luzon is still unoccupied by our troops. Almost no 

ortion of the other islands of the archipelago have been occupied 

y us. We are on the shore and in but afew places; and this war, 

in m orni; will go on and on tor years unless we say to those 

peop e that which we ought to say and say it at once, You shall 
ve your ind dence. 

This talk about revolt, about fighting insurgents, it seems to 
me, is absurd. How can we have title without possession? I 
think it is a fair proposition, well sustained in international law, 
that when a country is purchased, possession must come in order 
to give sovereignty. Spain could not give any possession, because 
her power was ousted and another government existed in its 
place, There is no revolt; if we stop fighting, the war will be 
over. 

The other day the Queen of England, in her message to the 
Parliament, made this statement: 

In resis the invasion of my South African colonies by the South African 
Republic and Orange Free State m ple have responded with devotion 
and enthusiasm to the appeal which Tiare made to them, and the heroism of 
my soldiers in the field and my sailors and marines who were landed to co- 
— 3 them has not fallen short of the noblest traditions of our mili- 

Here, then, is a charge that the Boers have attacked Great 
Britain. The same charge is made against the Filipinos, although 
the facts do not bear it out any more than they do in the case of 
the Boers. The excuse, then, is the cry of the flag, the appeal to 
patriotism, the effort to rally our people to sustain an Administra- 
tion in doing the greatest yong ever perpetrated by a govern- 
ment in the history of the world. Itis the policy Great Britain 
has followed always, and she has become our teacher and our 
director in our affairs, Great Britain in all her conquests for the 
last nE peaa first got in where she had no business to be, and 
has placed her armed forces in antagonism to the liberties of other 
people, and then when the flag was fired upon she has rallied her 
Pepe to the defense of the fag. 

She has said, ‘‘We can not talk peace. We can not listen tothe 
proposition of right or wrong, or questions whether we hada zest 
to be there or not, until the enemy surrenders.” It was so in Ire- 
land from the earliest day. Trouble occurred in Ireland because 
of resistance to oppression and aggression and wrong, api then 
they said, The strong arm of British power must be used to sup- 


pen discontent in Ireland, and when it is suppressed then we will 
y and do right,” never doing right when Ireland was pacified by 
power, Outbreaks again occurred, and then the same plea was 
made to the English people; and so it has been around the world. 

The South African Chartered Company have killed in South 
Africa in the last twelve years 4,000 men and themselves have lost 
but five or six men, with the same old plea, adding territory after 
territory to their ssions; and now it is ar in the English 
Parliament, now it is insisted by the Queen of England, that the 
fighting must go on in South Africa until the two Republics in 
South Africa are destroyed. The same argoment is heard here. 
Fighting must go on to the grim end, until these men struggling 
for freedom are all killed or lay down their arms and surrender, 
and then we will determine, without their being consulted, what 
shall be done with what is left. 

Against this, Mr. President, I protest. I believe that it is an 
attack upon our institutions, a reversal of the history of this Gov- 
ernment, and an abandonment of those doctrines which we have 
held so dear through all the years of our existence as a nation. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I do not know anything practi- 
cally about the Boer situation, and I do not wish to take part in 
its discussion, but Ido know something about our own relations 
to the Philippines. I was not in favor of the Philippine acquisi- 
tion. I stated emphatically that the islands had a population of 
from eight to ten million people, a third of whom were civilized, 
the balance savages and pirates, and that as it took over a hundred 
years to control the remnant of the American Indians, it was a 
problem as to how long it would take us to civilize the population 
of the Philippines. Those were my own opinions; but my duty 
as a citizen of the United States is above my personal opinions. 
As soon as the treaty of Paris was concluded and ratified in this 
body, I sank all that I thought on this subject. I saw the flag 
attacked. I,asan American citizen, would like to have been there. 
In that attack on our flag my own personal opinion vanished, and 
with me it was the country and the flag, right or 4 

I have followed the fortunes of that flag through all this con- 
troversy in the Philippines. I have a gallant son who was on the 
staff of Lawton and who went with him and received him with 
his death wound on the field, and I naturally have sympathy with 
him and with the officersof our Army. Ldeprecate beyond meas- 
ure the action of the Senator from South Dakota, I should say 
that he is a traitor to his country under the circumstances. The 
idea of bringing in here a paper by the arch-traitor of Manila, the 
fellow who sold himself out to the Spaniards and now wants to 
sell himself to us, and defending it and wanting it to be published 
at the e e of the Congress of the United States, is to me out- 
rageous in the extreme, beyond measure, That a man clothed 
with the dignity of a Senatorship of the United States, the repre- 
sentative of a sovereign State, should propose here that the man 
who is in opposition to us, who has carried on the war, should 
have this as a forum to advocate his own opinions, to be dissemi- 
nated at large to the people of the United States at the expense of 
the Congress of the United States, is monstrous in the extreme. 

Mr. President, the body of the distinguished Lawton, a personal 
friend of mine, as gallant a soldier as ever lived, arrived in San 
Francisco yesterday. The remains will be buried here in a few 
days. That distinguished gentleman and fine soldier, who was 
always at the front, stated to me that the war was continued by 
the men who had not accepted the situation as I had, notably Mr. 
PETTIGREW, from South Dakota. The life of Lawton is as much 
chargeable to hiin to-day as it is to the bullet of the Filipino. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I doubt very much whether 
there is much profit in continuing these debates, but I merely 
wish to say afew words, In the first place, I want to speak of 
the custom that has grown up here of publishing documents. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] seems to think that it is of very 
recent occurrence. I will show the Senator that long before he or 
I came into the Senate the custom prevailed. I can recall some 
documents from outside people that were presented by Senators 
and published even before he came into the Senate. It has been 
intensified perhaps in later years, and I think occasionally abused, 
but it is a valuable privilege, and one that I think, under the 

roper discretion of the Senate, ought not to be interfered with. 
Pao not think as a rule it will be very much abused. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] that there has not been quite that promptness on the part 
of those in power in responding to requests for information that 
there ought to have been, in my judgment. I believe I have voted 
in the 8 EATE for every resolution of inquiry, when a vote has 
been taken, because I believe that in all these affairs the way to 
have the Government sustained is to have the people understand 
what has been done., and I believe great harm is done by with- 
holding from the public information on those matters in which 
they are interested. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the Senator from New Jersey 


Mr. SEWELL] who has just taken his seat. I believe that every 


mator here, under the responsibility that rests upon him as a 
Senator, has a right to stand on this floor, even in time of war, 
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of the Government are 
correct, he has aright to say so, He has a right under the re- 
sponsibility that is put on him. He has a right to offer to put 
into the RECORD such things as he thinks proper. It must bea 

uestion for each Senator to decide for himself, I have voted, as 

have said, with great liberality for all these resolutions for infor- 
mation and for putting articles in the RECORD. In this particu- 
lar case, if it came to a vote, which I understand it will not under 
the ruling of the Chair, I should vote against putting it in. I 
should so vote because there is a question of veracity between the 
author of this paper and the Admiral who is quot If we send 
out this document, we do not send the Admiral’s denial with it. 
If the poison goes out, the antidote does not accompany it. It 
seems to me, under the circumstances, that the Senator from 
South Dakota can safely and property withdraw his proposition, 
although, perhaps, it has been ruled out by the Chair. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two more about the sen- 
sitiveness of some of our friends here as to criticisms of the Ad- 
ministration. I have not criticised it as a rule except in what 

appeared to me to be very plain cases. I do not know whether or 
not I am going to agree with the Administration when it comes 
to settle this question finally. If some Senators who have spoken 
on this floor have spoken for the Administration, which I do not 
believe they have, I should not agree with it, and I should be 
ready to criticise it freely. Our relatives across the water are 
having avery ugly war. They are divided as to the justice and 
righteousness of it. You will find, I think, without exception 
that the members of Parliament will stand up and express their 
opinions for and against the administration without interference, 
and I doubt very much whether any member will rise and call 
another a traitor because he sees fit to exercise what I think is the 
greatest right of a member of Parliament or a Senator—to criti- 
cise the administration of public affairs at any time when in his 
judgment it deserves it. 

There is no reason, in my judgment, for these repeated cha 
on either side. On one side it is said that we who voted for the 
treaty have brought all this misfortune on the country and we are 
to blame. On the other side it is said that those who opposed the 
treaty have brought all this misfortune on the country and they 
are to blame. Each Senator here exercised his best judgment. 
He did it from the same patriotic standpoint. I believe myself 
that the interest of the United States—and I was looking after 

‘their interest and not that of the Filipinos—requires that we 
should ratify the treaty. I was anxious for its immediate ratifi- 
cation. I am impressed now with the belief that one of the mis- 
takes was that we did not ratify it instanter. I will not char, 
that those who deferred the treaty brought on the war, but I felt 
all the time that there was great danger that we would havea war 
if we did not soon dispose of the question as to what our power 
was there, which we could not do pending the treaty. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the Senator whether, in his opinion, if 
the vote had been taken the day before it was taken, we would 
have ratified it at all? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that has nothing to do with the 
question. I will not be led off on that point. Irepeat, my anxiety 
relative to the treaty was to prevent what did y occur, and 
it is very possible that it would have occurred anyway. Weare 
now enga in awar. I can not myself but feel that I must 
stand up for the Government, for I do not believe there has been 
any intention on the of this Administration in that respect 
to doanything wicked or bad. There may be errors of judgment; 
there may be mistakes; and yet we are ina war. I believe, Mr. 
President, that I know what the American feeling is. I believe 

it is that you have got to conclude a peace in those islands, that 

you have got to have authority there. 

Mr. President, I do not have the great admiration for this in- 
surgent chief, as he is called, that some of our associates have. I 
have admiration for any man who stands up and fights for what 
he thinks are his rights, and I have no doubt but that this man 
thinks he is fighting for his rights; however, his history, so far as 
I have been able to learn it, does not indicate to me that he has 
such a great interest in the rights of the masses of the Filipinos 
as some of our friends think. The kind of a government that he 
a there was not such as tomake me rate him with George 

ashington or any of the t lovers of liberty and law or the 
great statemen of the world. He had a government such as we 
could not endure, and such as no people who have the aspiration 
5 3 would ever have end for any considerable length 
0 e. 

But, Mr. President, why should there be recrimination? Every- 
body says, on both sides of this Chamber, that we are going to 
stand by the Government until the war is over. That, I believe, 
the American people will exact of us; that I believe to be our 
duty; and when that has been done we will try and settle the other 


and if he does not think the proceedin 


papain We were compelled by the condition of affairs when 
the war with Spain was over to keep our Army there for a time at 
least. Does anybody suppose that if we had immediately with- 
drawn from Manila Aguinaldo would have been the chief of those 
islands to-day? Mr. President, there would have been a European 
flag flying there. Those islands would have been the prey of all 
Europe, and one nation or another, either with the consent of the 
other or without, would be dominating those islands at this hour. 

Mr. President, they are the most valuable islands in the world, 
My interest in them is not that they are valuable, but that is the 
interest the rest of mankind have in them. That is the reason 
why three or four great European powers wanted to put up their 
flag there. Those islands are full of coal. Coal has become to-day 
as necessary in war between one nation and another as powder 
and guns. There are nations which have not much coal, and if 
they could have obtained control of those islands they would have 
been in a condition to dominate the Asiatic sea. 

I do not think it is proper upon such an occasion to speak of the 
nationalities that might have raised their flag there. If we had 
withdrawn our troops in the condition that was there, no man 
can read the correspondence between Aguinaldo and General Otis 
but will believe that Aguinaldo himself intended to allow his 
troops to receive their compensation by looting the town, and 
when he had done that there was not a European nation that had 
citizens there that would not have had a right of intervention and 
would not have exercised that right. Theships of Europeancoun- 
tries were kept in the Asiatic sea that they might do it. 

Isay, Mr. President, we owed it to the world, we owed it to the 
peace of mankind that we kept our ships there and our soldiers 
there and that we kept control of those islands until after the 
treaty had been ratified, atleast. Unfortunately, before the treaty 
was rattfied we found ourselves en dinawar. Iam going to 
leave the consideration of the question whether it was right or 
wrong to the future to determine. I can not settle that question 
now, and it is not the time for any of us to undertake to settle it. 
Let those who made a mistake there, if mistake they made, or who 
acted corruptly, if corruptly they acted, take the consequences of 
their act when the act is fully understood. When peace shall 
have prevailed, when we shall settle down, I believe we will say 
to those people, What kind of a government do you want? What 
kind of a government are you capable of maintaining? 

And I want to keep in mind, not oniy with reference to those 
people in the Asiatic seas, but the people on our coast, that those 

ple will never under any condition of life and at no time in the 
3 in my opinion, be able to maintain such a government as 
we maintain and as our race will always maintain wherever it is 
dominant. But they have a right, Mr. President, to self-govern- 
ment as one of the inalienable rights of man. They have aright 
to it because they have shown that they belong to the race that 
are willing to fight for that they believe to be theirs. I do not 
believe there was ever a race that was willing to go to war in de- 
fense of its interests and rights but that is fit for free government, 
and I believe wherever you find a race that is organized into civ- 
ilized communities that will do that, it is fit for self-government. 

Mr. President, I believe our interests and our suy go together 
when we say to those people, ‘‘ We will give you all the self-gov- 
ernment consistent with the peace of the world—that is to say, we 
will let you manage por own affairs; we will see toit that no- 
body attacks you.” I do not know that that will be the Adminis- 
tration’s policy. I repeat, if the utterances of some Senators here 
speak for it, it will not be its policy. When it is not, I will chal- 
lenge that policy as I have challenged every other that I know to 
be wrong. And until that is demonstrated it does seem to me 
that this question must be in abeyance; that it must be left; it 
must be determined by the conditions that exist when peace 
comes. 

I said yesterday, and I repeat, that I feared the only peace which 
could be obtained there would be by the sword; and yet I repeat 
it is not beneath the dignity of this great nation of ours to say to 
those people, if they have an organization to which we can say it, 
“You were wrong in this matter; come and counsel with us;“ 
and by diplomatic arrangements we can bring ce and order 
and submission for the moment to us, until we shall have an op- 
portunity of establishing the government the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] yesterday spoke about, and which his reso- 
lution declares. We shall bring order by first establishing a gov- 
ernment and then helping to support it until it shall get into 
proper form. 

r. President, I have said this not because I have any particular 
admiration for the present Administration. Iam not one of its 
admirers, and I am not an admirer of the policy of the Republican 
party in many ways. But I have always put above every 
consideration the interests of my country. I believe that that is 
my duty first. Ican see no other way out of this question with 
honor, and, Mr. President, I do not use the term in the sense that 
some men use it. I believe that we are under obligations to the 
world to maintain peace there, and, if it is necessary, to conquer a 
peace by war. I think we would deserve the contempt of man- 
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kind if we withdrew our army before we had established order 
and a condition that 6 not only the . but the 
strangers Who dwell at Manila and in other parts of that country. 

Mr. HAW LET. Mr. President, I shall say what it seems to me 
it is my duty to say, and I shall say it as briefly as I can. 

This man do has been exhibited before the world as an 
embezzler and a scoundrel. He is making a wholly unnecessary 
war, an unjustifiable war, against the people that delivered him 
and his people from Spanish control. He knows perfectly well 
that it is the intention and promise of the United States, practically, 
as time shall justify it, after peace shall have been restored, to lead 
them in the path of self-government, beginning with the humblest 

i „in establishing municipalities, in encouraging internal 
improvements and education and religious institutions. He knows 
all that well. He has only to stop fighting in order to have his 
people come under the guardianship and generous aid of a great 
nation of 75,000,000 people. 

Now, he publishes this document. The Senator from South 
Dakota wants it published. It is published already. It is open 
to any of the gentlemen who like that sort of thing to subscribe a 
few thousand dollars to circulate it everywhere. But suppose it 
goes into Manila and is thought a good thing to spread among the 
soldiers of the United States, what is the inevitable effect of it? 
To discourage the soldiers, to encourage desertion; and every- 
where else it goes the inevitable effect is to discourage enlistment. 
Is not this to aid and comfort the enemies of the country? It is 
done deliberately, with a clear knowledge of what will be the 
result of the action; and the law says that a man shall be respon- 
sible for that which is the inevitable effect of what his action is. 
If he fires a loaded gun down a crowded street he is supposed by 
the law to intend murder. 

I think the men who wish to circulate this document are to be 
responsible for some of the blood that is shed, and that, I am sorry 
to say, will have to be shed, before peace has been established 


Another observation, and perhaps I will quit. 

The Senator from South ota does not, like a fair-minded 
man, propose to publish with the Aguinaldo statement the letter 
of Admiral Dewey, because that wouldstamp Aguinaldo as a liar, 
as we know he is. His friend is a liar, an embezzler, a thorough- 
going scoundrel. He stands by him, and Aguinaldo doubtless 
considers the Senator his particular friend, and will take good 
care to publish his remarks among all his so-called constituents, 
among his troo And yet the Senator from South Dakota poses 
as a friend of his country! 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 


which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to 
me for ten minutes? 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator wish to have the unfinished 
business set aside? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield for five minutes to the Senator, but 
I will give way to no one else after that time. 

Mr PETTI REW. Five minutes is not long enough. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to go on with the financial bill, but I 
will yield to the Senator. I wish to say, however, that I would 
not have yielded to anyone but the Senator from South Dakota. 
He was, as I conceive, attacked personally, and I therefore yield 
him such time as he wants for the purpose of making a state- 


ment in to the matter which has been under consideration. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to reply to 
the personal attack u me, nor to the charge that I am a traitor 


to my country. I d to no man in my devotion to my country 
and my flag. I am jealous of her honor, and I believe that her 
honor can only be saved from stain by a reversal of the policy into 
which this Administration has led us. I believe that only by pro- 
testing against the violation of our pledges and against the over- 
throw of all the principles upon which this Government is founded, 
by insisting upon returning to the doctrines of the fathers, to the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence—that governments 
must derive their just powers only from the consent of the gov- 
erned—can we save our flag from stain and country from dishonor. 
That is as much of a reply as I care to make to the insinuations 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] or the statement 
of the Senator from New Jerse: . SEWELL]. 
Now, with re to 3 they charge that I am defend- 
a forger and a bribe taker and a scoundrel upon this floor. I 
simply read from the record sent to us by the gh rape eget 
that subject. I will read from Document 62, from the official re- 
ports by our officers in Luzon, and we will see whether the state- 
ment is sustained by the facts. 


Last year the President of the United States in sending the 
Spanish treaty to this body accompanied it with a document which 
contained the reports of our consuls in the East and our officers 
in Luzon. It is presumed that he knew the contents of the 
document, that he was not ignorant of the records of his own de- 
panes Yet October 13, 1899, the President, at Fargo, in North 


akota, said: 
The leader of the insurgent forces says to the American Government, 
“You can have peace if you dence! 


ve us st? 
He had another price than t for 3 indepen States 
pa ne gola son . We never gave a bribe for peace in all our history, 

Wherever 
8 penak standard is raised, it stands for liberty, for civilization, 

The President thus charges that Aguinaldo sold out to Spain 
reiterating a charge that had been proven false by the repea 
statements of his officer; repeating a charge that was conclusively 
proven untrue by the records of Department of State. 

The yr E DON made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Military irs of this y [Mr. Haw Ley], the Senator from 
Connecticut, that Aguinaldo sold out to Spain. Document 
No, 62, transmitted to us by the President, on pages 880 and 381, 
General Merritt says: 


There are a number of Filipinos whom I have met, am them General 
Aguinaldo and a few of his leaders, whom I believe 1 trustworthy 
and fully capable of self-governm: ed ht do, honest, sincere, 
and poor; not well educated, but a natural leader of men, with considerable 
shrewdness and ability, highly respected by all. 


In a memorandum which General Greene presented to the peace 
conference at Paris he says: 


In August. 1896, an insurrection broke out in Cavite under the leadership 
of Emilio o, and soon th sides of 
Manila. It continued with varying 
execution of numerous insurgents, until December, 1897, 

neral, Primo de Revera, entered into written‘agreement wi 

he substance of the document which is in the possession of Senor Feli 
Agoncilla, who accompanied me to Washington. 
brief, it required that Agoncilla and the other insurgent leaders should 
Ieave the country, the Government agreeing to pay them $800,000 in silver 
and pronoun to introduce numerous reforms, including representation jin 
the Canton freedom of the press, general amnesty for all insurgents, 
and the expulsion or secularization of the monastic orders. A 

Aguinaldo and his tes went to Hongkong and Singapore. <A por- 
tion of the money, $400,000, was deposited in banks at Hongkong, and a law- 
suit soon arose between Aguinaldo and one of his subordinate chiefs named 
Artacho, won is interesting on account of the very honorable position taken 

y 0. 


On account of the very honorable position taken by Aguinaldo,” 

Artacho sued for a division of the money among the ts according 
torank. Aguinaldo claimed that the money was a trust and was to re- 
main on deposit untilit was seen whether the 5 re would out their 
promised reforms, and if they failed to do so, it was to be used to defray the 
2 ei anew insurrection. The suit was settled out of court by paying 

0 

No steps have been taken to introduce the reforms, more than 2,000 insur- 
gents, who have been de: to Fernando Po and other places, are still in 
confinement, and Agu ois now using the money tocarry on the operations 
of the present insu’ on, 


This was written August 30, 1898. He took that money and 
used it as our ally to fight Spain, to buy guns and ammunition to 
carry on the contest against the common enemy; and yet he is 
charged with being a bribe taker and a scoundrel. 

Oscar F. Williams, our consul at Manila, writes to Mr. Day, 
the Secretary of State, May 25, 1898, on page 828 of Document 62: 


‘To-day I executed a power of attorney whereby General Aguinaldo re- 
leased to his attorneys in fact 000 now in bank in ong, so that 
000 stand’ of arn boughe „ and ex- 


— — therefrom can pay for 
pected here to-morrow. 

Mr. Wildman, our consul at Hongkong, reports to Assistant 
Secretary Moore exactly the same story, on pages 336 and 337, in 
Document No. 62. I will not read it, because it is long, but I will 
insert it, if there is permission, in my remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

I have lived the Malays of the Straits Settlements and have been 
an honored guest of the different sultanates. I have watched their system 


of government and have admired their intelligence, and I rank them high 
among the semicivilized nations of the earth, natives of the Philippine 


islands belong to the Malay race, and while there are very few pure ~ 
among their leaders, 1 their stock has rather been improved than de- 
based admixture, pine leaders, with 


I consider the forty or fifty 5 

whose fortunes I have been very closely connected, both the superiors of the 
5 the Cubans. Aguinaldo, Agoncilla, and Sandico are all men who 
w all be leaders in their se te departments in any country, while 
among the wealthy Manila men who live in Hongkong and who are spending 
their money liberally for the overthrow of the Spaniards and the annexation 
to the United States, men like the Cortes family and the Basa family, would 
hold their own among bankers and lawyers anywhere. 

* * * 


* $ * * 
There has been a atic attempt to blacken the name of Aguinaldo 
and his cabinet on account of the questionable terms of their surrender to 
Spanish forces a year this mon It has been said that they sold their 
country for gold, but has been conclusively disproved, not only by. their 
own statements but by the of late Governor-General Rivera in 
the S h Senate June 11. 1 He said that Aguinaldo undertook to sub- 
mit i Shes panah 8 would give a certain sum to the widows and 


orphans e then admits that only a tenth part of thissum 
was ever given to Aguinaldo, and t the o promises made he did not 
find it expedient to keep. 

I was in H ong ber, 1897, when Aguinaldo and his leaders ar- 
rived under con wi 


the Spanish’ Government. They waited until the 
Ist of November for the payment of the promised money and the fulfillment 


On page 847 of Document No. 62 Mr. Pratt, our consul at Singa- 
pore, June 2, 1898, makes the following statement to Mr. Day: 

No close observer of what had transpired in the Philippines during the 
past fow years could have failed to recognize that General 8 oyed 
- above all others the confidence of the Filipino insurgents and the respect 
alike of Spaniards and foreigners in the islands, all of whom vouch for his 

h sense of justice and honor. 

Mr, Schurman, in his Chicago interview (and this is the only 
authority I will read which is not vouched for by official docu- 
ments) August 20, 1899, said: 

President Schurman Chicago interview, August 20, 1890.] 

General Aguinaldo is believed on the island to be honest, and I think that 
he is acting honestly in money matters, but whether from moral or political 
reasons I would not say.—Oriental American, page 99. 

The fact of the matter is that he tried to bribe the insurgents, as 
near as we can ascertain, and failed; they would not take gold for 


peace, 

Now, I should like to ask the imperialists in this body what they 
think of a President who will go about the country saying that 
Aguinaldo had another price for peace, in the face of the official 
documents from his own officers in the State Department, where 
they declare that he acted with the highest sense of honor, that 
he took no bribe, but, on the contrary, deposited the money, and 
used it, when Spain failed to carry out her promises, to help us 
fight the Spanish forces? 

What do you think of a President that will state that the United 
States never did give gold for peace, and never will, and then ap- 
prove of the treaty with the Sultan of Sulu, which provides that 
we shall Pay to the Sultan $250 per month and to subchiefs a 
sum which in all amounts to $9,200 per year? In view of all these 
facts, of what future value is any statement the President may 
make upon this subject? Mr. President, I can not contemplate 
the fact without great sorrow that a man can occupy so high a 

ition as that of President of the United States and yet 
t great office by repeated falsehoods—falsehoods proven so by 
the record of his own officers sent to us. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I realize how difficult it is to get 
the attention of the Senate on a subject different from that which 
has been discussed so long and ably this morning; but the measure 
known as the financial bill, which is the unfinished business of 
the Senate, is now the regular order of business to be debated, 
and it will be voted on upon the 15th day of February. Thisisa 
House bill. It has passed the House of Representatives, and it 
was reported here by the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. However, the 
bill as it passed the House is before the Senate, and the remarks I 
shall e this afternoon will be directed to the House bill, for 
the reason that I am of the opinion that finally it is the House 
bill practically which will be passed by Congress and approved 
by the President. 

I believe this, Mr. President, from the fact that it was the cau- 
cus bill of all the Republican members of the House. They held 
acaucus and agreed on this House bill, and it commanded the 
vote of every Republican member of the lower House of Congress. 
Therefore, I say it is the bill which the Republican Congress, as I 
presume, intend to pass and go to the country on at the election 
next fall. I have come to that conclusion from another reason, 
that the leading newspapers of the country which represent the 
national banks say that the House bill is preferable to the amend- 
ment reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and that it is the House bill they desire; and I have never yet 
known the Republican party to fail to yield to the demands of the 
national banks on any important question, when that demand was 
made known. 

I therefore take it for granted that the House bill will be the 
law, after the President has signed it, upon which the Republican 
party will stand. It may be true that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] will succeed in getting on it some language that will 
tend to obscure the meaning of the bill or tend to confuse the 
situation somewhat. It a reco. true that he will get language 
inserted in the bill which will enable the Republicans throughout 
the Western States to insist in the coming 5 the bill 
means one thing, while the Republicans in the will insist 
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that it means another, and finally the Secretary of the Tr 


late | will decide that the construction put upon it by the Eastern Re- 


publicans is the proper construction. Isay the Senator from Iowa 
may get that accomplished. Without meaning any disrespect to 
him, I will say that no man is better calculated to write an amend- 
ment which would tend to confuse the situation and obscure the 
meaning of words than the Senator from Iowa. 

Now, Mr. President, before I refer to the provisions of the bill, 
I should like to ask that the Senators who support it will tell the 
Senate and tell the country what is the necessity for the passage 
of such a measure, Every Republican member who spoke on be- 
half of this finance measure in the House of Representatives said 
that universal prosperity prevails in the country, that trade had 
never been so good, that capital was seeking labor, and that this 
3 existed to an extent which it had not existed for years. 

f t be true under the present law, I would ask the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to tell me why it is necessary at this 
time to so radically change the present law, particularly if no 
good is to be brought to the country by it? 

When itis said that universal prosperity exists under the present 
law, those who make such a declaration are either not sincere in 
it or they are anxious by this legislation to change that situation 
for the worse. I want to say, so far as I believe, that the statement 
regarding prosperity all over this country is not true. It is true 
that the discovery of | Sack in Colorado, in Alaska, and in South 
Africa during the last few years has tended to increase prices and 
to make business better than it was before that time. It has been 
stated by one of the members of the other House that the produc- 
tion of gold in 1899 was sana to the production of both gold and 
silver in the year 1895, that be true, and if that has increased 
prosperity, I would ask if those who favored the free coinage of 
silver were not correct when they said that an increase of the 
money of final redemption would tend to increase prices and to 
bring about prosperity? 

If, in 1890, when the Sherman law was passed, you had passed 
a law for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and 
thereby brought into circulation the same amount of money of 
final redemption which gold alone brings in to-day, that prosper- 
ity which you claim has now come would have come in 1891, and 
we should have been saved all the distress which has followed by 
reason of an insufficient amount of money and the consequent re- 
duction of prices. Those prices began to go down during the lat- 
ter years of Harrison’s Administration, and the decline continued 
during all the years of Cleveland's Administration. I say, if this 
increased production of gold has increased prices, then if both 
gold and silver had been coined, the silver money would have in- 
creased the circulation to about the same amount which the gold 
has to-day, and prosperity would have come in 1891 ins of 
1899, But if it be true that this increased production of gold has 
increased p ty and somewhat improved business prospects, 
if we will also coin silver to-day at the ratio provided by law, that 
prosperity will be increased many fold over that which now exists. 

Then, Mr. President, as I said, if it be true that prosperity is 
goorra throughout the country, I would ask the Senator from 

ode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] why he brings this bill here to-day? 
You can not make it better, and do you not fear you will make it 
worse? If the House bill takes out of circulation 482,000,000 of 
silver dollars and $346,000,000 of United States Treasury notes, 
known as green „and ties them up in the Treasury, do you 
not believe that it will tend to depress prices throughout the 
ne naa to destroy this additional prosperity which you say 

come 

Now, let us for a short time examine the bill. The first section 
provides: 

Re ere ee re e t la 
Oi nine- „or ure a 
the — AENih. part oft the eagle. +f 

If that be the law to-day, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island to tell the Senate what is the necessity for reenact- 
ing it? Is it because you are so anxious to do ay what you 
said in 1893 you never intended to do? Is it because you want to 
show to the country that in 1892, when you made your Republican 
platform and declared in favor of bimetallism, both gold and sil- 
ver, that you were insincere in that declaration and never intended 
to carry it out? Is it because in 1896 your platform declared that 
you were in favor of international bimetallism, yet to-day so anx- 
ious are you to show the national bankers of the East that you are 
in favor of the single gold standard that you put it into this act, 
yet you claim that it is already the law? 

In 1893, when the unconditional repeal of the Sherman Act was 
before Congress, every Senator upon the Republican side of this 
Chamber and every Senator in the Chamber save and except the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] declared that he was 


unalterably o to the poe gold standard and in favor of 
bimetallism—the coinage of both gold and silver—and to-day you 


here a bill the first section of which says that we hereby 
esta the gold standard. 
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Section 2 of the House bill provides: 
That all e eee of the United States for the payment 


of money, now existing o r to be entered into, and all United States 
notes ana Treasury potas issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be deemed 
and held to be eas in the gold coin of the Uni States, as defined in 
section 1 of this 

This section says that all existing bonds and those which ma 
be hereafter issued shall be paid in gold. Will some one who ait 
yocates the bill tell me what benefit can come to the country at 
large by changing this contract? The existing bonds are now 
payable either in gold or silver at the option of the Government, 
and you now propose to make them payable in gold alone. What 
consideration comes to the United States? What do the people 
who are to be benefited agree to give in order to have their con- 
tract changed from one payable in coin to one payable in gold? 

I assert, Mr. President, that ev outstanding obligation of 
this Government to-day is payable either in gold or silver at the 
8 of the Government. ‘Those bonds upon their face show 
that they are payable in coin at the ratio which existed on the 
14th of July, 1870, which was either gold or silver, not at the 
option of the holder, but at the option of the Government. That 
is in the law itself and it is on the face of the bonds, I have here 
a copy of one of the bonds payable in 1907, which shows specif- 
ically that the Government reserved the right to pay in either gold 


or silver. It reads: 
1877. Four per cent consols of the United States. 1907. 
Principal in coin. 


and ide oe payable 


) 
At the Treasury of the United States. 
The United Statesof America areindebted tothe bearer in thesum of 
15. fifty dollars. T115. 


This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled An act to authorize the anne 9p a the national debt. approved 
July 14, 1870," amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the lst day of see A. D. 1907, 
in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with 
interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 percent 

annum, payable quarterly, on the Ist day of October, January, April, and 

uly in each year. e principal and interest are exempt from the payment 
of all taxes or duties of the United States as well as from taxation 
form by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 

Washington, July 1, 1877. 

S. J. MILLARD, 


Register of the 

Act of July 14, 1870. 

And yet, without any demand from the great body of the peo- 
ple of this country, you come here to-day and voluntarily change 
this contract into one which the holders of bonds think more de- 
sirable, without compensation being made to the Government, 
and you give to the bondholders a gold bond for one which the 
Government now has the right to redeem in silver. 

When the last issue of bonds was made during the latter part of 
Mr, Cleveland’s second Administration, the President sent a mes- 
sage to the Congress of the United States, in which he said if Con- 
gress would give him authority to issue bonds payable in gold 
coin, he could receive a much larger price for them than for bonds 
which were authorized under the existing law payable in coin; 
and a bill was brought into the Senate by the then Senator from 
Wisconsin, Mr. Vilas, the title of which was ‘‘A bill to save the 
Government $16,000,000.” 

It was alleged by him and by Republican Senators that the 
bankers who were going to purchase those bonds would give the 
Government $16,000,000 more for them if the Government would 
insert in the bondsa clause that they were to be payable in gold. 
That was specifically stated 1 0 5 friends of the bill. Congress 
refused to give this authority, being unwilling to issue gold bonds, 
but bids were made for the bonds, and they were purchased for 
$16,000,000 less than would have been paid for them if it had been 
provided that the bonds should be payable in gold. 

Notwithstanding those bonds were purchased for $16,000,000 
less, as I have said, it is now proposed, without the holders of the 
bonds paying one cent to the Government, to change them into gold 
bonds. hat think , Mr. President, of such a proposition? 
What kind of justice is this to the great body of the people of the 
United States? Who is to be benefited by this legislation? No 
one save and except the holders of those bonds, the men who pur- 
_ chased them for a smaller price because they were payable in 

either gold or silver; and now, without any reason, save and ex- 
cept that you want to gratify them, and they make this demand, 
the Republican members of the House of Representatives solidly 
have said, We will change this contract and pay the holders of 
those bonds in gold.” 

I jas over section 8, which provides for the establishment in 
the Treasury Department of a division to be designated and known 
as the division of issue and redemption, etc., and come to the 
fourth section of the bill, which provides: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain the 
gold reserve fund, etc. 

After some other provisions about the making of transfers, the 
section provides: 

And in addition thereto he is here 


7 


n any 


authorized to issue and sell, whenever 
tenance of said reserve fund, 


in his judgment it is necessary to the main’ 


bonds of the United States bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent 
rann able in gold coin at the 
JJ ER A a 
ere is a power conferred upon a single individual to issue th 

bonds of this Government to be payable in gold, and without ae 
limit save and except his own judgment as to how many he shall 
issue, Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury thinks it neces- 
sary to issue bonds, he may issue $1,000,000 worth, or $100,000,000 
worth, or $1,000,000,000 worth, so far as the law goes, and there is 
no power to prevent him from doing it. You give this power to 
one individual who has shown himself the friend and ally of the 
national banks of this country and the special friend of particular 
banks in which he has left the money of the United States so as 
to aid them to improve their credit; and you confer upon him 
this great power, which in olden times was never conferred upon 
wi individual. 

n the past the Congress of the United States kept the control 
of the issuance of bonds in time of peace within their own power, 
and they alone had the right to determine how many and what 
bonds should be issued; yet this proposed law says that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may issue as many bonds as, in his judg- 
ment, he may deem proper in order to maintain the gold reserve. 

Why should this great power be conferred upon any individual 
I would ask, Mr. President? You may say that the power will 
not be abused. I answer that that the Secretary of the Treasury 
can abuse it. I answer that you turn over to an individual a 
power which the Constitution left in Congress itself—to determine 
as to the amount of debt this Government should become involved 
in, Under this section, if the Secretary of the Treasury sees 
proper, he may issue bonds payable in gold which will be binding 
on the honor of the country and on the generations to come. Do 
you think it well to put such a provision in a bill of this character 
without any limit? 

But that is not all of section 4. Further along it provides: 

And if at any time the Secretary of the Treasury deems it necessary in 
order to maintain the parity and equal value of all the money of the United 
States, he may, at his discretion,exchange gold coin for any other mone 
issued or coined ps the United States. The notes and certificates so redeemed 
or exchanged shall be held in and constitute a part of said redemption fund 
and shall not be withdrawn therefrom nor disbursed except in exchange for 
an equivalent amount of the coin in which said notes or certificates ware 
redeemed or exchanged. 

You confer by that section power on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to redeem every outstanding silver dollar in the United States 
of America in gold, to redeem every United States Treasury note, 
amounting to $346,000,000, in gold, and you provide that that 
money shall not be reissued or disbursed except for gold; and yet 
you say that you do not intend to tie up the greenbacks and the 
silver in the county It may be that the Senate substitute does 
not do so, but the House bill, for which every Republican mem- 
ber of that body voted, specifically 3 that the Secretary of 
the Treasury may do that thing and thereby take out 8800, 000,000 
from the circulation of this country—$482,000,000, I think it is, in 
silver and $346,000,000 in greenbacks, 

Mr. President, I ask the Republicans who live in the western 
portion of our country if they are willing to confer power upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury to take out of circulation all the sil- 
ver dollars and allthe greenbacks—because the bill says he may 
exchange them for any money issued or coined, which includes 
both—to be covered into the Treasury and not to be paid out except 
for gold coin? Are you willing to go to your constituents ona 
record of that kind? 

In 1896 my colleague in the House of Representatives [Mr. 
MCRAE] sent a letter to the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Carlisle, inquiring whether or not silver dollars could be or were 
redeemed in gold atthe Treasury. He was answered by the Assist- 
ant Secretary, who said that the silver dollars, being money of 
final redemption, were not redeemable in anything, and therefore 
the Treasury De ent did not exchange gold for silver dollars. 
Later on, when Mr. Carlisle was pressed, in the latter part of the 
Presidential canvass, for information as to why silver dollars were 
as good as gold dollars, yet were not redeemable in gold, he was 
forced to say that if it became necessary he would redeem the sil- 
ver dollars in gold. 3 

It is true there was no law to authorize such redemption; but 
with one exception no Secretary of the Treasury, I think, since 
the war has ever held himself bound by the letter of the law 
where the national banks demanded that he should do otherwise. 
That exception, I think, was Daniel Manning, who was Secretary 
of the Treasury in Mr. Cleveland's first Administration. I re- 
peat, the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury stated—and he told 
the truth—that silver was not redeemable in gold; but under the 
stress of the canvass later on Secretary Carlisle said that, if neces- 
exif he would redeem it in gold. 

ow, we have a bill here which it is proposed to pass through 
this Congress, and which has already the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which provides that the silver dollars may be redeemed 
in gold, and which provides also for the redemption in gold of the 
$346,000,000 of greenbacks, which you have asserted again and 
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again you never intended to retire, and when we claimed that you 
would eventually do so you said the statement was untrue and false, 
and yet your party in the House of Representatives voted solidly 
for a 5 to tie up $346,000,000 in the Treasury of the 
United States, Brey ting tias it can only be paid out by being ex- 
changed for gold, thereby repealing the present law, which au- 
thorizes it to be used to meet the expenses of the Government, 

Is that all, Mr. President? I think there are a few other pro- 
visions in this bill to which I shall allude which are very objec- 
tionable. Passing over several of the sections, I come to the pro- 
vision which authorizes the national banks to receive the full face 
value or the par value of the bonds deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States that they may issue their notes, thus changing 
the law as it now stands, which is that they can only issue 90 per 
cent of the bonds deposited. Will any Senator tell me why the 
banks should have this additional advantage? What reason is 
there for it? It can not be said that it is in order to increase the 
circulation of money, because the same bill ties up $800,000,000 in 
the Treasury, thereby taking it out of circulation. That, then, is 
not the reason. - 

The only reason, Mr. President, why it is done is that the 
national banks have demanded this additional concession. They 
can make more money if they are allowed to issue their circu- 
lating notes to the extent of 100 per cent than they can at 90 per 
cent. They have asked Congress to do this for them, and the 
House of Representatives has already responded to that demand. 

The next proposition to which I refer is one which reduces the 
taxes which the national banks are now required to pay. 

Section 10 provides that hereafter the national banks shall pay 
upon the amount of their capital stock two-tenths of 1 per cent 
annually in the way of taxation. Under the law 17 6 f they pay 
1 per cent, I think, upon their circulation. Whilst 1 have not 
calculated accurately the reduction, I will say that this bill, if it 
becomes a law, will reduce by at least one-half the amount in the 
way of taxes which the national banks are now required to pay. 

I should like Senators from the West who intend to vote for this 
bill, when they go before their Western constituents, to tell them, 
when taxes are imposed upon every deed, mortgage, and every 
check that their people draw, upon many of the medicines they 


are compelled to buy, and upon various other things, why it is 
that this Republican Congress steps in and provides that the only 
tax that shall be removed or reduced in any way whatever is the 


tax on national banks, Why are they more entitled to our con- 
sideration than other people in the land? Are they so poor that 
they can not pay the 1 percent tax? Are they the people that the 
Congress of the Uni States, in endeavoring to relieve the dis- 
tress of the country, should select, of all classes, reduce by one-half 
the taxes which they are to pay, and at the same time absolutely 
refuse to reduce the taxes to which I have already referred? Do 

ou think such a bill is in the interest of the people at large, or is 
it a bill in the interest of national banks? There can be no reason 
for enacting such a law save and except the desire to accommodate 
those banks. 5 

What, then, can Senators say when they are asked why they 
did not reduce the taxes on various necessities, why they did not 
take the tax off deeds and mortgages, why they do not remove it 
from patent medicines? You may answer that a war was in prog- 
ress and that it was necessary to have money to prosecute that 
war. If that be true, why do you propose to reduce by one-half 
the taxes on the national banks, which are more able to bear tax- 
ation than any class of citizens in the country? 

There is one other feature of the bill, Mr. President, to which I 
desire to allude, and then, after a few remarks on the bill generally, 
I shall conclude. 

Under this bill the finances of the country are to be turned over 
absolutely to the national banks, the greenbacks are to be retired, 
the silver dollars are no longer to be considered money, and the 
single gold standard is to be established. Then you leave it in 
the power of the national banks to expand or contract the cur- 
rency at their will. It is, you say, an elastic currency. Yes, it is 
an elastic currency when the national banks hold both ends of the 
elastic string and can pull it out or contract it as may conduce to 
their interest; and at the same time you say that the bill isin 
the interest of the people of the United States. What people, save 
and niet bio bondholders and the men who are running the 
national ks? 

I have not gone into the details of the bill so minutely as did the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but I hope the propie of the 
country will examine the bill, and see if, from the beginning to 
the end of it, every word is not so framed and intended as to bene- 
fit the two particular classes of our citizens to whom I have re- 


erred. 

Take the bill altogether, and what does it provide? That gold, 
and gold alone, shall be the standard money; that all bonds of 
the Government, which by the law and on their face are payable 
in either gold or silver at the option of the Government, shall 
hereafter be payable in gold. Not only this, but it provides also 


that all private contracts shall be payablein gold. It authorizes 
the national banks to issue bank notes to the full amount of bonds 
placed on deposit with the Treasury, and to expand or contract 
the currency of the country at their will; it reduces the tax to be 
paid by the national banks on their circulation by one-half; it 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, at his own option, re- 
sponsible to no man, with no appeal from his judgment, to issue 
interest-bearing gold bonds, without any limit as to amount save 
and except such as in his judgment heshall think proper. It also 
authorizes the 0 the Treasury to redeem all outstand- 
ing silver dollars and United States Treasury notes, commonly 
led “ greenbacks,” and the Sherman notes named in the law of 
1890, in gold, and to tie them up and keep them in the Treasury, 
thereby reducing the circulation something over $800,000,000. 
There is not one word or sentence in this bill for the benefit of 
the great body of our people who are engaged in agriculture. 
There is not one letter or one sentence in the bill which would 
tend to increase the price of labor or make the burdens of our 
laboring people less heavy than they now are. There is not one 


word or sentence in this bill which could be of any benefit to any*~ 


class of citizens of the United States save and except the two 
classes I have named. The holders of United States bonds and 
the national banks are by the provisions of this bill to be the sole 
beneficiaries. I repeat, that you o search the bill from the be- 
ginning to the end and it does the identical thing I have said. It 
gives those men everything they have asked and places the finances 
of this country absolutely under the control of the national banks. 

It confers power upon the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
unlimited bonds, and under the present law, which it leaves in 
force, the Secretary of the Treasury can take the money collected 
in the way of internal-revenue taxes from the people and place it 
in the peas of any favorite bank that he may select {™ywhere in 
the United States of America. No remedy for that is offered in 
this bill. Already, by his own report made to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Secretary of the ury has admitted that, un- 
der the law which authorized the sale of a Government buildin 
in the city of New York, a bank in that city purchased the build- 
ing for something more than $3,000,000, that they paid to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or brought a check here to this city to pa: 
it to him, for more than $3,000,000, leaving a small balance unpaid. 

The law said that that should be turned into the Treasury of 
the United States, but the Secretary said to that bank, ‘‘I have 
the right to deposit moneys in certain banks, You take back 
these $3,000,000 and keep it in your bank, loan it out to whom 
you see proper, at such interest as you can get, and in the mean- 
time I will pay you a large amount of rent upon behalf of the 
Government for that building;“ and no deed was made because 
until a deed was made the bank was not responsible for taxes 
that were levied upon it. Vet this has been done and the pend- 
ing bill seeks not to remedy such wrongs, but confers upon the 
Secretary this power to issue bonds until he can get sufficient 
money not only to aid one of his national-bank friends, but many 
throughout the Soang. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Iowa whether he thinks 
that this bill conforms to the profession which has been so often 
made by him and the leaders of his party on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. He having voted on this floor that the Government bonds 
were payable legally, morally, and equitably in silver, why does 
he come in to-day and voluntarily give the bondholders what A 
ask and say to them, We will change your contract and wi 
pay you in gold?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Where do I say that? 

Mr. BERRY. You said that in the Stanley Matthews resolu- 
tion, for which you voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where in the Senate amendment, for which I 
hold myself partially responsible, do we propose to change the 


contract? 
Mr. BERRY. Iwill read it. You said in the Stanley Ha 
ou 


thews resolution that the Government had a i dg legally, 
tably, and morally to pay the United States bonds in silver. 

do not deny that. You do not deny you voted for that resolu- 
tion. You say, Where have I sought tochange it?” Iwill read 
from the House bill which was passed, commanding the vote of 
every Republican in the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator was standing me up here for in- 
quiry and not the House. Now, the Finance Committee on the 
part of the Senate not only does not assent to the provisions of 
the House bill, but provides asubstitute for every section of it; and 
if the Senator wishes to arraign me in any way as respects my 
former record or what I now propose, I trust he will confine his 
debate to what is in the substitute, for which I will be responsible 
a pb and which, to the best of my ability, at the proper time I 

ill defend. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Iowa was not in the Chamber 
when I began the remarks in which I stated that in my opinion 
the House bill would become the law and that i would confine m: 
remarks to that bill. He says he is not responsible for it. I te 
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him that the Republican party, and every member belonging to 
it in the House of tatives, in caucus and on the floor of 
the House, voted for the bill which I have read, and it says that 
the bonds shall hereafter be 2 in gold. 
It may be that he would rather confuse, as I said a while ago, 
and somewhat obscure the meaning of that measure before he 
before the people in the national election, but it is the bill 
È l by the national bankers, and I said your party never 
et has f to nd to every demand that they made; and if 
ey still command it, it will be passed whether you agree to itor 
not. Therefore I referred to him because he had cas 
will name to him another srs. pores citizen of this Republic 
who voted for the Stanley Matthews resolutions—William Mc- 
Kinley, a member of the House of Representatives at that time. 
He said and voted that the bonds were morally, legally, and equi- 
oe payable in silver if the Government thought proper to pay 
ver, 


Now, I say that the House has done this, and so I can only take 
the House ; and with all the Senator’s ability and his high 
standing I want to say that all the members of the e 
resentatives are better evidence of what the ublican 
do than even the Senator from Iowa, united with the o 
bers of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ALLISO I am not responsible, att in a very small 

was not speaking 


er mem- 


ate amendment proposed 

Mr. BERRY. I never referred to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I am glad the Senator did not. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. Because it relieves him of the responsibility of 
failing to be familiar with the bill. i 

The Senator says that a committee of conference in the future is 
going to make some bill other than the one which the Committee 
on Finance, of which I happen to be a member, reported. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If my colleague will permit me—— 

Mr. BERRY. One minute; then Iwill yield. Iask the Senator 
if the House bill is not before the Senate now—the bill I am dis- 
cussing? Is there not before the Senate the bill that the 
House of Representatives? Answer once in your life direct, yes 
or no, 1 8 5 | 

Mr. ISON, Senator has put a question to me 

Mr. TELLER. Categorically. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will answer it now, if he will allow me, 
without interruption, in my own way. 

Mr. BERRY. All right. D 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the House bill is L g here. It 
would be singular if it were not pending. It does not require a 
Senator to know that. Ha the House, it must be here; 
but it was referred to a of this . of which I era 
to be a member. That committee took ap and considered the 
and it then re to the Senate as its ju gment that there should 
be i of the House bill a substitute which we propose. 

the Senator will be kind a in his way, always effective, 
to discuss the Senate substitute and then criticise me for what is 
in that, I will endeavor to defend it if he will give me an oppor- 
tunity, either now or at some other time; but I insist, the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate having charge of this matter 
having 3 here a substitute for the consideration of the 
Senate, that he must not at this stage charge us with favoring the 
House bill. If in conference we shall make modifications, I 
be ig for one, to have his views upon the conference report. 

. BERRY. I now yield to my colleague. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The suggestion made by my colleague 
was that the Senator from Iowa now advocates a provision to pay 
the United States bonds in gold, 

Mr. TELLER. To change the contract. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Arkansas, my col- 
— charged, and I understood the Senator from Iowa to deny 


Mr. BERRY. He denied it. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That the Senator’s action favored 


That the dollar 1 of 25.8 of gold nine-tenths fine shall, as 
established by section 3511 of the Re Statutes of the United States, con- 
tinue to be the standard unit of value. 

It is made the unit, not one of the units. The section referred 


to, which was adopted in 1873, made gold the single standard, and 


a vote. I | All these 


it stood the single standard until the act of 1878 conferred the 
same power on silver. The silver dollars were at that time made 
a standard unit of value just as much as the gold dollar, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Let me finish what I am saying. 
Now, when you make one standard, a single standard, you neces- 
sarily make all the ee of the Government payable in that 
standard. I admit that the words are not here provided as dis- 
tinctly as in the House bill; you very adroitly un e to avoid 
it, but you leave the effect precisely the same as in the House bill. 
obligations are payablein gold if the Senate substitute 


passes, 
Mr. ALDRICH, Is it too much trouble for the Senator to point 
out the provision in the statute of 1878 or any other statute of the 


United States which makes the silver dollar the standard of value? 
It is not in the statute and never was. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It makes it full 1 tender. 


Mr, ALDRICH. That is a different pene on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It gives it ted coinage. Isub- 
mit that any reasonable man on earth knows that a full legal ten- 
der must necessarily be a standard of value. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the Senator will allow me a moment, 
Greenbacks are legal tender; Treasury notes are legal tender; 
national-bank notes are limited legal tender. The legal-tender 
quality has no more to do with the standard of value than the 
sunlight has to do with the moonlight. They are very different 
things. When you come to the question what is the standard of 
value, if I have time I will endeavor to show later in this debate 
that this first section of the bill is practically a reiteration of the 
act of 1873, which has been denounced over and over in in this 

ber as an act that created thesingle gold stan and which 
was objected to to such a degree that it has been called the crime 
of 1878. We have had that zang in our ears in every debate upon 
the financial question from 1878 down to this time. Therefore, 
when we have reinserted in this bill in its first section the section 
which carried into the Revised Statutes the act of 1873 we have 
not ed the law as respects the standard of value. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not take more 
of my See one he will not speak longer than I am going to 
speak myself. 

Mr. ISON. I will not take more of the Senator's time, I 
only wanted to correct the suggestion of the Senator from Ar- 


Mr. ip I do not want to give up the floor; I want to 


m A 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely wish to say, in reply to the 
Senator, that the section to which he refers does not make a 
standard. It does not declare that gold is the standard. It says 
that the gold dollar shall be the unit of value. It does not sa 
“standard.” ‘You bring that in for the first time; and this bill 
that much worse than the infamy of 1873. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the crime of 1873 is nothing if that statute 
did not make gold the standard of value. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say that it made it the standard of 
value w making it the unit of value. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to read what the 
Senator from Ohio, Mr. Sherman, said about the act of 1878, which 
will afford some information to the Senator from Iowa? In his 

ort which he sent to us 
. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Colorado think that 
everybody is bound by the utterances of the late Senator from 
ee he consider himself bound by them in any form or at 
an e : 

Ar. This is a contemporaneous exposition of the law, 
and it is very short. 

The act approved February 28, 1878, made a very important change in our 

ge 


It did change the system somewhat, and that change we do not 
want to forget was under the leadership of the Senator from Iowa, 
who was not then so much in love with the act of 1873 as he is 
to-day. 

The silver dollar provided for was made a 


tender for all debts, pub 
lic or private, except where otherwise stipula: 
* hd 


in the contract. 

+ * - a e = 
The law itself clearly shows that the silver dollar was not to supersede the 

dollar, nor did Congress propose to adopt the single standard of silver, 

t only to create a bimetallic standard of silver and gold, of equal value an 
equal p ing power. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me for one moment? 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The statement just read by the Senator as to 
what constitutes bimetallism would hardly stand the test. 

Mr. BERRY, Mr. President, this debate has accomplished one 
thing. The Senator from Iowa has repudiated the action of his 
in the House and has said he was not 
for the Republican party. The Senator from Rhode 


own Republican friends 
responsi 
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test leader 
on finance that the Republican ever had—John Sherman. 

The Senator from Iowa has repudiated all of the Republican 
members of the House, whom he admits voted to put in this bill, 
directly and specifically, that the bonds should be payable in gold, 
and whom he the other day admitted had passed a bill which tied 
up the greenbacks of this country in the Treasury and could only 
be paid out for gold. I say that much has been admitted. The 
Senator from Rhode Island has, as I have said, said he is not re- 
sponsible for what John Sherman said. x 

Now, the Senator from Iowa insists that I ought to have dis- 
cussed the Senate amendment and not the House bi 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the way I certainly understood him. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Arkansas intended to ad- 
dress his observations to me, then he ought to have discussed the 
Senate amendment and not the House bill. But of course he can 
discuss either measure by and large, if he chooses. 

I hope he will not attribute to me the statement that I admit 
this, that, or the other as respects the House bill, because I make 
no admissions upon that subject. 

Mr. BERRY. I stated the other day upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate, and I stated to the Senator from Iowa when he said he dif- 
eee with ee from e. about pe er effect 55 ms 

ate amendment in tying up the greenbacks e country. 
said the House bill does that, and he said undoubtedly, but not 
the Senate amendment. I admit it is not in the RECORD in that 
way, but those are the facts. 

r. ALLISON. Ifthe Recorp was changed, it was not changed 
by my instructions. 2 

Mr. BERRY. That is what occurred, to a certainty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember very well what I stated. I stated 
that I was not discussing the House bill. 

Mr. BERRY. You first stated it, undoubtedly; in the first re- 


mark you dro 
Mr. ALLISO Very well. Of course if the Senator seeks to 
er from that that I admitted that the House bill does with- 
w the greenbacks and the silver, then I wish now to withdraw 
„ I understood that I did withdraw it at the mo- 
ment. 

But my understanding as respects the Senate amendment—— 

Mr. RY. The House bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. My unders' ing in t to the Senate 
amendment is that it makes it impossible to do that. Ishall be 
glad to say what I think can be done under the House bill, 
although 5 is not important to our debate, as we do not intend to 
support it. 

. BERRY. It seems to me itis important to our debate. It 
seems to me that the Senator from Iowa assumes that his 
here in the Senate and his committee alone are more powe than 
all of his party in the House of Representatives. He therefore 
says it is not important what the House members have done in 
the passage of this bill, but it is all important as to what the 
Senate amendment does. 

We have had experience enough in the Senate to know what 
will happen. When the Senate amendment, which will doubtless 
be adopted by the Republican Senators here, goes into conference, 
I assert my belief to-day that practically the House bill will be- 
come the law. As I said in the beginning of this speech, the Sen- 
ator from Iowa may be able to get on an amendment something 
like the character of this first provision of the Senate substitute, 
which is susceptible of two constructions and which mystifies 
the situation, to enable the ublicans in Iowa to say that it 
means one thing and the Republicans in Rhode Island to say that 
it means another, and yet which the Secretary of the 
will, as you know, construe to mean what the Senator from 
Rhode Island wants it to mean. I say you may do that, but 
practically, in my opinion, the House bill will be 

At any rate, I want the country to understand thata Republican 
majority, and therein is included every member of the House, has 
committed itself to this provision which changes the contract from 
either gold or silver at the option of the Government and makes 
these bonds payable in gold. Lou can not avoid it. It has gone 


Island now says that he is not responsible for the 


to the country. When you bring your conference report here we 
will discuss that. But we have aright to discuss to-day the House 
bill, which has that body, and to assume that the proba- 


bilities are that that will be the law rather than the report of a 
committee of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I think I have said all I intended to say on this 
bill. I have said that there is nota provision in it except it is for 
the benefit of those who hold the bonds of the United States and 
the national banks. I defy any man to point to any provision in 
the bill which will benefit the laboring c from oneend of the 
country to the other, or that will bring any kind of relief to the 
great agricultural classesof thecountry. You have gone to work 
to reduce the interest on national banks, to make these bonds, 


which are now by contract payable in gold or silver, payable in 
gold alone, to authorize by the House the redemption of the 
silver dollars and greenbacks in gold, and to confer upon your Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the power to issue bonds without limit: 
Those are the provisions of the bill to which you stand committed, 
It may be that a majority of the people of the United States will 
sustain you in it, but I do not believe it. 

Mr. President, the Republican party of to-day—and you can 
not escape it, the whole country is beginning to understand it; 
sooner or later they will understand—has fallen under the influ- 
ence and control of the combined wealth of the country. It no 
longer has any sympathy with the agricultural classes. It no 
longer has any feeling of 8 for the laboring classes. It is 
dominated absolutely by the national banks and does the absolute 
bidding of the boards of trade of the great cities of this country. 
It is the protector, the defender, the friend, and ally of every 
corporation, trust, and combination of wealth throughout the 
country. The agents and representatives of this great wealth and 
of these manufacturing associations continue to grow bolder and 
bolder and more exorbitantin their demands as you yield to them. 

They appear before committees of the Senate no longer asking, 
but demanding legislation for their ial benefit. They not only 
demand the parenge of sls bill, which gives the national banks 
the control of the of the Government, but, under the false 
pretense of increasing commerce, they also demand that millions 
of dollars shall be taken annually from money belonging to all 
the people and given to the great corporations which control the 
transportation of products to and from foreign ports. They are 
not satisfied alone with this financial legislation, but they come 
here—and your President has recommended that it be given to 
them—asking that millions of dollars be taken out of the Treasury, 
which belongs to all the people, and paid over to the men whoare 
already immensely rich and have this great shipping business 
which carries a portion of our foreign trade. Not only this, but 
this A i ion is gradually yielding to their demands, some- 
times feebly protesting, it is true, but in the end doing what these 
VCF y yonr ad: 

e Republican step and year by - 
vanced toward imperi | absolute power. It has now 
reached the point when its leaders scarcely pretend any sympathy 
with a government of the people and by the oars and for the 
people. Not only that, but many of its wealthy and leading advo- 
cates in the Eastern cities, men who furnish largely the money to 
ra og cam „are beginning boldly to proclaim that the 
English s vernment is superior to ours, and that the re- 
publican form is no longer suited to our people; and every attempt 
that is made here to legislate or speak on behalf of the laboring 
classes and the agricultural classes is met with a sneer and the 
charge of demagogy; and yet when one of the representatives of 
these corporations comes to the committee you yield to his demand 
and pass such laws as he asks. I know this is strong 5 
pos it yew harg snd di man about the 8 sees it y 

as these great, wi y, corporate representatives appear here 

‘ore the committees of this body. 

In addition, as I have said, many of them no longer pretend to 
regard our form of government, and the Administration itself has 
shown that it has become the follower and the imitator of English 
methods and the English Government, and to-day, Mr. President, 
while four-fifths of the people of this county are in sympath; 
with those who in southern Africa are struggling for liberty an 
for freedom, we have every reason to believe that this Republican 
Administration is in sympathy with a monarchy that attempts to 
crush these Republics, 1 say that that condition has come about 
because you have from time to time yielded to these wealthy classes 
and have forgotten those who have to struggle for themselves. 

I do not know whether or not the American people who believe 
in bimetallism, who are opposed to government by trusts and 
corporations, who are opposed to imperialism, who believe in 
equality of citizens before the law, can unite to overthrow the 
party which threatens the destruction of the Republic. I know 
that if we could unite all the elements who are opposed to the 
present Administration, if we could rally them under one banner, 
success would be certain. I do not know, but I hope and believe 
that when this bill, so absolutely unjust to the great body of the 
people of this country, so clearly dictated by the national banks 
and by men who hold the wealth, goes forth it will arouse such a 
storm of indignation throughout the Western States and disclose 
the evils under which the country is laboring from this Govern- 
ment as to enable us to send to Congress representatives who will 
remedy it and bring back, if possible, a 31338 of the people, 
as those who wrote the Declaration of Independence and framed 
the Constitution intended. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I understand the question be- 
fore the Senate now is the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance to strike out all after the enacting clause of the House 
bill which was sent here and insert an entire amendment proposed 
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by the Senate Finance Committee. I p 


an amendment 
to the amendment, accepting the proposition to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


First. That it is the fixed policy of the United States to pay and clear off 
the national debt as 8 just and — taxation and the accumulation 
e Government 


o other 8 ot ace a an permis we constant regard to 
e capaci e ple to respon nat io uty. 
Socend, That Yop. — co! 


the specie basis, consisting of gold or in, or both, 
is the only true, just, and constitutional basis of the issue of bank bills to 
circulate as mone; 


Third. That it 2 an unjust and unconstitutional burden on the taxpayers 
of the United States that Congress should agree to change the terms of the 
national obligations with the consent of the bondholders, so as to deprive the 
- people of the right and privilege of paying said obligations in coins of gold or 
silver according to their necessities or the requirements of the general wel- 


fare. 

Fourth. That it is contrary to the policy of the United States that the 
national debt shall be made perpetual or thatit should be maintained or in- 
creased for the benefit of the national or to regula 
value of gold or silver bullion. 


I offer that as an amendment to the amendment of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be read at the 
desk. I was not able to catch the first part of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. N in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island asks to have the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama read at the desk. It will be read. 

The Secre read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr, President, I do not desire to enter into any 
extended discussion of the bill now before the Senate, but the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], a member of the Committee 
on Finance, the other day criticised my construction of this bill; 
and as I see he is now present, with other members of the com- 
mittee, I wish to say just a few words, so that when the Senator 
makes the he has told us he is going to make he will give 
us the benefit of a few points in it that I want to suggest. 

I want the Senator, when he makes his next speech, to tell us, 
and I think we are entitled to know, why the Republicans of this 
body found fault with the House vill, the history of which, of 
course, I need not t, as I stated it the other day. Everybody 
knows that that is the bill prepared at Indianapolis, brought here, 
and submitted to a committee of Republicans elected by the Re- 
publican caucus of the last Congress, who were to consider this 
matter and present to the Housea bill. The committee appointed 
by the caucus sat for some time, with the present Speaker at their 
head, and they reported to the House this bill. They reported it 
first to a House caucus composed of the Republican members of 
the House, now in a large majority. While Ican not say what 
occurred in that caucus, while I am not acquainted with all that 
occurred, the public press said there was some division at first as 
to the propriety of the bill, but it was ultimately accepted as the 
measure of the pee 

Now, this is the bill that the President gave his support to on 
the 24th of July, 1897, when he sent his message here and called 
our attention to the plan that the wise men at Indianapolis had 
suggested. That is the time he told us that patriotic people had 
met there and spent two days, out of which they had brought a 
scheme which he said he especially referred us for consideration, 
giving it at least his approval in that way. He did not say in so 
many words that he approved it, but if I call the attention of one 
of my colleagues to ide peerage and say that it is worthy of his 
attention, it at least indicates that I am somewhat in accord. 
This is the bill. 

Now, where is the vice in that bill, which the Republicans of 
the Senate could not take? Weare entitled to know that. The 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island never said a word about 
the House bill. There was absolute silence on his part about that 
measure. Of course we had a right to assume that he did not ap 
prove of it, because he did not agree to it as a member of the Fi- 
nance Committee, The other members of the committee must 
have disagreed to it, because this substitute for it is the action, I 
understand, of the Republican members of that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the action of a majority. 

Mr. TELLER. Of a majority of the Republican members of 
the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; of a majority of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Ofa majority of the committee, certainly. Of 
course I did not mean to say that it was eee ae the mem- 
bers of the committee, but it appears to have accepted by all 
the Republicans, so far as I know. Í 

Now, Mr. President, it is a very great thing and a very serious 
thing to change your financial system, and I suppose nobody will 
deny but that here is proposed a very radical and material change 
of the financial system. 

Mr. ALLISON, May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator, 


Mr. ALLISON. I merely wish to ask the Senator whether he 
iss og now of the Senate amendment or the House bill? 
Mr.” I am talking about both of them. $ 
The Senator seems to think we ought to give 


LER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
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the reasons wy we prefer to the House bill the Senate amend- 
ment. He said this is a radical change in our financial system. 
Does he mean that the Senate amendment is a radical change? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean both of them. Either one that becomes 
a law will be a radical change. I have no doubt, as was stated by 
the Senator from Arkansas . BERRY], that neither of them 
will become a law in their absolute entirety as they were intro- 
duced or came from the House. There will be some combination 
of provisions, I have no doubt. It can hardly be expected to be 
otherwise. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat, I think we are entitled to know 
why the Senate committee discarded the House bill. We assail 
that measure. We say it is a dangerous bill, a wicked bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of what bill is the Senator speaking as a 
wicked bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I am talking about the House bill; and that 
bill is as much here as the Senate bill, and the Senators can not 
escape it. What is more, it comes here with the imprint of the 
Republican party as a party. It is their bill; it is their policy, 
Mr. President. 


I was told the other day that there had been no caucus on this 
subject in the Senate and that therefore the Senate amendment 
is simply the idea of the Republican members of the committee. 
It is possible that they consulted their associates, but I have no 
reason to suppose they did from the celerity with which they 
brought it out of committee after it went from this body to the 
committee. 

So, Mr. President, we are authorized to say that the House bill 
represents the policy of the Republican party. And I want to say 
here now that the Republican press of this country is for the 
House bill. The Post in this city said the other morning that the 
influential Republican press of the country is for the House bill. 
I say that the Republican press of the country is for the House 
bill. The Republican writers who are writing on the subject are 
writing in favor of the House bill. I have herea statement made 
by Mr. M. L. Muhleman, the assistant treasurer in New York, 
who is authority on these questions, This appeared in Sound 
Money a day or two ago: 

The outlook is for a measure composed of parts of both bills, with some 
new matter evolved by a conference committee of the two Houses. 

What iniquity they may fix up and put in with these other ini- 
quities none of us can now tell. We shall have to wait until the 
conference report gets here to properly meet that. 

Altogether the House bill contains more of the elements requisite to con- 
stitute a well-rounded law to meet the present conditions; amendments are 
desirable, as has been indicated. 

He wanted some few amendments. 

Upon four points thi agree z 
the Bold standard, Do Ma seikoa ge Bo rh * poring 
redeemed legal-tender notes except for gold— 

Now, mind, that is the interpretation of your amendment—the 
Senate amendment. That is one of the things the Senator from 
Iowa was criticising me for the other day, although he did not 
specify it— 
the policy of not reissuing redeemed legal-tender notes except for gold, and 
allowing national banks to issue notes to the par of bonds posted This 
may therefore be coer as the minimum legislation that we may expect; 
no doubt a considerable step forward. 

While we may thus Sapen a solution of one branch of our monetary Eprom 
lem, there still remains the other—the paper-money branch—to be solved. 

I said the other day that when this bill became a law, as it 
would, we would hear a call for proper Ss upon the bank 
a pet and these folks can not wait. the Senate provision 
should happen to become a law, they will immediately attack Con- 
gress for a wise provision, which I suppose will follow after the 
suggestion made perhaps by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the proper system of issuing money is to issue it on your debts. 
Wry, Mr. President, I could get rich if I could do that, and so 
could some of my constituents and many others of my acquaint- 
ance. But what I want to call attention to is that these people 
are starting in early— 
the paper-money branch—to be solved; for no one will seriously claim that 
the proposed legislation on these lines is adequate to the country’s needs. 

I want the Senator from Iowa to tell me when he makes his 
speech whether he agrees with that, and whether this is to be 
followed by a new national-bank law. If he can bly do so, 
I wish him to outline what it is. It may be that it might some- 
what mitigate my grief at seeing this bill pass if he could suggest 
a good bank bill. 

What may be regarded as secured is that the national banks may increase 
their circulation by 10 per cent, and they would also have an opportunity to 
expand further if there were not obstacles in the way— 

Well, those obstacles will be removed by giving some privileges 
that they do not have under existing law 
but so long as we have our $800,000,000 of Government notes— 

Now, this is what I want to call attention to, and I want the 
Senator from Iowa to address himself to this point— 


but so long as we have our $800,000,000 of Government notes and silver certifi- 
cates thora is no room for a material increase in bank circulation. We must, 


1900. 
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however, not look for more radical legislation this year. This must wait the 
determination of the political struggle of 1900. £ 

The article is signed by M. L. Muhleman, who is the assistant 
treasurer in New York. Mr. President, according to my inter- 
pretation, that is a declaration from very high authority that we 
are to have further legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is not official. z 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not suppose he signed it as assistant treas- 
urer, but then he is high in the councils of our gold-standard 
friends at least, The Senator from Iowa asks me what I want 
him to explain. I should like to have him explain these particular 

oints. 
x Mr. ALDRICH. As much as he can. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, as much as he can. 

I said the other day, and I say again, this gold standard is not 
to stop with this bill. 

Mr: President, you can not maintain this gold standard under 

resent conditions and present law, and in self-defense, if it is to 
maintained at all, you have got to make some changes. I do 
not know what they will be, nor do I know what they ought to be; 
but I am not concerned in that. I am not responsible for the gold 
standard. I said the other day it had been a curse to every nation 
that had ever tried it, and so it has, Mr. President. If it had not 
been for the accidental discovery of gold in California and Australia 
in 1848 the gold standard would have wrecked the Kingdom of 
Great Britain, in my judgment. It has practically brought mis- 
fortune and distress to every country in the world that has tried 
it. And to-day there are no countries that have made it a success 
without a sacrifice, and the benefits are not equal to the sacrifice 
they havemade. Robert Giffen, the gold-standard advocate, as I 
said the other day, declared that it had been made a success no- 
where in modern times. 

Now, I wish the Senator to tell me, if he can, what is to follow 
this measure, if sayming, Are we to have a banking system that 
shall turn over to the banks the sole authority to issue paper 
money, as indicated by this writer where he speaks of the danger 
to this system of $800,000,000 of paper money, Government money? 
I agree, Mr. President, that $800,000,000 of paper money is a dan- 
ger to a gold standard. You have more than 8800, 000,000, because 
you have two hundred and some odd million dollars of bank paper 

ides. Every government that has tried it has found itself com- 
pelled either to restrict its paper money or else to defer the gold 
standard. Great Britain tried it in 1816. She did not get to the 
gold standard until 1823. From time to time she extended the 
time to put it in force. She curtailed her paper money in order 
that she might get there. She brought more distress from 1815 to 
1823 upon that country than all the Napoleonic wars had brought 
upon it, and the great debt that had been Di upon that country 
by the tremendous struggle she made to down W and to 
maintain her 3 was nothing com to the shrinkages 
of values, and the suffering of her people by hunger and poverty 
was infinitely 8 than it had been by the desolations of war. 

I want the Senators who are in favor of this to tell us what 
benefit we are to get from this gold standard and why the law of 
compensation that has touched every nation that has tried it is 
not likely to reach us. It can onl done, I say, by an entire 
change of the system of currency of this country, by an abandon- 
ment of the function on the part of the Government of the United 
States to make its money. If we are to turn over to the banks of 
this country that governmental function that was never until re- 


cent 323 intrusted to co ations or to individuals, I want them 
to tell me how it is that the bankers of this country can do that 
which we can not do with all the great wealth and strength of 


75,000,000 people back of us. 

The proposition, on the one hand, is that those bonds which are 
to be reissued, of which I want to speak in a few minutes, are to 
be the basis of banking, and as they issue currency these national 
notes must disappear. The House plan is that they shall disap- 
pear to a large extent by being impounded in the Treasury, and 
nobody can deny it. I believe the Senate bill does to a degree 
what the House bill does to a larger degree, and that is all the 
difference. 

Mr. President, we have had some experience with banks in this 
country. We had a bank once called a national bank, and it was 
not a bank with very big capital nor very big deposits compared 
with the present time, for, of course, it was a time when the 
country was new and young. But, Mr. President, if it had not 
been that there was a Jackson in the Presidential chair to take 
that bank by the throat and compel it to go into liquidation we 
would have had a condition that had never prevailed in this coun- 
try and could not have prevailed except by the domination of the 


money power aggre ted in a great bank. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ill the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I know he wants to treat the subject fairly, 
as he has always treated it in the Senate. I should like to ask 


him whether, in his opinion, any increase in national-bank notes 
after . of bill drive out of circulation either 
the United States notes or the silver certificates, when you take 
into consideration the provision which we propose in regard to 
the denominations of the notes to be issued? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I believe it will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what way? 


Mr. TELLER. I believe, in the first place, there will come a 
demand from these banks that we take out of circulation national 
— money— mbacks, silver certificates, etc. 

r. ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator meant from natural 
causes and not from legislation, Of course we could reduce the 
amount by legislation. 

Mr. TE . I will talk about that. I had not intended to 
do so, but I am willing to go into it if Ido not take too much 
time. However, I did not get up to make a speech in extenso. 
As I have shown here, there is an indication already that they 
are going to demand that we shall make a way for the banks to 
issue bills, claiming that that field belongs to the national banks. 

The Senator’s amendment provides for a refunding of the debt, 
an absolutely unnecessary thing at this time. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no need of our retiring bonds seven or eight years 
before they are due, unless we receive some special benefit in re- 
turn (and that benefit can not be obtained by a slight reduction 
of interest), and then putting upon the country a system of 
finance by which the banks of this n determine when 
and how money shall issue, Whether it shall be plenty, or whether 
it shall be scarce. 

Mr. President, the prerogative to issue money is the dearest 
prerogative that a nation ever owned. It had been for hundreds 
of years, and, I believe, thousands of years, a prerogative of nation- 
ality. When one king went off the throne and a new king came 
on, all over the world for hundreds of years, he immediately 
coined some money and sent it out to show that he was the sov- 
ereign, because only a sovereign could coin money. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. TELLER. | Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is discussing the prerogative of 
the Government, and intimating that he believes the Government 
ought to issue all money. I should like to ask him if he considers 
that the present existing money in circulation is sufficient for ex- 
isting demands and for prospective demands in the future, and if 
he believes there ought to be an increased amount of money in 
circulation over that now used? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know abot that, and that is a matter 
which perhaps I shall not be able to fully determine just now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it is directly pertinent to the 
line of argument the Senator is pursuing. 

Mr. TELLER. There has not been a sufficient amount of money 
in circulation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there has not been, is there now? And if 
there is not now, how will the deficiency be taken care of or pro- 
vided for? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell you how it can be taken care of— 
open your mints. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well. 

Mr. TELLER. Open your mints to silver and you will get all 
the money you want. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If there is no demand for increased circula- 
tion, there is no need of opening the mints. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is not any demand, nobody will go to 
the mints with his bullion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He will if he gets 100 cents for 50 cents’ worth. 

Mr. TELLER. He does not get $1 for 50 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would be very likely to, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to go into that question; for any 
sensible man in the Senate of the United States or elsewhere must 
know that it is nonsense to talk about a man obtaining 100 cents 
for 50 cents’ worth of bullion when the mints are open to coin it 
ae American money. Do you suppose the American people are 

‘ools? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you Suppose the American who has an 
ounce of silver is going to sell it for 50 cents an ounce when he 
can get it coined into American money at $1.29. It is so absurd, 
Mr. President, that it is beneath, I think, the dignity of this Sen- 
ate to consider such a proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator will admit that that 
would be the first result. 

Mr. TELLER. What would be the first result? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I mean the first result if the free coinage of 
silver should be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. you should adopt the free coinage of silver, 
the man who now owns 50 cents’ worth of silver would get the 
benefit of the increased price. Nobody denies that. What would 
that amount to? There is not in the world to-day $5,000,000 of 
silver bullion, and there would be, if free coinage should be 
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adopted, a rise from 50 cents to $1.29; but should a great financial 
system be determined on that little piddling notion that somebdtly 
is going to make money out of it? y, Mr. President, I can say, 
as a Frenchman, speaking of the condition existing in France in 
1858, said, when there were coming great quantities of gold, when 
gold was at a discount, and when it was being discredited by 
nearly all the world. Hesaid France stood there, and said, Bring 
your gold and we will put it into money—French money, g 
money; bring your silver and we will put it into money— ch 
money, good money—money good throughout the world.” 

Mr. President, the American dollar wherever it goes is an Amer- 
ican dollar, and you can make it good in every part of the world 
as an American dollar. Do you suppose that men who own bul- 
lion will take it to a bullion broker and sell it for 50 cents on the 
dollar when they can go to a mint and have it manufactured into 
money at twice that sum; and what harm will there be if that is 
me trouble,” as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
sail 

The objection the Senator makes to free coinage is that silver 
bullion is worth only 60centson the dollar. If it was worth $1.29, 
we would be to open our mints to it; and when we show 
you that if we would open the mints it would be worth the mint's 
price, then yon say that is the “trouble;” somebody who ought 
not to have it will get some money out of this. With free coin- 
age the silver miner of the world, who toils as few men toil, will 
get increased compensation for his labor and mankind will secure 
à blessing in the increased supply of the money metal. Discredit 
it, destroy it, for fear some bullion holder may make something 
on the rise of silver, if it rises. 

The ig mata that has done money duty through all times and 
through all climes is the white me It is to-day the money of 
more than two-thirds of the race. It has touched more blistered 
hands and has stimulated more progress in the world than all the 
gold from the day when gold was first mined to the present hour; 
and what will be the harm? I do not, however,intend to be led off 
— this bill. I want to speak of the practical result of this leg- 

ation. 

Mr. President, I know that prophecies are of little account; but 
I prophesied on this floor in 1893 that the time would not be far 

tant when Senators here who were then proclaiming them- 
selves bimetallists would be lending themselves to the establish- 
ment of the gold standard, when a demand would come for the 
destruction of the paper money and the turning over to the banks 
of this country of that prerogative of sovereignty, the making of 
money. 

I want to say before I conclude what I intended to say when I 
was diverted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
who has a f. ; when he thinks he is likely to be damaged by 
something somebody may say, to immediately intervene—not that 
I could say anything which would particularly damage anybody, 
but I can tell the truth, and that is what the Senator does not 
want to have on this question. [Laughter.] 

We saw in 1893 a panic in this country created by the banks, 
and so designated by our best people, gold men and silver men 
alike. It was the object lesson which the President of the United 
States declared the American people had to receive in order that 
he might secure the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man Act. Thousands and tens of thousands of men went down 
from affluence to poverty by reason of that wicked act. 

The banks lent themselves to it and encour: it, and when 
affairs reached such a condition that they could not meet their 
demands, in the great city of New York the banks surrendered 
and suspended payments for more than three months, during 
which time no man could go to his bank and draw more than the 
amount of money the thought he ought to have. The law 
required the to pay on demand or to go into liquidation. 
But they did not pay, nor did they go into liquidation, and their 
creditors had no remedy but to wait. We have had another 
panic. The Secre of the Treasury says it was ‘‘a threatened 
Bevere panic.” Mr. President, it was not only a threatened, but 
it was a severe panic. A newspaper in the city of New York, and 
not a silver paper either, declared that the shrink of stock in 
a few days amounted to 8700, 000, 000, and said that that was a loss 
to the public. I do not believe that. The stocks were in reality 
worth just as much as they had been before, but a change of con- 
ditions of that kind, which can be brought about by the influence 
of banks, is destructive of good government and also destructive 
of good commercial conditions. 

cut out of a Philadelphia newspaper a statement—I have not 
examined to see whether it is correct or not, but I have no doubt 
it is, for it has the air of being correct—what is reported to bea 
letter from a bank president. I find in the paper that the presi- 
dent of the National City Bank of New York, of which you have 
heard something, on the 8th day of April last eee a letter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to the financial 
condition in the city of New York. I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to most remarkable statement, and I want to 


say that it is what is going on all the time, in my judgment, with 
these great banks; 

Ihave been informed by those who know that 75 per cent of 
all the loans made in New York City by those banks are made to 
speculators and to operators, and that it is a very common thing 
for the banks themselves to engage in such operations. If they 
do not do so, their officers do. The letter to which I refer was 
written to Secretary Gage by Mr. Stillman, president of the bank, 
Mr. Hepburn being the vice-president. It reads: 

As you have doubtless noticed in the press, the money market here has 
been quite unsettled during the latter part of the week. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is date of that letter? 

Mr. TELLER. April 8, 1899. 

We have loaned very liberally— 

I think they could. I think at that time they had about $10,- 
000,000 of United States money in that bank. They had had 
$20,000,000, and they had paid out, I think, $10,000,000 of it; but 
at that time I believe they had still $10,000,000, although I would 
not state that positively. That, however, is about the amount. 

As you have doubtless noticed in the press,the money market here has 
been quite unsettled during the latter part of the week. We have loaned 
very Tally in order to 9 but at such rates as would tend 


to force a liquidation in ulative securities. I think this has 
on and thed es which have taken place will have a wholesome 
e 


Mr. President, when did it become the province of a bank, in an 
tem of finance ever known amongst honest men, to deal wit 
the market to make things high or to make things low? Howcan 
any man do business either in his store or in his manufactory if 
the banks can thus deal with the finances of the country? 
We have loaned very liberally— 


But all the time keeping in view that they wanted to do a cer- 
tain thing— 
but at such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly tive 
securities. I think this has been accomplished, and the declines which have 
taken place will have a wholesome effect. 

I have here a statement showing some of the declines in the 
prices of stocks. I am not saying that there is a loss when a stock 
goes from 105 to 75. The stock is worth just as much as it was 
before, but there are in fact a number of men who own these 
stocks who go to a bank and borrow money upon them, not per- 
om, to 8 with, but for other purposes. That is true not 
only in New York, but all over the United States. A man own- 
ing a share of Rock Island stock, or a number of shares, can go 
into the city of Chicago or into any Western city and borrow 
money on that stock, putting it up as security for the amount 
borrowed. Let us see what happened. 

Sugar stock, common, was 176}, and it fell to 149}, or $27.25 a 
share, Any man using that stock as security for a loan would be 
called upon to make his loan , and if he was not able to do 
so, the stock would be sold at reduced rate. Who would buy 
it? It was easy for those great banks to combine in this way, 
thus making money for the time being very dear, buy the stock 
at low rates,and then by making money plentiful again put up 
prices, and then sell the stock. 

I shall give a few more of these quotations: Brooklyn Rapid 
Transit, a 5 legitimate stock I do not know whether the 
sugar stock is or not- dro from 136 to 1063, a fall of $29.50 a 
share; Consolidated Gas dropped from 2053 to 190—that is, $14.50 
a share; People’s Gas from 129} to 1113—that is, $18 a share; 
Metropolitan Street Railway dro’ from 267 to 284—that is, $33 
a share; Federal Steel, common, fell $17.50 a share; Federal Steel, 
preferred, fell $15.25 a share; New York Central Railroad—a class 
of securities which have been considered equal to Government 
bonds—fell $8.25 a share; and Chicago and Island, one of 
the gilt-edged securities of the West, fell $5.12} a share, 

ere has been rarely at any time such a condition of the market 
asthat. Here is the declaration of one of the great banks of the 
city of New York that they had been making liberal loans for 
the purpose of beating down the price of these stocks, I do not 
suppose they intended to beat down the price of New York Cen- 
tral nor of the Pennsylvania Central, but they beat down the 
whole line of stocks from the city of New York to the city of San 
Francisco; yet Senators want to put that great power—not for 
good, but for evil—in the control of the banks of this country, 
and to abdicate the power of the General Government to issue 
money of any kind. 

I want to know when this bill finally passes whether it will 
have any such provisions in it as the House bill contains, which 
enable the banks to take possession of the money of the country. 
If it does not, I want to know whether it is to be followed, as the 
indications are from the letter which I have read, by further log: 
islation next year, when you have su as you may e 
succeed, in getting once more into power. Have you 3 


e 
— action fo this time because you did not dare to take the po- 
sition 


ple, di 


lainly and boldly and honestly before the American peo- 
5 the position which the Secretary of the 


1900. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. 1343 


Treasury is contending for, did not dare to take the position which 
the great press of your party is contending for, that the Govern- 
ment must 2 — out of the banking business, and that the banks 


must be left to furnish us the currency that is to be circulated in 
this country? 

Mr. President, if I could furnish the currency for 75,000,000 
people, I would not care to accept as a gift all the great gol 
mines of the world, for such a privilege would be better even 
such a gift. 

That is what this bill means. I want the two Senators who sit 
here [Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. ALLISON], who are so closely con- 
nected with this bill, to tell me, when they come to speak upon it, 
whether I have not made a fair statement of the provisions, at 
least, of the House bill as it comes here. 

Mr. President, something was said by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry] about a change of the contract with the bond- 
holders. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said there was 
no change of contract. He admitted there was such a change 
in the House bill, but said that there was not in the Senate substi- 
tute. However that may be, this is certainly a Republican meas- 
ure; but, leaving that, suppose Republican Senators have the 


power to upset and overturn the caucus determination and substi- 
tute some g else, have you, too, not pro a change in the 
contract? What do you propose? Your bill says that every man 


who has a bond due in eight years from now may take it to the 
Treasury and exchange it for a bond due in thirty years from this 
time, with a gold clause init. The bond contains no gold clause 


now. 
Mr. ALDRICH. “May.” 
Mr. TELLER, ‘‘May;” but that practically means that he will 


do so. There is no limit as to when it may be done, I will tell 

the Senator what will be done. Such of the bondholders as desire 

will make an immediate exchange. Those who do not do that 

will continue to hold their bonds until the time for their payment 

has nearly expired, and then they will make the exchange. They 
will not surrender the interest unless they think they can secure 
a greater profit in using the next bonds as the basis of national 
banks than they can see in holding on to the old bonds, 

What authority has Con: to change this contract? In 1870 
we provided by law what the bond should contain. There could 
be no bonds issued for which Congress did not provide, and Con- 
gress stipulated what the bonds should contain; that they should 
contain a provision that they were to be ble in coin, reserving 
to the United States the privilege, whic been found of in- 
estimable value ev here in the world, to have the right to pay 
in the one metal or the other as should be most convenient. 

“any bondholder suffered detriment by that provision? Itis true 
the time may not have come when there is any necessity for the 
Government to exercise its option, but it does not follow that such 
a time may not come. The provision was put in the law ex indus- 
tria; it was put there because it was thought to be valuable to us; 
and we are now surrendering it without any equivalent whatever, 
What crisis has come, what conditions exist which justify us in 
changing the contract? 

Mr. President, who made these bonds? Not Congress, not the 
Executive, but the American people. What has given them their 
value? It has been the fact that the American people were back 
of them. They would not be worth as much as tinental or 
Confederate money if the world did not know that the great 
American nation was back of them. The people are the makers of 
these bonds. They said to baits ip Fou make a bond of that 
character.” They may iango t, though they have not indicated 
to this body or to the other that they wan to change it. No 
apg aes exists why it should be changed. Oh, Mr. ident, 
it is thought if you will change it now and make it attractive by 
the length of time the bond will have to run and give these peo- 
ple a chance to issue the money of the country on the bonds, that 
they will take them up, and you will get rid of this troublesome 
question of finance, which has vexed our people, I will admit, for 
some years. 

The American people have a right to insist that those bonds 
shall remain until it is time to exchange them for others; and 
then, if the party in power choose to take the msibility, let it 
do it. You received no instructions at the last election to do this 
thing. You went before the American people with the pretense 
that you were for bimetallism. A distinguished man of your 
party, whom I quoted the other day, said in another place—and I 

ve no objection to speaking of it, because it wasin the last Con- 

that a hundred members would sit in the present House 

who would owe their seats to that bimetallic provision. Youhave 

not received any demand from the American le to the 

contract, but you are doing it at the bidding of men who have no 
right to demand of you or of me anything at all. 

want you, when you come to make those speeches that you 

are going to make, to meet these questions and to tell us whether 

ur bill is intended to do the which I say it is intended to 

o, or whether it is not, and if it is, why you propose to do it. 


d | eral fund of the Tr: 


id coin in the - 
of gold en KERS 


First, 
b accepting d 3 
in exchange for the United States notes so 


y exchanging the notes so redeemed for any 
easury; b 


Treasury or at any subtreasury 
redeemed; procuring gold coin by the use of said notes in accord- 
sos swuh the of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


That is for buying goid. When that is done, if they have got 
the exchange, that is the end of it. 

By the way, that section also authorizes the issue of bonds; and 
under that, as I said the other day, Mr. Cleveland issued his bonds. 
Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether or 
not he and his colleagues intend, by the words used here, to give 
the same authority, under this proposed law, to issue bonds? 

A Mr. ALDRICH. That only applies to gold received in exchange 
‘or notes. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I supposed. The provision for 
the issue of bonds is this: 

If the Secre of the is unable to re 
gold coin in — reserve 8 methods. st ee Sae 

And so forth. 

Having failed in all those, he having said he could not do it, 
then he may issue bon 

Mr. S NER. He could not say he could not doit until he 
had tried by the methods indicated and failed. 

Mr. T * I do pn know Whether he could or not. There 
is a great of liberty given „ 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean he could not properly say it. 

Mr. TELLER. He could not properly say it; but suppose he 
did, s he should say, I can not gold in this Way,“ and 
he d then issue bon I do not t the people could repu- 
diate the bonds. So it is a matter left, after all, to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and when he sees fit to issue bonds, as I said the 
other day, he may put them out, and they are to be a burden 


upon us. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say, under the law it would be the duty of 
the Secretary of the 3 to exhaust the other means before 
resorting to the issue of bon It is to be presumed that he will 
8 plain requirements of law. 

. TELLER. That ought to be the presumption; that is the 
presumption, I will ; but we saw a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with the approval of the President, undoubtedly, making con- 
tracts with private parties for the sale of bonds at a figure which 
everybody knew was ruinous, or would have been ruinous to the 
oo of any individual, though it was not ruinous to the national 


I heard on this floor a statement which I remember, coming 
from a Senator who sat over here, that the Government of the 
United States in its dire extremity had been compelled to appeal 
to the bankers of New York City, and when I said, or when some- 
body here said, that the could have sold those bonds in 
Europe at a higher „it was said that the Government had 
kept the cable wires hot in its efforts to secure bidders for those 
bonds in Europe. I stated then, and I state now, that no such 
offer was made, and when the opportunity came for Europe to 
take those bonds they were taken at 12} per cent above what the 
Government got for them. 

=: ELL. And more than that. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not want any discretion left with the 
riers z 105 the Treasury by which he may increase the national 

a 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will it me, there were no 
such provisions of law as those inserted in this bill. He had dis- 
cretion then. Under this bill he is given none. 

8 . The of the Treasury exercised his 
discretion in issuing the bonds. It was discretionary with him to 
say at what price he would issue them. That is what I am talk- 
ing aboni: e abused his discretion when he sold for less than 

6 value. 

There is where he abused the discretion, Mr. President, and so 
it is not safe to leave matters to the discretion of an Executive 
Department of the Government. What you want to do is to tie 
up the Executive by law. I did not get up to say a tenth part of 
what I have said. ‘ 

Mr.SPOONER, Will the Senator from Colorado be kind enough 
to say what discretion is left to the Secretary of the Treasury un- 
der the lan which he has just read? 

Mr. T I will read it, if the Senator desires. 

Mr.SPOONER. I am only asking the Senator's opinion about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I think there is large discretion left to him. I 
can put some constructions upon this proposed law which I can not 
conceive that the committee could have desired, and therefore I 


1344 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 31, 


am going to wait until I hear from them a little more fully upon 
the subject. 
There is a provision here that whenever this money runs down 


in amount, whenever it shall fall below $100,000, 
effort shall be made. 

Mr. SPOONER, Shall be made? 

Mr. TELLER, Shall be made. He has no discretion about 
that. Although he might be satisfied that there would be no 
trouble about it, there is a hundred million dollars always dedi- 
cated to absolute nonmoney use. 

Mr. SPOONER. We do that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do that now. 

Mr. TELLER. We donot do that, because there is no law au- 
thorizing it. We donot do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under the bill, I mean. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, you do. We have a system of putting 
aside a hundred million dollars for the redemptionof greenbacks, 
but it went down to $42,000,000 once, under . Cleveland’s Ad- 
ministration, you will remember, and the country did not come 
to any considerable trouble by it that I know of. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the country did. 

Mr. TELLER. No, it did not. The large demand upon the 
Government for gold in exchange for greenbacks was made after 
the call was made for the bonds. That is a fact which the Senator 
can look up and find to be true. A large amount of the money 
came right out of the Treasury and went back into the Treasury 

in for those bonds. 

. President, I am somewhat afraid of bonds. I had hoped at 
one time in my life to see the Government out of debt. I know 
now, unless I should live to an age to which I have not any pos- 
sible hope or expectation of living, or any other man now living, 
that we will not be out of debt. But can we not call a halt on it? 
Can we not stop where we are? Is there anything in the gold- 
. that will justify us in increasing the national 
debt in order to maintain it? If it can not be maintained without 
that, is it a desirable system for us? I wish the Senators would 
answer all those questions. 

Those questions disturb me. I do not want to discuss them 


„then this 


upon any political lines. I have great interest in the American 
people. I believe myself in their good sense and all that, but I see 
insidiously a system being im upon them which it seems tome 


will be very destructive of their best interests, and I feel it my duty 
to protest. I protested just as vigorously when I was a member 
of the Republican party against some of the policies of that party 
as I am doing to-day. s 

I do not believe you can ruin the entire nation; and I am pretty 
confident that some day the American common sense will reassert 
itself, and party preja ce and passion and the influence of 
wealth will not be able to continue a system which seems to me 
to be detrimental to the best interests of the people of this country. 
I have an abiding hope; but, as a distinguished economist in 
Europe said, It is not a question whether silver will be rehabili- 
tated; it is only a question how much suffering Europe will sus- 
tain before she does it.” It is not a question but that some day 
the American people will establish a righteous and just system of 
finance; but itis a question how much suffering, how many people 
will be wiped out financially in doing that which can heip, at most, 
only a trifling percentage of the American people, and that will 
inflict injury on very many. 

That is the reason why I approach this question with some ear- 
nestness and with some anxiety. I agree that times have im- 
proved. I believe it is said that iron has gone up 37 per cent in a 
year and a half, or less than two years, and that many other 
articles have gone up; but I notice with extreme solicitude that 
the men who toil on the farm are getting less to-day for their 
crops than they got last year. I notice that the men who form 
the basis of all good society—the iculturists—are getting no 
benefit whatever out of this socalled boom. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to say that all the 
iron goods used extensively by the farmers and everything else 
the farmer consumes have gone up from 35 to as high as 200 per 
cent, while the price of their crops has not increased? 

Mr. TELLER. I was coming to that point. A system of pros- 


perity which touches only a few or even a considerable number of 
people and leaves out the great substratum of society, the class 
upon which the hopes of the Republic must always depend, the 


American farmers, is a vicious one and that prosperity is a de- 
lusion. As the Senator from Nebraska said, and as I was going 
to say, everything that the farmer buys has gone up anywhere 
from 15 to 37 per cent, and, as he says, on some trust articles even 
more. His expenses are ter and his income less. There is a 
fault in this prosperity of yours. It is not here. 

Mr. President, the people of the United States are more inter- 
ested in this bill than in any other. I believe I heard somebody 
say that the question of our relations with foreign countries is the 
great question. I do not believe it. I believe that the thing which 
touches the interest of 75,000,000 people as the money question 


touches them is the great interest. Nobody ought to have more 

interest in the men who toil than the Republicans in this Chamber 

or the Republican party. They have been the backbone and sup- 

port of the Republican since it carried its first banner, and 
et, as said by the Senator from Arkansas, there is not any hope 
or them in this bill. 

I hope Senators will tell us when they get the floor how this is 
to h. p the American laborer, how it is to help the man who tills 
afew acres. Tell us whether it is to give him greater ability to 
take care of his family, to fit them for the great duties of Ameri- 
can citizenship. It will not do for you to say that it gives us more 
stable money, which is one of the fallacies of your class of men 
now. You have had stable money for the last twenty years. You 
have had it with silver, and the history of the world will bear me 
out in the statement that the stability of money based upon the 
two metals has always been greater than when based upon one. 

The other day I was looking over the Economic History of 
Athens, by Mr. Boechk, and he again and again states that silver 
was found to be the stable money in ancient times and that the 
value of gold was determined by silver and not silver by gold. 
You discard one of the money metals, and you make money dear, 
and you put up prices by combinations, and then you call it pros- 
Fenn at is infinitely worse than he who, having swept the 

and of ple and property, created a solitude and called it peace. 

This bill brings no comfort and no hope to the student of finance. 
It brings no hope to the men who know what the history of the 
world’s money has been; no hope to the men who have kept in 
touch with the affairs of the last twenty years and have seen great 
countries like Germany and Austria ee} Russia struggling with 
this question and practically maning ‘ 

It brings no hope to the men who know that it took the great 
power of England, with no other country struggling for gold, 
from 1816 to 1823 to make her gold standard asuccess, acondition 
which Lord Baring described when he declared before the com- 
mittee of 1832 that silver had always been the stable money of the 
world and was then, and that gold was not, and when he said, We 
were compelled to ransack every corner to find gold to carry out 
this system.” A Mr. O'Connell said in Parliament, “I can con- 
ceive no purpose in the passane of this bill save and except an 
experiment to see how much human nature can endure. We 
have aad ey “ine he said, Boots since EoLA Ana ea made that 
speech in 1835. any coun’ as prospered, an its le 
have prospered, under the gold standard let the Senators tell ee 
where and what country it 

Mr. President, I am not going into ancient history, but the man 
who does not read these things and does not take the truth home 
to him is not fit to legislate in this Chamber. There is a t 
purpose to be served by this bill, and the first object is to establish 
the x Neve standard, to put the country upon one metal absolutely. 
With it will come a demand that the silver money shall disappear, 
and under this bill, if it becomes a law, no man can stand on this 
floor and give any reason why the Government should not sell the 
$500,000,000 in silver we have now. They are to be remitted to 
the category of representative money. Their influence is no longer 
to be felt in determining values. They are no longer to have the 
commercial influence that they have been having as primary 
mmen: You might as well supply their place with paper money 
as to leave them there as the simple representative of money to be 
exchanged for what under the proposed law you make the only 
money of this country. 

Mr. President, there are some other matters in connection with 
this bill, but I will reserve them until after I have heard the Sen- 
ator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
. — ALDRICH] and, I trust, other Senators on the Committee on 

inance. I do not ask in any sense that they shall do what is un- 
usual or improper, but I dosay here that in the history of the 
world there has been but one exception like this, and that was in 
1873, when we changed our financial system without the knowl- 
edge of any man who voted for the bill and certainly without the 
knowledge of the man who signed it. I undertake to say that in 
the long line of the history of financial transactions the friends of 
the measure proposed haye always given it some defense, and here 
it has had practically none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, before this measure is voted 
upon I intend to state my objections to the first ten lines of the 
substitute establishing the gold standard, and I only rise now to 
ascertain what is contained in the rest of the bill, as the commit- 
tee understand it. The senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
I understood to say that the Senate substitute contained a decla- 
ration that all the bonds of the United States now payable in gold 
or silver coin at the option of the Government are made payable 
in gold alone. If I am not mistaken, I heard him make that state- 
ment while the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] Was 
8 ng. 

Mr. President, I have carefully examined the bill substitute, and 
I do not find any such enactment therein contained. It certainly 
was contained in the House bill. The junior Senator from 


1900. 


Arkansas was right in his statement as to the bill which came 


from the House. I wish toread the clause in order that it may be 
seen how broad it was. 

That all interest-bearing obligations of the United States for the payment 
of money, now existing or hereafter to be entered into, and all United States 
notes and Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be 
deemed and held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States.as 
defined in section 1 of this act; and all other obligations— 

Mark how broad the language is— le 
ublio and Ral hoes for the payment of money shall be performed in con- 
ormity with the standard established in said section. 

There was an absolute declaration, Mr. President, in favor of 
the gold standard and the paymentin gold of obligations not only 
of the United States, but of every private obligation throughout 
the length and breadth of the land. That, to my mind, as Sen- 
ators well know, is a very objectionable enactment, and if it were 
to be found in the Senate substitute it would be an additional 
reason why I could not vote for it, besides the provisions of the 
first ten lines establishing the gold standard. But they are not 
in the Senate amendment anywhere. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the difference between making the 
resent bonds payable in gold and making them exchangeable 
or bonds that are payania in gold? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the precise difference between the 
House and Senate measures, and it is a very great difference. The 
Senate amendment simply provides that all the existing interest- 
bearing obligations of the Government at a certain rate provided, 
which shall not net more than 2} per cent to the holders of the 

resent bonds, may be exchanged for a 2 per cent gold bond of 
the Government. The holders of the outstanding obligations may 
at their option make that exchange. 

Now, that may be objectionable to some Senators, but the re- 
markable fact that it is expected that we can fund the whole of 
our interest-bearing national debt in 2 per cent bonds is something 
wonderful to me. I suppose the committee really believe the ex- 
change can be effected? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have no doubt about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They believe it can be effected. I have some 
doubt whether it can be. If that was all there was in the meas- 
ure, I should vote for it, because if it so happens that a 2 per cent 
gold bond is worth so much more than a bond payable in gold or 
silver at the option of the Government that our whole debt can 
be funded in it, it seems to me that it is a financial operation 
which it would be very judicious for the United States to make. 

Mr. President, I think the question is a much broader one than 
that which is raised by the proposition to fund, with the consent 
of the holders, the existing national debt in a 2 per cent bond. It 
is a question whether the United States shall adopt the single 
gold standard, shall ee gold monometallism, as its financial 
policy, or whether it shall continue its efforts to secure bimetal- 

ism—the use of both a and silver as standard money. Upon 

that question I shall take occasion to speak to the Senate here- 

after; but I thought it was well, inasmuch as the question has 

been raised, to have it settled to-day, if we can, so far as the in- 

- terc e of views between Senators can settle it, whether or not 

thereis in the Senate amendment any semblance of this first pro- 
vision in the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from New Hampshire is undoubt- 
edly right. There is nothing in the Senate substitute that in any 
manner changes the status of existing bonds, either directly or 
indirectly. 

FRANCISCO v. DE COSTER. 

Mr. NELSON. If there is no intention to debate further the finan- 
cial bill this afternoon, l ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 1293) granting pay and allowances to Francisco V. De 
Coster, late captain, First Battalion of Cavalry, Mississippi Marine 


e. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consiđer the bill. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CUIVRE RIVER, MISSOURI 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2279) declaring Cuivre River to be 
nota navigable stream, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill just reported is very short; it affects 
only a little place in Missouri; it is recommended by the Secreta 
of War, and I ask unanimous consent that it may te now consid- 
ered. Itis only three or four lines long. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It declares that Cuivre 
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River, in the counties of Lincoln and St. Charles, in the State of 
Missouri, is not a navigable stream, and shall be so treated by 
the 5 of War and all other authorities. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like some little explanation of this 
bill by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will have the reports of the Secretary of 
War and the engineer officers printed in the RECORD if the Sena- 


tor desires. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I do not want those. I want the Senator’s 
voice to explain to me the bill—how you can make a river not 
navigable by declaring it not navigable? 
por 5 It is clearly within the power of Congress 

0 . 

Mr. CHANDLER. To declare it nonnavigable? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This river hating been once appropriated 
for (I secured an appropriation some fifteen or eighteen years ago 
to have the snags removed from it), it has become, in the estima- 
tion of the War Department, a navigable highway. Now, rail- 
roads are running across there. They have to make their draw- 
bridges. They have to putin their piers. They obstruct the flow 
of theriver. There is no pretense that there is anything but 14 
miles of it which, when the river is 3 becomes navigable. 
That is the only time it is navigable. e want this declared not 
a navigable river, that bridges may be constructed over it with 
longer spans and without these piers; and the people there—the 
farmers and everybody living along the stream—want this done. 
They have sent a petition here for it, and there is no public inter- 
est that can be harmed by it. > 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator kindlyinform me what has 
become of the money we spent to take out the snags and stumps? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suppose it was spent by the officers of the 
United States ineer Corps in the payment of services and in 
payment for the time they spent there. I could get the Senator 
the accounts if he desires them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And if it would interest him or convince him 
of the necessity for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must not get out of patience 
because I want to know the reason why this bill is to be passed. 
Whenever he objects to any bill I ask to have passed, I always 
es ey it courteously and kindly. 

r. COCKRELL. I am not objecting. If you want to object 
to the bill, object to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwantthe Senator from Missouri to tell me 
frankly whether or not it was not a mistake to make it navigable. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think it was, in one sense of the word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the expenditure of money upon it at 
that time was not wise? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it was very wisely spent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri very frankly 
tells me, and I have no further objection to action upon the bill. 
5 It gives me pleasure to tell anything that is 

e 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator can tell me anything more 
about it, I will listen with pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ifthe Senator wants to know anything more, 
I will tell him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has very graciously more than 
satisfied me. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the reports I have referred to 
may be printed in the RECORD, so as not to consume the time of 
the Senate in reading them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, they will 
be printed in the RECORD. : 

e papers referred to are as follows: 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1900. 

Sin: Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to refer to you the in- 
closed bill (S. 2279), Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, declaring the Cuivre 
River to be not a navigable stream, and to request you to furnish the com- 
mittee with such suggestions as you may deem proper touching the merits 
of = = a the propriety of its passage. 

Sia 25 WOODBURY PULSIFER, Clerk. 
Hon. ELIHU Root, Secretary of War. 
War DEPARTMENT, January 27, 1900. 
lly returned to the chairman Committee on Commerce, United 


Respectfu 
States Rapate inviting attention to the noru reper’ of the Chief of 
n United States Army, dated January 26, and inclosures therein 


ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, January 26, 1900. 
SIr: Ihave the honor to return herewith a letter, dated the 10th instant, 
from the Senate Commi Commerce, inclosin 
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wholly within the State of Missouri, fl into the Mississippi River a short 
—.— . = xamin: 


ce north of the mouth of River. The river was e: 
in 1871 up to Moscow 28 m above its mouth. An examination and 
survey was also made in which showed that a point knownas Chain of 


— 1 miles above the mouth, might be properly considered the head 
na 
The was referred to Capt. McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, and I 
to invite attention to his report thereon. a copy of which is inclosed. 
report gives information regarding the present condition of the river, 
and it appears therefrom that its capacity for commerce is very small and 
that the public interests would not suffer 2 closing the river to naviga- 
tion. y see no Se to the ge of the pnr by Congress. 
e our o ent ser van 
n JOHN M. WILSON, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army. 
Hon. ELIHU Root, Secretary of War. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock 


Island, IU., January 22, 1900. 
Brig. Gen. Jons M. WILSON, 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
GENERAL: [have the honor to return herewith S. 2279, A bill declaring 
Cuivre River to be not a na ble stream.“ 


vents na tion during low water. Wh 
— and tho Mee 2 


of the stream is diffi 

The only persoa the Cuivre River can be considered a navigable waterway 
is when the Mississippi is at a high s at the mouth of the Cuivre and the 
latter is at a low or medium stage. re has been expended on the Cuivre 
River by the United States the sum of $7.000 in snagging and g. This 
work was completed in 1882. Since that date it 2 that no boats have 
ascended the river, with the exception of some barges belonging to a con- 
tractor at work on the improvement òf the M ippi River, who obtained 
material for his work from this kain A drawbridge at Old Monroe, built 

883, has never been opened for boa 


to be in favor of th Tall as shown by tne er O pee J. A 
vor of the as shown e re rJ. 
Macfie, inclosed — * a 

No amendments to the bill are 


ent servant, 
C. McD. TOWNSEND, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers. 


Very respectfully, your o 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock Island, Ill., January 19, 1900. 
Carr: As per your order, I have the honor to submit the following re 
port on the navigation of the Cuivre River: 


Thore is no steamboat traffic on the river. 3 Contractor James 
Short cut some brush one the banks. In 1895 or Mr. Short cut several 
hundred cords of wood on 


he Cuivre bottom lands, going up about 4 miles 
from the 1 taking out the wood on barges. The General Bar- 
nard was the last to go through to Chain of Rocks, according to Dr. Mc- 
Elwee, in 1881 (records of this office). The steamer Dora made a few trips 
up the Cuivre in 1881. Some dredging was done in 1881 and 1882. The draw- 
belage at Old Monroe, built in 1 has never been opened for boats. 

At Old Monroe I found the farmers and merchants anxious to have the 
river closed to navigation. They hope, by ment with the railway 
company, to build a wagon bridge across the vre alongside the track. 
There is no wagon bridge below of Rocks. The ferry at Old Monroe 
can only be used during high water, and a wagon bridge is needed at that 


t. 

At Chain of Rocks I was informed that a petition had been forwarded to 
Congressman CLARK, signed by practically all the farmers, asking to have the 
river closed to navigation. 

At present the cross section at Old Monroe is small. To protect the piers 
large ice breakers have been built. The farmers think the bridge holds the 
water back, wera, ) their lands. The railway company has promised to put 
in one l span and remove the t obstruction. 

I did not find any objection to proposed Senate bill No. 2279, which has 
been mentioned in the local papers and seems to be understood by the people. 

Copies of the bill were sent to Chain of Rocks. 

At Old Monroe Mr. Niemeyer, the oldest and most influential resident, and 
at Chain of Rocks Dr. McElwee will furnish any information desired. 

Respectfully submitted. 


J. A. MACFIE, 
United States Inspector. 
Capt. C. McD. TOWNSEND 
Corps of Engineers, U. &. A., Rock Island, IU. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 

February 1, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 31, 1900, 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. . 
Albert D, Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., to be register of the land 


office at Dotas, Wyo., to take effect January 13, 1900, at the 
expiration of his first term of office, (Reappointment, ) 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Karl Ohnesorg, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an assistant sur- 


geon in the Navy, from the 27th day of January, 1900, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade. 


CHIEF GUNNER IN THE NAVY, 


Gunner Frank H. Whitney, to be a chief gunner in the Na X 
from the 7th day of January, 1900, in accordance with the pre 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1899, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Lient. Col. William S, McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
colonel, January 29, 1900, vice Coates, Seventh Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

Maj. Charles R. Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, to be lientenant- 
conor PNRA 29, 1900, vice McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Capt. George B. Walker, Eleventh Infantry, to be major, Jan- 
uary 29, 1900, vice Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Maj. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, to be lientenant- 
colonel, January 29, 1900, vice Ludlow, who vacates by appoint- 
ment as brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Capt. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 
January 29, 1900, vice Heuer, promoted. 

First Lieut, Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, to be captain, 
January 29, 1900, vice Townsend, promoted. 

Second Lient. Harley B. Ferguson, Corps of Engineers, to bo 
first lieutenant, January 29, 1900, vice Jadwin, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY—TWENTY-SEVENTH 
INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Maj. Clyde B. Crusan, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 29, 1900, vice 
Cassels, promoted. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, to succeed 
John H. Brocklesby, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
on February 14, 1900. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Philip Spaugh, to be e at Hope, in the county of Bar- 
tholomew and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

William C. Balee, to be rat Guthrie, in the county of 
Todd and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1900. 

Wilbur Sawyer, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of E. B. Burr, whose 
commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Charles E. Townsend, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of W. M. 
Pennell, removed. 

William H. Coffey, to be postmaster at Tufts College, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment 
ofa r for the said office 3 law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Frank A. Peavey, to be postmaster at Upton Works, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Fred Slocum, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tus- 
cola and State of Michigan, in the place of W. O. Luce, whose 
commission expires February 18, 1900. 

John H. Crowder, to be aster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900, 

John M. Brown, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of W. B. Dayton, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1900. 

D. D. Cottrell, to be postmaster at North Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William S. McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Avon, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York, in the place of J. S. Tighe, 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. 

Henry P. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 
of Stenben and Stateof New York, in the placeof James McLean, 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. 

Peter H. Zimmerman, to be tmaster at Wayland, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of John 

i whoss commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Mary W. Chase, to be postmaster at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in the place of Mary W. Chase, 


whose commission expires February 11, 1900. (Reappointed.) 
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James Lane, to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
titas and State of Washington, the appointment of a ter 


postmas 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Albert J. Munson. to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Mason and State of Washington, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Alfred H. Cole, to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the coun 
of Pleasants and State of West Virginia, in place of C. N. 
Matheny, resigned. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January $1, 1900. 


George P. Schryver, to be ter at Port Jefferson, Suffolk 


County, in the State of New York. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1900. 
POSTMASTER. 


Samuel H. Hurst, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Ross and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 31, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupsn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House passed a 
Senate joint resolution identical in terms with House resolution 
No. 50. I move that the latter lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the motion of the 
ayes from Pennsylvania will be considered as agreed to. 
e Chair hears no objection. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The 8 er announced his signature to an enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. R. 3. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of 
a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of the 


national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 


EXPERIMENTAL AGRICULTURE ON ARLINGTON ESTATE. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill (H. R. 1092) to set apart a portion of the Arlin 
estate for experimental agricultural purposes, and to place said 
tion under the jurisdiction of the 5 Agriculture and 
is successors in office, was read, as follows: 


Whereas the United States Government is seized and of a large 
of land containin 1.175 acres, situsted just across Potomac River, 
op te Washington, D. C., known as the Arlington estate d 


an u y waste of land overgrown with bushes and b. rs: an 
Whereas the eastern portion of said large tract of land is not now used for 
any purpose and is susceptible of great improvement and well ada: for 


cultural experiment urposes; and 
Whereas it is desirous that the Agricultural Department of the United 
States should have land for experimental purposes and the practical illus- 


tration thereof: Therefo 
Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby transferred and given to the 
Secretary of culture and his successors in ce over so much of the 


g from the Alexan- 
and the Potomac River, containing about 500 
acres. 
SEOC. 2. toner ETOC ee this act is to set a; said tract of 
arm 


land as a general experimen in its broadest sense, where all that per- 
tains culture in its several and different branches, including animal 


to 
industry and horticulture, may be fostered and encou: „ and the practice 
and 1 the United States advanced, promoted, and prac- 
tically illustrated. 


lute control of said pr d bed in section o ra by clearing, under- 

aaea eee she Beso proper roads and rovers constructing 
per bridges and buil gs, and in other ways as his judgment may die- 

— bring said rty as rapidly as possible into the proper i to 

ae je a for which it is set apart. 

EC. 4. 


act shall be r force from its 
Mr. RAY of New York. Before unanimous consent is granted, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RIXEY] a 
2 1 notice this is a ef sor ye to appropriate a part of 
e Arlington estate—lands, as I understand, adjoining the ceme- 


tery—to agricultural purposes. Before we grant any such author- 
ity, moths aow whether Tb ae conan that this 
appro on agri purposes never inter- 
fere with the use of the estate for the purpose of a national ceme- 
tery, for which it is now used. 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the gentleman from New York 5 
Ray], I will say that this estate, as is well known, contains about 
1,175 acres, divided into two separate tracts by the Geor n and 
Alexandria Railroad, which runs in a straight line through the 
property. To the west of this road are all the highlands belong- 
ing to the property. This tract to the west contains about 7 
acres, about 60 acres of which are now used as a military post and 
200 acres for the Arlington Cemetery, 1 between 400 and 
500 acres which at present are not used. This bill, however, deals 
only with the lands lying between the public road and the river 
the lands known as the low lands or flat lands of the Potomac— 


lands absolutely unsuited for cemetery purposes. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the Secretary of War consent to this 
p: ition? 


. RIXEY. He does. 

Mr. STEELE. I was about to ask the same question—whether 
this measure has the approval of the War ent? 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana, I will 
say that this bill was introduced in the last Congress and was re- 
ferred to the War Department for its recommendation. It was 
auprovod by that Department and also by the Secretary of Agri- 

ture. During the present Congress the bill was reintroduced 
and again referred to the Secretary of War, whose letter I have 
here and will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 30, 1900. 

Sin: I beg to hand you herewith a copy of H. R. bill 1062, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, first session, entitled A bill to set apart a portion of the Arlington 
estate for experimental agricultural purposes, place said porti: 
der the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his successors in 
office,” with amendments and interlineations, left by you at this office on Sat- 


and to 


a last, ther with a typewritten, clean copy thereof, and to remark 
spears with the amendments suggested meets the approval 
0 en 
Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
ae z Secretary of War. 


Hon. Jown F. RIXEY, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. RIXEY. Letmesay that the amendments suggested by the 
War Department have been accepted by the committee, and I 
proposa to offer them for adoption at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE, I should like to ask whether this is a unanimous 
ei ae from any committee? 

. RIXEY. It is; the Committee on Military Affairs was 

unanimous in its report to the last Congress. The report at this 
Congress is also unanimous. 
Mr. PAYNE. I see the bill provides that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may build roads and bridges over the estate. It gives 
him pretty goea authority in connection with this work of rais- 
mey tables, etc. 

. RIXEY. Mr.S er, in answer to the gentleman from 
New York, I will say that this property is overgrown with bushes 
and in its present condition is practically useless for any ordinary 
purposes. This bill simply gives the Secretary of Agriculture au- 
thority to improve it so as to make it available for the p 
contemplated by the bill. It was thought best that wide discre- 
tion and authority should be given the Secre of Agriculture. 
The Government does not part with its title. It still retains the 
property, but places it under jurisdiction of the Agricultural De- 
partment, where it will be improved and used for experimental 
agricultural purposes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought 8 it was for the improvement 
of the property rather or the advantage of agriculture that 
the bill was introduced. 


Mr. RIXEY. Well, Mr. S er, I hope it will improve both. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Virginia will be considered to- 
gether by the House, and the Clerk will report the amendments, 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 9 of page 8 of the bill, after the word “about,” strike out 
“five” and “four;” so that it will read "about 400 acres." 

In line 7 of page 2, after the word “ Virginia,” insert “otherwise called 

town and Alexandria road.” 

Amend by adding, after section 3, the follo 3 x 

“ Provided, That all improvements of or which may at any time be made 
upon said premises, as herein contemplated, shall be so located, constructed, 
and maintained as not to interfere with or obstruct the natural waterwa: 
or the sewers or other means now established or which may hereafter 


vided, constructed, or maintained for the purpose of affordi 
rainage and sewerage to the other tines oF wold estate: And provided 
this act i or interfere with any of svani 
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At the end of section 1, on page 2, insert: 

With the exception, however, of a strip of land, as follows: Commencing 
at the point where the 5 and Alexandria road enters the Arlington 
estate on the north side; thence along said road 525 yards; thence in a line 
ndicular to said road with the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; th 


; thence along 


— canal to the south side of the reservation; jurisdiction over which is re- 


tained by the Secretary of War.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RIXEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill 4481, to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 
1899, reported by the Committee on Rivers and bors, may be 
considered at this time. Iask that the reading of the original bill 
be di with, in view of the fact that the committee has 
adopted a substitute which contains the provisions of the original 
bill, with some slight changes which are explained fully in the 
report of the committee. 

r. RICHARDSON, But the gentleman will have the substi- 
tute bill read? 

Mr. BURTON. Of course. Iwas only desirousof saving time. 
I think it would be well to have the reading of the substitute first, 
or rather the report of the committee, which explains fully what 
the substitute contains. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the read- 
ing of the original bill be soe apes with, and the report, which 
describes the object of the bill and certain amendments in the 
nature of a substitute, be read, and then that the substitute bill be 
read and considered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. 4481, having duly considered the same, beg leave to submit the follow- 
— Pk and recommend that said bill be amended by the adoption of the 
su ute filed herewith, and, when so amended, that the bill do 

House bill 4481 had for its object the correction of three errors 
and harbor act which was approved March fi 

The bill as it passed the House contained the following item: 

“Improving Galveston ae Channel and Buffalo payon, Texas: For im- 


provement of the Galyeston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou, pi dredging 
or otherwise, from the jetties at Galveston, Tex., up through t 


the river 


© present 


ship channel and Buffalo Bayou tothe proposed harbor site at Houston, Tex. 
tobe provided by the citizens of Houston, $250,000: Provi That out of said 
sum asuitable dredge may be construc for said work.” 


Senate amendment struck out the above paragraph and inserted the 
aph which the bill under consideration proposes to repeal. The con- 
erence ittees agreed that the House provision should stand, with an 
amendment Rene. the appropriation to $300,000, and that the provision 
p by the Senate should not stand. In the hurry of the closing days 
of the session the conference report on this item was so worded as to mislead 
the enrolling clerk into so enrolling the act as to leave standing both the 
amended House provision and the Senate provision. 
ls ape two errors consist in refe g to sections of the act by wrong 
numbers. 
The act was scarcely envolled in season for signature by the President and 
not in season to allow the errors to be detected and corrected. 
It is conceded that said re should be made, and upon further consider- 


best also to substitute for the paragraph above mentioned the 3 that 
the amoun 

$300,000 
nel named, be applied after pa 


g such sums as 
administrati 


may be n for 
tenance” in improving division 107 said 


survey, which extends from the mouth of the jetties of Galveston, through 
Galveston Bay to the north end of Morgan so called. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the substitute? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been read yet. 

The SPEAKER, The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7739) to amend “An act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, , and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1899. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in That section 1 of the act entitled An act 
making 1 for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain ic ri 
March B, 1009 be, BA out and re- 

1127 and of the United States 


8 and the same is hereby, amen 
Beating e aphs in said act on 
tatutes at „volume 30, whic! as follows: 

Improving Galveston pmp Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Texas: For im- 
provement of the Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo ‘ou, by dredging or 
other from the jetties at veston, Tex., up throug the present ship 

o Bayou to the proposed harbor site at Houston, Tex. 


p 000: Provided, That out of said 
sum a suitable areago may be constructed for said work. 

For commencing improvement of the water route from the mouth of 

h the existing ship channel and up Buffalo 

harbor at in accordance with 


the jetties at Galveston, 
Pason to Houston: Tee’, tain 


project submitted by the Board of Engineers in report of survey dated No- 


vember 3, 1897, 000: Provided, That contracts may be ente into by the 
Secretary of War for the whole or any part of such materials and work as 
may be required for prosecuting said improvement, or the said materials may 
be purchased and the work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the 
aggregate $2,000,000: vided further, That outof saidsum two dredges may 
be constructed for said work. 


P aag amend said act so as to read, in place of said paragraphs repealed, as 
‘ollows: 


“Improving Galveston cay Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Texas: For im- 
provement of the Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou by dredging or 
otherwise, in accordance with the project submitted by a board: of engineers 
in the report of a survey dated November 3, 1897," submitted by the Chief 
of Engineers in his report for 1898, in volume 1, pages 288 and 289, $300,000: 
Provi That all sums heretofore 8 and available for work on 
Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo ou are hereby made available for 
said projec Provided further, That all oF said sums of money not necessary 
GA adi a arenon, suryeys, and maintenance be used in improving division 

SEC. 2. Thatsection 12 of the same act be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by striking out the word “fourteen” after the word“ section,“ and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘eleven.” 

Sed. 3. section 20 of the same act be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking out the word “ten,” after the word “sections,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ nine.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. Burton] why this legislation can not be procured through 
the regular river and harbor bill, which, I trust, the committee 
will soon Epa to the House? 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, the error is one which is so pal- 
pable that it calls for prompt correction without postponement. 

Again, it has been decided by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors that they will report no appropriation bill until the next 
session of this Congress. 

Still further, the Engineer Department, noticing the ambiguit; 
in the bill, haye declined to take any action on either project un 
this was settled by Congress. 

The third is, perhaps, the strongest reason of any, but it seems 
to me any one of the three is sufficient. 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand, then, that it is agreed that there 
will be no river and harbor bill at this session. 

Mr. BURTON. The committee so decided yesterday. 

Mr. MCRAE. I make no objection to the present consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to have the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BALL] heard on this bill for a few minutes. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, during the last session of Congress 
there was an item of $250,000 proposed to be appropriated by the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee at this end of the Capitol. There 
was a Senate amendment striking out the original provision and 
inserting an amendment providing for $2,000,000 to be expended 
on the same project, namely, a ship channel from the jetties at 
Galveston to Houston, Tex. The Senate and House conferees 
agreed to strike out the Senate provision and restore that of the 

ouse, with an increase of $50,000, thus making $300,000 intended 
to be appropriated by both bodies for the project mentioned in 
the substitute bill just read. 

As the chairman of the committee has stated, by an error in en- 
grossing the bill both provisions were incorporated, and as it now 
stands there is a Rouen in the existing law for the expenditure 
of both the $300, intended by the Congress and the $2,000,000 
inserted by the Senate amendment. That is an error, and so far 
as the immediate Representative of the district and his constitu- 
ents are concerned, there is no objection to the repeal of the pro- 
vision in the Senate appropriating $2,000,000 for this project, for 
the reason that it was not the intention of Congress to do so, and 
it was not the intention of the conference committee. I wish to 
say, as the Representative most nearly interested in this project, 
that the bill now under consideration does not appropriate a dol- 
lar, that it takes away $2,000,000 that has been already errone- 
ously appropriated, and does not increase the obligations of the 
Government one cent; and I ask that the measure be permitted to 
go through without objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ges ern to the present consideration” 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The substitute was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the original bill will lie on 
the table, 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PAY FOR CERTAIN RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE MARINE’ CORPS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the request that I 
made yesterday morning for unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Jom resolution No. 77, to provide pay to certain 
retired officers of the Marine Corps, and I surrender the floor to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


1900. 


unanimous consent for the present consideration of joint resolu- 
tion No. 77. Is there objection? 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 was unanimous consent given? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. fore unanimous consent is given, Mr. 


Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The bill was read yesterday, but perhaps it 
had better be read in this morning. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot insist on that, Mr. Speaker, as I 
remember the bill. It can be read if desired. I understood the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to object to the present 
consideration, and I want to ask him if he has since examined it? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say that I have read the bill, and while 
I have not given it as close an examination as I would if I had 
been reporting the bill, yet, from what the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says and as far as I can see, the bill is a proper one. 

I want to say just one word further. I object esterday, not 
on the ground that the bill itself was objectionable, but for the 
reason that the bill properly belonged, under the rules of the 
House, to the gen deficiency bill. Now, I am quite sure the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the members of the House 
would acquit me of desiring to make any captious objection to 
any matter that ought to be enacted, and yet, as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I feel that Lowe a duty to the 
House, as well as along the lines of good legislation, to insist on 
the jurisdiction of the various committees being exercised. Other- 
wise you take a deficiency bill or a general appropriation bill, and 
if a number of committees have jurisdiction of them you never 
can tell where we are at.” Having said that much, and called 
the attention of the House to it, the fact that the urgent deficiency 
bill has passed the House, and there being no chance for this item 
to go into that or into the general bill for two or three months, 
on further consideration, believing that the bill ought to pass, I 
do not feel at liberty to insist on my objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is bad practice to give unanimous consent without the bill being 
reported. I ask to have the bill read. à; 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the aggregato of all sums appropriated in an act en- 
titled “An act 1 ons for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for other porpora approved March 3, 1899, under 
the head Pay, Marine Corps," shall be disbursed and accounted for in ac- 
g law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that pur- 

eee one fund; the provisions of this act to take effect from 
une 90, . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the ip arg of considering the Indian appropriation 
bill; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be limited to this day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of House bill 7433, 
the Indian appropriation bill, and pending that, asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to this day. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I object. : 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman 
that, so far as I am advised, an agreement of that kind would be 
satisfactory to this side of the House. I should like to ask, Mr. 
Speaker, who it was that objected? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think no member objected under the rules, 
as I saw no member rise, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. The 

uestion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider the Indian appropriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the erate of the Union, with Mr. Moopy of Massa- 


chusetts in the chair, for the consideration of House bill 7438, the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

The MAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to dis with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill the title of which 
has just been read carries Be ice riations aggregating, in round 
numbers, $7,328,000. The like bill for the last fiscal year appro- 
priated $7,500,000, this bill carrying $172,000 less than last year’s 
appropriation bill. The amount of the original estimates, which 
reached us through the Treasury Department, was less by five 
hundred thousand and some odd dollars than the amount which 
we herein appropriate; but subsequent to the receipt of the origi- 
nal estimates supplemental estimates have been submitted through 
the Treasury Department which aggregated $641,000, an amount 
in excess by $113,000 of the amount which the bill carries. 

Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, it is well, in considering this appropri- 
ation bill, to have in mind a few facts with reference to these 
people for whom it provides. There are in the United States 
to-day, including those of Alaska, about 250,000 Indians. Of these, 
5,000 are in Al and about 65,000 in the Five Civilized Tribes, 
so called,in the Indian Territory. Of the Indians outside of those 
in the Indian Territory, 60,000 to 70,000 are ration Indians, Indi- 
ans receiving rations to a ter or less extent from the Govern- 
ment during each year. Ninety thousand of these Indians have 
discarded the blanket entirely and are clothed in the ordinary cit- 
izen’s clothes, and 35,000 of them use the clothing of citizens in 
part. Thirty-five thousand can read, and there are occupied by 
the entire Indian race in the neighborhood of 25,000 dwellings, 
leaving a comparatively small percentage of the Indians who now 
dwell er herrer | other than houses. e Indians occupy reser- 
vation lands and allotments, the majority—a large majority— 
being on reservation lands. 

These lands are comprised within about 150 reservations, and 
they occupy about 130,000 square miles. Besides the money 
which we appropriate in this bill for the care of the Indians, they 
have their own funds in the Treasury of the United States, inter- 
est on which is paid to them and paid to them without any annual 


legislation. These funds all together amount to thirty-odd mil- 


lions, about $32,000,000, pong an annual income of $1,600,000. 
One tribe, the Osage tribe, alone has in the Treasury Towar of 
$8,000,000 to-day, which draws interest at 5 per cent. 'There are 
about 1,700 Osages, and this fund provides for the annual pay- 
ment to them of a little short of $250 per capita. I understand 
that this makes this tribe the richest per capita people on the face 
of the earth. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where are they? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In Oklahoma; on their own reservation in 
Oklahoma. There are certain changes in the current bill from 
last year’s bill. Some items are larger than last year and others 
are smaller, Under two very large treaty obligations final pay- 
ments were due last year, and the appropriation thereforamounted 
to nearly $300,000, so that our treaty obligations are less than they 
were in the last fiscal year, and of necessity our gratuities for 
the Indians have somewhat in , because it is impossible, Mr. 
Chairman, to immediately cut off from these people help from the 
Government, when their own funds are greatly reduced or entirely 


expended. 
Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question at that point? 
. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. TALBERT. Is the general aggregate of the bill less than 
it 8 ear? 
— 


MAN. Ves, sir; the general aggre ate is $175,000 less 
than last year, and the report sets out in detail every item of its 
ene and each item of decrease from last year's appropriation 

Mr. TALBERT. And summing up the whole, it is $175,000 less 
than last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes; about $175,000 less than last year's ap- 
propriation. 7 

There is no item in the bill as reported, Mr. Chairman, for the 
continuance of the so-called contract schools. That is a question 
which gentlemen here remember has caused considerable discus- 
sion and not a little friction upon the floor. That is not in the bill 
this year, and there is no school for which any appropriation is 
made, other than Goyernment schools, save only the Hampton In- 
1 Virginia, for which an appropriation of $20,000 is carried 
in the bill. 

There are a few items in the bill which are legislative, I expect; 
some of them, I am quite sure, are subject to a point of order; and 
perhaps if I were not chairman of the committee, I would raise 
the point of order, not on the theory that they are not proper leg- 
islation, but that some of these matters might better be considered 
by a separate bill rather than as an item of the appropriation bill; 
but with reference to each and every of those items we will have 
f er discussion, I suppose, when they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill by sections. I think, Mr. Chairman, the statement 
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I have made covers briefly the salient points of the matters which 
will come eee consideration in the pending bill, and unless some 
member of the committee desires to ask me some specific question, 
I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman one question: 
If all the other contract schools have been discontinued, as the 
gentleman states, why has an exception been made with refer- 
ence to the Hampton School? I merely ask this question for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because the committee believed that the 
Hampton School is doing a work far superior to that done by an 
other contract school, Hampton being a manual training school, 
and no other contract school being of that character, and also 
educates with the Indians another race. 

Mr. COWHERD., If I have read the bill aright, the sum of 
$300,000 is appropriated for the Dawes Commission. 

Mr. SHER . The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD. If I understand correctly, this commission 
is charged with the ibility of making appraisements and 
ee of lands to the Indians under what is known as the 

rtis bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD. I also understand that pending the making 
of these allotments business in the Territory is practically sus- 

ded, and that this condition reaches out to all the adjoining 
tates, affecting business there also, Now, I should like to ask 
the gentleman whether any estimate has been made as to how 
much money will be needed in order to hasten the allotment of 
these lands—whether, if a liberal appropriation, such as has been 
estimated for by the Dawes Commission, were made, the work 
ot not be done much more rapidly than is provided for in the 


Mr. SHERMAN, The original estimate made by the Dawes 
Commission was for an appropriation on $171,000. ə question 
now propounded by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COWHERD] 
was asked by the tary of the Interior of the commission— 
whether or not with a larger appropriation they could not hasten 
their work; and there was a request from the Secretary that they 
should submit to him an estimate under which they believed they 
couldconclude the work in the Indian Territory within twelve 
months. They did submit such an estimate, amounting to $641,000. 
Then, after the members of the Dawes Commission—all four of 
them, I believe, certainly three; perhaps Mr. Needles was not 
present—were before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we had 
a discussion of this whole question lasting an entire morning, the 
result of which was that the members of the commission then 
present expressed the opinion that with $300,000 they could work 
with the test advantage during the coming year; that with 
this sum they could do the work in a way which would beentirely 
satisfactory to everybody, but that with the larger appropria- 
tion—$641,000—there would be required greater haste and there 
could not be insured as much accuracy in the work asif less haste 
Ar. COWHER i 

Mr. CO D. The gentleman will excuse me for occupying 
his time—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, that is what we are here for. 

Mr. COWHERD. But this is a very important matter, 
cially to the commercial communities doing business in that part 
of the country, 

I understand that a great many millions of acres of land are to 
be surveyed, appraised, and allotted. Now, if a liberal appropria- 
tion were made, would it not simply mean the putting of more 
rite dome parties in the field, whereas with a small appropriation 
this thing must drag on for several years, the work being done 
only by small surveying parties 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is force in the pee suggestion; 
but we thought that an 9 of 8300, 000 would be a liberal 
appropriation, and wo admit of very zapin progress of this 
work. With this appropriation it seems likely that the entire 
work in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations can be finished 
within the fiscal year, the work already having been completed in 
the Seminole Nation, thus leaving only the work in the Creek and 
Cherokee nations to be concluded in future years. 

This question was considered very carefully, discussed very 
thoroug ly in the committee. Mr. Dawes himself was present, 
and also Mr. Bixby and Judge McKinnon, and they agreed in our 
conclusion that an appropriation of $300,000 would permit them 
to continue the work very advantageously, 

Mr. COWHERD. How much of this appropriation of $300,000 
will be available for the use of these surveying parties who are 


ing the allotments? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Thegreaterpartofit. If the 3 Will 
look at the appropriate e of the bill he will see that upward of 


$200,000 will be available for that purpose. 
Mr. TALBERT. Isee that here on the last page of the re 


rt 
there are named certain new matters embraced in this bill which 


do not involve appropriations, and the committee proceeds to name 


five or six of these items. I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether the members of the committee were unanimous in 
regard to the adoption of these five or six new items of business, in 
accordance with the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN, recollection is that they were not unani- 
mous in reference to all of them. 

Mr. TALBERT. But none of these items, as I understand, car- 
ries any appropriation. 

a 8 MAN. No, sir. None of those specified carry appro- 
priations. 

Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not deem itn at this 
time to enter into a general discussion of the policy of this bill. 
The fact is that it contains no change of the gonen policy of the 
Government in regard to its Indian wards, I shall reserve what- 
ever discussion I wish to make upon the bill until we are proceed- 
ing under the five-minute rule, believing that in that way we can 
reach more intelligently the points under discussion. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire now to yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. W 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, 1 have no objection to any 
special provision in this bill; but 33 courtesy of the 
gentleman from Arkansas I desire to ad the Committee on 
the Whole rr a subject which perhaps is not entirely foreign 
to the one which is now before the House for consideration. 

If certain forces which are at work in the coun’ 
ent time become paramount and triumphant, it wi 
long before we will be compelled ann to examine and discuss 
appropriation bills for the Philippine Is and inst that 
anticipated and possible appropriation I desire to submit to the 
committee a few remarks. 

I favor the open-door policy for commerce; but I would close 
against the United States of America the open doors to imperialism 
everywhere. For that reason I have been opposed tothe taking and 
retention of the Philippines. The development of this Republic 
from its foundation to the present time has been along the lines 
of security. Its expansion has been one of necessity, but the 
effort of the President toreach out to the Philippines is an expan- 
sion by imitation only. The example of the great colonial powers 
of the world, which we have ever been taught to shun, be- 
come the chief inducement to the Administration to stretch the 
nation’s limits into the Orient. 

In all history there is recorded but one other attempt at expan- 
sion by imitation alone that is worthy of consideration or com- 

ison with this. That attempt is related in the fables of Æsop. 
That great historian tells us in a few graphic lines the disastrous 
results of counterfeit expansion on the frog which tried to imi- 
tate the bull in size; and if this McKinley Administration keeps 
up its present process of expansion in swollen mimicry of John 
Bull, another Æsop will be needed to gather up its remains and 
record its sad fate after the next elections. 

I do not believe the people of the United States will ever consent 
to these islands being admitted into the Union as a State; nor will 
they, on the other hand, tolerate a connection with them by liga- 
ments that have their growth in colonial despotism. If there is 
any middle policy to be pursued in the government of these islands, 
it is time to declareit. If the Republi party has not the wis- 
dom to declare its policy through Congress now, a year hence it 
will not have the power. The greatest q that now con- 
fronts the American people is their present and future relations 
to these islands. Are they to be prepared for eventual independ- 
ence? Are they to be given home rule under American govern- 
ment? Are they to be held as a vassal colony? These are inter- 
rogations with which the public now daily addresses this House. 

his Congress has no question before it that so strongly presses 
for an immediate answer. It involves a repose from agitation at 
home, peace to the people of those far-away islands, and a cessa- 
tion from the useless sacrifice of human life. It involves the 
future structure and aims of our own Government, the amount 
to which our appropriation bills are to be swelled, and the burden 
of tax we are to place upon the backs of the American people now 
and hereafter. hile anxiety and expectancy stand waiting on 
Congress to settle so vital a question, why should it longer delay 
an expression of its p ? We have given the Administration 
a whole year to settle this question in its own way, and if, as now 
seems to be the purpose, it is given another 14 of its own way 
in the Philippines, when it turns those islands over to this House 
for legislation, their condition will be fit only for despotism. 

We must not forget that when we first came in contact with 
the Philippines that the rapidly decaying power of Spain was 
each year bringing them nearer to the achievement of ir own 
independence; that before we purchased the slippery and un- 
comfortable position of the Spaniard, their future was ant 
with a living freedom, But their liberties and future well- 
have received no consideration at our hands. What fortunes 
can be made, and what is the character of government that will 
best secure to us those fortunes, are now the chief subjects of 


at the pres- 
not be very 
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inquiry. Industries are to be monopolized, franchises are to be 
given away,and for the 1,200 islands there are 1, 200 Sancho Panzas 
waiting on the promise of the chief re errant of expansion to 
be made governors. The supposed wealth and fortune producing 
power of those islands is what now imperils their liberties. Their 
prospects have been plated in the hands of ex on brokers, 
whose business it is to puff their value and in struggle to en- 
list cupidity on the side of iopen i 

A gentleman who traveled in the Philippines had occasion not 
long ago to address an audience of American citizens on this sub- 
ject. He drew from his vest pocket a nugget of gold and said: 


I have a nugget of pure gold picked up in its present form on the banks of 
a Philippine creek. 


He drew from his other vest pocket a bag of gold dust and said: 


I have gold dust washed out by careless natives from the sands of a Philip- 
pine stream. ` 

His whole argument was an exhibition of the wealth he had 
brought back from those islands in his vest pockets. In its power, 
in its intended purpose, and in its spectacular delivery, if it did 
not imitate, it certainly equaled the famous argument of Cato 
when he drew the Carthagenian figs from the ket of his toga 
and passed them around to the members of the Boman Senate with 


ber. 
was a commercialist who pushed his ventures on sea and land 
with the ever-expanding limits of the Roman Republic. The poet 
Terence in his lifetime more than once declared that the figs pro- 
duced in the Roman Senate never came from Carthage, but were 

lucked by Cato from his own trees that grew on his Sabine farm. 

e denominated the incident as ‘‘ Cato’s great political fig trick.” 
Cato was in a certain sense a patriot, but the object of his pi 
ism ner the commercial and militant expansion of the Roman 
Republic, 

nder the forces which he had set in motion to accomplish that 
object he had the misfortune to live and see virtue wither 
up, pommel 3 decay, the tooth of eat its way to 
the hearts of the Roman people, corruption and bribery made the 
chief pathways to eminence and glory, and the Republic tottering 
to its downfall under the cares with which it was burdened. In 
the short space of one generation after him Cato's kinsman and 
namesake saw the utter collapse of the Roman Republic and the 
rise of Cæsar’s empire on its ruins, and in remorse he slew himself. 
History is but getting ready to r t itself in a country when to 
the minds of its most eminent citizens it begins to suggest the re- 
vival of its old fig tricks.” 

There are those who attempt to impress the public with the 
belief that the insurgents are encour: in their resistance and 
that this war has been lengthened out by a few old fogies who still 
have the discourtesy and temerity to suggest the 1 of the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence and of free govern- 
ment asa solution of our difficulties in the Philippines. But there 
is no evidence that either the brain or the arm of the Administra- 
tion has been paralyzed by such a en Yeap and it is improbable 
that it aoe beyond the blue-pencil lines of our military satrapy 
at Manila. [Applause.] 

Doubtless the President has had to defend his rest at night by 
thrusting his dagger through the ancient ghost of that once im- 
mortal Declaration, and in his dreams he may haveagain witnessed 
the pale and 8 features of the Monroe doctrine, to the neck 


of which he tied a tone and left it to sink in mid-ocean. But 
in his waking moments, to ali such suggestions and airy figments 
of the sleeping brain his challenge of defiance has in bly been, 


an order for more transports to Manila. With a triumphant Army 
on land and an invincible Navy on the sea, the President has had 
at his command for the past year a greater force than was ever 
placed at the di 1 of any other President to conduct a foreign 
war or repel a foreign invasion, and it must be a hty 
cause in which that force has been engaged if its efficiency in the 
Philippine Islands has been crippled by the reading of the Decla- 
ration of Independence in the United States. 

There are only two reasons why this war has languished for a 
whole year; but two things that have given life and support to 
the insurrection. One is that Aguinaldo has refused to bring 
his army into eee and give us battle; the other is that the 
President has ref to bring the purpose of his Administration 
or government into the open, that it might be seen and understood 
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by all men. The President has said to 
stop your running and hiding in the brush, if you will 
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Aguinaldo: If you will 
cease your 
cowardly evasion of my and boldly give us battle, we will 
make short work of you and of this war.” Aguinaldo, in reply,. 
has said: Mr. President, if you will come out of the fog of ‘mani- 
fest destiny,’ out of your tical schemes for power at home and 
your dreams for a world-wide empire abroad, and boldly and 
without evasion declare that we shall have the same rights in our 
homes that Americans have in theirs, that we shall be given the 
right to manage our internal affairs, enjoy the wealth, products, 
and franchises of our own country, even though it be under the 
American flag and the just laws of Congress, then this war is 
already at an end.” [Renewed applause. ] ; 

But, sir, it must have been perceived long ago by all intelligent 
people that the President's object in the Phi goas was not to 
give them freedom, nor to give them the usual Territorial govern- 
ment which the United States has conferred on all its territory 
while unripefor statehood. To ae foundations for the future 
rise of a republic in the heart of Britain’s colonies, or, by the es- 
tablishment of the usual Territorial government, to confer the 
proud distinction of free American citizenship on the inhabitants 
of the Philippines in the presence of Britain's base colonial sub- 
jects, is not to be thought of. It would be like setting fire to your 
neighbor’s house. It would be but a poor return to Great Britain 
for having conducted us safely and triumphantly through the 
Spanish war to set the lamp of American liberty burning where 
it might awaken the slumbering millions within her dark colonial 
empire. England would never permitit. It would be open vio- 
lence to that unwritten treaty whose invisible and mysterious 
bonds hold the administrations of the two Governments in sym- 
pathy and unity of p 5 

The matter of the American Constitution and the citizen- 
ship with which it clothes the humblest being within the reach of 
its power must not be permitted to stand in the way of such 
heaven-born friendship. That friendship, sometimes interpreted 
as our obligations to other nations,” as ‘‘ the preservation of the 
world’s peace,” etc., has imposed upon the President the hard task 
of preserving in those islands the statu quo ante bellum, to sup- 
press their ambition for liberty, and to maintain the equilibrium 
of colonial despotism that has heretofore prevailed in that part of 
the world. In line with that purpose, his object has been tomake 
the Philippines a subservient colony of the United States; and the 
modern colony means slavery to its inhabitants, mse to the 
country that holds it, but privileges, power, prons, and robbery to 
the officials who govern it. It is the same old slavery that Agui- 
naldo and his d followers and their ancestors have been fight- 
in ainst for three hundred years under Spanish rule. 

ore peace was broken by force of arms between the Filipino 
and American, while they were yet on terms of friendship and 
alliance, they besought the President to inform them of the policy 
of his Administration and to consult them upon the future gov- 
ernment of the islands. He refused to hear them. They sent a 
trusted agent across the seas and continents to the city of Wash- 
ington to see the President, and to consult with him on those sub- 
jects which are to any people dearer than life and fortune—their 
liberty and their nationality. He refused to hear him. That 
agent was not even permitted to remain quietly in this city while 
the fate of his people and country stood trembling in the balance. 

The President's displeasure at his presence here incited the Ad- 
ministration newspapers to hound him down as a miscreant and 
a vagabond, and when abuse failed to drive him from the city the 
pai and secret detective forces were set upon his trail, who way- 

d and browbeat him upon the streets and in the lobbies of his 
hotel, until, as a stranger in a strange city, he was made conscious 
of impending personal violence, and he fled in fear in thenighttime 
from thecity of Washington. I am not speaking of an event that 
occurred in one of the South American Republics, nor in the do- 
minion of the Sultan of . nor in the Empire of the Czar of 
Russia, but here in the capital of this great Republic, under the 
eye and apparent sanction of its Chief Executive, in the shadow 
of the figure of Freedom that stands erect on the Dome of this 
3 but 20 miles from Mount Vernon, with all its historie 
associations of freedom and liberty, and only 3 miles from Arling- 
ton, where through swelling woods thousands of tombstones attest 
the veneration in which is held the memory of those who fought 
and died for the freedom of the black man. 

There may have been diplomatic difficulties in the way of his 
recognition as an agent of the Philippines, but, sir, it is the first 
instance in the history of this Republic that any individual has 
approached its shores with a mission of liberty for his own or any 
other le that has been received as a public enemy and driven 
from it by fear of public violence. This incident is but one in 
the many that mark the unvarying disposition that the Adminis- 
trationand its satraps have exercised toward these people. From 
the surrender of the Spanish army in the Philippines, accomplished 
by their assistance, they have everywhere been treated with that 
contempt which drove them to their arms and their rice swamps, 
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where, as they believed, since they could not live in dignity in 
tbeir own homes, they could at least die in imitation of freemen. 
Do we intend to hold the Philippines, and forever? Then is it 


not a good thing to stop this war? Is it not a good thing to con- 
Giliate a people we aim to add to our own pop tion, whose terri- 
tory we aim toin ate with our own? If so, then let us make 
an effort to accomplish such a desirable result by an honest decla- 
ration of our pw The idea that such a declaration will de- 
tract from the dignity of the American people is absurd; the 
idea that we must crush them by force before we open our lips is 
brutal. I warn you now that the conduct of this Administration 
has placed the conciliation of these people absolutely beyond its 
power; the hand that has so mercilessly inflicted the wound upon 
them can never heal it; nor can another year of Administration 
rule and free trips to picnicking commissions to the woods of Luzon 
bring to this House additional light on the Declaration of Inde- 
5 or the principles of just government. [Applause on the 

mocratic side, f 

Outside of Administration circles there is not one in the 75,000,000 
American people that feels proud of this war. It does not meet 
their approbation. They do not desire to see this chapter of 
our history prolo; It is now the darkest and most infamous 
chapter in all our history. The challenge lies at the feet of every 
defender of McKinley, and they are defied to produce from the 
annals of Roman aggression, or the wide range of history, another 
chapter that will surpass in dy and meanness to a weak and 
struggling people the one which this Administration has been 
writing for us in the Philippine Islands during the past eighteen 


months. [Applause on the ocratic side.] 
ere the hammer fell. 
. COONEY. I should like to have a minute more. 


Mr. LITTLE. I yield the gentleman five minutes’ additional 


time. 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, this is not a war for the main- 
tenance of any right or principle of this Government; but every- 
where it is looked upon as a war that strikes a mortal blow at the 


rinciple of self-government, which is the very life of the Republic. 
Pelieve that ciple is yet dear to the American heart; it is en- 
grayed upon it as a holy instinct, and he who has thus for a while 


ead to violate and trample it beneath his feet, will Dy er 
lessing of God soon be hurled from power, and another placed 
therein—one who will smite the trusts, dissolve the gold stand- 
ard, and clean the temple of our country of its money changers 
and public plunderers; one who will reanimate the drooping form 
of liberty, and direct the course of the Republic to the bright 
pathway of freedom, where it will again decorate and cheer the 
elevat here in which its founders placed it; one who will tear 
from the posam of modern plutocracy the budding hope that calls 
for “a McKinley and an empire,” and inscribe in the hearts of 
the people the nobler sentiment, “Bryan and the Republic.” 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.} 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it is understood that we 
will Ser the 88 of the hour on this side. 

The C MAN. e gentleman from New York has yielded 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS]. 

. LITTLE. Does he desire to be recognized now or at the 

completion of our hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. According as the gentleman may desire. 

Basi’ LITTLE. I would prefer that the hour on this side be com- 
pleted. 

2 CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will proceed. : 

. LITTLE. Iyield to my colleague on the committee, the 
ntleman from Texas . STEPHENS], thirty minutes. ~ 
The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman has only Snan td min- 

utes remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. STEP S of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill under con- 
sideration carries appropriations amounting to $7,328,000, a less 
amount by $176,000 than was carried by this bill of last year. This 
money is appropriated for the civilization and education of 250,000 
Indians. It might be appropriate to state here that if it requires 
more than $7,000,000 per annum to civilize and educate a quarter 
of a million of half-civilized Indians, it will require $48,000,000 
per year to civilize and educate the Filipinos if we carry out the 
expansion policy that this Government has entered upon and take 
under the folds of the Stars and Stripes the 12,000,000 similar 
semicivilized people living in the Philippine Islands. 

But, sir, it is not my desire to speak upon the question of ex- 
pansion to-day. My 7 to the annexation of the Philip- 
pines is well known. I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that we have room for expansion upon our own con- 
tinent and within the confines of our own country. I refer to 
that magnificent scope of arid territory west of the one hundredth 
meridian. One-half of the area of the United States lies in the 
arid belt of our country. With the exception of a small scope 
of country west of the Cascade Mountains in Washington and 
8 the rest of the country from the one hundredth meridian 
to the Pacific is arid. The country demanding irrigation—one- 


half of the terri of our own country—can be devel and 
expanded by irrigation. You have only to look, as I have before 
stated 5 ed floor, be ag lhe 3 in = Pena of Texas, com- 
rising e counties, as mu rritory as you will have 

In the Phili pine Islands. A 

That territory has less than 3 inhabitants to the square mile, 
while the Philippine Islands have 60 inhabitants to the square 
mile. Hence, there is twenty times more room for expansion in 
my district than there isin the whole of the Philippine Islands, 
By a judicious expenditure of money in that arid country we 
can place there 60 inhabitants to the square mile, and these in- 
habitants will be of our own Anglo-Saxon race. We can, by 
building irrigation dams upon the heads of our rivers and streams, 
impound the storm waters that now go to wasteand overflow and 
destroy the crops in the valleys of the lower rivers, and utilize 
this water for irrigation purposes in this arid region and make it 
one of the best parts of our Union. Most of this arid belt lies on 
the head waters of the Mississippi River, and a system of large 
storage reservoirs would prevent the annual overflow of thelower 
valley of that great river. 

What is true there is true of New Mexico and Arizona and that 
groas scope of country stretching northward from Mexico to the 

ritish possessions, amounting to about 540,000,000 acres of land, 
Congress has by different acts provided funds for surveying these 
irrigable lands and locating reservoir cites. 
_ The officer in onago of this work, Mr, Newell, of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, reports that about 74,000,000 acres of public land can 
be 3 irrigation, and but only a part of the survey has 
been completed. It is estimated that at least 150,000,000 acres of 
these lands can be made productive and placed under irrigation 
ditches. This vast amount of land would sustain the present 
population of our country with easeand comfort. Themost rabid 
expansionist should be satisfied with reclaiming this, our own 
territory, and cease from violating one of the Ten Commandments 
by coveting our neighbors’ (the Filipinos’) lands. Nearly all of 
these lands belong now to our Government. I now present a very 
pertinent letter from the Chicago Federation of Tabor on this 
question. It is as follows, viz: 

CHICAGO FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Chicago, January 22, 1900. 


le of this COTTI that they have a great 
Dope for the future in the ense ares of public land which still belongs 
to the Government, 


If this ificent heritage of the people is preserved for them it will 
aaa an outlet for our surplus labor and surplus population for many years 

come, 

We must have such an outlet. Various labor-saving devices and combi- 
3 = a tly lessening the opportunities for the wage-workers to 
get employmen 

Sa — — one 5 the — public apy by te 3 8 ve 
opportunities for millions of our e to get, first, employment, an en 
homes, where they could live in ort on the land. 3 

en you consider that Arizona is ery — than the Philippines, and that 
the Salt and Gila River valleys in that Territory would sustain as ta 
population as the whole Kingdom of 8 can form some idea of 
what it would mean to the laboring men of 1 aht if these Govern- 
ment lands were reclaimed and made habitable by building Government 
reservoirs and tion works. 

The Government would get back from the sale of the landa great deal 
more than it would spend to reclaim it. - 

The Chi Federation of Labor has given much consideration to this 
subject, and has passed the following resolutions: 

* t all the 3 — public lauds of the United States should be sa- 
credly held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of the 
title to any of these lands should ever he r be made to any but actual 
settlers and home builders on the land;“ and That the Federal G 
ment should build storage reservoirs to save the flood waters that are now 
wi and should, wherever n build the ii tion works required 
for the reclamation and settlement of the arid public lands,” 

Several schemes for ceding the public lands to the States or Territories are 
now before Congress. We are convinced that if such donations are made it 
is certain to result.in the lands being eventually 9 — hold ot by — — 


DEAR Sin: The working 


lators, and that t land monopolies would close the door to the wor. - 
men who want land for homes. 
We earnestly ask that you will use all your influence to prevent any of the 
public lands from being cose’ to the States or Territories, 
H fora 8 reply, I remain, 
ours, respec ys 
[SEAL] CARMODY, 


W. 
Secretary Chicago Federation of Labor. 

Hon. Jno. H. STEPHENS, 

Washington, D. C. 

This letter shows that the laboring pegple of the country de- 
mand that Congress shall take up and solye the problem of the 
irrigation and development of our own arid itory. 

I also call your attention to another gor of citizens who de- 
mand of us prompt action on this great subject. I refer to the 
resolutions 3 by the last meeting of the Irrigation Congress. 


They are as follows, viz: 
RESOLUTIONS OF THE NATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS, EIGHTH SESSION. 


Resolved, That we advocate and reaffirm the policy and ee hereto- 
fore enunciated by this congress in its former session, as set forth in the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

LEASING OF THE GRAZING LANDS. 


We favor the leasing of the public grazing lands at a nominal rental in 
limited areas to settlers farming adjacent lands, the revenue from rentals to 
go to the States and Territories wherein the are situated, for 
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88 leases to be subject to right of reclamation by — 8 ag | and 
of settlement of lands 88 cultivated, title of land to remain in Federal 
Government until actual settlement, the leasing of said lands to be under 
the control of States where situated, and the revenues isp ro Byes to 
be expended by the States under the direction of their State engineerin 
bureaus: Provided, That in any State having no irrigation bureau the Fed- 
eral Government may lease the lands and expend the revenues in the con- 
struction of irrigation works in that State. 


FEDERAL STORAGE RESERVOIRS, 


We favor the preservation and development of our national resources b 
the construction of storage reservoirs by the Federal Government for 
protection and to save for use in aid of navigation and tion the flood 
waters which now run to waste and cause overflow and d ction, as rec- 
ommended in the report of Col. Hiram Chittenden, and we urge the 
adoption of the recommendations of this report as to the construction of 
storage reservoirs in the arid regions as a part of the national policy of 
internal improvements. 

ARID LAND RECLAMATION. 

We favor the construction by the Federal Government of storage reser- 
voirs and ation works wherever 3 furnish water for the 
reclamation and actual settlement of the arid public lands. 


UNITED OWNERSHIP OF LAND AND WATER. 


The value of the irrigated farm and the security of the home thereby cre- 
ated are alike dependent upon sufficient public control of the water su 
and the prevention of water ingaspeculative commodity. We believe 
that the water of all streams should forever remain 2 property, and that 
the right to its use should inhere not in the individual or the ditch, but in 
the land reclaimed. 


HARMONIOUS IRRIGATION LAWS. 


We urge the adoption of a harmonious system of irrigation laws in all of 
the arid and semiarid States and Territories, under which the right to the 
use of water for irrigation shall vest in the user and me appurtenant to 
the land irrigated, and beneficial use be the measure of the ht, and the 
irrigated home be protected from litigation by the establishment of a State 
7 7 — for the equitable and final adjustment of the rights of irrigators to 

© distribution of the waters of the streams. 


INTERSTATE RIVERS. 


We favor the establishment of a national commission for the equitable 
adjustment of all differences arising from the appropriation and use of the 
waters of the interstate rivers. 

We oppose the cession of the public lands of the nation to the ore 
States and Territories, except upon conditions so strict that beara insure 
the settlement of such lands by actual settlers in small tracts, and absolutely 
prevent their absorption in large bodies under private ownership. 


GOVERNMENT SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATION. 

We commend the efforts of the various bureaus of the National Govern- 
ment in the examination of the physical and legal conditions relating to irri- 
gation and their work in promoting the adoption of more effective customs 
and methods of irrigation, and urge upon Congress the necessity of provid- 
ing liberal appropriations for this important work. A 

Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of introducing in this House a 
bill, now before the Committee on Public Lands, for the 
of leasing the arid public lands of the United States. e have 
probably 400,000,000 acres of these arid grazing lands. If they 
were leased (as they could be if we would pass the bill I have pro- 
posed) at 2 cents per acre, they would bring in $8,000,000 per 
year as an irrigation fund. The leasing of the public domain is 
urged by the irrigation congress in one of the resolutions I have 
read. My bill contains many sections similar to the Texas lease law. 
The lease price is fixed at 3 cents per acre for watered and 2 cents 
for unwatered lands. Any person leasing one watered section 
must also lease three unwatered sections if found contiguous. 

One man is permitted to lease only two sections of watered and 
six sections of unwatered land. atered lands are to be leased 
for five years and unwatered lands for ten years. The lessee is to 
have prior right of leasing for ninety days after the expiration of 
his lease. e funds arising from the leases are to become a trust 
fund, to be used by Congress in the States and Territories where 
collected for irrigation purposes. The bill provides that this 
money shall be placed in the United States Treasury and there 
held as a trust fund for irrigating purposes. 

Under existing conditions in that arid grazing Territory we find 
that but few men own the land that they are grazing their herds 
of cattle and sheep 1 and the country is all a common. A cow 
or sheep owner will drive his herd into the country and will take 
any unoccupied territory that he can find and call it his own, and 
forbitl anyone else to use the land. If he has a few thousand 
cattle, he employs men enough to keep other people off by force. 
Very often sheep men will force their herds upon these large 
cattle ranges. Sheep and cattle will not range together, and 
trouble at once arises between the owners of the herds, as every 
man who lives in the West can testify from actual experience, 
these feuds very often resulting in the destruction of property 
and sometimes in murder. 

If you will pass a bill leasing these lands to the stockmen, in 
limited quantities, these troubles will not arise. The lessee can 
then fence the land, put up their windmills, build their houses, 
and use whatever yk Sere they 5 8 see proper for the pur- 
pose of improving their ranches and developing the country 
either for stock raising or for e purposes. The settlers 
could and would then build permanent homes for themselves and 
their families. Their improvements would become taxable por 
erty and benefit the State or Territory where they live. 'These 
people would no longer be nomads, roaming wherever they see 
proper, but they would become settled and permanent citizens. 

ey would have some place to call their own, 


This bili provides that they can hold the land for ten years, and 


that then t 8 have the preference right to re- lease it, it re- 
maining all the while a part of the public land of the United 
States. This fund, $4,000,000 per year, would be sufficient to start 
irrigation plants all over that country, the money being expended 
in the district or in the State or Territory where it was raised. 
Mr. Chairman, I can not understand why it is that the Govern- 
ment should not take hold of this matter, individualize its lands; 
and build up these waste places in our own country. In my own 
State we have a great many arid grazing lands of similar char- 
acter to the territory of the United States stretching from Mex- 
ico to the British possessions west of the one hundredth merid- 
ian. Arid grazing lands should be leased, I have a letter from 
the treasurer of the State of Texas showing what a magnificent 
fund the State is deriving from a lease law similar to the one that I 
have introduced in this Congress. I will send it to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask that it be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, STATE OF TEXAS, 
i Austin, January 8, 1900. 

DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: Replying to your kind inquiry of the 4th instant 
concerning the lease lands of Texas, beg to advise you as follows: 

The total number of acres leased is about 16,500,000, at the rate of 3 cents 

r acre, making an income to the State therefrom of about $500,000 per year. 

o cost to the State of collecting this money is very little, and T think $6,000 
per year will fully cover it. 

Prior to 1895 the State leased its lands at 4 cents per acre, but on account 
of the severe droughts of 1894 and 1895 the rate was decreased to 3 cents. 
Since that time the aay in = eee of Renee ep the good ——- 
3 oo! c domain and ee school lands of the State are being leased now at 
arate 8 in excess of all previous years, and the income to the State for 
1900 w. beyond the figures given above. 

These are approximated, but are very conservative. At any time 
Ican furnish you any information, or aid you in any way in this or other 


matters, me, and I will cheerfully respond. 
Ware ou mnn success in your efforts, and a Happy New Year, Iam, 
our friend, 


Hon. Jno. H. STEP: SAE See 
Washington, D. C. ; 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the State of Texas 
can raise a fund of $500,000 per year by leasing its arid lands, 
why is it that the United States can not benefit herselfin the same 
way 

When Texas became a State of this Union she reserved her 
porig domain. We havea magnificent permanent school fund 
from this lease money and from the sale of our land. We are leas- 
ing not only our public-school lands, but our public domain. 

tepping across the line into New Mexico, where they have no 
lease law, we find an entirely different and worse state of affairs, 
On the Texas side we have fenced pastures, splendid cattle, good 
ranch houses, our ple living in anent homes and doing 
well in every respect. Over in New Mexico, where the ranchmen 
have no lease laws, they have no permanent homes, and we find 
only contention, turmoil, and strife. In order to improve and 
utilize this public domain, it is necessary that we should have a 
ee law and lease our grazing lands and irrigate our irrigable 

nds, 

Passing from that question to the Indian question, I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the Indians should 
have theirlandsallottedamongthem. Theirtribalrelations should 
be destroyed. The lands that they do not use should be sold under 
the United States land laws to actual settlers. The young Indian 
that we educate should have a home to go to that he could call hit 
own. As we now conduct Indian affairs, the young Indian on his 
return home is turned loose in his tribe and drops back into bar- 
barism, and is no better probably than he was before we educated 
him at the expense of the Government. 

The mining laws of the United States should be extended over 
all the Indian reservations. I know of no reason why a belt of 
country 1 often millions of acres of mineral lands 
should be locked out from the American prospector. We have a 
great many Indian reservations in the mountainous of the 
West that are known to be rich in minerals. The United States 
laws will not permit the prospector to go on these lands and open 
up and develop the mines, 

It would be much better for the Indians as well as the white 
men to allot their lands, to open them for settlement and for min- 
ing purposes, 

e Indian imitates the white man. The lower races have that 
characteristic generally, and if we place farmers on these Indian 
lands and let the Indians see that they are making a success of the 
cultivation of the land, they will imitate them. 

If we permit the pr r to go into the mountains of their 
reservations and develop their mines, it will give employment to 
those Indians and will aid usin civilizing them. The time should 
soon come when we will stop spending millions of dollars yearly 
for the education and support of these people. We should make 
them self-supporting, and we can never do it until we break up 
their tribal relations, until we give each Indian a separate piece 
of land, telling him that is his home and that he must live upon it 
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and work like the white man, and that he can no longer draw ra- 
tions and clothes from the Government and lie around the army 
posts the idle vagabond he is to-da 


There are some civilized tribes of. Indians, known as the Yumas, 
Pimas, and others, living on the Colorado and the Gila rivers, in 
Arizona, In 1849 and several years afterwards, after gold had 
been discovered in California, many immigrant trains crossed the 
ieee plains through Arizona Territory. ese Indians were then 
23 there 8 the as usin, g e; waters of She xivers for 

t purpose. y genero suppli ese passing igrants 
with the necessaries of life, and those of the survivors who pa liv- 
ing to-day testify that had it not been for these friendly Indians 
they would have perished in that great desert. These Indians 
were then and have always remained the friends of the white man. 

The Gila and the Salt rivers have had so much of their water 
diverted from the lower streams, where the Yumas and Pimas 
live, that these Indians now have no water with which to raise 
their crops; they are in poverty, and many of them have died 
from starvation. They are in a very sad condition, because they 
do not have the water that should flow down these streams; it has 
been used 8 men living near the heads of these streams. 
We should d reservoirs on these rivers to supply these Indians 
with water for 3 purposes. Justice, humanity, and grati- 
tude alike demand that we should thus aid these helpless and 
wronged people, 

Mr. Chairman, a similar condition exists with reference to the 
Rio Grande River. That river rises in the Rocky Mountains in 
Colorado and flows through New Mexico, and forms the boundary 
between Texas and Mexico. Its waters have been used by the 
Mexicans and Texans living along its bank for hundreds of years, 
but in recent years its water has been diverted from its use for 
purposes of irrigation in Texas and Mexico by citizens of Colo- 
rado and New Mexico who have built dams and irrigation ditches, 
taking all of the water out of the river in the summer, and to-day 
thousands of magnificent farms, orchards, vineyards, and gardens 
in Texas and Mexico have been destroyed entirely for want of 
water. This scene of desolation and consequent destruction ex- 
tends from El Paso down to the mouth of the Conchos River, a 
distance of over 200 miles. 

The people of Mexico and Texas are alike badly injured. Mexico 
is our near neighbor and friend. She claims that she is greatly 
damaged by the diverting of the water of the Rio Grande from her. 
She has filed claims for these against our Government 
for probably $20,000,000. The State of Texas is also injured by 
reason of the same fact and to the same effect. In June and July. 
when it is absolutely essential to have water for irrigation pur- 
poses, we find that Colorado and New Mexico have taken all the 
water from the river. building a large reservoir across the 
river a few miles above El Paso, at a very convenient point, the 
storm waters of the spring can be impounded and a large lake 
formed; the water can pass through from the lake into the irriga- 
tion ditches,’so that Texas and Mexico can be fully supplied with 
water in the future. If our Government will build this dam and 
give Mexico one-half of the water it impounds, Mexico will relin- 
quish her claim for dam against us. 

The Government should come to the aid of these suffering peo- 
ple. There should be a law passed ny Congress equitably dis- 
tributing the water of this river. It is the only river in the United 
States forming a water boun , and there is no danger in Con- 
gress voting money to build this reservoir, for it can not be a 

t, as there never can be a similar case, for the reason 
that we have no other international river boundary. Instead of 
spending millions of money beyond the seas in subjugating alien 
races, we should use it in ding an international dam at El 
Paso and in the irrigation and development of this our own 
country. The man that does not provide for his own household 
is said to be an infidel; and we are told that charity should begin 
athome. Then let us first do justice to our friendly neighbor, 
Mexico, by replacing the water our people have taken from the 
Rio Grande River. We can do this by building the international 
dam at El Paso. Humanity demands that we furnish water for 
irrigation to the Yumas and Pimas, the friendly In- 
dians that kept our people from starving to death on the deserts 

of southern California.and Arizona in years gone bye. 

T. . Mr. Chairman, I shall not have much to say 

bout the pending bill, further than that I am satisfied the com- 
mittee has brought in a bill which I can support, but I shall direct 

my remarks in answer to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cooney]. In doing so I shall not undertake to follow that gen- 
tleman through his beautiful historical speech on the Decline 
and fall of the Roman Empire” nor his story of Roman invasion 
and ion. Nor shall I attempt to answer his philippic 
against imperialism” generally. I shall not even stop to join 
with him in deploring the 


decay of the Monroe doctrine” nor 

join with him in comparin at Bersted the ‘‘statesmanship” 
of Aguinaldo with that of ident McKinley. 

I will not join issue with the gentleman from Missouri on that 


question, although it would be a pleasant oratorical exercise to 
take up the question he discusses about the *‘ fogs of manifest des- 
tiny and dreams of empire which are abroad in this land,” but 
shall address my remarks to the proposition which is before this 
House, upon which every member ought to stand by the policy of 
the present Administration toward our new possessions. It is to 
that subject I shall direct my remarks during the few brief mo- 
ments which have been allotted to me, 

Mr. Chairman, a great question is rising before this Congress, 
the Administration, and the American- pee bills and resolu- 
tions relating to it have been presented in the Senate and House, 
and a special committee has n raised in the House. Much 
time has been spent in hearings before thatcommittee. The news- 
papers of the country are every day discussing the subject, and 
opinion is rapidly being crystallized, but as yet not a word has 
been heard in this Chamber on this subject. I allude to the ques- 

‘tion of the status of the new possessions and people acquired by 
the United States under the treaty of Paris, at the close of the 
Spanish war, and the policy of Congress toward those possessions | 
and those people. : 

I am impelled to bring this matter before the House because I 
know that the earliest possible action of Congress is necessary to 
relieve the people of Puerto Rico from a commercial and busi- 
ness situation most deplorable. 

Delegations are coming. purporting to represent the Puerto 
Ricans, and are presenting their views before the President and 
the Secretary of War and the Insular Committee. “The special 
commissioner for the United States to Puerto Rico, under appoint- 
mentof the President to investigate the civil, industrial, social, 
and financial conditions of the island, has made his report, which 
contains alarge amount of valuable information and many recom- 
mendations as to the policy of creating a form of government for 
this island. This report recommends, among other things, that 
the Constitution and laws of the United States be extended to 
Puerto Rico, and that a territorial form of government similar to 
that established in Oklahoma be provided; that the legislative 
power shall be extended to all the rightful subjects of legislation, 
including regulations for the exercise of the elective franchise; that 
the legal voters of the island be permitted to elect a delegate to Con- 
gress; that a commission be eo by the President to revise the 
codes; that the jury system be adopted; that the patent and bank- 
ing laws of the United States be extended to theji d,and 3 
other regulations, that currency, education, etc., be legisla 


upon. 
In the remarks which I now submit to the House I desire to 


impress upon the House my opinion that most of these whole- 
somiy regulations are within the purview of the plan which I shall 
vocate, 


Ihave waited many days for an opportunity, in Committee of 
the Whole, to submit my views to the House, but have not been 
able to do so up to the present time. In the meantime, to my 
knowledge, members of this House have been waiting for some 
expression upon this floor, from which at least a start could be 
made in the discussion of this interesting subject; and on this 
occasion it is my purpose to state, with as great brevity as the sub- 
ject admits, my own opinions, gathered from personal observation 
of affairsin Puerto Rico. In doing so, I do not speak by authority, 
nor as the exponent of the views or policy of any branch or officer 
of the Government, nor do I claim to speak for the political party 
to which I belong. The question involved is not yet a party ques- 
tion. The views which a man may entertain are not therefore a 
test of his politics. My object is to serve tha best interests of the 
people of Puerto Rico according to my understanding, while at the 
same time endeavoring to keep in view the interests of the people 
of the United States. > 

Mr. Chairman, I am mindful of that unwritten rule of the House 
which suggests that the new member maintain silence during 
debates over great questions as they proceed in his admiring pres- 
ence, and I would not attempt to break over this sometimes whole- 
some rule were it not for the fact that the pending question of 
civil government for Puerto Rico is a comparatively new one in 
the field of Congressional legislation. y 

This measure is brought here by the suggestion of the President 
in his message to Congress, Among other things the President 


says: 
When shall be restored it will be the duty of Congress to construct 
a plan of government which shall establish and maintain freedom and order 
and peace. There is no reason why steps should not be taken from time to 
time to 5 essentially in their form, as fast as 
territory is heid controlled by our troops. To this end Iam considering 
the advisability of the return of this commission, or such of the members 
thereof as can be secured, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate this 
work throughout the islands. Untii Com have made known the 
formal expression of its will, I shall use the authority vested in me by the 
Constitution and statutes to uphold the soverei. ty of the United States in 
those distant islands as in all places where 88 oats. 
Speaking especially of Puerto Rico, the President says: 
It is desirable that the government of the island under the law of bellig- 
$ rins, now maintained through the executive department, should be 
ed by an administration entirely civil in its nature, For present 


eren 
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t Congress a law which shall provide for the 
ject to i the confirmation Piho Senate, of 
on. 


may uire, and that for | tive u subjects of local nature, 
not partaking of a Federal c ter, & vo council, oorr paruy 
of Puerto Ricans and partly of citizens of the United States, be nomi- 
nated and appointed by the President, subject to tion e Senate, 
their acts to be subject to the approval of or t prior to 
going into effect. 

In the muni ties and other local subdivisions I recommend that the 
principle of vernment be applied at once, so as to enable the in- 
telligent citizens of d te in their and 


se! n 


ernment of t to officers selected by the people, beca: 


and 9 are such as to fit them to 
. but it is my judgment 

ve at an ai ent of experience 

upon them a much 


ystems of education 
ions founded upon common-sense 1 to 
existing conditions and looking to the future moral and ind vance- 
ment of the people, will commend to them in a peculiarly effective manner 
the blessings of government. 


Thus has the President remitted to Congress the pending prob- 
lem of governing Puerto Rico, and the principal feature of his 
suggestions re ing this island seems to be that the present 
military government should be superceded Xi a temporary civil 
government, under a governor to be appointed by the President, 
and such officers as the general administration of affairs may re- 


quire. 

In view of these suggestions it seems to me to be the duty of any 
member who has knowledge of the situation in Puerto Rico to 
frankly state his views to the House and to give the sources of 
his knowledge. I make bold to say here that no man can form 
an accurate or reliable opinion upon the political, moral, educa- 
tional, or social conditions of the people of Puerto Rico solely 
from reading newspapers, magazines, and other contemporary 
literature. 

The well-written newspaper corr: 
light to the earnest inquirer, but the beautifully illustrated arti- 
cles in the m ines are very deceptive. The finest pictures 
which art can produce do not show the density of ignorance which 
prevails so universally among the people there. ey do not show 
the fact that 85 to 90 per cent of these people can not read or write. 
I have been among these people. I have seen them in their hum- 
ble houses and in the fields of their labor. Ihave seen them in 
their poor places of business and in their seatless churches, and 
believe that I know something more of them than can be learned 
at second hand from the best literature furnished by the cursory 
travelers in the island. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, I would like toask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. WEEKS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether upon the ratification of the treaty between this country 
and Spain terminating the Spanish war, it was not the constitu- 
tional prerogative of the President of the United States to issue a 
proclamation extending all the laws of the United States to the 
new 1 of Puerto Rico? 

Mr. S. There is no question in my mind about that. I 
have covered that fully in the remarks which I have prepared. 
The gentleman will get a full answer to that question as Igo along. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
another question. If the President of the United States had that 
power under the Constitution, why is any Congressional action 
n to bring them under the laws of the United States? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will cover that fully in the remarks which I 
am about to make, 

I went to Puerto from a sense of duty to myself and the country 
and after a careful observation became thoroughly convinced 
that those people are not prepared for self-government, I am 
firmly of the opinion that they are not prepared to be vested with 
the franchise of American citizenship. ine, if you please, 
any State in the Union peopled with a mass of ignorance so dense 
and universal as exists in Puerto Rico. Reverse the situation in 
any of the great States of the Union and place there a population 
85 or 90 per cent of whom are unable to read, and the picture 
would appall the most casual thinker in this House. 

With all the illiteracy brought here by immigration, we have 
such a vast preponderance of intelligence among our people that 
self-government is safe and secure. But reverse the figures and 
anarchy and misgovernment would certainly follow. 

The President has remitted to this Congress the task of fixing 
the status of the people and the form of the government in Puerto 
Rico. Instead of i to himself, as he might have done 
under the military authority residing in him as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the Republic—instead of accepting 


mdence may give a little 


the vast powers involved in such action, the President has, with 
the utmost frankness, said to the people through this House and 
the Senate that he is ready now to accept the directions and in- 
structions of ak cece representatives. 

Mr. COCH: of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he thinks the people of Puerto Rico are less prepared for 
self-government than the people of the Spanish-American states 
were when the Monroe doctrine was promulgated? 

Mr. WEEKS, Iwas not there at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if, from general information and the history of those times, 
he thinks that these people were less prepared? 

Mr. WEEKS. I have the information, and will answer the 
gentleman if he will give me time to get to it in the regular 
course of my remarks. 

I hope Congress will not too readily accept this action as their 
opportunity to go into general legislation for Puerto Rico in 
formulating by law a civil government for that island, but that 
it will with equal frankness pees the situation and return to 
the President its commission to deal with the whole subject as he 
is now doing until the time for Con ional action arrives. 

The status of Puerto Rico is not that of a Territory; it is not 
that of a State. Its people are not citizens of the United States. 
At the same time it is not a foreign country nor are its people 
absolutely aliens. It is a piece of property or territory captured 
in war and now in the possession and custody of the Army of the 
United States. 

The Constitution, Article IV, section 3, gives Congress the power 
to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respectin, g 
the territory or other property belonging to the United States, an 
until Congress shall assume to legislate, this territory or property 
remains in the hands of the military arm of the Government, under 
the control of the President. In this fashion it has remained for 
over one year (since the 18th of October, 1898), and during that 
time a military 1 has 4 the functions of civil 
government in all its branches on the island. 

The President, as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, 
had the power to and did establish a civil or provisional govern- 
ment, which was a military government so far as the force and 
ponor of sovereignty goes, but which was a civil government so 

ar as all the functions of civil administration were concerned. 

To show what kind of government has been furnished, I beg the 
pna of quoting from my own letters, written while in the 

land last October: i 

On October 18, 1898, the Spanish was hauled down and the American 
flag raised over the official palace, and the sovereignty of Spain, which had 
been supreme in this island for four hundred years, and the sover- 
eignty of the United States took its place. 

the effect of the change upon ae people of Taari Rico. In this 


realize 
city the change is too manifi casual observation. The 
streets of San Juan have under; 


buildings to be cleansed. A vast amount of 3 and sewering has 
done, and San Juan will to-day compare in t with the average city 
in the United States. The great hospi and other government 
buildings and places have been provided with bath tubs, closets, shower 
baths, lavatories, etc., with the utmost liberality, thereby 5 in 
this hot city endurable and comfortable. The r supply is bro 
about 6 es away and is very abundant 
agreeable of the provisions introduced b 
comfort of the city, and will render San Juan a healthy residence 2 
n realize that tho 


ə what a boon is thus conferred w we tem. 


butremains, summer and winter, 

near that unvar point. Our soldiers, both sick and well, appreciate this 
provision for their health and comfort most mt & 

The 0 are a treasurer of the island, an auditor, a collector of 


an eques. 
same points. There is also a judicial board esta 
the popar anan which has 
tice. re is aboard of h 
rison control, a boar 


a 1 de: ent, with 76 offices on the island; also a board 
postal departm a pras — 


po 
sular police; also municipal police and an inspector of jails. 

Taas Fn ar show to what extent order has been brought out of chaos that 
was 


ess and 5 condition 
There are 375 convicts in this penitentiary. 
almost all ep ep on conviction of homicidal charges, with some convic 
r grades of crime. 
On the occasion of my visit the prisoners not out “pounding stone were 
tion. I passed down before the double file of men— 


with certain restrictions specified. The decisions of the court an 
procedure follow the principles of the common law and equity as interpreted 
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by the courts of the United States, and conform as nearly as may be to the 
rules followed by the Federal courts. 


The court has its officers and judges, the same as the courts in the States, 
and all its business and its rules and proceedings are in the English language. 

At this point I reluctantly dissent from the views of some ad- 
visers of the President regarding the system of jurisprudence 
adopted by the people of thisisland, whom the President describes 
as competent lawyers who are thoroughly familiar with it, and 
who advise that the system is thoroughly modern and scientific, 
so far as it relates to internal business, trade, production, and pri- 
vate right in general.” Itis ay judgment, based upon informa- 
tion which I consider thoroughly reliable, that the old Spanish 
laws found in force in Puerto Rico, and yi unrepealed, are the 
most vicious, grinding, and outrageous which haye been discov- 
ered in modern times, and that the administration of the laws by 
our Government and courts in the fashion of the Spanish régime 
would be the greatest scandal and disgrace possible to be conceived. 

In my judgment the first, and indeed the immediate, care of the 
Administration or of Congress, whichever shall act in the matter, 
should be the speedy overturning of this relic of mediæval laws 
and the substitution of the principles and practice of the common 
law and jurisprudence of the United States. 

It would be im ible within the limits of a brief address to 

ify with any detail the bad features which characterize the 
laws left by speri in Puerto Rico, andthe worse features which 
characterize their enforcement or administration., A very few 
particulars will suffice: 

Prior to the advent of the Americans the writ of habeas corpus 
was unknown in Puerto Rico. What horrors were possible under 
such a condition the imagination can readily depict. Prior to the 
18th of October one year ago trial by jury was unknown in Puerto 
Rico. What outrages upon justice were thus rendered possible 
can again be imagined. 

Mr. GAINES, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WEEKS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman states that the writ of habeas 
corpus res ne right of trial by jury obtain there now. How did 

ey get there 

. WEEKS. I will explain that to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee in a moment. 

Mr. GAINES. I will agree with you that if they are not there 
they ought to be there, 

Mr. EEKS. I will give the gentleman the information that 
he desires before I am through. 

Up to this hour no adequate provision has ever been made for 
recording conveyances of real estate in Puerto Rico. Fancy the 
confusion ible under such a system. 

A base line for surveys of land does not exist. 

A will was never probated in a court in this island. 

No assessed valuation for purposes of taxation was ever placed 
on real or personal property. Land was never taxed according to 
its value. Hence ion was unjust and cruel, and the poorer 
classes suffered most. 

As I am now advised, only a few of these unjust and wicked 
features of Suge law have yet been abandoned or changed, and 
the t bulk of these most ancient and obsolete features are yet 
the law of the land there, to be administered by courts under the 
sovereignty of the United States. In my humble judgment these 
are not ‘thoroughly modern and scientific laws, so far as they 
relate to matters of internal business, trade, production, or social 
or private right in general.” And whether the government for 
Puerto Rico, soon to be decided upon and established, shall be 
civil or military, I would lift my voice for speedy action as a meas- 
ure of justice and necessity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that , ade time be extended fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIR > e gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended fifteen 


minutes. 
Mr. LITTLE. I object, unless it comes out of the other side’s 


e. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If I may be permitted, I want to 
say that my sage, Tae has made a careful study of this subject 
and I think he ought to be allowed to go on. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman should 
have all the time he wishes if it comes out of the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the request is put to the committee it 
wona not come out of the time of either, but out of the general 

ebate. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I hope the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will not object. 

Mr. LITTLE. I can not yield. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMIT: I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I suggest to the gentleman that if he would 
ask unanimous consent that his colleague be allowed fifteen min- 


utes and fifteen minutes be allowed on the other side there would 
be no objection. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will make 
the request in the form suggested by the gentleman from Colorado. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended fifteen 
minutes, and that the time of some gentleman on the other side of 
the House, not yet announced, be also extended fifteen minutes, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WEEKS. In this business we need not regard the traditions 
of the ‘‘conquered people.” As a matter of fact, they have no tradi- 
tions. We have taken these people at the end of four hundred years 
of absolute failure on the part of Spain in government, religion, 
morals, and education. We havea nation of children, who must be 
taught either the English or Spanish language in the schools and 
in business, in the courts and in politics and government, and we 
may as well begin teaching them English now as to wait twenty- 
five or fifty years to do it. 

The President advises the establishment of a school system in 
Puerto Rico. One of the proudest things to recall in connection 
with our conquest there is that, whereas when we took ion 
there was not a schoolhouse on the entire island, already schools 
have been established, schoolhouses are being built, and the task 
of giving an education to the children of Puerto Rico has been 
entered upon in a most thorough and businesslike way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are those public schools? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir. We have nearly 700 schools running 
under military or what by some might be called “imperialistic 
government.” I hold in my hand a letter which I received this 
morning from the president of the i board of education of 
Puerto Rico, in which he uses this language: 

THE PUERTO Rico BOARD OF EDUCATION, PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
= San Juan, P. R., January 17, 1900. 

Dran SIR: Permit me to thank you for the copy of the Port Huron Times 
= 3 16, containing your excellent article upon the school system of 

We a 
FFF 

ou should at any time desire further information of any character pertain- 
ioe to the work in Puerto Rico. 
R S. CLARK, 


Very respectfully, VICTO: 
President Insular Board of Education. 

Hon. EDGAR WEEKS, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do they teach the English language 
in those schools? 

Mr. WEEKS. Ves, sir; they teach the English language now. 
Tomay the schools in Puerto Rico, under Spanish administra- 
tion, had no books. They had nothing but blackboards, and the 
3 Was all object teaching. The teacher would talk and 
the children would play or go to sleep, and sometimes the teacher 
would go to sleep. But Ican not stop here to describe the wretched 
system of schools which existed in Puerto Rico before the Ameri- 
cans set up American schools upon that island. 

But in all the calculations which we make it is a sad truth that 
we shall be compelled to eliminate from our consideration the 
mass of the present adult population of theisland. It is utterly 
impossible to educate the present generation, and if we succeed 
with the rising generation we shall far outstrip our own efforts 
in the same direction in other regions where the United States has 


had full opportunity for over years, with a population better 
propisa an the Puerto Rican to receive the elements of Amer- 
can education and citizenship. 


I feel sure that these suggestions will not be taken unkindly, 
even by the small minority of the people of Puerto Rico which 
constitutes the educated and intelligent class, because they are the 

lain, unvarnished facts in the case, and I stand here to urge that 
8 do not now legislate for the government of Puerto Rico, 
but that it authorize the President to continue the military gov- 
ernment there, which shall exercise the fullest functions of a civil 
government, y 

The necessity for a stable government and permanency in com- 
mercial, monetary, and political matters is such that there should be 
ee Using the language of the insular commission on this 
subject: 

So far Puerto Rico has ed nothing by belonging to the United States. 
She is still under the old laws, now © our own, with few modifications, 
and under the same oppressions. She has lost the Spanish markets for her 
crops, and has been excluded from our own. She is burdened to-day with 
oppressive taxation, and onerous, unnecessary, and exorbitant salaries are 

d the horde of officeholders Playing at ru a government, American 
form, under Spanish laws, and with officers tr in Spanish MPAT 


and intrigue. Hence we may say there is pressing military necessity and 
political necessity for imm te action on all possible reformsin government 
and administration. 


Mr. Chairman, I now 5 a branch of the subject in re- 
gard to which I suppose I should do as they used to do in the 
olden times when they had the trial by fire,” when a man was 
obliged to walk around among red-hot plowshares barefooted. 

Mr. GAINES. Ish 


r. ould like the gentleman to answer the ques- 
tion how the right of the writ of habeas corpus and the right of 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1357 


trial by jury or any other fundamental right which we enjoy in 
this country have gone down to Puerto Rico? 

Mr. WEEKS. Those rights have been inaugurated by order of 
the mili overnment. 

Mr. GAINES. Then civil trials are carried on by military 


authority? 

Mr, WEEKS. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. GAINES, Then the Constitution has not gone there at all? 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed in my 
own way, I will cover his points. 

Mr. GAINES. Ishould be glad to have my question answered 
before the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. WEEKS, I will cover all that if the gentleman will have 
patience. 

Mr. GAINES. I hope the gentleman will get to my question 


soon. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to answer the gentleman now, but 
I can not at this point take the time. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people do not take kindly to“ mili- 
tary government,” but until Congress shall act in the matter there 
is no other form possible for Puerte Rico. In other words, there 
is no government possible unless it be either a military or a civil 
government, and the moment ciyil government is established mili- 
tary government is gone. 

A MEMBER. Which do you favor? 

Mr. WEEKS. I Will tell the gentleman if he will have patience. 

While I favor the continuance of the present form of govern- 
ment there, I would urge that every possible feature of civil gov- 
ernment should be maintained, especially in the administration 
of such laws as the President may, in his wisdom, recommend. 
I would not recommend immediately investing in the people there 
the franchise of citizenship or the right to vote. Just and good gov- 
ernment can be maintained there without either until such time 
as, through education and experience, familiarity with American 
ideas shall be obtained by the inhabitants. Far better so than the 
frequent revolutions and bloodshed which have characterized the 


Latin and native and mixed races of Central and South America | jn 


and certain West India islands for hundreds of years. With the 
steady hand of the American Government in control, the people 
will eventually discover where the path of , order, education, 
obedience to law, and the will of the majority will place them, and 
in the fullness of time the people of Puerto Rico will become so 
Americanized as to make good citizens and the fair island become 
the real gem of the Antilles. 

There is precedent for all this. When civil government was 
set up in California after the cession of that territory by Mexico 
this course was et it received the approval of the Federal 
courts, and the civil administration by the military authority was 
8 The same difficulty was experienced for a long time in 
California that confronts us in Puerto Rico to-day, A large 
majority of the peopl spoke a foreign lan e, were ignorant of 
English, and densely ignorant of those principles of republican 
government which alone will be sanctioned when civil govern- 
ment shall be finally established. 

A strong argument for the continuation of the military gov- 
ernment in Puerto Rico is the organization of political parties 
there just prior to the recent municipal elections. I happened to 
be there during those elections. I attended the polls and saw and 
talked with the officers superintending the election. So I know 
something about this matter from personal observation. The two 
parties put forth pronunciamentos, or platforms. The platforms 
were wide in their scope, one declaring for an insular republic, 
the integral sovereignties of which should be Cuba, Haiti, Santo 
Domingo, and Puerto Rico, and the other for American money, 
free suffrage, or popular ballot, free trade with the United States, 
and early admission to the American Union as a State. And 
upon these platforms the parties went into the campaign for the 
election of alcaldes, constables, and other mere municipal officers. 

The spectacle of these elections was notencouraging. Riotand 
disorder and bloodshed occurred in a few places, and the mob of 
ignorant ‘“‘ electors ” raged through the streets shouting *‘ death 
to this one,” down with that one.” So repulsive was exhi- 
bition that the present military governor issued an order sup- 

ressing such demonstrations and threatened to proclaim martial 

W in case such proceedings were repeated. Peace and order fol- 
lowed this exercise of power by the governor, thus furnishi 
strong argument in favor of a continuance of military govern- 
ment there. 

The political which best commends itself to American 
sympathy in Puerto Rico declared in its platform as follows: 

We believe that the people of Puerto Rico could be trusted with the civil 
government of the island; but as that authority only emanates from the Con- 
gress of the United States, it is but our duty to await their action. While 
under military government, awaiting action by Co! we desire that all 
civil offices should be filled by men N Torea „ani 
loyalty to the Government of the United States, and di: 


for the best interest of this island and our common coun’ t C- 
tion, thereby affording us an opportunity to demonstrate our fitness for self- 


8 | cans to what they are pleased to 


government with all the burdens and responsibilities which it entails, and 
which wili hasten the day when our island will have a place among the States 
of the Union. 

Before Mr. WEEKS had concluded his remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The time of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan has expired. 

Mr. WEEKS, I ask unanimous consent that I may print the 
rest of my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES. Icertainly do not object, and I shall be delighted 
it the gentleman in extending his remarks will answer my ques- 

on, 

Mr. WEEKS. Ithink I shall do so. 

This seems to demonstrate that the best intelligence of Puerto 
Rico declares for the plan of government which I am urging as 
the most wholesome for that island. 

From my own observations I am fully persuaded that the mass 
of the people of Puerto Rico areincapable of self-government and 
unprepared for the duties of citizenship or the exercise of the 
elective franchise. They lack intelligence, education, and patriot- 
ism, three things essential to self-government. I repeat here the 
language of General Ludlow, in a recent utterance, speaking of 
the Cubans in this same connection: 

I apprehend it will be a long term of nship. t 
will — ch 80 per cent of the people. 5 aN eae N 


Ten rage 
vona be to undo all the good work which has been done by the Govern- 
men 


At this point I take the liberty to make a quotation from a let- 
ter written by a Puerto Rican of apparent intelligence and edu- 
cation, published in the New York Sun of January 21. 

Speaking of the capacity for self-government of the Puerto 
Rican people, he says: 

But, notwithstanding this, the great mass of the le of ev: degree are 
pe and en us. They Aa well and anxious to become good American 
citizens, on a level with o ves, enjo all our privileges. With the 
exercise of patience, forbearance, and om this laudable ambition may 

time be „though at present, as a people, — 5 are not fitted for 
self-government, and the attempt of demagogues to lead them into a demand 
for a Territorial organization, with a legislature of their own, is placing them 
at a great disadvan the same as is done in attempting to compel a child 
torun before it has ned to stand alone. Governor-General Davis has 
wieeky given: them ap oono to demonstrate their quality as citizens by 
authorizing them to hold elections for municipal officers. He has also 
5 — natives to important offices. 

e results have been so unsatisfactory in so many instances that those 
best acquainted with the facts have been led to declare most tively that 
Puerto Ricans, as Me ap incapable of self-government, and they n the 
declaration with amp 


till cling to too many of them, the evidence of which we see in t 1 
0 
t 


isplay of 8 on eve 8 
Tonk do nok ͤ be aware Dintevery sack display guapanen tee lay 
when the island will have Territorial government. 

The present military government has already accomplished 
great good for these people. Peace and order reign in all the 
island. Life and property are as safe as in any State in the Union. 
I traveled across the island, over mountains, through valleys, and 
through populated towns, wholly unarmed and without thought 
of personal danger, going about day or night, in country or city, 
ae as one wouldin the most peaceful neighborhood of the States. 

e proni government has brought to the people of Puerto Rico 
but little benefit, however, because the Spanish laws and ancient 
customs have been suffered to continue and beeause the exactions 
of officials under Spanish laws are continued under American 
administration under the plea that the law warrants these exac- 
tions. Instances of this state of things can be readily cited, and it 
is a weak spot in our administration there that these things have 
not been corrected by military order. 

But the hesitation of our military government in dealing with 
these scandals has arisen from the doubt as to the immediate 
future there. The well-known antipathy of a great many Ameri- 
“ militarism” has had some 
infiuence in this matter; put once let Congress declare that the 

mt form of military government must continue in Puerto 

ico, and all these abuses will, no doubt, be promptly corrected. 
We must not pause ont of respect for ancient usages. If a thing 
is one or exacting, root it out at once. I speak particularly 
of the system of conveyancing, which permits a no to exact 
large commissions on the value of realty conveyed as his fee for 
drawing up the papers; and also the exaction of a monstrous fee 
by this same official for furnishing a copy of the conveyance. 
And all this comes from the ridiculous fact that conveyances are 


Si ee eee a en een 
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not recorded and no provision made for such records, only copies 


being recorded, and they at large expense. 

The same applies to the law of wills. I am informed that no 
will was ever regularly probated in Puerto Rico before a court 
having jurisdiction of such matters, because there is not now and 
never was such a court. The notary has the custody of the wills 
which he has drawn, and his bare production of such will is, in 
Puerto Rico, its probate. Changes have been made in the customs 
laws which have brought relief, but other radical changes must 
be made before justice is done to those people. The writ of 
habeas corpus has been introduced, and monstrous abuses and 
crimes the liberty of the Puerto Rican have been abated, 
but with the present law, authorizing any judge to imprison at 
his discretion, the writ as now provided for is half paralyzed. 

Juries are now provided for, and this bulwark of civil li 
is now known for the first time in this island, but only in the 
provisional court of the United States. 

The petty exactions and lawless methods under the guise and 
onl eres eee „ steel ve ; f an the” see 

y correc y ep ings o e courts 
er the general su ision and control of the provisional 
court of the United States, which holds its terms at San Juan, 
Mayaguez, Ponce, and one or two other cities. 

e necessity for speedy, I may say immediate, reform in many 
particulars is pressing, and if Congress will promptly resolve to 
rely on the authority of the President and the military on the 
island, speedy relief will follow. 

I have given only a portion of the reasons why I advocate a con- 
tinuance of the military government of Puerto Rico. I believe 
the time is not yet LAs for the mass of the people of that island 
to be trusted with -government, with citizenship, or with the 
exercise of the elective franchise, and I believe that the day we 
change the form of government there, if done now, will be a day 
of disaster for Puerto Rico. 

One of the disasters which might follow is intimated in the 
following extract from a letter dated San Juan, Puerto Rico, 
January 13, 1900: 

May I our atten the article of Mr. Geo: 
ee 


Koenen, recently 
cs of the Cubans.” 


In that 


the Ame: 
that I believe what is true of Cuba in this respect 
Unitel Stee ebb — but Loci 333 el 3 d oth 
ni 3 ow fever, e and other 
horrible diseases aoe . Eiri to th 


ni be Se to continue „ o p saaara ren have 
05 o turn over matters ese happy u @, who care 
no whatever for and who make Ai —— aht ‘efforts to 


check TARA This island, for instance, under the 8 Go t 
always had yellow fever, and as many as 20,000 poole have died in a single 
K from smallpox. Now we have small a utely under control, and 

not have a single case of yellow fever past season. 8 


are na y healthful. The air is pure and wholesome. 
er. These diseases 


These 
The heat is a little ter than would please a N 
and Europeans, but 


have been alarming to Americans 
from the abominable filth and careless habits of the people. 
CIRS 25 GEO. G. GROFF, 
Secretary Superior Board of Health, etc. 

A military government can be so constituted as to meet all the 
emergencies and demands which can properly be made upon a 
civil administration. A system of educa’ ; a system of taxes 
based on assessment of pro ; a readjustment of our tariff to 
suit the necessities and conditions there; a code of civil and crimi- 
nal law; habeas corpus; trial by jury where it is possible; high- 
ways and bridges; franchises to railway and electric-motor com- 
panies; support of the poor; regulation of marriage; recording 
real estate deeds and mortgages; prevention of contagious dis- 
eases; lation of liquor traffic, and all subjects of ordinary 
municipal and State legislation could be provided for, the peace 
maintained, and civil and religious li pro under the 
military government as well as under a civil government. A code 
rovering all of these subjects has been prepared by the insular com- 
mission, but not yet printed or reported to Congress, 

From the report of the judge-advocate of the Department of 
Puerto Rico I take the following extract, showing the scope and 
jurisdiction exercised over civil affairs by the present military 
government: 

The foll 
reforms . of pratt = — e have been 
referred to this office for vo ae, poe and report, and upon which decisions 


vernmental 


and opinions have been rend or new laws framed, will suggest in some 
Gay 7 the magnitude of the work in hand: 5 
commissions; i laws ments on prop - 


tary marriage and divorce ; attach 
erty; arrest and conviction of bandits; private and municipal bonds; cases 
in consecra ceme- 
; concessions; com 
drafts and checks; jails and prisoners; ormsin judicial procedure; renun- 
officials: aliens’ petitions to make 
of the United States; aliens’ appli- 


8 against the state; rights of foreign la to — 
their profession; a of a 
gime; matters of public education: 
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court 9 and jail chaplains; garnishment of certain salaries; collec- 
tion of debts; efficiency of police, abuse of authority b lice; tests against 
pubiionuisancesand vices; sedition; Srimninal ited: eee crea- 


vil reforms, ê 
The oath of allegiance required of all pilots and light-house keepers and 
the oaths of office to the varions publi 

hundred were also administered i publie oficiais to, numer of so 8 

The President has simply performed his duty up to the present 
hour in caring for the public domain and preserving the peace, 
and he now turns to Congress for its approval and directions. 

Subject to climatic conditions and other considerations, there 
should be taken up the questions in that island relating to labor, 
wages, finance, and education, and considered in their order, 
They should be considered and treated according to the unalter- 
able conditions which exist there. Rules which would be applica- 
ble to colder zones will not apply there, and that which we might 
fancy or wish was the case we can not force or compel against the 
irrevocable and inevitable. 

My observations among the educated natives, the business men, 
and those who have the substantial interests: of Puerto Rico at 
heart lead me to believe that they most earnestly and cordially 
commend the presens government in that island. They concede 
the great benefits already conferred, and the great promise of the 
future, from a wise, strong, and intelligent administration, and 
express the belief that the welfare and prosperity of all classes in 
the island depend upon the continuance there of the military gov- 
ernment for an indefinite i They concede that it would 
prove disastrous to those interests if the affairs of insular govern- 
ment should, through a mistaken policy, fall into the control of 
the uneducated masses under the leadership of scheming and 
unscrupulons local politicians, 

The revenues of the island soon will be ample for all the ex- 
penses of the government, and under American administration 
these revenues will be honestly collected and honestly expended, 
so that the island and its people will get the benefit, not the Span- 
ish monarchy and a horde of dishonest officials. 

With the reforms which I have suggested we shall soon place 
this new and beautiful ion on a self-sustaining basis, and, 
beside rescuing a million of ple from the cruel oppression of 
hundreds of years, under which they deteriorated and suffered, 
we shall educate and ennoble the ple and add to our national 

ons the key to the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Sea, 
and a naval station from which we can dominate those regions, 
protect our national interests in the Ni canal, and secure 
ourselves in a coigne of international advantage valuable beyond 
our past conceptions. 

A word in regard to the revenues of Puerto Rico. The customs 
taxes amount to only about $1,000,000 a year. Ground taxes col- 
lected on the island reach nearly three and a half millions annu- 
ay: The export taxes, levied by the municipalities at their own 
will and pleasure, not limited at all by any general law, amount 
to a large sum, the amount not known. 

These taxes are expended mostly for salaries and pensions to 
officials and ex-officials, and very little goes to the benefit of the 
people or fund for which Shor ars levied. Hence it is apparent 
that much greater relief can be afforded Puerto Rico by a wise 
code of taxation and collection laws, a reduced official force, and 
honest expenditures, guided by conscientious and faithful Ameri- 
can Officials, than the total abolition of all indirect taxes by way 
of customs duties. Customs can be so assessed as to fall mostly 
on the wealthier classes and consumers of luxuries and those most 
able to pay, and thus lessen the burdens on the in export 
taxes, taxes on occupations, on rent, and furniture in the homes, 
as is now the law. The people pay a well-adjusted tariff with 
less complaint than any other species of tax. Under the laws yet 
in force in Puerto Rico, notaries public make from ten thousand 
to fifty thousand dollars a year. Recorders of deeds make an 

ualsum. These are abuses and fall heavily on everyone who 
buys or sells land. Many instances can be cited where it cost 
more to pay these fees for the notaries and recorders than it did 
to pay for the land purchased. 

axes are now doubled by law as against nonresident owners of 
lands. This is un-American and contrary to the ordinary rules 
of just taxation e in the United States. 

The Spanish system of laws is founded on wrong ideas, incom- 
patible with free institutions, and, if left as a code or system, will 
retard all governmental or business progress. Mexico still holds 
to them, though she has been out from under the Spanish yoke 
over a generation of time; andit is such systems of jurisprudence 
pre in Spanish-American countries which has for a cen- 
tury blocked the wheels of progress and civilization. 

As an example of this proposition, I recall that only a short 
time ago we read of a wealthy cattle grower of New Mexico 
who, straying over the line, became involved in a difficulty with 
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prison with insufficient food, denied all access to his friends, 

mt all his money in trying to free himself, and died from the 
effects of two years’ confinement withont trial. In the United 
States foreigners, however intelligent, must remain here among 
us, in contact with our free institutions and under our laws, sev- 
eral years before they can be citizens and before they are allowed 
to sit on juries. Many good people think this is too short a time. 

Why, then, is there any haste to extend these privileges to 
Puerto Ricans, made up of Spaniards and negroes and mixtures 
of the two, 90 per cent of whom can neither read nor write? Add 
to this those who own property, and you still have 85 per cent who 
can neither read nor write or do not own property. If we limit 

to the 10 or 15 per cent, you deprive 85 or 90 per cent of the 
people of a voice and confer the power on the 15 percent. Of this 
15 per cent, over half are the politicians, who would control the 
other half, and they are educated in Spanish and § laws 
and ways of government, the corner stone of which is how to help 
the officeholder and burden the people and hold them in ignorance 
so as to be more readily controlled. This is all un-American and 
not a free government. 

So far, when called upon to form a law on the American plan, 
they have failed to show a comprehension of the first principle of 
justice as we understand it. Take the tax law; it taxes nonresi- 
dents just double the resident. Take the so-called marriage law, 
supposed to give legitimacy to the offspring of consent i Z 
it fails to give a scintilla of relief. As to divorce, the laws there 
provide for divorce against the wife if she is found guilty of adul- 
tery, but the husband can not be divorced for adultery by him 
unless it is proved that his adultery had caused public scandal. 
The crime may be committed in the presence of his wife; but if it 
is not public and notorious, the law affords her no redress. 

Such a law was promulgated with great acclaim by the secre- 
tary of justice as a great American law, and he is re ed as one 
of the best scholars and lawyers on theisland. They also pro- 
hibit ex-priests, who have long ago abandoned the church, from 
marrying the mothers of their children, with whom they live 
without marriage, because prohibited by this old Spanish law, 
which we have adopted there. The Church may declare that its 
priests may not marry; but why should the law do so, and espec- 
i ohio they have renounced allegiance to the church? 

e courts, presided over by men 8 in law schools of 
Spain, are of priestism and bribery, and do not at all 
possess the confidence of the people. The rich and influential gain 
their suits. They never had a jury system. If we have a trial by 
jury there, and these people are called into the jury box (people 
who have never even dreamed of exercising such a power), what 
kind of justice can be expected? You have lessened the amount 
to be paid in bribes and corruption and permitted to remain other 
influences to secure a verdict. 

If by legislation we are going to grant citizenship to those 
Spaniards and negroes in Puerto Rico, and declare for free trade 
with the islands, we shall give an ar; nt to our friends the 
Democrats which they have not now. You will add to this list of 
opposers the sugar growers, both of corn and beets, the tobacco 
goras of the country, the fruit growers of ifornia and 

orida, who see their business seriously threatened. ‘‘Is the 
island worth the destruction of all these home industries?” they 

ask. Is the 8 of protection which we have been so long 
building up for the advantage of our people to be given away by 
the Republican party? 

If we can do away with the prejudice against military govern- 
ment, we have avoided all these evils. Military government may 
be reduced to the minimum of objection when it is purely civil in 
form, enforced solely by civilians and not by soldiers, controlled 
by a full code of laws, and the military held in the background 
simply as a police force and only to act when called on by civil 
authorities. 

Can not Congress be as wise and unselfish as the President, who 
has declined to assume or exercise his power, by withholding its 
right to legislate, and so leave the government in the hands of 
the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United 
States. The President has all the power he needs, and could have 
established this government before Congress met; but he does not 
seek these extra responsibilities. If Congress chooses to relieve 
him and take up the burden, it can do so. But if this course is 


regarded as unwise at this time, the President will then furnish | by 


those people with good government, as during the past year he 
already has done. Let Congres, by resolution or otherwise, đe- 
cide to leave these people where they are, in this probationary 
state, and all clamor and dissatisfaction will cease. the President 
will continue the present wise government, and the people will 
submit cheerfully to the government so established. d the 
American interests now agitated by the fear of free trade with the 
little island of Puerto Rico will receive assurance that the Repub- 
lican policy of protection will not be abandoned or qualified, 

It is possible for this Co to put this matter at rest for five 
or ten years, at least, so as not to trouble future Congresses, It 
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this Congress declares “ the inhabitants of our newly acquired 
islands to be citizens and the islands integral parts of the Union,” 
either directly or indirectly, that is the end of it, and no future 
Congress can changeit. But if Congress declares that for five or 
ten years the islands are merely dependencies, under control of 
the United States military authority, and that at the end of that 
time Co: will fix their civil rights and political status, that 
would exhaust the power until the expiration of the period. In 
any event, it would be improbable that a future Congress would 
change it unless there was very good reason for doing so. 

It is with some hesitation that I have spoken so anni on the 
recommendation of free trade with Puerto Rico. Already this 
suggestion has aroused opposition, as detrimental to our to o 
and cigar manufacturing interests, in which millions of Ameri- 
can capital is successfully embarked. Our woolgrowing and 
manufacturing interests are also aroused, while the united forces 
of our fruit-growing and beet-sugar interests are besieging us on 
this floor to ward off the threatened danger that is to come from 
free trade with Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines. It is 
maintained that free trade with these islands would seriously im- 
pair all these great interests, and messages and letters are being 
received by Congressmen from all the wool and tobacco growing 
States imploring the Representatives to prevent the consumma- 
tion of this su tion. 

Many Republicans, strong in their loyalty to the doctrine of 
protection to American industries, are not hesitating in the ex- 
preon of opposition to opening the door of free trade, even in a 

imited way. They urge that free trade with Puerto Rico must 
come, when it does come, in a constitutional way, after the island 
becomes a constituent part of the Republic, not while it remains 
a dependency, and that a long time should elapse, even in this 
view of the case, to allow American industries ample time to 
adjust themselves to the new conditions which free trade with 
the colonies will bring. 

Ido not su + these things in a spirit of opposition, but with 
the fervent desire that whatever is done in the House or else- 
where will be done with a full knowledge of the vastness of the 


interests involved, with a full realization of the effects of hasty or 


immature action. 

Since the preparation of the notes from which I am speaking the 
Governor-General of Puerto Rico, Gen. George W. Davis, has 
been summoned to Washington prne President, and has been 
before the Insular Committee of the House, and I am proud to 
say almost every 5 which I have laid down was most 
fully emphasized by hi The committee will not fail to sustain 
me in this claim, and after the clear, candid, and convincing state- 
ment of General Davis it seems to me that but one course lies be- 
fore the committee, and that is to recommend that Congress do 
not set up a civil government in Puerto Rico, but that the Presi- 
dent be left to govern there by military authority for an indefinite 


period. 

While we are discussing these questions relative to the island 
of Puerto Rico, why not turn to Cuba for a brilliant example of 
the kind of government which I am arging for its neighboring 
isle? Thesplendid administration of General Wood, from the time 
he began the occupation of Santiago until this hour, furnishes the 
most t argument for us here. He is dealing witha le 
espe 3 in Ore footie: gripe, 8 and polit- 
ical condition—a people g the samo language, possessing 
the same defects, Tacking the same qualities as the men of Puerto 
Rico; and day by day the American newspa are filled with 
praise for the conditions enforced in Cuba by General Wood. The 
problem is the same almost in both these islands, so far as the pres- 
ent condition is concerned, and the same firm hand of mill tary 
government which is educating the Cuban people and preparing 
them for self-government is needed in Puerto Rico, 

When the United States purchased from France the territory 
of Louisiana, in April, 1803, no war existed there, yet the President 
set up there a military government, which continued for some 
time, during which time Congress did not feel called upon to even 
suggest any change, except in October, 1803, when it passed, by 
large majorities in both Houses, an act containing a grant of plen- 
ary authority to the President. 

e following is one section of the act: 

That until the expiration of the 8 session of Congress, unless pro- 
vision for the cpio government of the said territories be sooner made 
Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the offi- 
cers of the existin: wernment of the same be vested in such person 
and persons, and be exercised in such manner as the President of the 
United States shall direct, for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of 
Lonisiana in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

From a learned paper which was read before the American 
Historical Society (see Annual Report American Historical 
Association, 1898, page 316) by Mr. S. E. Baldwin, a paper written 
pomas the ratification of the recent treaty with Spain, I make 

following quotations: 

The President is holding these islands during a fore war with the 


rights of a military erin an enemy’s country. There is no consti- 
tu objection to the acquisition of any or all of our new or 
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to 8 them to a empory government of military or colonial form. 
Until Con acts, the ident can ern our new possessions with 
no other authority than that with which great office is clothed by the 
Constitution in its grant of Executive power. 
If the Spanish treaty should be ratified, Congress could replace the tem- 
government which the President has set up in Puerto Rico by what- 
ever form of administration it may think proper, not inconsistent with the 
principles and provisions of the Constitution of the United States, and main- 
tain it until the inhabitants may be fit to govern themselves. No fixed limit 
of time can be assigned for the duration of sucha régime. We have held 
Alaska under such conditions already for thirty years, and she is hardly 
more dese of autonomy now than she was when a Russian province, 
We have held New Mexico under different forms of administration for 
nearly fifty years, and the character and traditions and laws of a Latin race 
are so deep! 9 her people and her institutions that no demand 
of party — 5 been strong enough to secure her admission to the 
privilege of statehood 


Upon the ratification of the treaty Puerto Rico would become a part of the 
United States; but our customs laws would not have full operation there 
until Congress created the necessary collection icts and ports of entry. 
Until then the temporary povernment of the President would continue; 
duties on imports could be lawfully collected by his agents; and whatever 
courts ofa munici character he may have set up would continue in the 
discharge of their functions, with the power of life and death: 

A port or island like Guam, taken for military or naval purposes, can be 
permanently — 5 under military law. 

And here such certainty as can be derived from judicial precedent or 
settled legislative construction and popular uiescence comes to an end. 

How long and with what effect Congress might allow our new possessions 
to be held under military rule; whether Puerto Ricocan be held permanently 
ahd avowedly as a colonial dependence; whether they could be given over 
to their inhabitants; whether all trials for crimes committed there must be 
by jury; whether in this Republic there can be settled inhabitants of civil- 

or semicivilized races owing allegiance to the United States alone, but 
- who can be regarded as subjects and not citizens—these are questions not 
irrevocably settled so far as we can consult the oracles of the past. 


In conclusion, I take the liberty to po oe the main points 
of an able editorial in a recent issue of the Washington Post, and 
commend the same to the candid consideration of the House: 


ereby 


co a 
bership thereof, the Post said that if legis- 
pertaining to island governments means that the 
lated upon are thereby made bere ge parts of our Republic, and 
their inha States, we are confident that 
the country will be more than willing for this committee to share the leisure 
of its esteemed contemporary, the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

There is not a doubt that those islands are ours.“ The title by which we 
hold them is absolutely flawless. But where is the statesman, where the 
ree ea patriotic American who is desirous or willing to have all those 

jands become 


aliens, There is no pntg À 7817 between 

tain is barred 

by our Constitution. The only open — 15 for escape from full ition of 
ineular 

which President Folk 5 with the tacit consent and nui stb eg of Con- 

exico, itary govern- 

onlyinname. Judge Curtis refers to that ee in 


of our Army, 
simul- 


and a prescri 
appointed a complete set of ca pag gr ae tt He acted with the approval 
of the President, as Commander in Chief, but without the direct sanction of 
Congress. The mili assumption of civil powers continued nearly five 


e tary 
aeg after the war ended, and until Congress ered the people of 
ew Mexico ready for Territorial government. Then an enabling act was 
passed and a Territorial legislature authorized 


If the new committees can find any middle ground between Executive gov- 

ernment and Congressional government, with the result of placing the 

"upon a footing of Territorial wardship,” they will confer an inesti- 

ma ble favor on their coun en. Pending thole danset tar that desideratum, 
the Post has no doubt that they will moye cautiously if they move at all. 

If Congress can not ! te for those islands of the Orient without thereby 
repeal our ion and tariff laws as relates to them—and this ap- 
to be the e state of the case—we believe Congress will wait a long 

e before entering upon such legislation. 

From the other end of the Capitol you have heard within a few 
days, in words of eloquence, the same story of another of our new 
possessions, where an almost identical race of people have been 
recently rescued from the rapacity and pas) og of Spain and 
brought under the ponn influence and protection of the Ameri- 
can I regret that I lack the art of eloquence to charm and 
to win your applause, as did the distinguished statesman and ora- 
tor whoad the Senate. 

It is my lot rather to deal in arguments dressed in the ‘‘sober 
pray ” of the English language But I haye endeayored to place 

fore the House the and actual facts, and to indulge in no 
fine or fanciful phrases while dealing with this momentous ques- 
tion. I call it a momentous question; and the words are weighed 
and measured. It is the first instance when the American Con- 
gress has proposed to legislate for alien poopie living 2,000 miles 
across the seas, and to confer upon an uneducated people Nho 
15 not speak our language, who have never known what civil 


means, who know absolutely nothing of our traditions, 
our history, our national 8 or instincts, who never have 
ess privilege of American citizen- 


tasted true liberty—the pri 


ship. At the threshold let Congress pause and look steadily and 

squarely in the face the thing we are about to do, so that when 

we have finished our work we may have the applause of the 

American people and the approbation of our own consciences, 
BRIEF ON LAW REGARDING OUR NEW POSSESSIONS. 

Cuba is only in our temporary possession, with a pledge that 
such possession shall not ripen into sovereignty, but be held for 
the Cuban people, to besurrendered to a government when formed, 
which shall carry out the obligation we have assumed. Presum- 
ably such a government is intended as shall be able to perform 
the obligation incurred. That is all our interest in Cuba. 

But Puerto Rico and the Philippine Archipelago present a dif- 
ferentproblem. These were conquered, and purchased, and ceded. 
Our title is full and complete. These islands belong to the United 
States, but as yet are not a part of the United States, 

In the Philippines we have a contest on our hands by some of 
the former subjects of Spain who rebel against our sovereignty, 
and until this rebellion is suppressed there can be no thought of 
civil government and no legislation by Congress in the way of 
making laws for them is suggested. 

But with Puerto Rico the case is entirely different. Here we 
have had no rebellion, the people are our friends, good order pre- 
vails, they demand American laws. They wish to be relieved 
from the old Spanish laws, royal decrees, and so forth, and from 
their discriminations and unjust exactions and oppressions. Some 
few clamor for self-government and representation in Congress, 
or at least Territorial rights, but these claims are at present at 
best untenable and need not be considered in this discussion. 

But it is universally conceded that in some way our system of 
laws and jurisprudence should be extended to them, and at once. 

The all-important question is how or by whom—by Congress or 
by the Presidentas Commander in Chief? Undoubtedly both have 
me power todoso, The effect to follow is, however, quite dif- 

eren 

These islands come to us very differently—that is, on different 
terms—from any former acquisition of territory. In all other 
treaties the political status and civil rights” of the people in 
the territory ceded as citizens, etc., of the United States was de- 
fined in the treaty, which was binding on Congress, Louisiana in 
1803 and Florida in 1819 were purchased, New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia by conquest and by purchase, Alaska by purchase, Texas 
by annexation, and some other territory by cession from the orig- 
inal States. In all these cases the territory became at once, on 
approval of the treaty or by its terms, à part of the United States 
and the people clothed with the rights and duties of citizens. 

In this case the treaty provides that ‘‘the civil rights and 
litical status of the inhabitants of the territories hereby ceded to 
the United States shall be determined by the Congress.” This 
and nothing more, except “the inhabitants of the territories (not 
citizens) shall be secured in the free exercise of their religion.” 
This last would not have been necessary if these people were at 
once to be citizens of the United States and our laws were by 
operation of law, on ratification of the treaty, to be extended over 
them, as such is the 3 of all under our laws. Again, some 
provision is made for security of Spanish citizens natives of 
Spain and how aes Hy preserve their allegiance to Spain, and 
it is provided that in default of this they shall be held to have 
renounced it and to have adopted the nationality of the territory 
in which they may reside,” not to have become citizens of the 
United States, as it was in terms provided in the treaty with 
Mexico, Again, in Article VII this distinction is made: Each 
Government relieves the other for all claims of its “citizens or 
subjects” against the other, etc. , and provides, The United States 

ill adjudicate and settle the claims of its citizens against Spain 
relinquished in this article.” This does not mean the claims of 
Puerto Ricans, Filipinos, or Cubans, but only of American citi- 


ns. 

So that it is clear that by the ratification of this treaty these 
people did not become American citizens, but remained simply 
native inhabitants of the territories ceded,” with their political 
status and civil rights yet to be determined. The treaty does 
not provide when Con: shall determine this matter. Until it 
does the islands remain our property, our military possessions, 
but not a part of the United States, and the people remain 
inhabitants of the islands” under our military control. Neither 
authorities nor precedents are wanting in this country or in 
Europe for full control and government of these possessions by 
mili authority, though by civil form of government and pro- 
mulgation of full code of laws and appointment of civil officers 
by the Commander in Chief, from the time of conquest to govern- 
ment by e As long as Congress does not act the President 
may, but when Congress does act by declaring the islands a 
part of the United States, or by assuming to legislate for them 
as citizens, the military power ceases and Congress must then 
pass all the legislation for them or authorize them as Territories 
or States to legislate for themselves. 

The laws can not be partly made by Congress and partly by the 
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President as Commander in Chief, as it is only in the absence of 
Congressional legislation that his power to promulgate laws exists 
when Congress has the power. or when in possession of foreign 
territory where Congress has not the power. The commander in 
chief of all nations has possessed this power since governments 
existed among men; our President therefore had it before the 
Constitution was adopted, and it does not deny the power. This 
power to govern extends to all conquered countries and is con- 
stitutionally invoked whenever Congress “‘ declares war,” and con- 
tinues till superseded or taken away by surrender or recapture of 
the territory conquered or by Congress providing for the govern- 
ment. 

This power to govern as a military possession applies to a people 
and to territory not citizens and not a part of the United States 
as well as to people who are but are without government and 
disputing our authority, as with the Southern States during and 
after the rebellion. And the lawsso 5 over foreigners 
and territory not a part of the United States especially need not 
in all respects conform to the limitations of the Constitution on 
the power of Congress to make laws. The Constitution can 
have no operation in another country.” (In re Ross, 140 U. S., 
464.) Also same court, in same case, says: 

By the Constitution a government is ordained and established for the 
United States of America, and not for countries outside of its limits. 


In Fleming vs. Page (9 Howard, 603) it was held that— 


of the military forces of uties exacted were 
not those prescribed by law, but by the President of the United States as 
Commander in Chief. 

Florida after it had been ceded was regarded as to customs as 
a foreign country, etc. The court then says: 

The principle thus adopted by the Executive Department has been sanc- 
tioned by this court and circuit courts whenever the question has come 
before them. * * * It is sufficient to say that this is no discrepancy be- 
tween them, and all of them, so far as they apply, maintain that under our 
revenue laws every port is regarded as a foreign one unless the custom house 
from which the vessel clears is within a collection district established by act 
of Con and the officers exercise their functions under the authority and 
control of the laws of the United States. 


The same decision holds, page 614, that— 


The conquest or occupation of a foreign country, or a ot it, by our 
military forces does not enlarge our boundaries nor extend our i ‘tutions 
and laws beyond the ori, boundaries. That must await the action of 


as such * * * ter 


ritory conquered unt ig true, be held as com ion for ex 


or by treaty of peace, 
as such by the proper authority (Congress). 

was a part of the United States and belonged 
in our established boundaries, but yet it was not a part of this Uni 


ion.” 

Thus far our new ions have been governed by these rules, 
duties have been collected, and some laws promulgated, and the 
course thus followed has ample precedent, both in this country 
as in California, New Mexico, Florida, Louisiana, and the South- 
ern States, and has met the approval of the Supreme Court in all 
cases—and also in Europe by the course pursued by England, Ger- 
many, and all other countries, Where the occupied country has 
no civilized laws of its own, then, as of necessity, the laws of the 
conquering country go with its flag and its citizens who emigrate 
to the new land. 

No one questions our right, so far, to collect duties and pre- 
scribe laws under the military power. The same power can es- 
tablish civil government and promulgate a full code of civil laws, 
as was done with New Mexico and maintained for about five 
years before Congress took any part, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States upheld the laws and courts thus established, 
(See Leitzenderfer vs. Webb, 20 Howard, 178.) 

Congress is a creature of the Constitution, and all its 
therefrom and limited by its provisions. (Mormon Chu: 
pages 1-44.) 

In National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S., 129), in 
speaking of Territorial government, the court says: 

But Congress is supreme and for the purpose of this de ment of goy- 
ernmental authority all the power of the people of the United States 
except such as have e: y or by implication been reserved in the prohi- 
bitions of the Constitution. 

And in Scott vs. Sanford (21 Howard, 393) it was held and agreed 
to by minority that all the prohibitions of the amendments to the 
Constitution bind Congress in its legislation for the Territories as 
fully as those in the original instrument, trial by jury, uniform 
customs duties, presentment by grand jury, etc., as well as the pro- 
hibition to pass ex post facto laws. All constitutional prohibi- 
tions are denials of power of Congress to legislate. 

The same authority also holds, page 449 (and it is acquiesced in 
by the minority opinions), speaking of a Territory whose popula- 
tion is not ready for State government: 


wers are derived 
vs. Utah, 136 U. S., 


But some form of civil government is absolutely necessary to ene and 
preserve civilized society and prepare it to become a State, and, what is best, 
must depend on the condition of the Territory at the time, and this choice 
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must depend on the discretionary power of Congress, acting within the sco; 

of its constitutional authorit: e infringing on the rights of persons pa 
rights of property. * * * It was u by the exe of this author- 
ity, and it must be held and governed in like manner until it is fitted for a 


State. 
But the power of Congress over the person or property of a citizen can 
Pi Le. Booptieats 


never be a mere discretionary power under our ion and form of 
government. The powers of government and the rights of the citizen are 
regulated and plainly defined by the Constitution itself. And when the 
country mesa part of the United States the Federal Government enters 
into possession in the character impressed upon it by those who created it. 
It enters upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly defined and limited 
by the Constitution, from which it derives its own existence, and by virtue 
of which it alone continues to exist and act asa government and sovereignty. 
It has no power of any kind beyond it, and it can not, when it enters a Terri- 
tory of the United States, put off its character and assume discretionary or 
despotic powers. 

In 5 Wheaton, 317, Loughborough vs. Blake, it is held duties and 
direct taxes shall be alike in States, Territories, and districts of 
the United States, and holds this to apply to the District of Co- 
lumbia as part of the United States. 

75 Thompson vs, Utah (170 U. S., 348) the Supreme Court held 
that— 


The sovereign power of the United States over Territories is subject to 
such restrictions as are imposed and expressed in the Constitution or are 
necessarily implied by its terms. 

Then in the case of the Mormon Church vs. United States (136 
U. S., 1 to 44), the court says: 

Doubtless Congress in legislating for the Territories will be subject to those 
fundamental limitations in favor Se personal rights which are naar nie in 
the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would exist by 
inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from which Congress 
derives all its power, rather than by any express or direct application of its 
provisions. 

And on this ground that court in that case, and in other cases, 
holds that the constitutional provisions of trial by j follows, 
and controls all legislation by Congress for the Territory, and 
says: 

This is no longer an open question. 


And in Colton vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540) the same doctrine is 
pronounced and applied to the District of Columbia as an integral 
part of the United States, and carries with it the constitutional 
provision of trial by jury. By the terms of the Constitution, Con- 
gress is given the exclusive power to legislate for the District of 

lumbia. Yet the Supreme Court held such power was not dis- 
cretionary, but must comply with the Constitution. 

Among the constitutional personal guaranties and limitations 
on the acts of Congress are not only the provision of trials by 
jury in civil and criminal cases, but many others, to wit, present- 
ment by grand jury for all felonies; om of speech and of the 
press; the free right of 1 or migration from one part of 
the country to another; no denial of any privilege to any citizen 
which is granted to any other citizen; All duties, imports and 
excises shall be uniform Soe the United States;” No tax 
or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State,” and 
many others which will readily be remembered. 

The Constitution recognizes that the United States may have 
jurisdiction over territory ‘‘ not a part” of the United States and 
not Territories or districts, because these latter have been repeat- 
edly held to be included in the term United States, and had n 
so held prior to the adoption of the thirteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. As first introduced, that amendment read: 

lavery and involun servitud: asa hment for crime, shall 
ot eet the Valin 802er. See 3 
Then was added before adoption the words: 
Or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 


It is perhaps not possible now to learn why those words were 
added; yet we had up to that time acquired a considerable new 
territory, and no one could say we would not continue to do so. 
Now, all we had acquired up to that time had by treaty provided 
it should be a part of the Union, but it might not always be so. 
They . “builded wiser than they knew.” We had, how- 
ever, in 1 acquired by discovery and taken 5 — 
sion of some guanoislands in the Caribbean Sea wholly unclaimed 
by any nation, and Congress made some provision for allowing 
the discoverers to remove the guano to the United States, and, to 
insure order, po that any crime committed on the island 
should be held to have been committed on the high seas and in a 
United States vessel and punished accordingly, and, while so 
carefully legislating, thought it provident to provide that nothing 
in the act should be held to make it obligatory on the United States 
to retain possession of the islands after the guano should be re- 
moved, and allthis must be preceded by a declaration from the 
President that such islands pertained to the United States.” 

So it was doubtless to cover such cases as where islands or 
countries should“ pertain to the United States,” be in temporary 
possession thereof, and yet not be a part of the United States,” 
yet while under the j diction of the United States no slavery 
should exist there. This undoubtedly applies to the Sulu Islands, 
and slavery, being contrary to the fundamental principles of our 
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Government as well as poly 
on our occupation of these 
as civil government. And yet the Constitution did not authorize 


y, ceased to be lawful immediatel 
ands, and binds the military as we 


Congress to pass laws for such a place or country, but left that 
condition of things to be met by the laws and usages of nations, 
to be governed, so long as it pI ‘* pertained to the United 
States, by the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

Congress can, under the authority of the treaty, declare these 
islands a part of the United States, thus making the cession and 
conquest complete, and the people thereby be declared citizens of 
the United States and not simply ‘‘inhabitants of the islands 

where they reside,” as they are now; but in such case, as we have 
seen, the laws must conform in all respects to the provisions of the 

Constitution. Trials by jury in all common-law cases involving 

$20, and in all criminal cases and in all felonies prosecutions 

must be by indictment. This, among a people 90 per cent of 
whom can not read or write and none of whom know anything 
of such duties, would render administration of justice a farce. 

No duties can be collected on goods imported from any State, 
and all duties and direct taxes must be uniform throughout the 
United States.” This provision of ‘‘uniformity of duties,” the 
same rates in all parts of the United States, is the fundamental 

ciple of the Constitution, the one single purpose and thought 
accomplish which the Constitutional Convention was called and 
the principal object of the forming of its instrument; so if any 
right under the Constitution be conferred on the islands by 

Congress, this will follow. No restrictions can be placed on the 

migration of any citizen from the islands, ‘‘a part of the United 

States,” to any other tof the United States, and many other 

Spy abot of the titution. 

the other hand, Congress can br resolution decline to act for 
the present or for a period of years, or by its silence decline to act, as 
in case of California and New Mexico, and thus acquiesce in the gov- 
ernment by the Commanderin Chief. In the first case, if Congress 
does act and the above view is correct (and it can hardly be expected 
that the Supreme Court will change its views or holdings), then the 
action is irremediable, and these ple are American citizens, 
entitled to all the rights and privileges of any other citizens, to 

Territorial government and eventually to statehood, to protection 

at home and abroad—Tagalog or Sulu, negro or Spaniard. If 

Congress declines to act now, then the President will be warranted 

in proclaiming a full civil government for Puerto Rico at once, and 

perhaps for Cuba; and if it be found at any time that any part of 
these possessions are ready for self-government or for Territorial 
rights, Congress may then or at any time step in and take charge. 

But if it be found after full trial and all opportunities that any 
part of the Philippine Islands, for instance, can not be brought to 
such a condition of civilization as warrants Congressional legis- 
lation, and it is found not to be advisable to continue military 
control indefinitely, an amendment to the Constitution can be 
made or in some way the problem can be solved without injury 
to our Government or people and doing no injustice to the people 
of such islands. 

It has been suggested that Con, might make some laws for 
Puerto Rico now, such as establishing United States courts there, 
making customs laws, and regulating the currency, and then leave 
the restto the President. Butit would seem that this can not be. 
By establishing United States courts, or any other act of distinct 
Sieg legislation, Congress in fact declares the island a part 
of the United States and its ple citizens, otherwise it could not 
legislate, and if Congress so fixes the ‘‘ political status,” the Com- 
mander in Chief loses his power to make laws, and Congress is 
forbidden to delegate its power to legislate to any person, com- 
mittee, or body. So whatever reforms are needed would all 
have to be prescribed by Congressional law. (See 10 Wheaton, 


23 42, 43.) 

It has been s also by some who have not studied the 
question that Congress might declare that the islands were not a 
of the United States; that the peo le should remain ‘‘inhab- 
itants of the island,” etc., and still le; te for them. But this 
can hardly be ible, as we have seen Congress get its power 
from the titution; that the Constitution establishes a govern- 
ment for America only. Besides, the rule is universal that the 
laws of Congress or of a State legislature can have no effect be- 
boma the limits of the boundaries of the State or nation. It has 
n held thatthe laws of a nation have no extra-territorial effect 
or jurisdiction. The principle is so plain that no authorities need 
be cited; but see Halleck’s International Law, volume 1, third edi- 
tion, Nene pene 6 and 7; Wheaton’s International Law, pages 124, 

125, third edition, where it is said: $ 

un 


Eve tion possesses and exercises exclusive sovereignty and le; tive 
arisdiction throughout the fall extent of the territory. 7 It is en- 
tled to the exclusive power of legislation in respect to the rights 
and civilstate and condition of its citizens, * m Tenne to real and per- 
snai property situated within its territory, whether belonging to citizens or 
ens. 
No State can by its laws directly affect, bind, or regulate property beyond 
— own or control persone who do not reside within it, pater they 
native- su 


born jects or not. 
All the effect which a foreign law can have in a State depends absolutely 
on the consent of that State. 


But here there is no government to give the consent, and in all 

such exceptions they will be found to affect citizens only and to 
relate to quality, condition, or the like, as legitimacy, marriage, 
minority, ete., when by comity these qualifications go with the 
citizen wherever he goes, The only other 8 coming to 
my notice isin the case of treaties with Japan, China, and some 
other countries. This comity has been allowed to provide for 
trial of American citizens committing crimes in these countries 
by our consuls. But this power rests in the consent of the coun- 
try expressed in the treaty. We can make no treaty with any- 
body in Puerto Rico or the Philippine Archipelago. 
S0 it would appear that for Congress to legislate for these islands 
it must make them our own and complete the conquest by assimi- 
lating the country with the balance of the United States and mak- 
ing them a part and parcel of the Union, 

As to Puerto Rico, this we may do and doubtless will after 
a while, but the general opinion among those who aro best ac- 
quainted is that it will not do now. As to the Philippines, we all 
know that it will not do now, and yet whatever is ae by this 
Congress for Puerto Rico will be regarded as a precedent for the 
Philippines when the rebellion is subdued. Congress may not fol- 
low such precedent, but the policy of the Administration will be 
thus marked out, and people generally will expect the same course 
to be pursued when insurrection is subdued, and those of us who 
favor expansion will have to meet the question in the selection of 
the next Congress this year. 

But it is asked. Do not the people of these islands and also the 
trade of this country need relief in regard to duties which the 
President can not extend, and especially since treaties with many 
countries which are competitors, particularly in sugar and tobacco, 
have been or are about to be given reductions under the reciprocity 
clause of the tariff law?” The answer must be in the affirmative. 
The remedy lies in Congress making an amendment to the reci- 
eres clause by . President to make, or giving 

im the power to make, similar reductions, or grade, if thought 
best, in cases of outlying ions ‘‘pertaining to the United 
States” in our military possession, where there is no power to 
make a treaty, as in cases where the treaty may be made with 
a foreign power having jurisdiction of the country, 

As to the reciprocal reductions on the part of the islands, the 
President already has the power to fix those duties as he pleases 
and is exercising that authority in all the islands now. ere is 
no doubt in my mind but that the islands need a considerable of 
the revenue from duties to on their governments and make 
the needed improvements, and it would not be wise to either put 
all this burden into direct taxes on the people there nor draw it 
from the Treasury of the United States, and yet one or the other, 
and probably both, would have to be done if all duties between 
the islands and the United States should cease at once. And it is 
equally clear to me that our own industries would suffer loss unless 
those reductions are made gradually and business interests be 
allowed to adjust themselves to the new conditions when they do 
finally come. 

Besides, I am abundantly satisfied that a reduction of 25 or 30 
per cent on sugar and tobacco would be acceptable to the pro- 

ucers on both sides. If this is not the right amount, then let 
some other be fixed, but our possessions must fare as well as for- 
eigners, and they coe to have some advantage. 
he President can be trusted in all these matters, and a mistake 
made by him, if one is made, can be promptly remedied either by 
himself or Congress can take charge at any time it chooses. 

Here we have, through the military, as ag a colonial sys- 
tem as is possessed by any other country. y not use it, at 
least while we are solving the complicated questions presented? 
What good reason can be assigned for at once taking the affirma- 
tive step and making these people of alien and 2 races Amer- 
ican citizens, with no probation, no knowledge of our laws or cus- 
toms, and 90 per cent absolutely ignorant and uninformed? Why 
throw down all tariff barriers which we have struggled to erect 
for the protection of American industries to the lowering of the 
standard of American citizenship and the injury of all and utter 
destruction of many American industries? 

But the President, if ready to make a change and launch a civil 
government, with a full code of laws, might well hesitate to do 
so until he knew the intention of 91 in the matter, as, not- 
withstanding the President's power, Congress has the final and 
paramount right to supersede all acts by the President, as Com- 
mander in Chief, with laws of its own. 

If it be the intention of Congress to legislate for Puerto Rico at 
this session, it would be unwise for him to make such a change 
now and install a new government to be so soon displaced. 

Of course Congress must act in so grave a matter with delib- 
eration, and smy after much investigation, and it can hardly be 
expected to reach this matterin one session; but still it may do so. 
Butif any legislation be undertaken, let a full code of laws be 
provided by the experienced hands of Congress and leave noth- 
ing to 3 i 

e better plan, therefore, would seem to be for Congress to 
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declare by resolution early in the session whether or not it will 


enter on this work at this session. And if it decides not to do so, 
the President would then be warranted in acting, having this 
assurance, that his laws would be allowed to re in force for 


some definite time. At least they would be given a more per- 
manent character than if liable to be disp at any time, and 
would thus be more efficient in securing the needed reforms so 
imperatively demanded now. 

hen while these laws are in operation the people of the islands 
will be given the benefit of good American laws and be preparing 
themselves for Congressional government when it comes to them; 
and to take a larger share in the management of their own affairs 
than would be wise and prudent at this time. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has drifted in 
a consideration of the policy of the Administration touching the 
Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico. 1 do not want to discuss 
that question now, Mr. Chairman, because in my humble judgment 
it ought not to be discussed. When the earth is drinking the 
warm blood of American heroes—such distinguished soldiers as 
General Lawton—it seems to me that that which is most seemly, 
that which is fit to be done, is to stand by the of our country 
and by the Commander in Chief of the Am Army—our 
President. [Applause. | A 

When resistance to American authority shall have ceased, and 
when our heroes shall have completed the task now committed to 
their charge, and which they are completing in a manner of which 
I know every American citizen is proud, then the time will come 
for us to discuss the proposan as to what we shall do with the 
Philippines and the Filipinos. At present it is our duty to 
strengthen in every way that we can the arms that hold the 
swords and the strong hearts of the men who are our bayonet 
bearers in a foreign territory—territory belonging now to the 
United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been impressed with one idea touching 
this matter. It seems to me that the only objection that can be 
urged by distinguished gentlemen on the other side of this House 
to our President, the Commander in Chief, is that he accom- 
plished more than they desired him to do—that he accomplished, 
as head of the armies, more than was e ted. Why, sir, the 
destruction of the Spanish fleet was of itself enough to shed glory 
upon the Commander in Chief of the armies of these United States, 

e result of that victory in all probability, or at any rate in the 
opinion of the Senate of the United States, which was the only 
tribunal that could determine the matter—the result of that vic- 
tory was the submission of a certain treaty to the Senate. Before 
that treaty was passed upon by the Senate and ratified there was 
time for di ion. But since the treaty has been ratified, what 
is the duty of every citizen? 

It seems to me the duty of every citizen, and especially of every 
member of this House, is to say everything in his power in lauda- 
tion of the course of the Administration instead of criticism. 
. on the Republican side.] Why, Mr. Chairman, if my 

rethren on the other side will allow me to indulge in a little 
pleasantry, what is the 8 thatyouoccupy? It seems to me, 
without intending any discourtesy, that, being in the minority, 
you occupy now the position of the hind wheel on a wagon, Your 
methods are simply to throw mud upon the fore wheels, which 
you follow. What good can you SE ae by that kind of argo: 
ment? [Laughter.] Why not join us? Why not join the Re- 
3 touching this matter? You had as much to do in bring- 

g on this war as the Republicans had. You cussed us out on 
that side of the House because we did not jump into the war 
sooner. 

Mr. GAINES. We made you declare war. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; you made us declare war, and now you are 
cussing us because we did better than you thought we could. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GAINES. And we are trying to make you do right now. 

Mr. LINNEY. In other words, Mr. Chairman, a Democrat is 
always a very brave man in civil matters [laughter]; and yet, Mr, 
Chairman, I have arisen to discuss something that, in my 
opinion, is of as great importance as the Philippines. General Otis 
will take care of the rebels in the Philippine Islands, Itis now 
the duty of the patriots of this country, on the Democratic side as 
well as our side, to take care of our people here. 

I want to read another matter to which the President of the 
United States called attention, and to which I propose to address 
my remarks, I read from the President's last message: 

The constituted authorities must be cheerfully and vigorously upheld. 
8 must not be tolerated in a great and civilized Sigs like the 

nited States. Courts, not mobs, must execute the penalties of the law. 
The preservation of public order, the right of discussion, the integrity of 
courts, and the orderly administration of justice must continue forever the 
rock of safety upon which our Government securely rests. 

I would emphasize the right of public discussion, Mr. Chairman, 
as having come from the mind of the President twice before this 
body, as being an absolutely essential force to the preservation and 
protection of this grand republican form of government of ours. 


Let us see whether I am right about this. Some one said to me 
not long ago, Linney, why is it that you want always to talk 
about elections?” My reply to him was this: That one of the best 


old preachers that ever I knew, who was a Hard-shell Baptist, was 
in the habit of preaching from this text, Ye must be born again.” 
After he had preached from that text a dozen times or more, some 
gentleman went to him and said, My brother, why is it you have 
only got that one text?” Because, replied the d old man, 
tye must be born again.” [Laughter.] So say I touching fair 
elections. We must have fair elections and less lynching. 

Mr. COX. You had better be born again! 

Mr. LINNEY. My friend often presents strong evidence on 
this floor that he has been born again. fLaturhter 

Mr. Chairman, this matter is a serious one. The heart of the 
Republic is this day sad because of things that have recently hap- 
pened in Kentucky. There is not a man within the sound of 
my voice, not a member upon this floor, nor a spectator in the gal- 
lery, who has not been e sad by occurrences which, in my opin- 
ion, have reference to the matters about which I propose to talk. 

At the Chicago convention, four hundred years from the time 
that Columbus discovered America, the people of the United 
States selected three probably of the ablest men they — 
the Vice-President, a great Kentucky orator, and Mr. CHAUNCEY 
M. Derew, of New York—to turn the lantern of freedom upon 
this system of government before the bee of the representatives 
of the assembled universe at Chicago. eir purpose was to make 
a display of our system, as well as a display of the material devel- 
eae of this country. These three s hes, in every sentence 
of them, are laudatory of our system of government, Spartan 
it to the foreign representatives of the different nations withou 
anything at to mar its beauty, until the me to touch this 
question of elections. That was the only inirmity in the system. 

That was the only thing to which the attention of foreign nations 
was called, upon which a criticism could possibly be grounded, 
touching this republican form of government, which is the world's 
best hope. I read from this memorial of the World's Columbian 
ro tan on touching that matter. The eloquent orator from Ken- 
tucky—grand old Kentucky, home of Henry Clay and of the grand 
men who now sit upon this floor, whose ar So and whose 
8 command the attention of every beholder—uttered these 
words: 

A better opportunity could not be desired for a study of our peculiarities 
than is furnished for the present moment. We are in the midst of the quad- 
rennial period established for the selection of achief magistrate. Every citi- 
zen has right of choice. Each has his right to vote, and to have the votes 
properly cast and properly counted. Wherever this right has failed for an 

done and evil must follow, first to the whole country, which 


cause, wrong 
has an interest in all a mart a Eee most to the community immediatel 
y d of the cup that has contained the po 


rtioned to the 
in it, and there 


in- 


is ve 


nearly pro 
es 1 


concern 


reason to hope that, with expanding intelligence of the masses and 
the ing enlightenment of the times, this ‘particular form of corruption. 
in e ions will be reduced below the danger line. 


On this great occasion, this great reasoner, being then, ashe now 
is, a member of that party organization to which I do not belong, 
was able to point out, not only to the representatives of the 
assembled nations but to the reflecting people of these United States, 
that here was only one infirmity in the system, and that that in- 
firmity, that error, that crime, I may denominate it, had at that 
time gotten above the danger line, and, in substance, that it did 

uire a quickening of the American conscience to press the evil 
ow the danger line. 

What else said he, Mr. Chairman? 

There is no phy in American manhood. There are no sections of 
American fraternity, It needs but six days and a change of raiment to con- 
vert the Vermonter into a Texan, and there never has been a time when the 
ide berna, Saving IN the beginning & COOR cierto, end wy AUCA axa AE 
Peedi ping bool ny soil as no longer to possess a local habitation or a nation- 


ality except in this national unit. 
o curse of slave: — gree It was a t heri of woe, to be wiped 
tod in and flame. © mirage of the Confederacy 


out and 
vanished. It was essentially bucolic, a form of the most attractive economic 


zope of sand. The exact relation of the 
t open to double construction by the 
ing because they could not agree — themselves 

t ob has clearly and definitely fixed 
ich constitutes the 


_ That was the view taken of these last amendments, which were 
intended to reduce this infirmity of which the orator spoke below 
the line. That was the view presented for the considera- 
tion of the representatives of the various nations of the world. 
Now, in view of that, Mr. Chairman, let us look for a moment. 
There have been about 100 lynchings a year, to say nothing of the 
assassinations, in this country of law and order, of Bibles, of 
churches, of eloquent ulpit orators, in this fair land of ours. 
Yes, the blood of 100 citizens every year has been shed contrary 
to law, shed by human hands, without warrant, every year since 
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1891, and in the year 1898, iť I get the figures correctly, there were 
127 8 Seven-twelfths of these lynchi took place in 
the States t do not give more than one-fourth of their votes. 
Now, why was that? Let me see if I can not show why. I will 
read a few definitions of a republic and of the ballot: 


John Milton said that a commonwealth ought to be but one huge Christian 

rsonage, one hty growth. the stature of a man, as big in virtue as the 

Fi. or you may let it sink into an ignoble form, with the name of a repub- 
lic, but without its soul. 

The ballot isa great guaranty. Itis the peacemaker, the recon- 
ciler, the schoolmaster, and the protector. I believe that is the 
view of Charles Sumner. Aristotle has given the best definition 
of a republic tomy mind. He teaches that it is best in every re- 
pondon government to admit to a icipation in the govern- 

g power as many as can be admitted with safety, for where large 
numbers are excluded there will be discontent and danger. 

All these great authors of the past teach this: “Liberty can 
have no certain dwelling in any state except where the laws are 
equal and the power of public opinion is supreme.” It was left 
for the lamented Blaine to state, in language which will ring 
throughout the country forever, that a departure from these ele- 
mentary principles of liberty will lead to the other extreme, where 
m is an occupation and perjury a pastime,” etc. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to talk calmly and dispassionatelyin this 
matter. I live in the South. I live in a section of country where 
I know if I say anything in heat or with animation it will be 
severely criticised. I know it will bring upon my head hostile 
judgments, and therefore I talk with some embarrassment. But 

have this idea: It is not the suppression of an infirmity in any 
system in any section, it is not the ferreting out the evil and sup- 
pressing it that hurts the Government, 

That man or that set of men or that organization that does that, 
in my own opinion, becomes the greatest public benefactor. It is 
the existence of those wrongs in the community that diseases it 
and produces assassination and lynching, and not re thereof, 
Now, let us see if it can be proven. I think I can establish the 
fact that in exact proportion as the people are deprived of their 
votes, in that exact proportion you have lynchings and assas- 
sinations. j 

What is the ballot? The late lamented Mr. Justice Hunt, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of United 
States vs. Reese et al. (92, U. S. Report), has defined the ballot 
with technical precision. No definition of any tenure by which 
man has ever exercised dominion is more perfect: That greatest 
of rights among freemen is the ballot. Just as far as the ballot 
to the citizen is abridged, in the same degree the citizen’s impor- 
tance and security is diminished.” 

Here we have the definition of the tenure by which men hold 
their liberties as clearly stated as a proverb, or as any great sage 
of the law has ever defined any tenure from a tenant at sufferance 
to an estate in fee simple, or of a contingent remainder on the rule 
of Shelly’s case. The idea of the individual importance and se- 
curit his mal and property rights is the inspiration of this 
definition. human effort has for its object the importance 
and security of the individual putting forth the effort. 

Withont the recording of the ballot, individual 8 and 
importance would cease to animate American citizenship and 
American manhood life in a large degree. Hence springs the 
strong desire of the citizen to vote. 

Indeed, our Republic would not last half as long with a well- 
settled conviction that the ballot box everywhere no longer voiced 
the popular will as it would under the blaze and thunders of all 
the artillery of any combination of foreign foes turned against 
us. In fact, the pent-up fury of the popular heart, even expressed 
sometimes in this high place of reason and law, at the i 
of wrong and oppression on the part of Government would explode 
and shake our entire system as a volcano does the mountain 
covered by its own lava but for this escape valve, the ballot box. 

It has been said that one hundred years of uninterrupted peace 
would enslave mankind. It is highly probable that a failure to 

n the polls, or if opened, only for fraud or force to neutralize 

e legal force of the ballot, for even ten years would be as disas- 
trous to the Republic as the touch of leprosy would be to the most 
vital spark of human life. This condition of the popular mind 
accounts for the large vote that is recorded upon the poll lists at 
every general election where there is a contest. 

The exercise of the elective franchise is as charming and poten- 
tial in claiming and commanding the attention and action of our 
ascend as any natural law commands and controls the habits of the 

ower order of animate creation. It is, when one gets at the bot- 
tom of it, founded in or springs out of the law of self-preservation. 

We take food topreservelife. Wevote to uphold and perpetuate 
that which is dearer than life to the intelligent American citi- 
zen—liberty. From Boston to Austin, from Massachusetts to 
Texas, wherever the elector can vote, the rule is he votes. Even 
in Massachusetts, where manhood suffrage is restricted by an 
educational qualification, about 22,000 electors from each Con- 


8 district find their way to the ballot box. In the great 
tate of Texas, where manhood suffrage is relied upon to support 


social order and the political life of that immense Commonmealth, 


over 30,000 freemen at every general election where there isa contest 
march to the poles with ballots in their hands, as proud and grand 
as the President of these United States in the performance of the 
highest functions of the greatest office in the world resting upon 
the foundations of popular suffrage. 

Happy condition here where there is not even a registrar be- 
tween the citizen elector and the ballot box except in the cities. 
In North Carolina about 35,000 in every Congressional district, 
under the laws of 1895, found their way to the ballot box, although 
they sometimes did it at the risk of being singed and scalded by 
the heat of partisan rancor on election day or disturbance in 
some sections after election day by the gentle Christian demands 
of ‘‘committees of law and order.” In Colorado in two Congres- 
sional districts 142,024 votes are the glittering, precious, delicate, 
opalescent tints in the political life of the two distinguished gen- 
tlemen from Colorado, Messrs. SHAFROTH and BELL. Woman 
suffrage is valued more highly there than all the gems and silks 
that ever adorned a fair maiden's form. [Laughter.] 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the same law of nature upon which Judge 
Hunt founded the ballot, alaudable purpose to enlarge individual 
importance and strengthen the vigilance of the sentinels that 
guard individual security, asserted its omnipotent demands upon 
the female heart and mind of Colorado, Modesty to them still pos- 
sessed all its charms asa polishing and a refining factor in female 
character. Even if modesty’s eternal comping gronna had been in 
that paradisaical spot of earth where only the viands of nectar 
and trees of ambrosial fruitage flourish, woman as an elector 
yielding to the law of nature in which the ballot is founded, 
would for a time put on her business costume and cast her vote, 
despite the heat of many strifes and political rancor at the polls, 
(Laughter. ] 

Why do we witness these results, Mr. Chairman? It is the fruit- 
age of the law of self-preservation, Sir, nature proclaims with 
no less certainty that the ‘‘merry eyes of youth often overrun 
with laughter“ than that man, proud man, when free, will vote to 
enlarge his importance and strengthen his personal security. 

The spirit of Pierpont’s poetry must always abide with the 
American patriot: 

A weapon that comes down as still 

As snowflakes fall upon the sod; 
But executes a freeman’s wil 

As lightning does the will of God; 
And from its force nor doors nor locks 
Can shield you,—'tis the ballot box. 

Wherever there is not a reasonably large vote at an election it is 
generally attributable to the operation of some illegal method that 
prevents. Mr. Best, in his excellent little work on Presumptions, 
teaches that presumptions founded in nature are of the most reli- 
able character. No human testimony can shake their force. He 
gives this illustration: Wherever the webfoot is found in the fowl 
creation there is a disposition and capacity to swim. God gave 
the waterfowl this natural paddle with which to even navigate 
turbulent waters. 

Should the direct testimony of any number of witnesses contra- 
dict this natural law, it must fail. It is only the diseased fowl that 
does not use nature’s paddle to increase its importance. Death is 
near when the webfooted fowl marches away from the waters to 
surrender forever this great natural power. So also the free 
American citizen retires from the ballot box only because of a 
diseased political condition which prevents his voting. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me see about these matters—whether 
Iam right or not. Iaddress your reason; I address the reason of 
the poopie of the South and North, too, people of the entire Re- 
public. Let me take the States of Mississippi, Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Louisiana, Georgia, and South Carolina, and they have, I 
believe, 58 electoral votes. and they cast 100,000 votes less than 
the States of Texas and North Carolina, that have only 26 elec- 
toral votes. Texas and North Carolina give almost 100,000 votes 
more than these six. But when you come to distribute the honors 
of lynching, these States get 70 and we only get 7, and I do not 
think that is fair. [Laughter.] I would like to understand the 


mystery. 

Mr. ‘BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
distributed the lynchings in other States than in the South—say 
Ilinois or Ohio? 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, in Ohio, and all those States north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, the lynchings are no more than the insig- 
nificant flash of a lightning bug to the great stream of electricity 
from the heavens in comparison with sections where voting is 


suppressed. [Laughter.] I take from the World Almanac the 


following: 
LYNCHINGS, LEGAL EXECUTIONS, AND EMBEZZLEMENTS. 


vk focal, 1.8 1802, 285; 1893, 200; 1894, 190; 1895, 171; 1896, 131; 1807, 106; 
e lyn 


tal, 1,412. 
chings in 1898 were distributed as follows: Arkansas, 17; South 
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; ia, 12; Mi: 6; Kentucky. 6; 
PSR oe ; issouri, ‘entucky. 


Louisiana, 6; Texas, 
m R Suro 8; Ilinois, 1; Indiana, 
l; lr Fv Noris 
2 whites, an 
in the United 


85 
HE 


17 1; 
15; Indian Territory, 8; New 
lennessee, 6; Virginia, 4; West Virginia, 1; Fl 
1. Of the total number, weren 
2 Indians. Up to September 11 there were ob persons lyn 
States in 1899, 

red weit 128 in 1807, 122 In 1800, 152 16 1805 132 in 1804, 120 in 1828 ahd 107 in 
Teva, The legal executions in 1898 were distributed as follows: Louisiana, 10; 
Arkansas, 6; Alabama,3; Mississippi, 6; Tennessee, 2; ; 
Maryland, 1; Massachusetts, 3; m, 2; ta, 2; 

2; 8; ngaa 8; South lina, 4; Texas, 107 No 

Indian Territory, 2; entucky, 3; California, 

Washington, 1; Pennsylvania,7: New Jersey, 1. There were 72 

Sonth and 37 inthe North, of whom 60 were whites, 48 blacks, and 1 Chin: 
The crimes for which they were executed were murder 100, and assault 9. 

Yes, North Carolina has cast 95 per cent of her qualified vote; 
but if she is forced to submit to the present proposed Democratic 
methods, she will probably not cast 30 per cent thereof. Theresultis 
that we have only had four lynchings in North Carolina in 1898 and 
only one in 1897, when the Democrats were out of power, and 
there were only three in Texas—asingular contrast to other States. 
For instance, in the whole State of South Carolina the vote for 
Congressmen was only 28,912 votes, while the district that I rep- 
resent cast 37,000 votes. 

In one district of one State there were cast for one member more 
votes than were cast for seven members in another State. When 
we come to distribute what we may call one of the luxuries of the 
world—lynching—North Carolina receives but four, while in the 
States that do not give a reasonably full vote 15 lynchings occur 
usually. What does it mean? I have no ill-feeling toward any 
State of the Union. It simply means a diseased condition of the 
country, such as, if continued, must produce anarchy and death. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir; I yield for a question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. My question is this: The gentleman 
has stated the number of lynchings in the various States, and in 
aone so he complimented my own State, which is neither here 
nor there. Now, I want to ask him this question; and in answer- 
ing it I hope he will be fair to the House and will be fair toward 
the people that he denounces. I ask him to state what proportion 
of these lynchings is due to a certain cause 

A MEMBER. 1 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask him to state what proportion is 
due to assaults by colored men upon white females. 

Mr. LINNEY. There you have it, Mr. Chairman; you can not 
discuss any question with a Southern Democrat, no matter what 
it is, that he does not holler ‘‘Nigger.” According to statistics, 
the lynchings were of whites, Indians, and negroes—more negroes 
than otherwise, it is true. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Willthe gentleman allow me one more 
suggestion? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURKEof Texas. Ido not defend lynching. Iam as much 
pe Li 2 it as any man in the United States, and my people are 
0 it. 

a r. LINNEY. I believe that. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. But in justice to this House should not 
the gentleman state the fact that in almost every instance the 
Iynching occurs in consequence of the assaults of colored men 
upon the virtue of White women? And if such things occurred in 
the North the same justice would be meted out to the offenders. 

Mr. WHITE. Since my race is assailed, please allow me to 
answer. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
Ir. eee Da He has the floor. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE. I have examined that question and I am pre- 
pared to state that not more than 15 per cent of the lynchings are 
traceable to that crime, and there are many more gon ai inst 
colored women by white men than there are by co. are men 
against white women. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, the point I make is this: The 
suggestion of my friend from Texas is a good one, and I thank 
him for it. He has not these lynchings in his State, thank God, 
and we have them notin ours. Why? Because in his State they 
havea pure ballot, as we did have in ours up to the vicious election 
laws of 1899. 

Now, I will ask the gentleman from Texas a question. Does he 
believe that the State of Texas could have any such thing as order 
and regard for law and its administration, with no victims to 
anger and hatred, if two-thirds of the people are denied the right 
to vote there? Lask you, Do you believe that? Now, gird up your 
loins and answer me likea man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I will answer the gentleman freely; and 
my loins need not be girded up. Neither have I been born again, as 


the gentleman has, in the Republican party. So far as my State is 


concerned, no man on this floor or elsewhere challenges the purity 
and justice of our elections. So far as concerns the condition in 
my sister States of the South I personally know nothing about it. 


I may have my own ideas. And 1 will say in all frankness to the 
8 from North Carolina that my views are not similar to 

is. I believe entirely in the truth of the suggestion I made just 
now—that five-sixths of the lynchings which occur in the South- 
ern States of this Union are from the cause I have stated; the 
same crime in the State of Michigan or Iowa or Massachusetts 
would produce the same deplorable results. 

Several MEMBERS rose, desiring to interrupt. 

Mr. LINNEY. I do not yield now; directly I will do so. 

I wish to say that the distinguished gentleman from Texas has 
not answered my question. He does not say whether if the same 
course of procedure were followed in his State that has been 
adopted in some other Statcs—a procedure which would reduce 
the popular vote from two-thirds to one-fourth—whether he 
would not expect these very same results (of increased lynchings 
and assassinations). I do not believe he will answer to the con- 
. I do not believe any intelligent man would do so. 

hy are there so few lynchings in Texas, and why were there 
scarcely any in North Carolina in 1897 and 1898, though there are 
thousands of negroes there, as in Texas? It is because the voice 
of the people fin 8 through the ballot box. Wherever 
there is an obstruction of the popular voice, Wherever there is a 
failure of the expression of the a Yaa will through the ballot 
box, the result is disclosed in rowdyism and assassination and 
8 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I am glad to hear the gentleman defend 
the elections in his State of North Carolina. 

Mr. LINNEY. Les; as long as North Carolina can have honest 
pipe there will probably not be many lynchings or assassina- 

ons. 

Now, I want to show that this negro question has nothing in the 
world to do with it in any States except, possibly, Mississippi and 
Alabama. Let me see if I can not prove it. Why, the Democrats 
are just as keen to get the negro vote as we are. I read from the 
Charlotte Observer of November 22, 1899: 

From the time the n became a voter until very recently it was cus- 
tomary to hear Democratic stump 
tone and language, to cast in his 
5 words were received either sullenly or with derisive laughter, and 

ightway the negro went and voted the Republican ticket again. 

It can hot be said, with a fair regard for the Recta that the Southern Demo- 
crats have left untried any means to win the political favor of the n r 
Every effort has failed miserably. The n has voted uniformly Jor bad 

vernment, and the conditions which he has brought about have become 
fitolerable. There is nothing left the white man but to disfranchise him or 
move out. We say this in sorrow, not in anger. 

Now, sup the negro had voted the Democratic ticket. 
Would you have heard anything in opposition to him? No; there 
would have been laudation r laudation heaped upon him. 
Why, let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, I was once a member of 
the Democratic party. I was a Randall Democrat; and when 
Randallism went out, instead of doing as the gentleman from 
Texas did, I went out, too, and I thank God for it. I think I feel 
Ade. because I did. [Applause and laughter on the Republican 

0. 

And I have but little respect for the opinion of any gentleman, 
while I have t respect for the man himself, who denounces 
another man for haying changed his opinion. What do you go 
to preaching for? What do you have discussions for? What do 
you have these things for, if it is not to get wisdom and under- 
standing, and to make your action conform to it? I only know of 
two things in this world that never change their 5 1 One of 
them is a dead horse and the other is alive ass. ughter. } 

The argument I am trying to make, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
negro question in all the States does not affect it. It is the mad, 
wild rush for office that does it, and I want to call the attention 
of my friends to the fact that it will ultimately destroy the com- 
munities in which it exists. 

Thold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a letter ap ngin a Demo- 
cratic paper in the State of Mississippi, in which it is said that the 
last discussion which occurred there came very near producing 
bloodshed, although it was a discussion taken part in by two of the 
ablest men and two of the most conservative men upon the floor of 
this House. Why wasit? It was because of the fact that there 
is a good deal or pariy rancor and hate and passion founded in 
the well-grounded belief that people do not get a fair chance 
either at the ballot box or in the discussion of public sentiment. 
There is practically but one party there. If it is not this, to what 
can it be traced? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman state what 
two gentlemen icipated in that debate? 

Mr. LINNEY. I will read from the letter to which I refer. It 
is in the Yazoo City Herald, of March 24, 1899, a Democratic paper: 

It is to be deplored that the aspirants for Senatorial honors at Winona 
should have so far departed from that high and dignified standard of public 
debate that should characterize those 2 to represent a great Christian 
Commonwealth inthe highest office in the of her people. 

They should remember that such debates will arouse in the State the most 
revengeful feelings of the buman heart as the people range themselves upon 
one side or the er; that a continuation of such a campaign nce 
strife, bitterness, and perhaps bloodshed. Itwill arouse a perfect whirlwind 
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of passion until the State will become torn and divided into factions and the 
minds of diverted from the great 

45 2 —— pas of our people in the 
of progress in our State and onward movement toa career of g 
nown. 

There was no Republican there to create excitement and feel- 
ing, because there is no Republican organization there. What 
else? Right there in this very same paper, it turns out that—not 
connected with the election, I admit 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I should like toask 
the gentleman what paper he is pew from? 

Mr. LINNEY. This refers to the Winona 3 and I have 
read from the Yazoo City Herald. What else? In this same 
paper I read of an occurrence which took place in that 5 
sho that in a country where there is no opportunity of dis- 

ion—and I do not say you by force prevent discussion, 
but I do say that by reason of conditions existing there, there is 
no such thing as the arrai, t of public abuses at the bar of 
public reason, and the result is there is more pent-up thunder in 
those communities where sich en not A oy the right to vote than 
anywhere else in the world. Now, in the sameissue of this paper, 
I read the following. See what took place: 


LYNCHED—THE THREE NEGROES, BOYD, REED, AND WILSON, SHOT. 
Last week's Herald contained an account of trouble between the whites 
Dr. Powers's Refuge plantation, Sunday, March 12. 
in shooting at the whites, + bin eg brought 

a W. were rou, 
. Amia placed in jail, where they were held until the authorifies 
com: 


ble Sylvester, of Sharkey County, called for the 
rs, and they were delivered to him Sheriff Johnston. They were 

en aboard the steamer Rescue and ied to Belzoni, in Washington 
County. Meager news was received in Yazoo shy Monday that soon after 
the boat reached Belzoni the 1 were taken from the officer by a mob 
— 85 shot to death, their bodies g weighted down and thrown into the 


er. 

From some of the officers who brought Reed, Boyd, and Wilson to Yazoo 
pa Doma brag wae meager Ferd wraps slight. This but 
oo es the lynching of them the more wn and 


t march 
and re- 


was very 
ble and inexcusable. Bro 

vis, who caused the trouble, are still at large. 

The men were only suspected of having shot at somebody. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Was that in reference to the Winona 
meeting that you were reading? 

Mr. V. I do not know what that was in regard to. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. You ought not to say, if you do not 


W. 
Mr. LINNEY. I read it from a Democratic paper, and I did 
not a 7 would object to it, coming from that source. 
Mr. Y of Texas. There was a time when you would not. 
Mr. LINNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention 
to another . 
Mr. BAR TT. The gentleman kindly said he would yield 


Mr. LINNEY. I will. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has done my State a great 


ee 
— LINNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia with 
ure. 
* Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has made some reference to 
elections in Georgia. 

Mr. LINNEY. I did not mention Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Yes; and I want the gentleman to point in 
the history of Georgia, in the last thirty years, or since 1872, 
where there has been an election riot, where there has been any 
proof capable of being established, or any well-founded claim, that 
there were fraudulent elections in Georgia. Yea, more, Icall upon 
the gentleman now to state whether or not the facts that I have 
called his attention to are not true. He and I have been on con- 
tested-election cases 

Mr. LINNEY. My friend, you are making a speech instead of 
asking a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We have been on contested-election cases 
ever since the Fifty-fourth Congress, Wehad twocontested-elec- 
tion cases from Georgia, and that committee unanimously joined 
in a report that sustained the sitting member. 

Mr. EY. So mote it be, my friend. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Hear me a minute more. 

: Mr. LINNEY. You are making a speech, and I do not yield 
ora 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask the gentleman to state if what I have 
said is not true? 

Mr. LINNEY. I said nothing about Georgia except in recount- 
ing the N N that took place I stated what Georgia’s pro rata 
was. I do not know why the vote of Georgia was not larger. I 
do not know what it was; but I do say that wherever a vote is sup- 
ee you find the fruits of it springing up in mobocracy and 

ynchings, and I further say that where all legal electors are per- 


mitted a parao pat in the elections, as they are in Te and 
wherea vote is cast, then we have no more lynchings. But I 
must 2 

Mr. MADDOX, Mr. Chairman 


Mr. LINNEY, I find the voting population of South Carolina 
in 1860 was 60,000, who were 21 years of What sort of right 
to vote is there enjoyed in a State which sent over 70,000 white 
men to the war and not one-half that number now vote. And 
I say that the result is discontent and danger; and I tell my 
friends from South Carolina that they will see in less than five 
years from this time dreadful results. 

Mr. TALBERT. South Carolina will be able to take care of 
herself without your assistance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to allude to these facts 
for another purpose. They have an election law in South Caro- 
lina, and North Carolina is about to pass alike law. If South 
Carolina is right I want to know it, and if South Carolina is wrong 
I want to find that out. 

Mr. TALBERT. South Carolina is always right. 

Mr. LINNEY, And whether it will be 9 to my people. 
Now, let us see what the eg pd of North Carolina propose to do, 
They have proposed now orth Carolina to do what? I think 
they have proposed in North Carolina to do that which is worse 
than any law they have enacted in South Carolina, 

Mr. TALBERT. Now you are talking. 

Mr. LINNEY. Much worse than South Carolina, Iam always 
ready to do justice to South Carolina. In South Carolina the 
have a law there, a registration law, and their constitution, whi 
I have examined, provides that any registered voter deprived of a 
vote shall have the aar of appeal, 

Mr. TALBERT. at is right. 

Mr. LINNEY. And that is a wise provision and is provided by 
their constitution. There are never! things that I can see in the 
law that I do not like. When I see the word “discreet,” I will 
state to you that, whenever you find that word “discreet” in a 
statute you may look out for some devilment. Why not say, Each 
party to select an election officer?” I have examined the law books, 
and I know what good and lawful” means. 

Discreet is defined in St. Mark, and it means a man near the 
Kingdom, and whenever I see it in an election law, instead of say- 
ing one election officer for each party of good and lawful men, 
you may look out for something wrong. By the word ‘‘ discreet” 
they pas in men who are not of different political parties, or if 
they do, one party selects them, and by the use of that pious word 
‘“‘discreet” a great deal of this wickedness is done. I will say 
that South Carolina does contain the wise provision of allowing 
an appeal from the registration. 

7 Mr. BARTLETT. I will state to the gentleman that Georgia 


oes also, 
Mr. LINNEY. Georgia is getting nearer the Kingdom, too. 
{lesen Now, here is the statute, section 11, of North Caro- 
„and I want gentlemen to listen to it. And I ask any man on 
the floor of the House whether it is probable that a man over 50 
years of age would register there at all, except merely at the dis- 
cretion of the registrar? 

Src. 11. That before the next general election, on the first Thursday in 
Au in the year of our Lord provided for in this act, there shall be an 
entirely new registration of all persons who shall be entitled to register in 
every voting precinct in the State, and way such persons as are registered 
a been noa to vote in any a apy ing ae in all cases 

© applicant for re ion shall be sworn ə registrar before being 
e att slat sents once EO age, place 8 
7 — ene l f * 
num ani no numbered, n a designation locali stree 7 
3 if not the owner, then the name of the owner or renter. d 


z an 
li state the name of the person who does 
time of 


1 


Spe Ape if from w. d 

ost- offlos address before removal; whether he has been disqualified as a 

voter by 2 or tated 

elena to — — tor th next if lia 
r. ‘or the year 8 

os and fade questions which may be regarded the ma- 

8 Lupon the 3 92 = the identity and qualification of the said applican 


t 

registration. 8 uire the applicant to 

oe his identity or age and residence by the Fe faba of atleast two elect- 
ors under oath. 

And then, after the poor, trembling applicant has passed this 

ivil-service examination, unless the registrar adjudges that he is 
an elector he can not ter. 

This new law in North Carolina does not provide for an appeal 
from the action of the registrar, and is in that respect more un- 
just to the citizen than the South Carolina law, under the opera- 
tions of which not more than one-third of the white people of the 
State vote. as is shown by the Congressional Directory, which we 
allhave. The Tacu workings of these laws ignore race dis- 
tinction alto; . They operate to the prejudice of the white 
man, even where their necessity is claimed to exclude the negro. 

The new election law in North Carolina, coupled with the pro- 
paea amendments to the constitution, puts it in the power of the 

ocratic party to bind with withes stronger than 9 
elector without regard to his race. The allegation, therefore, that 
those e opposa these amendments are in favor of negro suprem- 
acy is a utely false. In fact, should the Democrats exercise 


county. 
wh 
p! 
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the power which the new election law confers upon the registrar, 
it vail disfranchise more white men than negroes. The registrar 
may require every applicant for registration to prove his age by 
two electors. 

A white man 50 years of age would find it exceedingly difficult 
to make this proof when the mother is not allowed to be a witness, 
as would also the old plantation slave, while the young negro of 
25 years of age and under could easily procure such testimony. 
And here the temptation on the registrar to sin is too strong for 
weak humanity to resist. Men’s minds are inflamed in all excited 
political contests, Should a white man 60 years of age not agree 
with a partisan registrar, he could be disfranchised by such regis- 
trar, even though his gray hairs are stronger evidence that he is 
21 years of age than all the human testimony in the world. 

ray hairs and wrinkles, the evidence of age which nature's 
unerring hand has placed upon the old head, are not electors, and 
therefore this old, tremblin g applicant, should he be a Populist or 
a Republican, will stand before such a registrar as a sheep before 
his shearer, while the young negro will be able to meet the de- 
mands of this registrar by two electors who were present at his 
birth. There are thousands of white men in North Carolina who 
were not born in the State, or who, though born in the State, are 
40 years of age and upward, would be unable to comply with this 
demand of the registrar. Let each white man in the State over 
40 years apply this law to his own case and he will see how unjust 
it becomes, 

I will make the application to myself. I am the oldest Linney 
now living, and am only 58 years of age; there is no member of 
my family or kin by whom the required proof could be made, 
When men of my age make an ipa to register, an igno- 
rant, bitter partisan registrar could draw his head under his shell, 
as does the hi d terrapin, and refuse, in the language of the 
statute, to adjudge, and we would thereby be disfranchised. The 
white freeman who would not fight as with beak and claw any 
such iniquitous legislation has certainly“ eaten the insane root 
that takes the reason prisoner,” 

Under the exciting and false cry of ‘‘negro domination” white 
men who do not surrender their manhood convictions to the care 
and kopne of others are to be disgraced and degraded, because 
it isthe ballot to which man must look for his importance and 
protection. Moreover, this new election law, if followed by the 
adoption of the proposed constitutional amendments, attempts to 
stop the march of the elector through the gateway to the ballot 
box by the use of both bribery and threats. Tho entries of the 
registrar upon the registration books are made evidence in a crim- 
inal prosecution t the applicant, in violation of the plain 
rules of evidence recognized by every law writer on the subject. 
Even where a man is convicted before a jury in a superior court, 
the verdict and sentence of the court are not legal evidence against 
him in any civil action to which he may be a party, except where 
he entered the plea of guilty. 

It also attempts to debauch the poor man who has not paid his 
taxes by offering him a bribe to the amount of his poll tax if he 
does not vote. e Kentucky and South Carolina laws, severe and 
just as the criticisms of these laws are. after a careful examination 
of them I state, without the fear of successful contradiction, do 
not make registration as difficult as the new election law in North 
Carolina, I do not believe that there is a well-informed lawyer in 
the State who has not read the case of Van Bokkelen et al. vs, Can- 
aday and others, 73 North Carolina Report. and does not therefore 
know that this new election law is unconstitutional and void. 
Judge Reade, of our supreme court, in that case says: 

The constitution ordains that the general assembly shall 
Pa pep ene of voters, and that no one shall vote without 
ticle 6, section 2.) 

This means that the general assembly shall vide the conveniences and 
necessaries, so that the voter can ister. It is to facilitate the exercise of 
power and the duty to throw each guards around as will protect the ballot 
2 fraud. And Tereora, our general election law provides that when & 
voter offers to register or vote he may be challenged and required to take 


an oath as to his qualifizations. And so in our general Jaw regulating town 
elections, (Battle's Revisal.) = . 


vide for the 
tion. (Ar- 


There can be no objection to that, and it prevents no man from voi and 
pa him to no inconyenience, If aman will swear that he has the ca- 
ions, then he can register and vote, unless it can be proved that 
he is not entitled. And in that case he can be re But the act under 


consideration is framed upon the idea of making the ballot as difficult as pos- 
sible. Indeed, it makes it impracticable. It provides that any elector may 
and it shall be the duty of the registrar to challenge the right of any person 
to register known or Bm uae not to be lawfully entitled to ter; and 
when such challenge be made it shall be the duty of the register to re- 
quire such person to prove tothe satisfaction of the the fact of his 

a lawful age to vote, the fact of his residence for twelve months in the 
State and for ninety days in the lot.“ etc. 

It will be noted that any bystander . the voter without proy- 
ing anything against him, and the voter is not allowed to swear to his quali- 
fications; but he must prove them by the oaths of others, and these others 
must be known to the registrar and the registrar must be satisfied. Now, 
how is it possible for persons who move into Wilmington from other counties 
7. ages and ANAIE SOLARA MY mw Mapes TT A 

n rove their ages an e ences 0. a 
practical denial of the right to register and vote. 


In that case it was held that the act was unconstitutional and 
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that the parties elected under such an act were not entitled to the 


office to which they claimed to be elected; because they were 
elected under an unconstitutional law. Well, the question has 
been asked, Why do not you Republicans appeal to a Republican 
court in North Carolina? It is enough to answer that the act does 
not provide for appeals, as does even the constitution of South 
Carolina. Now, to show the true character of the wild, mad rush 
in North Carolina for office by the Democratic party in North 
Carolina, I will read a short extract from a statement of ex-Judge 
Avery which appeared in the Charlotte Observer recently: 

No supreme court ange has the power to grant an injunction. If the 
committee shall find a judge in North Carolina who will grant such an order, 
I wish to say that my voice would be in favor of making an example of him 
at the June session of the ture. 

This is the first threat I ever heard made against the judiciary 
by any man who had sense hai, ps keep out of the fire. If any 
lawyer while practicing before this eminent jurist, when he wore 
the judicial ermine, made use of any such language touching 
the rulings of this judge, he would have been put in jail under 
contempt proceedings. This only shows how great, strong men 
can be swept off their base by a tempest of political hatred. 

This very act is a part of the legislation of the general assembly 
of 1899, which attempted to legislate Republicans out of office and 

ut Democrats in, and which the supreme court of the State have 
eclared unconstitutional. The suggestion has already recently 
been made, I am informed by a judge in North Carolina, that at 
the June session the constitutional amendment act may itself be 


amended so as to require the whole act to be construed together, and 
if any part of it falls the whole shall fall, This isa novel judicial 
idea, and, in all 


ee was never suggested before in the 
world's history. Such an amendment carries with it a suspicion 
of its constitutionality and suggests what the law writers say of 

“ earmarks of fraud.“ 

But among the suggestions of judges and ex-judges about im- 
peachments and amendments in furtherance of justice, it is to be 
regretted that no legislation has ever been suggested for the June 
legislature as an additional safeguard to the right of the voter 
against the probable injustice to registrars under the new election 
law. All of these ingenious devices and schemes are claimed to 
be necessary to protect white men in the exercise of the elective 
franchise. I have a sort of lurking suspicion that in the minds of 
the friends of these oppressive and unconstitutional measures the 
interest of one great 17 party is to be cared for to the exclu- 
sion of the rights of all other citizens. 

The election law of 1895 was an absolutely fair one. There 
could be fewer e for fraud under that law than 8 the 
State has ever Of course no law can provido against violence 
and fraud. Thehappiestthing that could happen to this 8 
in order to prevent lynchings and assassinations, would the 
quickening of the public conscience, so that every State would 
prove an election machinery by which every elector could have 

vote deposited in the ballot box and counted as cast. These pro- 
posed election methods in North Carolina are a standing insult to 
every intelligent white man in the State, when properly considered, 

The conditions which obtain in South Carolina, Mississippi, 
and Alabama, and which is the excuse for election laws and 
methods by which only a very small per cent of the white eg 
of those States participate in elections, are totally unfitted for 
North Carolina. There are probably 80,000 white Republicans 
and Populists in North Carolina, who under the constitutional 
requirements are legal electors, and who represent as much intel- 
ligence and wealth as any other 80,000 citizens of the State. 

orth Carolinians, white men of North Carolina, will protest 
against these methods. Should they slumber until they lose their 
rights, we can only look for an increased number Pe ry pai a and 
assassinations in exact proportion to the unjust idgment of 
the rights of an elector, If by a denial of the rights of the elector 
to vote, under this unconstitutional act we shall have lost a re- 
publican form of government, it will then become the duty of 


Congress to correct it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a provision in the Constitution of 
the United States that the United States shall guarantee to every 
State a republican form of government.” Here the word State 
means the 5 pe thereof. Itis a power to be exercised in favor 
of the people of a State against the State government itself. This 
power been called the sleeping lion. It is a high compliment 
to our form of government that this power in the Constitution, 
this sleeping lion, has peacefully slumbered for the first century 
of our nation’s life, 

Still it is a power which the fathers and builders of this nation . 
early and wisely saw the necessity of leaving in the Federal Con- 
stitution, to be used by Congress whenever the tyrannical hand of 
the governing power of the State, by the fraud or force of any 
State agency, had denied the people of such State the right and 
blessing of a government, republican in form. 

This power, with all other powers in the Federal Constitu- 
tion, we have sworn to execute whenever it is necessary to do so 
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to secure the citizen in the blessings of a republican form of gov- 
ernment. Suppose the conscience of the nation should be quick- 
ened on this vital question and Congress called upon to ‘orm 
duties to the people of any State, and in an investigation by Con- 
gress touching this most vital question it should appear that more 
than one-half the qualified electors of the State were denied the 
paru of voting, what would be the duty of Congress? [Ap- 
plause. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HILL having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
PLATT, one of its clerks, announced t the Senate had 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was ir Saat 

A bill (S. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot of the Spanish-American war; 

A bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 

A bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Robert C. 


Rogers; 
A bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
uer; : 
A bill (S. 346) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Arethusa 


agot of Sheridan, Oreg.; 
A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E, Brumby; 


Se bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
orse; 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 
Oetchellz E : 10 i 


Hein & 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
opkins; 
A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 


rn; 

A bill (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 
uriat; : 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur; . 
A bill (S. 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C. De- 


laney; 
A bill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham; 
A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddel; 
A bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel; 
A bill (S. 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 


yndman; 
A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 
A bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 
A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Jennie A, Kerr; - 
A bill (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to John McGrath; 
A bill (S. 2846) granting a pension to Alfred Biglow; 
a A poi (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James C, 
arlton; 
A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; 
A bill (S. 1548 granting a pension to James Byrne; 
A bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E. Campbell; 
A bill (S. eae increase the limit of cost of public building 
at Cumberland, Md.; 
A bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. 
Tellefsen; 
A bill (S. 197) to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
3 the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and preserv- 
ing the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1885 and 1886; 
A bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to com- 
plete the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; 
A bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce to 
accept silver watches awarded to them by the government of the 
Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors; 
A bill (S. 2314) to amend the act entitled “An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 29, 1887; 
A bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary La Tourrette Stot- 


senberg; 
A bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 
A a (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P, 
int; 
A bill (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath; 
A bill (8, 39) granting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 


English 
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bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 


reen; 
A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall; 
A bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Susan Stratton; 
5 ate (S. 1713) granting an increase of pension to Alice S. 
ordan; 


A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom; 
A bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 


Nevitt; 
dh au (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William 
ey; 

A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Jane McMahon; 

A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon; 

A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson; 

a bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. A, 
ennis; : 

A bill (S. 531) granting a pension to Henrietta Cummins; 
eat bill (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to John F. Me- 

on; 

A bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely; 

A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellen Kee; y 

A biil (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis; 

A bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas; 

A bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon; and 

A bill (S. 343) granting a pension to Mary J. Freeman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1 
June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other 1 

The message also announced that the Senate ha pa 
ONDE resolution; in which the concurrence of the Hous 
requested: 


the 
e was 


Senate concurrent resolution 23. 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That there be e 2,000 copies, additional to the usual number, 
of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “The introduction of domestic 
reindeer into the district of Alaska for 1809,“ of which 500 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 


sentatives. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts 

in the chair. 
Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, Lask permission to print the con- 

tinuation of my remarks, including this opinion, in the RECORD. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi was recognized 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten 


man from pyr pai 

The CHAIR . The Chair will state that the gentleman 
has not ten minutes remaining. The Chair looked around upon 
that side of the House, and not seeing any member rise, he recog- 
nized the gentleman from Mississippi in his own right. 

Mr. W IAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, if there is a single question now before the Ameri- 
can people or apt to come before them at any time which ought to 
be considered and discussed calmly, without excitement or acri- 
mony, it is the question as to how about seyen States of this 
American Union can preserve the sacredness of the Constitution 
of the United States inviolate and at the same time prevent the 
submergence of civilization itself, the ‘‘fruit of all the ages,” from 
perhaps the bare letter of the Constitution. 

Ido not blame the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] 
much, because he can not know what he says; he can not measure 
English when he speaks; he does not mean what he says; he does 
notfathom the significance of his own words. He referred here a 
moment ago to a debate at Winona, in my State, between my 
friend and colleague, Hon. JoHN M. ALLEN, and the present Sena- 
tor-elect from the State of Mississippi, Mr. McLaurin—a debate 
in regard to which a paper in Mississippi said it was sorry to see 
the campaign starting off with such acrimony. 

But I can tell the gentleman that neither there nor in any other 
place in the State of Mississippi, during the most turbulent times 
upon the stump, has any man ever stood and branded those who 
differed with him and those who were discussing questions with him 
as “asses,” which is what the gentleman did in this high place to- 
day. Had that sort of thing taken place in the State of Missis- 
sippi, then, perhaps, he might have been excused there upon the 

ound which I take in excusing him here—that he does not un- 
F PEREP the force and power of the English language, but merel 
opens his mouth and lets come what words will and lets them f. 
where they may. Nobody else would have been excused at all. 

Mr. LINNEY The gentleman is mistaken. I did not brand 
anyone in the way he says. 3 

ILL S of Mississippi. Oh, I heard it. When some 
ntleman wanted to interrupt the gentleman from North Caro- 
ina, he said, Oh, I did not refer to you; I referred to another 
ass.” That is what he said; it is in the RECORD, and will be found 
there to-morrow unless he revises it out. The remark was out of 
order, and the gentleman ought to have been called to order. But 


minutes to the gentle- 
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I do not care about that; I have nothing to do with it except to 
mention it in connection with your criticism of the Winona de- 
bate. I was at Winona the day of that debate. I heard that dis- 
cussion. It was somewhat acrimonious. There was, however, 
nothing personally insulting in it. It was in a Democratic pri- 
mary campaign. It had nothing to do with the general election. 
There were no colored poopie there. It was a matter within our 
own camp; and my friend JOHN ALLEN and my other friend Mr. 
McLaurin trod rather closely upon each other's toes. 

But, leaving that all out, the gentleman says that these lynch- 
ings of which he complains have grown x, Meine the people 
were deprived of the right to vote; and he cited my State as 
one of the States involved; leaving the inference—perhaps with- 
out desiring to do so—that somebody in the State of Mississippi 
is prevented from voting contrary to law, and that some votes 
are illegally suppressed. I wish now to state in the presence of 
God, the great Searcher of Hearts—and I believe that I know 
something about the State of Mississippi—that since the great 

opular uprising in the latter seventies, there has never been, so 
far as I know, a man prevented illegally from voting in the State 
of Mississippi nor a vote suppressed. 

Iwill go further and say that no man has ever been defeated for 
an office in the State of Mississippi within the last ten years who 
has ever even alleged that he was defeated either by fraud or force. 
I lay that statement down here as my own, e upon my per- 
sonal responsibility as a gentleman of integrity and honor. 

I have heard enough of these insinuations. Mississippians are 
proudof Mississippi. She has nothing to be ashamed of. Werush 
to her defense not because she needs it, but because we love her. 
May my tongue cleave to my mouth when I refuse or fail to voice 
that pride and that love. ississippi has attempted to suppress 
by legal means her illiterate and her criminal vote—whether white 
or black—by means of provisions in her constitution which have 
been passed nee by the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
court has held that not a single one of those provisions is obnox- 
ious to the charge of violating the Constitution of the United States. 

The gentleman read some figures; he did not have them accu- 
rate; I will give them right. There were 119,000 men of voting 
age in the State of Mississippi by the census of 1890. At the last 
general election there were 48,000 votes cast, but that was not 
much over one-third of the men who were upon the registered 
list and entitled to vote and who did vote in the Democratic pri- 
maries. Why did they not vote at the general election? Because 
there was no a, veces Republican party; because there was no 
Populist party having any hope of success. Consequently, the 
— 1 the people did not turn out. I see before me my 

riend from Connecticut [Mr. Henry], and I am always glad to 
see him, for there is no franker or better man in the House. 

Now, I call attention to the fact that in that same year, 1890, 
Connecticut had 224,000 legal voters and cast only 125,000 votes. 
Were these 99,000 votes“ suppressed” in Connecticut? You and 
I know they were not. I see also before me a friend from Massa- 
chusetts, and I wish to say that Massachusetts had 665,000 voters 
in 1890 and cast only 285,000 votes. Were nearly 400,000 ‘‘sup- 
pressed in Massachusetts? Absurd! 

If it be true that votes are suppressed whenever th Happen 
not to come out, then more votes were suppressed in u- 
setts than in cane ee and about the same number were sup- 
pressed in Connecticut. With voters in the State of Mississippi 
it is the same as with men everywhere—they vote when it is 
necessary, and they do not vote when it is unnecessary. 

And now the gentleman from North Carolina has also spoken 
of Mississippi as one State which had been much troubled with 


lynching.” I deny it, sir, Mississippi has had as few lynchingsas 
almost any State in this Union. But I will say to the gentleman 
now, and I will say to the American people of this country, through 


this House, that whereas Mississippians have sometimes violated 
the law—and nobody regrets it more than the great body of the 
pene themselves—while they have sometimes had ‘‘lynching 

„While they have sometimes lynched men for murder, for 
arson, for rape, Mississippi has never shot down anybody because 
he wanted to work. [Applause.] 

Why, I remember when a man was tied to the stake and burned 
in the State of New York for the crime of rape. It was after I 
came to the Congress of the United States. Iremember when the 
passions of the people got the better of them, as now and then they 
will, even amongst the best people, in the State of Illinois here 
not long ago, when they shot down a huddled crowd of helpless 
negroes simply because they wanted to work. Would you indict 
the people of Illinois on that account? Would you indict the 
community on that account, even the community in which the 
thing took place? No fair-minded man will. Human nature is 
the same all over the world. 

When Judge Lynch presided in California, he presided because 


the people had reached the conclusion that there were certain 


crimes there that could not be reached by any other method. I 
think they were mistaken, and I think people are nearly always 


mistaken when they come to that conclusion. But lynching has 
no geographical boundaries in this country. Mississippi had one 
lynching not long ago. It occurred in my district. Now, my 
friends, I want to tell you about it, not in justification, but in ex- 
tenuation and explanation, and I want each man, when I tell him 
the facts in that case, to probe his own heart and to ask himself if 
the veneer of civilization that is upon all of us would not have 
been scratched clear through and if perhaps he himself would not 
have gone with the crowd that did the lynching under the excite- 
ment of the moment? 

A man leaves his home—a farmer. He goes down to the little 
town of Canton to market and sell his crop. It is rumored in 
the neighborhood that he had brought money from the market 
town the week before and that itis in the house. That night 
six or seven negro men break into that house, ravish his daughter 
and his wife, and then they manacle and tie them together, 
and not only them but the little children—one of them, I believe, 
four or five years of age—manacle them down in the center of 
that house and set it on fire and burn them all up, hoping that 
the fire had done away with all trace of the crime. 

One of the negroes happened to have a peculiar foot, which led 
to tracking him. That led to crimination and recrimination 
among the criminalsandtoa confession. It led to confessions from 
others. The people arose and lynched those men, and while they 
were lynching them they burned one of them, a voice conne 
from the crowd that he ought to receive the punishment himsel 
which he had meted out to this innocent, helpless woman, her 
helpless daughters, and her helpless little children. It was a negro 
who, filled with indignation, asked and obtained the privilege of 
setting the match to the pyre. 

Now, my friends, I have no word of justification for lynching 
or for violation of law anywhere as a general thing, but if the 
good God, sitting in the chancel of Heaven, possessing a wider ob- 
servation than you and I, forgives, as I believe He does, those 
things that are generally wrong but which under particular cir- 
cumstances are provoked sothat human nature can not resist, then 
I believe that the men who engaged in that lynching are much more 
clear, in the sight of God to-day and in the sight of good men - 
everywhere, of any crime than any man can bly be who de- 
nounces lynching without also denouncing at the same time the 
crime which has led to it. [Applause.] Ah, my friends, the gen- 
tleman would have you believe that a horrible state of affairs ex- 
ists down in the dear State of Mississippi. And yet every day 
these colored people that he says are oppressed in the State of 
Mississippi are leaving North Carolina, and leaving Georgia, and 
leavin bama, and seeking the State of Mississippi. A hun- 
dred thousand of them have e there this year. 

Legally disfranchised as they are when they can not read and 
write, legally disfranchised as they are when they do not pay their 
taxes, or are guilty of certain crimes, yet they fhave left these 
other places where no complaint is made of the administration of 
the suffrage and have come to the State of Mississippi, knowin 
one thing, that there they get absolute equality before the law an 
the even administration of justice and in orezy ornar way right 
treatment, good wages, and the o portun sy labor, have 
heard it said sometimes that the difference between the South 
and the North upon the negro question is that in the South the 
negro many times can not vote, while in the North there are 
very few unga except voting that he can do. Your trades 
unions do not let him work with you in certain places; there are 
certain pursuits that he is not even allowed to carry on in others. 
Down in Mississippi you will find the black man and white man 
working side by side and earning their daily wage, whether as 
brick masons or carpenters or what not. 

Now, my friends, this is not the occasion, and God knows this 
great and seemingly to me, at times, insoluble problem ought never 
to be the occasion of any man’s attempt to make political capital 
one way or the other out of it; and yet I am prone to believe that 
at the bottom of this entire h of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Linney] lies this thought and motive, viz, that if 
the illiterate vote, the incapable vote, and the incompetent vote— 
the ignorant and criminal yote—of the State of North Carolina is 
once ruled out by legislation or constitutional enactment, in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution of the United States, though it 
may be, the gentleman and men like him will have played out their 
short scene upon the political stage of this country and be retired 
to 1 life. 

r. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me one question there? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. As a lawyer I trust your legal intelligence, 
Do you believe that that law that I read, which is proposed to bo 
put upon us in North Carolina, is constitutional? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will say frankly to the gen- 
tleman that I did not even hear it. I do not know what the law 
is. I was thinking about another matter altogether and did not 
hear him read it. Therefore Ido not know whether itis or is not 
unconstitutional. But the laws of Mississippi which you criticise 
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are constitutional; and I do say this, and I say it to every one of 


you; I say it to the bitterest partisan ublican on this floor— 
and I know some of them who are excellent men personally and 
who are brave and fair—I say this to you, that when it comes to a 
choice between an abstract theory to the effect that all ‘‘feather- 
less bipeds” are equal, contradicting the common-sense observa- 
tion of common-sense men, and some constitutional or legal 
method of ing from the operation of this theory civilization 
itself, higher than law even, because law is but the ment and 
the expression of it, then every good man in the United States 
ought to be glad to see any Southern State solve that question so 
as to preserve civilization, so as to preserve the E ns of our 
race” that have been made through countless ages of bitter strug- 

le with hard nature and harder men—the civilization developed 
2 the v. fiber of our race, in the school foreordained by the 
“God in history” as the only school for its development, the school 
of historic rience and evolution. 

Mr, KL Z. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LIN- 
NEY] asked youif you believed that the election law of North Car- 
olina is constitutional. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I desire to say as a North Carolinian and as a 
lawyer that in my opinion and in the opinion of the best lawyers 
of North Carolina it is entirely constitutional, and the gentleman 
has a Republican supreme court to which he could appeal instead 
of this forum, if he honestly believed it was unconstitutional. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
not meant to weary the House. One other thing. When ques- 
tions of this sort are brought before the country and before the 
House it frequently happens, as the gentleman has insinuated, 
that Southern men seem to fly all to pieces at once and to become 
excited. I have heard many people state that. But if you will 
consider for a moment the conditions down there, the comparative 
isolation of the white tion out in the country; that their 
very life itself—social order, property rights, the purity of their 
women, all things, are at stake, then Southern men may be ex- 
cused for being somewhat in earnest when this question is touched 
upon. We are in earnest, and awfully in earnest, and we have 
made up our minds that we are going to save the heritage of 
liberty and civilization for ourselves and for our children at almost 


any ible hazard. 
o not believe that you t that we have made up our 
minds to that effect. I believe that many of you only regret one 


thing in connection with this question, and that is that in obedi- 
ence to a mere abstract theory you tried to legislate into political 
and social equality two races, one of which had about two 
hundred years, at the furthest, of opportunity to make somethin 
out of itself by evolution and by heredity, and the other of whic 
had gathered to itself from all the climes of the world, from all 
the treasure houses of thought, and of beauty—from literature 
art, and law all things of historic preciousness and worth; had 
made its own—a part of itself—a of itself before the integer 
was born to live his short span of individual life—all that sounds 
to the names of liberty and of law, of order, of civilization, of high 
thinking, of noble feeling, and nobler endeavor. I believe that at 
the bottom of your hearts many of you think that was a mistake. 
Whether you do so or not, I think so; and Lam frank to say it 
here or anywhere else on the face of this globe, [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iwas about toinquire, Mr. Chairman, how 
the time has been occupied between the two sides. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. An hour and forty-five minutes has been 
occupied upon that side of the House, and an hour and sixteen 
minutes on the other side of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I suggest this to my friend 

The CHAIRMAN. In addition to that, fifteen minutes were 
occupied by unanimous consent upon that side of the House, mak- 
ing two hours. For that reason the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from Texas will permit me, 
I desire to suggest that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has a matter that he desires to dispose of this evening, 
and that you could occupy, for instance, half an hour. 

Mr. LITTLE. Forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Forty-five minutes. Could the gentleman 

i of it after that time? 

r. CANNON. I think so, but I would be very glad to have a 
8 full House for ten minutes after the gentleman gets 
throug 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would the tleman from Texas object to 
our rising now and disposing of the urgent deficiency bill? Then 
we could go back into committee. 

Mr. S HENS of Texas. How Jong will that require? 

Mr. CANNON, I should say probably about ten minutes. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. LITTLE. Let the gentleman go ahead for forty-five min- 


utes. 
The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for forty-five minutes, 


[Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I neglected to 
reserve the balance of the time to which I was entitled. I desire 
to reserve it and yield it to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


LE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississi pi desires to 
reserve the remainder of his time. If there be no objection, that 
will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD, including some documents—not 
very extensive, 

r. LITTLE. I suggest that a similar privilege be extended to 
all persons who have spoken on that subject. 

hs r. PAYNE, If that be done, there ought to be some limit of 

e. 

Mr. LITTLE, Say within five days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that an g be- 
yond the extension of leave upon the request of individual mem- 

rs is a matter for the House. If there be no objection, the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union haying had 
under consideration House bill No, 7433 (the Indian appropriation 
bill), had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that all general 
debate on the Indian 1 Soprene bill be closed at 3 o’clock to- 
morrow afternoon, and that the time be equally divided between 
the two sides, that on the Democratic side to be controlled by the 

ntleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] and that on the Repub- 
can side s myself, 

Mr. LITTLE. Isuggest that, owing to the number of gentle- 
men on this side desiring to speak, we fix 4 o'clock instead of 3. I 
think that will better accommodate gentlemen on this side. 

Mr. GAINES. I Bope that will be 


Mr. SHERMAN, ery well; I modify my request so as to close 
debate at 4 o'clock. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 


MAN] asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill 
close at 4 o’clock to-morrow afternoon, that the time be equally 
divided between the two sides, and be controlled on the one side 
By. 5055 and on the other by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
ITTLE]. 
There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropropriate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 2481) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot of the Spanish-American war—to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. N 
A bill (S. 1295) ting a pension to Louisa Hale—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Auer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 346) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Arethusa 
Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2228) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1469) 9 an increase of pension to Philip P. 
Getchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hop- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
Domai (8 280 85 2 ae on Invalid Pennans eae on 

. n gan increase o usion Mary on 

Lauriat—to the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C. De- 
laney—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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A bill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ee 

A bill (8. amy granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 
Hyndman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2346) ting a pension to Alfred Biglow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Carlton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1548) granting a pension to James Byrne—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E, Campbell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1875) to increase the limit of cost of pue building at 
Sumerians, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. Tel- 
lefsen—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 197) for the relief of Hattie A. Phillips—to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, 
A bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secre of the Treasury to com- 
yo.—to the Committee 


plete the Babi building at Cheyenne, 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce to ac- 
cept silver watches awarded to them by the Government of the 
Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors—to the Committee on Foreign 

A bill (S. 2314) to amend the act entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 29, 1887—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsenberg—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1829) granting a pension to Mary Jackman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Nevitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William Ham- 
ley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Jane Mc- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 531) granti za pension to Henrietta Cummins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to John F. Mc- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely—to the 
Committee on Pensions., 

A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellen Kee—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 348) granting a pension to Mary J. Freeman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 23: 


of which 500 copies shall be for 
— 7 use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent for permission to 
withdraw the report made by the Committee on Naval Affairs on 
House bill No. 3718. Inadvertently a wrong report was made, 
and-the committee would like to submit another. 

The SPEAKER, If there be noobjection, the permission asked 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
48 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, tr a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies for the 


ansmitting 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and prior years—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, requesting the re- 
turn of the agreement of February 1, 1899, between coni ioners 
of the Government and the Creek Nation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of A. 
Thomas, administrator of estate of B. F. Roberts, against the 
onem sr peu the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of services of volunteer elec- 
trical corps during the war with Spain and a draft of a bill for 
recognition thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
harbor of Kewaunee, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and — 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 

iers and breakwater at Rockport, Mass.—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
3 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4646) to present 
to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the opening, or first, 
gun fired in the recent war of the United States with Spain from 
the gunboat Nashville, the mayor and city council having, by 
resolution regularly passed, agreed to receive and hold it as a 
sacred trust and zealously keep and care for it that it may, asa 
monument of past valor and heroism, inspire our people with a 
higher idea of liberty and incite them to patriotic deeds in war 
and in peace,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 157); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Commi of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 734) relating to 
Cuban vessels, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 159); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 
115) relating to correspondence between the War Department and 
individuals 8 to safety of bridge across Potomac River 
known as Long Bridge, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya rt (No. 161); which said resolution and report 
were refe to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 119) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend Rhode 
Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 162); which 
a joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 460) for the relief of the Union 
Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same with amend- 
ment, es by a report (No. 160); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5139) for 
the relief of Joseph Bacigaluppi, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 164); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3785) for the relief of Susan N. Moore—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3786) for the relief of the heirs of James W. Fen- 
nell, deceased, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction and 
to remove the bar of statute of limitations—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. 5 for reference to the Court of Claims 
of the claim of Albert Wood Committee on War Claims dis- 
a 2 and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R, 6435) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix 
of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British subject—Committee on 
are. Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ar Giaims, 


—— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 Bact following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7725) to establish mining ex- 
periment stations, to aid in the development of the mineral 
resources of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. ‘ 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7726) to provide 
for appeals from judgments of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (. R. 7727) to amend 
an act approved March 3, 1881, entitled An act to authorize the 
registration of trade-marks and protect the same! to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

ise Seta LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 7728) authorizing a survey of 
the Trinity River, in the State of Texas, from the city of Dallas to 
the city of Fort Worth, and preparation of estimates of cost of 
improvements thereon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7729) the salary of the 
collector of customs of the district of Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7780) for maintenance of Pasca- 
gou er and Horn Island Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
an Ts. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) for continuing improvement of the 
Upper P. ula River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7782) to finally adjust the swamp- 
land grants, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7733) to establish a fish-hatching 
and fish-culture station at a sate on the Gulf of Mexico, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, 

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 7784) to provide inst nui- 
sances—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign erce. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7735) to place tea on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7736) authorizing garmoni of com- 
mutation of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who served 
on detached duty between March 1, 1898, and Noyember 4, 1899— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7787) to change the name of 
the Potomac Insurance Company of Georgetown, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7738) to establish the Fred- 
ericksburg and Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park in 
the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 
A bill (H. R. 7739) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 
8, 1899—ordered to be ogres 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7740) to amend section 8 of the 
act of Congress entitled An act to authorize the Fort Smith 
and Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Choctaw and Creek nations, in the Indian Ter- 
PRT and for other purposes”—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH (by request): A bill (H. R. 7741) 
to grant the remaining unlocated odd-numbered sections of the 
desert land of the United States in the Colorado Desert of San 
Diego 8 Cal., to the San Diego and Phœnix Railroad Com- 
pany, to aid it in its construction across the said Colorado Desert 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7742) to provide for the erec- 


tion of a public building in the city of Georgetown, S. C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7743) to au- 
thorize the acquiring of the West Indian Islands owned by the 
Kingdom of Denmark, and appropriating the money therefor—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7744) for the 
erection of a public building at Amesbury, Essex County, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7831) authorizing negotia- 
tions with the Indians of Devils Lake Reservation, in $ orth Da- 
kota, for the cession of lands—to the Committee on indian Affairs, 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7832) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to examine the evidence of debts claimed to 
be due or of payments made by the State of Missouri to the officers 
and privates of the militia forces of said State for military serv- 
ices performed in the suppression of the rebellion in full concert 
and cooperation with the authorities of the United States and 
subject to their orders, and to make report thereof to Congress 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 149) 
declaring the Philippine Islands territories of the United States— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GRiGGS: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 13) rela- 
tive to printing 50,000 copies of the report of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General for the year ending June 30, 1899—to the 
Committee on Printing, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
122) relative to the President of the United States appointing a 
commission, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the protection of free labor from the in- 
5 effect of competition of convict labor to the Committee 
on r. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the protection of free 
labor from the injurious effect of competition of convict labor— 
to the Committee on Labor. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under cluse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
81 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7746) to correct the military record of Francis 
Wilhelm, of Dunbar, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) to correct the military record of John 
Stevenson, of Bentleysville, Washington County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John McKenzie, 

i a. —to the Committee on 


of Claysville, Washington County, 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Daniel Sims, 
8 Washington County, Pa. to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. TIN grania an increase of pension to John 
I. hearin R the Co ttee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 7751) to remove the char; 
of desertion from the military record of Charles Kuhn—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7752) for the relief 
of George W. Emerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7753) granting a 

nsion to William W. Batterton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7754) to increase the pension of 
Julia A. Loucks, widow of Lieut. John W. Loucks—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7755) to increase pension of 
Timothy Donoghoe—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 7756) re- 
moving charge of desertion and setting aside sentence of court- 
martial as to George H. Williams, late Company H, Eleventh 
Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on te Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. AGL Race the relief of Agnes Ryder, minor 
child of the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade quartermaster’s clerk 
of Third Brigade, Third Division, First Army Corps, Spanish- 
American war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7758) removing 
the charge of desertion from the mili record of Herman Wag- 
ner—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7759) granting 
a pension to Catherine M. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 7760) for the relief of James 
Kelly to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7761) for the 
relief of Hannah W. Millard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 7762) to pension Emeline Allison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7763) to pension Mrs. S. Amanda Mansfield 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) to pension Andrew I, Guthrey, late of 
Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7765) to pension Samuel D. Edgar, late of 
Company F, Ninety-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) to pension Eloise McKee, helpless | A. 


daughter of Hugh L. McKee, deceased—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7767) to pension Alice D. Roatch—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of Michael Barrett to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7769) ting a pension to 
Simeon Collins to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7770) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Grey to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7771) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7772) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Isabella V. Jett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A — — R. 7778) for the relief of Albert 
Traub—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7774) authorizing George 
Winans and his associates to improve the channel of-the Missis- 
sippi River between Red Wing, Minn., and Leclaire, Iowa; upon 
certain conditions, and for certain considerations to be paid by the 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7775) gaung increase of pen- 
sion to Dr. George B. Tolman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) granting increase of pension to Johanna 
J. Naughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 7777) to remove the char; 
of desertion from the military record of Mathew W. Face—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7778) to correct the military 
record of William Loar, Company K, One hundred and seventy- 
7 kas Regiment Ohio Volunteers - to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of Parmer 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of Jacob P. 
Stroo to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7781) for the relief of the estate 
of Isaac Jones, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of James A. G. Winston, 
of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Burks Fitzgerald—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7785) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel F. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7786) to refund internal-revenue 
taxes 1 by owners of private dies- to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7787) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of Moses Johnson—to the Committee 
er a bill (EL K. 7788 f J 

so, a bill (H. R. 7788) granting an increase o ion to John 
Yaner—to the „ Pensions. se 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7789) granting a pension to 
Clarinda Raymond, of Burwell, in the State of Nebraska—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7790) to remoye the 
charge of desertion from the record of Ernst Brauning—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of Ellen Scranton and 
others, heirs at law of Elizabeth Whittaker—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of John A. Welch—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7793) for the relief of Hewson L. Peeke—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7794) granting a pension to John Canter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, , 


. R. 7783) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers, of |. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) to remove the charge of desertion from 
. — record of Denton Whipps—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7796) for the relief of the estate 
of Elijah Thompson, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7797) for the relief of Thomas J. Austin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7798) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Harb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7799) to grant an increase of 

sion to Franklin M. Burdoin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) to grant an increase of pension to Albert 
Herkner to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of John D. 
Youell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7802) for the 
relief of William R. Barrow, of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7803) for the relief of the estate of John G. 
Aes: of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7804) for the relief of the estate of William 
Brown Millican, deceased, late of East Feliciana Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7805) for the relief of Mrs. Odile Deslonde, of 
New Orleans, La,—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7806) for the relief of the estate of S. E. 
Hackett, deceased, late of Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. z 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7807) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Orton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7808) granting an increase of ion to An- 
drew M. Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7809) 333 a pension to 
James Elmer Lewis to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Robert P. Cur- 
rin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to 
Lydia L. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. STARK: A bill (H.R. ae 100 a pension to Lydia 
Strang, of Osceola, Polk County, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 7813) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Peter Green—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 7814) appropriating $100 
to John M. Turner, of Butler, Pa., late of Company E, Seventy- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of A. G. White, postmas- 
ter at Beaver, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) granting a pension to Jennie L. and 
Samuel Sears Alexander, destitute and afflicted children of Sam- 
uel B. Alexander, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth ent Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) to increase the pension of John C. Hart, 
late first lieutenant of Company D, One hundredth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7818) Sane a pension to 
Joseph Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7819) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the naval record of Peter Provansha— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7820) to reimburse Charlotte 
E. Brennan, widow of D. D. Brennan, for expenses incurred in 
travel from Yokohama, vaan to Haverstraw, N. Y., after the 
summary discharge of said D. D. Brennan as paymaster's clerk in 
the United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting pension to Carrie K. Baker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) for the relief of Michael McCormick— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7823) grant- 
mg an increase of pension to William Newnom—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7824) to pay to J. B. McRae $99 
for services as hospital steward, and so forth—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7825) to place the 
name of Frank Perry on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7826) for the 
relief of John M. Seavers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 7827) grantin 
Henry J. Mills, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. ZIEG 
David Topper, of sce ot ay One hundred and sixty-fifth Regi- 


a pension to 
ensions. 
: A bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to 
ment Pennsylvania —to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7829) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Tobey—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. { 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R»7830) 
for the relief of Leonard Wilson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 150) for the 
relief of Robert L. Lindsay to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
151) authorizing proper officers of the Treasury Department to 
examine and certify claims in favor of certain counties in Ari- 
zona—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following parions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Columbus, Ga., January 24, 1900, indorsing the work of C. P. 
Goodyear on the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such 
legislation as will enable him to continue the work—to the Com- 

ttee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
correction of the mili record of John Cabe, alias Kaeb—to the 
Committee on Mili ffairs, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pheenixville, Pa., to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of W. W. Batterton, of 
Snohomish, Wash., praying that a ion be granted him for 
wounds received at the hands of Todd’s guerrillas—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of druggists of Stough- 
ton, Wis., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of clerks of Madison, Wis., post-office, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: Petition of J. S. Par- 
sons and others, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and vicinity, favoring a bill 

viding for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service— 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of the t-office clerks of Osh- 
out Wis.. urging the e of House bill No. 4851, for the clas- 
sification of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Papers of John Miser, of the State of Ar- 
kansas, asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Co ttee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of the Federal Labor Union 
of Boone, Iowa, in relation to the care and disposition of the pub- 
lic lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., opposing the passage of House bill No. 5462, 
pee pilots solely in the United States Steamboat-Inspection 

rvice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of clerks employed in the post-office at 
Chicago, III., asking for the passage of the bill No. 4351, for the 
classification of clerks in the first and second class post-offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of surfmen in the United States Life-Saving Serv- 
ice and citizens, relating to an increase of pay to surfmen of the 
United States life-saving stations—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of members of the bar 
in western New York, in favor of Senate bill No. 268, creating a 
new district to be called the western district of New York—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GLYNN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7539, for 
the relief of Peter J, Keleher, of Albany, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, Boston, Mass., protesting against the present 
duty on hides, and asking that the same be abrogated and that 
see gy again placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
oped of pension to James F. Grey—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, W. Car- 
mody, secretary, favoring Government ownership of arid public 
lands and the building of irrigation works, etc.—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Sandie: S 

Also, memorial of Albert D. Shaw, commander in chief Grand 


Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4742, 
providing military instruction in public schools to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Also, petition of Hoyt H. Wheeler and 80 citizens of Brattleboro, 
Vt., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the prevention 
of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: Petition of Albert Traub, of West Vir- 
ia, asking reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to 

e Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. KAHN: Paper to accompany House bill to increase the 

nsion of Johanna J. Naughton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Iowa State Veterinary Medi- 
cal Association, favoring the organization of a veterinary corps— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Statement to accompany House bill to 
correct the military record of Matthew W. 8 the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the Index, 
Bellefontaine, Ohio, to repeal the tariff on printing paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. MESICK: Petitions of clerks of the post-offices at Tra- 
verse City and Big Rapids, Mich., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4351, for the classification of t-office clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill to 
remove the charge of desertion against the military record of 
Ernst Bravning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion against the military record of Denton Whipps—to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
John A. Welch, of W. nd, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to theclaim of Ellen Scranton and others, 
hass at law of Elizabeth Whittaker—to the Committtee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of the heirs of James 
Murphy, deceased, late of Washington County, Md., praying ref- 
erence of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, Ren of the heirs of Hezekiah Boteler, deceased, late of 
Frederick County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of Sherburne, 
Bambridge, and Columbus, Chenango County, N. V., for legisla- 
tion relating to dairy or food products—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Ithaca, N. Y., for the appointment 
of a veterinary corps in the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3951, 
for the relief of Pardon M. Bowen, late private, Company K, One 
hundred and 3 Ohio Volunteer Infantry to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of D. A. Tremain and others, of 
Vienna, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of citizens of San Antonio, Tex., 
favoring pe ap. Nir House bill. No. 4351, for the reclassifica- 
tion of p cler. to thə Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of druggists of Manchester, 
N. H., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks in the First Congressional 
district of New Hampshire, for the reclassification of the Railway 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Manchester (N. H.) Board of Trade, in 
favor of a commission to study and report upon the industrial and 
commercial conditions in China—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany House bill to 
remove the charge of desertion against Peter Green—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Samuel F. Fowler to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. WHITE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
ae J. B. MacRae, of Jackson, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper in support of House 
bill to correct the military record of Jesse Milam—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, 2 of C. M. Meade and D. Berry, of Carmi, II., 
and C. T. Hunter, of Springerton, III., dental surgeons, favoring 
the appointment of dental surgeons in the Army and Navy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of James M. Gentry Post, No. 727, of Cave in 
Rock, III., against the removal of disabilities of ail rs in 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Braid Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York City, protesting against the 
ratification of the reciprocity treaty with France—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6045, 
granting a pension to Rosanna Wavell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 8 r 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6046, granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to. 
David 8 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to 55 bill No. 5431, to increase the 
e of Reuben H. Lynch to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

8. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5435, granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander P, Baugher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5436, to increase the 

nsion of Joseph K. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6043, for an increase 
8 pension to John C. Shenermen—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany Home bill No. 6044, to increase the 
pension of Charles S. Bunty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE, 


THURSDAY, February 1, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous con- 


sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


CORRECTION OF RECORD—ADMIRAL DEWEY’S LETTER. 

Mr, LODGE, Mr. President, I desire to make a correction in 
the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings. On the last line of col- 
umn 1, page 1356, in giving Admiral Dewey's letter I observe it 
says: 

Inever treated him as an ally except to make use of him and the soldiers. 

The word in the letter, which very likely I misread, and which 
was copied also wrongly by the press, is natives“ instead of ‘‘sol- 
diers.“ In order that the correction may clearly appear, I ask 
that the letter may be reprinted 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 1747 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, 
Washington, January 30, 1900. 
DEAR SENATOR LODGE: The statement of Emilio 


Aguinald 
published in the Springfield Republican, so far as it relates to me, is a tissue 
of falsehoods. a 


th me or my 


cers. 
The statement that I received him with military honors or saluted the so- 
called Filipino flag is absolutely false. 
Sincerely, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting a fulland 
complete account of all property, including the stationery, belong- 
ing 9 1 priod. See 5 his possession on the 81st day He Jan- 
uary, ; which, wi e accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. vis 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete statement of 
the receipts and 8 of the Senate, Laceby Aora detail the 
items of e under the proper appropriations, aggregate 
thereof, ca exhibiting the exact ee of all public moneys 
aa paid mk mo 8 eee from July 1, 

, anuary 31, W „ri e accompanying papers, 
‘was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. ai 5 
CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 


sponse to a resolution of the 3d ultimo, a letter from the Director 
of the Geological Survey, inclosing a report on the investigations 
made by the Geological Survey in the Cape Nome district of 
Alaska; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


7 ANNUAL REPORTS OF DISTRICT RAILWAYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
reports of the Capital Traction Railway Company, the Great Falls 
Electric Railway Company, the City and Suburban Railway Com- 
pany, the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company, the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, the Brightwood 
Railway Company, the Columbia Railway Company, and the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company, allof the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—PRIVILEGES OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege and to make a parliamen inquiry. 

I notice by an examination of the RECORD of the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives during last week frequent refer- 
ences to myself, with the charge that if I had taken pains to do 
so I might have revealed certain things pertaining to the domestic 
and personal affairs of certain citizens of my State, and that I 
might have revealed, if I had desired to do so, things startling to 
the moral sentiment of the county; and especially to the moral 
sensibilities of the members of the House of Representatives. 

The question of parliamentary inquiry which I makeis whether 
such allusions made by members of the House concerning a mem- 
ber of this body are a breach of the privileges of the Senate and a 
violation of the courtesies due by members of one branch of Con- 
gro to those of the other, and if they be a breach of such privi- 

and a violation of such courtesies, what, if any, remedy exists; 
whether it would also be a breach of the courtesies due by mem- 
bers of the Senate to the members of the House to make reply in 
the Senate to such allusions made in the House and correct what 
amember here might conceive to be aspersions upon the character 
of the people whom he in part represents or upon himself, 

I understand that it would be such breach of privilege, but I 
should like an expression from the Chair upon these questions so 
that I may govern myself accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If a Senator were making an 
attack upon any member of the other branch of the House the 
Presiding Officer would feel it to be his duty to call him to order, 
it being a violation, in his judgment, of propriety and of courtesy. 

The same rule would 5 prevail in the House, and auy 
member of the House Who was making an attack upon a member 
of the other branch of ought, in my judgment think I 
will not say that—it is for the Speaker of the House or members 
of the House to determine for themselves whether or not he is 
committing a breach and ought to be called to order. 

As to what can be said in either House in relation to what has 
taken place in the other there is no rule of the Senate, of course, 
3 ie -eghanah will read what Jefferson’s Manual says in rela- 

ion toi 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It isa breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there, 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 
might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the only restriction 
which is laid down in the Manual, and there is no rule, of course, 
of the Senate relating to the matter. 

Mr. RAWLINS. President, I understand such to be the 
case, and I made the inquiry so that my silence here in regard to 
statements concerning myself and the people whom I represent 
can not and must not be taken by the country as any admission 
of the truth of any such statements. 

SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will administer the 
oath to the recently appointed Secretary of the Senate. 

The oath having administered to Mr. CHARLES G. BENNETT, 
he took his seat at the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resol That the President ot the United States and the House of Repre- 
enny notified of the election of CHARLES G. BENNETT as Secretary of 
e à 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Dr. J. V. Laddey and 13 
other citizens of Arlington, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to establish a veterinary corps in the United States 
aoe equal to that in foreign countries; which was referred to 
the ttee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
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Hoboken, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Southwestern Min- 
nesota Medical Society, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
praying for the establishment of a national park at the head 
waters of the Mississippi River in Minnesota; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Red Wing, 
Minn., remonstrating against the e of the so-called parcel- 
postage bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads 

He also abr the petition of Andrew J. Eckstein and sun- 
dry other ggists of New Ulm, Minn., and the petition of H. H. 
Meyer and sundry other druggists of Sleepy Eye, Minn., praying 
for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, per- 
fumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on 


ance, 
He also . a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 


the exhibit of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. [presenta petition signed by Charles H. Aldrich 
and 18 other members of the bar of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, calling attention to the urgent need of better quar- 
ters for the Law Library of Congress. 

The petition should go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I suppose, or possibly to the Committee on Rules. 
coe ALDRICH, That matter is now before the Committee on 

es, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go to that committee, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ROSS presented the petition of D. K. Simonds, chairman, 
F. B. Randall, secre’ , and 8 committeemen of the Bennington 
County (Vt.) Fourth-Class Postmasters’ Association, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of fourth-class 
postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of George W. Harris and 
sundry other railway mail clerks of Yankton, S. Dak., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial of, Pomona Grange, No. 33, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria County, III., remonstrating 
against the of the bill (Ss 727) to promote the commerce 
and increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 33, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, III., praying for theestablishment 
of postal savings banks; which was refe to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, III., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation retarding thecirculation of United States 
currency known as greenbacks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of the town coun- 
cil of the ial el eee town of Muscogee, Ind. T., praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of water- 
works and the issuance of bonds therefor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of H. W. Meyer and 11 
other citizens of Appleton, Wis., relative to neutrality; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of the Woman’s Club, of Monroe Lodge, No. 72, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of the Monroe Ministerial Asso- 
ciation, of Ivanhoe Lodge, No, 41, Knights of Pythias, and of the 
Woman’s Relief Corps, all of Monroe, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to limit and control vivi- 
section in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of a reciprocity treaty with Canada; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Greenwich, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 


viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made to 
maintain the Philadelphia Commercial Museum at Philadelphia, 
Pa.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions es or at a meeting of the regi- 
mental secretaries, held at Hartford, Conn., favoring the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 216) introduced by the 
senior Senator from Illinois Mr. CuLLoM], to correct the record 
of certain soldiers of the United States, to submit an adverse re- 
port thereon. I move the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 744) for the relief of John Emer- 
son, late a private in Company I, Nineteenth Maine Infantry, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2085) for the correction of the military record of Francis 
A. E. Briot, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. : 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2112) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the 
subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and 
repealing all laws inconsistent therewith, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURLEY, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1008) for the relief of William C. Dodge, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 of Title LII of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the licensin 
of officers of steam vessels, reported it without amendment, an 
submitted a one thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the 3 bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1331) granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. 
Abbott; and 

A bill (S. 2375) granting ® pension to Mary A. Russell. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1475) to complete the establish- 
ment and erection of a military post near the city of Sheridan, in 
the State of Wyoming, and making ood pre Ber therefor, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S. 1560) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to James Brown was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. It is ascertained that a bill tothat effect was passed 
at a previous Congress and that the discharge has been issued. I 
move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2477) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 
ae bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


ourne; 

A 1 833) granting an increase of pension to Henry Atkin- 

son; an ; 

5 (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna M. 
eitzler. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2082) for the relief of the children of Matthew 
J. J. Cagle, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 54) 5 
condemned captured cannon to the Commandery in Chief of the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America, submitted an adverse 
re re thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the sou Sah 
of the Regular and Volunteer eat for the fiscal year endi 
June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern military Hooit 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., reported it with amendments, 
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SHIP-CANAL IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MCBRIDE, I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Foster], on the 29th ultimo, to 
report it with an amendment, and to submit a report thereon. 

he concurrent resolution was ordered to be placed on the Cal- 
endar, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be directed to cause a survey to be made and an estimate 
submitted of the cost of constructing a ship canal to connect Puget Sound 
with Grays Harbor, via the Chehalis River, in the State of W. ton, in 
accordance with recommendations heretofore made and filed with the War 
Department. 

ALLEGED FRAUD IN THE PENSION ROLL. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have here the rt of 
the committee on political reform of the Union League Club of 
New York, which conducted an inquiry under the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the committee on political reform be requested to inquire 
into and report to this club upon the nature of the charges of fraud in the 
pension rolls of the United States, the means which may be practicable to 
ae the truth or falsity of the charges, the methods available for 
rem 


ing the evil, 
contribute towards those ends. 

Under that resolution a committee of the Union League Club 
made an inquiry and submitted a calm and dispassionate report 
on this subject, which I feel sure will be of interest to the Senate, 
and as it is brief Lask that it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is theirobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McENERY a Aen neal introduced a bill (S. 2858) to amend 
the bounty laws granting bounties to soldiers, sailors, their widows 
and minor children; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
. accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


‘airs, 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2859) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Society United States Daughters Eighteen Hundred and 
Twelve; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the erat 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2860) for the relief of Mary E. Rig- 
gles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2861) to relieve pensioners and 
Congress by the establishment of a court of pension appeals, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom ng paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PR OR introduced a bill (S. 2862) granting an increase 
of pension to Florena L. Stuart; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2863) to restore the pension of 
Francis H. Staples; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2864) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Franklin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill E 2865) to prevent the manu- 
facture and use of trade checks; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 2866) permitting citizens of 
the United States, bona fide residents of the States of California, 
Oregon, and Washin on, to fell and remove, for building, agri- 
cultural, mining, and other domestic purposes, timber growing or 
being upon the mineral lands of the United States in the States 
aforesaid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2867) 
to extend certain acts of Congress in reference to municipal in- 
debtedness for public purposes to the Indian Territory; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2868) to provide for the 
. of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Grand 
unction, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
aoe ang referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 2869) authorizing the Cape 

Nome Transportation, Bridge and ings agen Company, a cor- 
oration organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
ashington and authorized to do business in the Territory of 
Alaska, to construct a traffic bridge across the Snake River, at 
Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2870) concerning disbursing 
officers of the Subsistence Department of the Army; which was 
read twice byits title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2871) to supplement and 
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amend the act entitled “An act to incorporate the North River 
Bridge Company and to authorize the construction of a bridge and 
approaches at New York City across the Hudson River, to regu- 
late commerce in and over such bridge between the States of New 
York and New J pate fer to establish such bridge a military and 


post road,” approy 


Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 2872) for the relief of the 
estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2873) for the relief of John 
Pope Hodnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2874) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dr. John W. Cook; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

He also 5 Bee gcse introduced a bill (S. 2875) to amend an act 
of Congress June 28, 1898, so as to provide for an additional 
enrollment of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek In- 
dians, now residing in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the m- 


mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2876) granting a pension to 
Charles F. Wise; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2877) for the relief of the estate of 
William Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2878) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of William H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S, 2879) ting a pension 
to Mary E. Griffiths; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2880) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline B. Bradford; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. eee granting a pension to Mary 
A. Parker; which was read twice its title, and, with the ac- 
ary Lap papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2882) to authorize the Cam- 
8 Bridge Commission to construct a drawless bridge across 
the Charles River, in the State of Massachusetts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PETTIGREW (by request) introduced a joint resolution 
8 R. 81) 8 ding proceedings in the courts of the Indian 
; edle and sore me: Indian nt, pending the eee 8 

egislation now before Congress wherein the possessory rights o 
the Indians herein named are involved; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO BILL TO PREVENT FOOD ADULTERATION, 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the manufacture of 
adulterated foods; which was pai to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, and ordered to be printed. 

USE OF THE ROENTGEN RAY, 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
les of a document entitled “The use of the Roent- 

the Medical ent of the United States Army in the war 
ith § (1898),” of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the arog nig og 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the 
use of the War Department. 


CLAIMS UNDER CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACT. 
Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional 
copies of Senate Report No. 11, first session Fifty-sixth Congress, being the 
report on Senate bill 602, * A bill to revise and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of abandoned rty and the prevention of frauds in insur- 
rectionary districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof.” 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, that is simpy to print extra 
copies of a report, and I have been requested by several Senators 
to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The 5 was considered by unanimous consent, and 

0. 
THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution, and ask to have it 
read and lie on the table. To-morrow morning I shall wish to 
speak to the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a ener entitled The Philippine Commission“ be printed 
as a document for ormation of the Sena’ 


uly 11, 1890; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. s 


N 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Senator from South 
Dakota asks that the resolution lie on the table. Is there objec- 


tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 
PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 
Mr, PETTUS. I offer a resolution, and ask for its present con- 


sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


municate to the 


naval courts- 
Revised Statutes; and if so, his reasons for such refusal or neglect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, I do not quite like that form of 
direction to an eminent public officer, to ask him whether he has 


not neglected something. 
Mr. CHANDLER, Lobject to the resolution. 


Mr. HOAR. I do not know where the resolution came from, 
but I should like to suggest to whatever Senator offered it that he 


omit—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution was submitted 
by the ee Senator from Alabama. 3 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Alabama if he will not 
strike out the word “ neglected.” It seems to me it is hardly a 
courteous tone of address to ask an de Snare officer, the 
head of a Department, have you not neglected to do so, and, if 
Fon have, why did you neglect it? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the only object of inserting the 
word ‘‘neglected” was because my information is that no notice 
was taken of the call by the court. I would just as soon use the 
word omitted or any other word to indicate that it was not 


done, 
Mr. HOAR. I t to the Senator to amend the language 
i ing the word ‘‘refrained” instead of the words refused 
or neglected,” which would cover both. 


Mr. PETTUS. I have no objection to inserting the word ‘‘re- 
frained” instead of ‘‘neglected.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. As modified, is there objection to its present consideration? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule, and it will be printed. 

CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA. 
Mr. FOSTER submitted the follo concurrent resolution; 


which was referred to the Committee on ting: 
t° Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 25,000 extra copies of the oy ing Ante pattie see o Geo- 
cal Survey submitted tothe of the Interior, kere the Cape 
Sone ASEA 10 with maps accompan: the same, 5. copies for 
use of the te, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of ta- 
tives, and 10,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. 
Authority is hereby ted to the Public Printer to have the maps ac- 
compan engraved and printed by the Geological Survey or 
y con 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
8 


ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 extra copies 
a Senate ent No. 62 of the last Congress, entitled Affairs in the - 
ippine 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6287) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; recedes from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agrees to the same with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate; further insists upon its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26; agrees to the 
further conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. Barney, and Mr. Livineston managers at the conference on 
the of the House. 

em also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1092) to set apart a portion of the Arlington estate 
for experimental agricultural purposes, and place said portion 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his 
successors in office; 

A bill (H. R. ) to amend “An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of public 


works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved 
8, 1899; and 
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A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide for pay to certain 
retired officers of the Marine Corps. 
TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 


da 1900, concerning certain nsactions between the 
Department of the United States and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wish to make an inquiry. Day 
before yesterday I introduced a resolution to print a certain doc- 
ument and that resolution was not considered yesterday. Do I 
understand that that resolution goes to the Calendar and is not 
now to be laid before the Senate? 

The D tempore. It goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I had sup it was understood that it 
should have a day for discussion, and as there was no opportunity 
yesterday to discuss that resolution, I presumed that it would 
come up this morning. The ruling of the Chair is undoubtedly 
correct, and I yield to it. I had ted it would come before 
the Senate this morning, but I have another resolution introduced 
which will enable me to speak to the same subject to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not informed as to the 
Senator from Nebraska in seeking to have the pending resolution 
adopted, but I would suggest to that Senator that the resolutions 
referred to have not been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
that they were adopted by the Senate without any reference, 
Certain answers have been returned to the resolutions, and those 
responses in the ordinary course of business have been referred to 
the Committee on Finance. So the resolution in the form it now 
stands, if it should be adopted, would be inoperative. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is very gratifying to know that 
of course the resolution would be inoperative if adopted, and it is 
extremel gratifying to me to be set right by the tor from 
Rhode nd. I suppose that these answers are within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Finance by the order of the Senate, 
and that it becomes their duty to take some action in the way of 
a report to the Senate, either requesting an investigation of the 
charges made or recommending a 8 of the entire mat- 
ter. I will say to the Senator ode Island frankly that I 
want the Senate to get jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
resolutions for the express p of introducing a resolution for 
an investigation of the transactions between the Treas art- 
ment and the National City Bank and the Hanover of New 


urpose of the 


York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on a ‘ing to 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from X obrabi 
on which the Senator from Nebraska is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire to this 
matter any further than the facts will warrant. . I have no dislike 
for the Secretary of the Treasury. 1 have no desire to persecute 
him, and I shall not do so. I only want to know the truth of the 
relations between the Department and the national banks 
of New York and other sections of the country. I hoped this 
resolution would be Largest to pass without any discussion. 
But if I am to be met here with an objection, and if obstructions 
are to be thrown in the pathway of. the investigation, I shall feel 
itmy duty this morning to make a brief analysis of the report of 
the E of the agury, so that the people at least may 
know the attitude of the Treasury Department eee a tre- 
mendous sum of esc now in the hands of the National City 
Bank and other fav: financial institutions of the country. 

On the 4th of January l had the honor to introduce a resolution 
of 1 7 Ailes was ape si by ws 3 and sent to = eis 
retary of the Treasury, who on the of Janu mded in 
a letter nike as pecan. No. a yal session in ere Con- 
gress. response, in my judgment, was no and com- 
plete. On the 23d of January I introduced another resolution 
calling attention to some omitted matter, and the Secretary re- 
sponded to that a few days ago, disclosing nothing new. 

Referring to Document 71, I wish to call attention to some 
peculiarities appearing init. The first letter of the correspond- 
ence submitted by the Secre shows the motives which actu- 
ated the Treasury ent in conferring a favor upon the 
National City Bank. It is that written by Vice-President A. B. 
Hepburn of the bank to Mr. Gage, and is found on page 60 of Mr. 
Gage’s reply, as follows: 

Tue NATIONAL Crry BANK OF New YORK, 
New York, June 5, 1897. 


that in any changes which may be made 
‘bed in this respect. We 
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should like to remain a United States depository, as at present. Of course the 
bank is very strong— 


And I call attention to this particular language— 
Si 
a r a ane e r E 
canvass last year. 
Yours, very truly, 

Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 

United States Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

There is no reply to this letter in the corr 
by Mr. Gage. © list of directors of the 
referred to are H. O. Havemeyer, president of the sugar trust; 
James H. Post, broker of sugar and director National Sugar 
Refining Company; William Rockefeller, president of the Stand- 
ard Oil Company; Stephen S. Palmer, national zinc trust; Robert 
Bacon, member of firm of J. Pierpont Morgan, bond syndicate, 
also director in copper trust; Samuel Sloan, director in number 

-of railroads; H. Walter Webb, then vice-president of the New 
York Central Railroad (the Vanderbilt directors were the largest 
individual subscribers to the McKinley campaign fund); W. D. 
Sloan, banker and Vanderbilt representative; Jacob H. Schiff, 
chairman of the Union Pacific Refunding Syndicate; Cleveland 
H. Dodge, of copper trust and director in the Copper Queen Con- 
solidated Company. 

Those persons we know from the record were directors of this 
bank at the time referred to by. Mr. Hepburn in his letter. It 
would appear, from the manner in which deposits were in 

in the National City Bank after the receipt of the Hepburn letter, 

that Secretary Gage had taken the pains to look over the list of 
directors of the bank and had become impressed with the services 

which they might have rendered in the campaign of 1896. 

The official reports show that the Government d. ts in the 
National City Bank were only $200,000 on May 14, 1897—less than 
a month prenons to the receipt of the Hepburn letter. After the 
receipt of the os eee letter, not quite a month, the National 
City received of the $58,000,000 in settlement of the Union 
Pacific debt the enormous sum of 824, 000, 000. This would ap- 

ntly indicate the effect which the reading of Mr. Hepburn’s 
etter had upon the Treasury Department. 

On July 14, 1896, the Government money on deposit in the 
National City Bank was $19,579,000. On September 20, 1899, the 
balance was $29,000,000. In floating the war loan of $200,000,000, 
in July, 1898, in which 318 banks ipated, the National City 
Bank received $14,000,000. On July 8, 1899, the balance was 
$10,500,000, showing that the bank had the free use of over 
$10,000,000 for over six months. 

Mr. Gage's reply does not indicate that there was any corre- 
spondence with the bank from June 5, 1897, to October 29, 1897, 
and in his later reports he rie be that there is no record of any cor- 
respondence between those dates, but he does not say in specific 
terms that no correspondence took place. 

The National City Bank, after being informed that it would be 
used as a depositary for the Union Pacific debt, immediately made 
inquiries as to how much it would receive. Vice-President Hep- 
burn, in a letter to Secretary Gage, dated October 27, 1897, page 
61 of the record, says: 


If not presuming too much, we would be tly obliged fora 
from you as to the amount of bonds which iE aa be good judgmen 


A. B. HEPBURN. 


mdence submitted 
ational City Bank 


on 
Jor us 


to acquire at the present ti this move on our part being te as much in the 
by saad interest (in the preven of any money stringency) as it is in our own 
interest as bankers. fi 


C0000 
w 


afford a le 
sary bonds to payri aiea as a depository. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. ALLEN. From page 61. reply to Mr. Hepburn the 
Secretary of the Treasury, on page 61 also, under date of October 
2%, 755 assured him that the money would remain for some time. 

e said: 

I haye expressed a preference for i 
a 15 8 = profere ce your institution as the original recipient 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what page is that? 

Mr. ALLEN.. On page 61. 

Mr. ALDRICH. t is the date? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is under date of October 28, 1897. 

Mr. ALDRICH, When was the Hepburn letter written? 

Mr. ALLEN. June 5, I think. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that it was not 
answered until October? 

Mr. ALLEN. Look at the document and you will see no an- 
Oe AT RICH. I thought the Senator 

8 5 ou ə Senator was reading what pur- 
ported to be an answer. 5 z 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iso understood him, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is another Hepburn letter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; it is another Hepburn letter. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I did not understand that. 
Mr. ALLEN. The letter continues: 


In reply to „or expression of hope, that a suitable portion 
of the fund will be left with the bank for a 7 np length of time te gpn ienga 
reasonable profit to cover the in ng the necessary bonds to qual- 

asa ti Areen gira aang while we can make no ifie 
n that 3 the purpose we have tn Sor Jund, 
ly, to save disturbance of the money market, will uce us to practice 
wise discretion in covering the money into * poo 
bly will be no disbur: rom the fund until January 1, when, as you know, 
$30,000,000 will be dis’ in redemption of the ou 
sixes maturing on that day. 


Mr. President, that is a most remarkable letter -a most remark- 
able request in the first instance and a most remarkable reply in 
the second instance. The Secretary of the discloses in 
his answer that the sole p of putting the money in that 
bank was to sano with the request of Mr. Hepburn that the 
money of the United States should remain on deposit there for the 
private interests of that institution. Mr. Stillman, the president 
of the National City Bank, was well pleased with this favor, as 
will be seen from a letter dated October 30, 1897, addressed to Mr. 
Gage, and which is as follows: 


gly. 
What those local arrangements were the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury does not see fit to disclose. 


I note with 2 the contents of your letter received this mo: with 

r . x0 appresiase ctr penttion: antl 
our e nce enables you to a: our 

M be accor Se consistent 


we fully realize that he consideration will 
with your official duties. 
ours, very truly, 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

. in writing to the vice-president of the Na- 
tional City (page 63 of the record, dated November 2, 1897), 
says: 

* 

. Jee eee expected ten will then be able to promptly qualify by for- 

As indicating the unusual proportion of Government deposits 
which were being placed with the National City Bank, the follow- 
ing letter from to the president of the National 
City Bank (page 66 of the reply) is significant. It reads: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, November 13, 1897. 


accorded as may 


JAS. STILLMAN, 
‘President. 


Sır: This office has received your letter of the 12th instant, E eee 
probable amount of the sum of $15,645,250 which will remain with your 
after distributi portion of the de 


nga . 
ignated to receive deposits on account of proceeds of sale of the Union Pacific 


nemad to 
ks fail to furnish full amount 

in your bank be proportionately greater. 
tfully, yours, 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

PRESIDENT NATIONAL CITY BANK, New York, 

From this letter it ap that although eight banks were to 
8 in the distribution of this fund, the National City 

was to receive $9,000,000 of the ag te sum of thirteen 

and one-half millions, Mr. Gage, manifesting great interest in 

poenis disturbances of the money market, wrote the bank as 
ollows, as will be found on page 75: 

In such a case the withdrawal from general bank funds into the subtr: 
would be about $1,000,000. If this would operate to disturb the market at 
535.0 Beat emer eRe 
K. L. & Co. deposited with you. 

That the National City Bank was anxious to take advantage of 
this t of $4,000,000 is shown by the fact that on December 
20 a te was sent to Secretary Gage stating that bonds to 
secure the amount would be deposited immediately. 

On December 20, 1897 (page 75 of the reply), Vice-President 
Hepburn wrote the following letter to Secre Gage, in which 
he endeavored to show that the withdrawal of $4,000,000 would 
1 a disturbing influence upon the market. The letter is as 

ows: 
THE NATIONAL City BANK OF NEW YORK, 
New York, December 20, 


in receipt of your letter of the 18th, say- 

on by the Treasury on the 27th instant of 
be by the Union Pacific syndicate: “If tnis w 

bythe market at all, rey you thought it advisable to 


say, $4,000,000 more in bonds as ‘or di we could order on 
of the payment to be made on the 27th by K. L. & Co. deposited with you.” 


DEAR SIR: We are this mo: 
ing, with reference to 


Call money is 5 cent here to-day, and the indications point toan increasing 
— meng of the city are very lai ves are, 
very also, and we are confident you will confer a Javor upon the business 
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interests by leaving so much of this fund as may be where it is available for cur- 


rent uses. We ‘ore wired as foliows 


» Replying yout otter 18th, day received, we will make an additional 
pc g ted States bonds sufficient to entitle us to receive the $4,000,000 
e 


which we hereby confirm. 

We have on deposit with you already $20,800,000 of United States bonds to 
secure moneys on account of the proceeds of the sale of the Union Pacific 
Railroad. The nst said bonds is $19,883,- 


ount of $900, 
a of $3,100,000 additional United States bonds would be eufficient to enti- 
e us to receive the $4,000,000 of deposits, or do you want a deposit of the full 
amount of $4,000,000 of United States bonds in order to entitle us to receive 
this $4,000,000 additional deposit? In any event, we will deposit bonds enough 
to cover the $4,000,000, but naturally prefer the lesser amount if the same is 


permissible, 
Very respectfully, A. B. HEPBURN. 
Vice-President. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Not satisfied with the arrangements which could be made by 
letter and telephonic and telegraphic correspondence, President 
ary of the Tome wen 3 5 oe the Se 

of the Treasury, as the following letter from Mr. Gage, dat 
December 21, 1897, would indicate (pages 76 and 77 of the reply): 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 21, 1897. 

My Dran Sin: Ihave yours of the 20th instant, and note your suggestion as 
toa 3 with Mr. M nin relation to the Treasury deposits in the 
national bank depositaries of New York. 

Right there I want tosay that the Secretary of the Treasury did 
pot furnish that letter in the first correspondence submitted by 

m. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in the first, but he did in the second. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think he did in the second. 

Y being ad 5 

ou are g advised to-day, officially, ae A you xe the 38 

the S will be 6 ot back into the — again as quickly as posse 

h the pay f taid 
pe > —ç . fog si drafts given in payment of the Governmen 


Mr. President, I stop to inquire why the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury proposed to it one-half of this tremendous sum of money 
to rest in the coffers of the National City Bank undisturbed, while 
he was to draw on the other half deposited in other banks and put 
that 1 „back into the street again as quickly as possible;” 
why he did not put it all back in the street? 

There is not much reason to su any Sorter transfers will be ordered 
from the national bank depositaries to the subtreasury before January 1. 
However, I would like to confer with you or with Mr. Morgan on the eral 
subject, though I think the presence of the latter gentleman here mould. - 
haps, be more disturbing than an order on the banks to transfer all of r 
money to the subtreasury. That is, however, a matter for you to consider. 

I suppose the presence of Mr. Morgan in the city of Washing- 
ton in consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury, according 
to his judgment as expressed in this letter, would subject them 
to some suspicion, if not produce a monetary ic; at least he 
wanted to d against the effect of having . Morgan in con- 
sultation with him in Washington. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For fear it might endanger the gold stand- 


ard, 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. However that may be, he did not seem 
to be settled A 

Mr. SPOONER. What was the observation of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Secre of the Treasury feared it 
would create a condition that would endanger the gold standard 
if Mr. Morgan should come down here to confer with him; that 
it might create a suspicion in the stock market that the gold 
standard was in a shaky condition. 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter continues: 

However that may be, I now advise that I shall go to Philadelphia on 
Thursday morning, arriving there at 12.54. 

They are going to meet at some other place. 

I go as the guest of the Bank of North America, the directors of which are 
giving a — — at 2 o'clock in the afternoon of that day. On an inti- 
CTT n, or any other gentlemen whom you may 
name, would like to confer with me t. Iw to Walton and meet him 
at fifteen minutes past 1. Please let me know by, wire affirmatively or nega- 
gyer as 2 this, as it may otherwise interfere with the liberty I would enjoy 


Very y, yours, 


Mr. JAMES STILLMAN, 

The National City Bank, New York City. 

The Secretary of the Treasury did not want to meet Mr. Mor- 
gan in Washington for some reason undisclosed by his letter, 
saying that his presence here might create a greater disturbance 
than an order on the banks transferring the money to the sub- 
treasury; but he sought an interview with Mr. Morgan at the 
Walton Hotel in P elphia shortly after that, and even in 
Philadelphia he did not want to be seenin company with Mr. 
Morgan at the small dinner that was to be given to him by the 
directors of the North American Bank, He was, however, per- 


L. J. GAGE. 


fectly willing to run off on some side street and meet him quietly 
at his hotel. I admit the Secretary of the Treasury had a right 
to do that, but what motive actuated him in making that pro 
sition, and what was to be accomplished by the conference be- 
tween the Secretary of the Treasury and Mr, Morgan at the Wal- 
ton Hotel? 

The reply to the Senate resolution does not show the letter men- 
tioned by Mr. Gage as yours of the 20th instant — that was one of 
the breaks in this correspondence—nor does it show Mr. Stillman’s 
muy to Mr. Gage’s reyuest for a conference with him in Phila- 
delphia; neither does the correspondence submitted to the Senate 
by Mr. Gage show what understanding or agreement was arrived 
at at that conference. 

Throughout the entire correspondence between the Secretary of 
the Treasury and 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why does the Senator make that statement 
when the Secretary of the Treasury states that there was no such 
conference? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will come to that in a moment, when I come 
to analyze the Secretary’s second xeply. 

Throughout the entire correspondence between the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the officials of the National City Bank there 
is a tone of familiarity which is totally lacking in the communi- 
cations with the officials of the Hanover National Bank, and 
that familiarity of address, Mr. President, which, in my judg- 
ment, is not proper in official correspondence, such as My dear 
Mr. 5 “My dear Mr. Gage,” Dear Mr. Secretary,” 
and Dear Mr, ey pads repeated and . used by Mr. 
Stillman, the president of this bank, by Vice-President Hepburn 
of the same institution, and by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

It may be said that this is hypercritical, that it is a small thing 
to talk about; but I submit that such expressions have no place in 
the official correspondence between a man who is handling more 
money than any other man living and the institutions with which 
he is transacting business. They are proper in social life between 
friends, but they are improper in official e It only 
goes to show the familiarity existing between the officials of this 
bank and the Treasury Department of the United States, and it is 
important in that respect. 

will insert, without stopping to read it, the letter of Mr, Still- 
man to Mr. Gage, dated New York, December 23, 1897. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


THE NATIONAL City BANK OF NEW YORK, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
New York, December 23, 1897. 

My DEAR Mr. SECRETARY: I feel that I ought, perhaps, to explain a little 
in detail the object sought to be accomplished by the interview mentioned in 
my letter of recent date, and what the consensus of opinion here seems to be 
with reference to the course to be pursued as to the 3 deposits with 

on account of the proceeds of the Union Pacific ‘oad. 

After the needs of the Government are 5 of course, are 
paramount to all other considerations—it is, in the opinion of leading finan- 
ciers, very desirable that as much of the Union c money be left in 
banks here, where it will be available for commercial as is possible. All 
of the securities of the reo Union Pacific must be absorbed 
and assimilated by the pnblic, and at the same time the New York Central, 
Lake Shore, Chicago and Northwestern, Chicago and Rock Island, and other 
porns seeking a refunding of their obligations u & very low interest 

. The success of these reorganization plans will be to place those prop- 
erties on a firmer financial footing, with fixed charges materially reduced. 

With the distrust of American investments growing out of uncertainties 
attending our currency system, and fear of — going be ine asilver basis, 
coupled, perhaps, with some additional distrust on account of irritation grow- 
ing out of our foreign relations, it is impossible, at the present time, to place 
these low-rate bonds in the hands of foreigners. They must be absorbed by 
our own people. The best evidence of our wealth as a nation and our finan- 
cial strength at home, and the confidence of our own people that the Govern- 
ment will remain upon a gold basis, would be the successful placing of these 
long-time, low-rate bonds in the hands of our own pople; This, in an impor- 
tant way, redounds to the benefit of the eral public and isan unqualified 
indorsement of public credit. It would. it seems to me, go further than any- 
thing else, after the revision of our currency system, to vindicate our e t 
at home and reestablish it abroad. 

An easy money market, with a uniform rate of interest, undisturbed by 
any strin wg Roald wd temporary, is indispensable to the successful accom- 
plishment of these underta The object in desiring an interview with 
you was to impress upon you these views, which, in the regular course of 

usiness, are kept constantly before us, but which, however, owing to the 
pressure of your official duties, may, perhaps, not have impressed themselves 
as strongly upon your d. 

Thel g financial interests in this city are working earnestly and in 
unison to 5 the above results. and, well knowing your predisposition 
to aid, within all proper limits, we wished to place before you the subject in 
the same light which we, through daily business contact with these matters, 
see it. Believe me, 

Yours, sincerely, 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
When the Secretary of the Treasury notified the National City 
Bank, April 7, 1898 91 of the reply), that it would draw six 
upon the bank, Mr, A. B. 


JAS. STILLMAN. 


drafts for $350,000, Union Pacific fun 


1900. 


Hepburn wrote the following remarkable letter to Mr. Gage (page 


91 of the reply): 
Tun NATIONAL Crry BANK, 
New York, April 8, 1898. 
DEAR Sim: We are in receipt of your communication, and note that you 
have drawn six drafts on us for $50 h— 


It should be $350,000, as shown in the subsequent correspond- 
ence— 
which will be presented on alternate days by the assistant secretary here. 
We prefer to have it withdrawn in this quiet way and are obliged to you for 
taking this method. We deem it important for the interests of the whole 
country that the New York banks, in their aggregate statement through the 
clearing house, which is made once a week and telegraphed all over the country, 
show up as strongly as possible in the point of reserve. In addition to the = 
sonal interests we naturally have in this matter, we think it militates 
Javor of commercial interests of the country as a whole. We very m hope 
vou will see mr way clear to leave the remainder of this Union Pacific deposit 
— Veer: specttall A. B. HEPBURN 

ery respec y, ‘ . 
Vice-President, 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Hepburn wanted the Secretary of the Treas to enter 
into a conspiracy with him to give the country a false impression 
of the reserve in the national banks in New York. 


Mr. SPOONER. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter of April 8, 1898. 

Mr. SPOONER. On what 6? 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 91. ere he invites the Secretary of 
the Treasury of this great Government of ours to give a false im- 
8 to the people of the country, to the country banks, to the 

arming and manufacturing interests of the country, that there 
was more money in reserve in the national banks in New York 


than was really there. 
Mr. President, would you not suppose that ought to have called 
forth arebukefrom the Secretary of the Treasury? Ought he not 


to have rebuked this man for inviting him into a conspiracy of 
that kind? Yet this correspondence fails to disclose a rebuke for 
this invitation, even in the mildest form. On the other hand, I 
think it clearly appears from the letter of April 11 that the Sec- 
re of the Treasury at least acquiesced in the proposition. That 
oanp nce with this demand was intended by Secretary Gage is 
confirmed by the following letter from him to the vice-president 
of the National City Bank (page 92 of the reply): 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, A i 
rn: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th instant, in 
pressed a wish t the remainder of the d t on account of 


Pacific Railroad be allowed to be held by the special 

— a banks in New York City until July, and to inform you tbat due 

no be given you as to time and amount of the proposed withdrawals 
should any be red before the time mentioned in your letter. 


y, yours, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

VICE-PRESIDENT NATIONAL CITY BANK. 

New York City. 

There is a request to furnish the country with false information, 
and an acquiescence in that request. I do not know that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is so much to blame for that, for it seems 
to have been the practice for the last twenty-five or batt years, 
if the ee from the Treasury Department are to be believed. 

3 ISON. May I call the attention of the Senator to a 
m 

. ALLEN. Les, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a misprint in one of the letters from 
which the Senator has read on page 91, the letter of Mr. Hepburn, 

Mr. ALLEN. Of April 11? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; of April 8, where there isamisprint. In- 
stead of $350, as it there appears, the amount should be $350,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Tes, sir. I mentioned that it should be $850,000 
when I read that letter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis gny a small omission of a part of the type. 

Mr. President, the National City Bank was not satisfied with 
getting funds of the Union Pacific Railroad, some $58,000,000, and 
other funds, but as soon as we got into war with Spain and . 
to have peculiar commercial and military relations with the Phil - 
ippine Islands, that moment this bank sought to get control of the 
money that was to be disbursed in the Philippine Islands, 

I do not want, Mr. President, to refer to the unpleasant scene 
which took place here yesterday morning, and I shall not do so; 
but it is said that many of the greatest truths of science have been 
discovered by accident, and especially in the medical world, and 
to the Senator from South Dakota at least can be accredited the 
discovery of what may properly be called Senatorial rigor, as it 
ran around through Senatorial circles here yesterday morning. 
Here this bank is reaching out for funds which were to be dis- 
tributed in the Philippine Islands, as shown by the correspondence 
of the Secretary about that matter. I read the letter of Mr, Still- 
man to the Secretary of the Treasury of June 2, 1898, 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page is it found? 

oy hemes These two letters are found on pages 94, 95, 
an a 
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THE NATIONAL City BANK OF New YORK, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFIOM, 
New York, June 2, 1898. 

My Dran Mn. SECRETARY: I presume that the Government will have 
more or less financiabfeusiness to transact with our new “colony.” 

It seems to me that as we are a national and have the very best con- 
nections in the Philippine Islands it would be proper for the Government to 
transact this business through us. Our correspondents are the Hongkon, 
and Shanghai Banking 5 with whom we are very intimate po | 
who have done business with us for years. Mr. Townsend, their agent here, 
has ied many years in the East, and he informs me that he has already 
addressed you upon this subject, but realizes that as his corporation is a for- 
eign one the business would naturally be done through an American bank. 

have outlined the matter in detail to Mr. Hepburn, and he will write 

you fully respecting same; and if you conclude that it is to the interests of 

the Government to transact this business through us, we should be pleased 

to serve you. What I would suggest would be that the Government simply 

have an account at this bank, and that the forwarding and receiving of 

iia between this country and the Philippines would be attended to by us. 
am, yours, respec . 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE. 


Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit a ques- 
tion at this point? 

Mr. ALLEN. I certain ities 

Mr. CARTER. Aboutthe time the troops were to be forwarded 
to the island of Luzon I happened to be in the office of the Pay- 
master-General of the Army, and upon inquiry there found that 
the Paymaster-General was wholly without facilities of a bank- 
ing character except through London for securing the payment of 
troops in the Philippine Islands. I should like to know if the Sen- 
ator regards the effort of the Government, in the presence of that 
state of facts, as being improper insecuring American banking con- 
nections whereby our soldiers and sailors serving in that distant 
country might paid in American money through American 
banks without the ruinous discounts they were compelled to 
suffer in the island of Luzon because of the payment through 


London. 
In the law of pleading that would be regarded 


JAS. STILLMAN. 


Mr. ALLEN. 
as a 8 and I do not think it proper at this time 

Mr. SPOONER. Not a departure from the proof, but a de- 
parture from the Senator's speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. A departure from the proof; and a departure in 
pleading is always fatal, as the Senator well knows. 

Mr. CARTER. I make that statement of fact and ask the Sen- 
ator’s opinion of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to have the Senator inject any 
little arrows in my h. i 

Mr. SPOONER. I take it back. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not g of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. I am speaking of the Senator from Montana. I do not pro- 
pose that he shall divert me from the course I think I ought to 
pursue, At another time, when it is germane to the discussion, I 
will be glad to answer the Senator y. It is not germane to 
this discussion. $ 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the Senator's criticism to be di- 
rected against the effort of the Government of the United States, 


and the banks ees under it, to perfect banking facilities 
Sp the transfer of money from New York and Washington to 
zon. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator excuse me for a moment? 
Mr. ALLEN. Let me answer the Senator from Montana. If 
the Senator understands that, he is in error, as he is in many other 
gs. I have made no comment upon it thus far. 
ori ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 


„ALLEN. Les, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska, I will say to the 
Senator from Montana, is now endeavoring to show that an 
American bank was trying to get this business, not that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was giving it to it. 

Mr. CARTER. That was the reprehensible action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That an American bank was suggesting rea- 
sons why it should be employed in this business. 

Mr. CARTER. Rather than the banks of London? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Rather than the banks of London. 

Mr. CARTER. A very reprehensible action. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Nebraska desires to enter a 
denial to the conclusions of both Senators. He will be his own 
interpreter of what he wants to say. 

THE NATIONAL Crry BANK oF New YORK, 

New York, June 2, 18908. 

rent that the business of the United States 

lands in future must be very considerable, 

not alone to maintain the military and naval establishment, but the civil gov- 

ernment about to be inaugurated. We respectfully apply i ‘or the ition of 

fiscal agents, confident that we can afford you every fi ty in the conduct 
of your business upon the most favorable terms. 

I may stop here long enough to direct attention to the fact that 
this was long after Mr. Hepburn had 1 to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to favor his bank with deposits on account of 
the contribution of its stockholder to the Republican campaign 
fund of 1896. ; 

Now, along the line with his constant appeals for favoritism to 


DEAR SIR: It is becoming a 
Treasury with the Philippine 
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his bank, not satisfied with the tremendous sum of money the 
Secretary of the Treasury had put in that bank and suffered them 
to use in their private business without a farthing of compensa- 
tion to the Government, he appeals to his friend in the 5 
partment, on the score of the assistance given the Republican 


party in 1896, to give them this Philippine business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where is that? ere does that part appear? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the conclusion the Senator from Ne- 
braska comes to, and not the conclusion of the Senator from Mon- 
tana or the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not in the letters. It is a conclusion out- 
side of the letters. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a logical deduction, exactly. 

Mr. CARTER. Made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. ee it is just as logical a deduc- 
tion as it is to say that 2 and 2 make 4. You may undertake to 
bully this matter down if you want to. You may stand here to 
defend this man or these men and this bank if you want to. You 
may undertake to inject into the body of my remarks diverting 

uestions, but I say to you gentlemen you will never be able to 
ive the American people into the belief that there was not an 
undue inti between the Treasury Department of the United 
States and the National City Bank of New York. I do not blame 
you for feeling sensitive about it whenever one of these letters is 
. You can not laugh it down nor sneer it down. It stands 
there as part of the permanent records of the country. I know it 
hurts, too. 
i e 
e AE cl O RS with LOA ace TOFOA TIT are 
by 8 K banking institution 
for the transaction of eastern business. I inclose their semiannual report. 


mdon, and China, and a branch of the Bank of Spain, I believe, are the only 
aoe ope got areas Banking Corporation nave for many years 
rear tie etal Government in ine East, making payments Tor the 
diplomatic, consular, naval, and military service, and rendering accounts 
— 1155 e ry the amount of which, when approved, was placed to their 

We would be glad Toora upon our books Ta Ag a Manila or colonial 
account, and trai t funds to and from or other eastern points 
without inconvenience to yourselves and upon most favorable terms. We 
can arrange for the cashing of drafts upon London, New York, or Wash- 
ington, drawn by anyone whom zoa may 89 We are very anxious to 
make this connection, and will 4 adly go to Washington for a personal inter- 
yep * 8 = A. B. HEPBURN. 

See peat "Vice-President. 

Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Why could not the Government of the United States itself, or 
the Secretary of the Treasury, make that arrangement instead of 
turning it over to this institution? 

Mr. SPOONER. From what letter did the Senator from Ne- 
braska read oe now? 

Mr. AL . That is the letter of June 2, 1898. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Found on page 94. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the Hepburn letter? 

Mr, ALLEN. Thatis one of the Hepburn letters, 


numerous, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is one of them? k 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. The Hepburn letters are like the leaves 
of Vallombrosa. 

This is the response of Mr. Vanderlip: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 8, 1898, 

Sir: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d instant and 
of one from Mr. Hepburn, vice-president, same date, both concerning the 
designation of your bank as a fiscal agent for the transaction of Government 
business relating to the Philippine ds. 

It isnot understood that any special designation, as above mentioned, is 
necessary. United States disbursing officers of the Army and Navy sta- 
tioned at the Philippine Islands may from time to time letters of credit 
on London or elsewhere in order to obtain cash to make current disburse- 
ments, and upon receipt of notice from the Secretary of War or Navy that a 
letter of credit is needed this ent will endeavor to procure it at tho 
best rate obtainable, payment therefor or of any portion of it to be made 
upon receipt by pa office of the draft drawn by the United States disburs- 


8 — ours, F. A. VANDERLI , 
* Assistant Secretary. 
PRESIDENT NATIONAL CITY BANK, 
New York, N. F. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator find anything in that letter 
to criticise? 

Mr. ALLEN. Can I find anything to criticise? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not find anything init to criticise, but I find 
in it a very important fact, that the Assistant Secre of the 
Treasury himself realized that the request on the part of Hepburn 
or Stillman and Hepburn was an unusual request, and that the 
arrangement would be an unusual arrangement; that it was a 
request which ought not to be made, and that an arrangement of 
that kind ought not to be made. Itis to the credit of Mr. Van- 
derlip that he put an end to the transaction there in that letter. 


They are 


I will insert, without reading, the letter of Mr. Hepburn to Mr. 
Vanderlip of June 9, 1898. Senators will find it on the same page, 


8 96. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
THE NATIONAL Crry BANK or New YORK, 
New York, June 9, 1398. 

Dran Str: We are in receipt of your letter of June 8, replying to com- 
munications from this bank with reference to its being designated as fiscal 
agent for the transaction of Government business in the far Wo note 
our comment that the United States dis officers of the Army and 
time to time need letters of ton London and elsewhere 
cash to current disbursements, etc. We are pre- 
issue such letters without limit as to the amount, and through our 


connection with the Hongkong and Shan ration, who have 
letters on most 


hai Corpo 
branches in the East, we can insure tho cashing Se such 
favorable terms. 

Weshall be yoy lad of the ic rinses Ae foreshadowed in your letter, of 
competing for such letters of credit as the needs of the War and Navy De- 


partments require thesame. With many thanks for your courtesy, and as- 
suring you of our anxiety to serve you at all times, we are, 2 


ery respectfully, yours, 
Hon. F. A. VANDERLIP, ss Saati wie $ 
Assistant Treasurer, Washington, D. O. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as tending to show that the reply 
of the Secretary to the resolution of January 4 was not full, I de- 
sire toread Mr. Stillman’s letter to Mr. Gage of September 13, 1898, 
The famous Hepburn letter, to which much reference has been 
made in the press of the country, was dated June 5, 1897. 

Mr. ALLEN, ‘That is primed upon page 70, I think possi 

x : t is printed upon page 70, I think—possibl 
60—of this report, and the letter of September 13, I think, seed 
on page 102. There was a hiatus of almost four months between 
the two letters. 

THE NATIONAL CITY BANK oF NEW YORK, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, September 13, 1898. 

My DEA. R. SECRETARY: Aono upon Mr. y 
intervieio 4B dad with you last Peas Pa en oe eee 

I want to know what that interview was. In this last report 
the Secretary says that nothing took place, that there was no cor- 
respondence within that time, and he knows of no interview. 
Yet in that letter of September 13 Mr. Stillman calls attention to 
the fact of an interview between Mr. Hepburn and the Secretary 
of the Treasury between those dates. 


Yours, very truly, 


Hon. Lyman.J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. O. 

That Mr. had the undivided support of the great finan- 
ciers of New York is shown by a letter written by Mr. Stillman 
to him, on page 105 of this document. This letter indicates that 
Mr. Stillman and the National City Bank officials were regarded 
as the official representatives of the Treasury Department in New 
York City. It is as follows: 

Tue NATIONAL Care BANE or NEW YORK, 
ew 


ork, November 16, 1898. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: I wish to co tulate you upon the beneficial 
result which has already been produced the wise on which have 
taken in offering to buy a sufficient amount of United States bo: to pre- 
vent any severe 5 cy in our money market. 

Within the last few days there has been a growing feeling of uneasiness as 
it became more and more t to borrow money upon time. uneasi- 
ness was caused in a measure by an im been 
ated that the present Administr: not relieve the money mar) 
above manner. Now that it is known what the pol A the Administration is, 
onion oe oo restored and it is not your offer is largely 
The only adverse criticisms that I have heard have been on the part of the 
money lenders d in comparatively small amounts, who can see nothing 
beyond getting high rates of interest for themselves. 

Among the prominent men whom I have met to-day approval is unstinted, 
and Messrs. Morgan & Co. tally have asked me to convey to you their ap- 
preciation of your action. 

Yours, respectfully, 

Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 

Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 

T suppone that refers to tho kind-hearted action of the Secretary 
of tho Treasury in going to the relief of the money marketof New 
York a few months ago, and the opinion seems to have grown up 
not only in this Chamber—— 

Mr. ALLISON. This letter is dated 1898. It could not refer to 
that matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be a mistake, however, in the date. 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be a mistake in the date. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a subsequent letter of 1898. 

Mr. ALLEN. The opinion seems to have grown up, until I 


JAS. STILLMAN, President. 


lieve me, 
JAS. STILLMAN. 


think it is accepted without dissent on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, that every time the money market of New York is disturbed 
by the stock brokers and gamblers it is the duty of the Treasury 
0 


the United States to go to their relief. Whenever they see fit 


1900. 


to precipitate a panic they call upon the Treasury of the United 
States for money to relieve them of the situation. 

Does the Treasury nt go to the relief of any other 
class of people? Who are these men who precipitate these panics? 
out do not represent the substantial business interests of New 
York or other cities or other localities. They are properly de- 
nominated as the gamblers of Wall street and the financial cen- 
ters of the country. Every time they undertake to mee pms a 

nic or disturbance for their own interest they call y to the 
8 Department to come to their assistance, and it would 
seem that Mr. has gone to their relief in every instance. 
Would it not be more in consonance with the propriety of things 
for the industrial interests to be assisted some? ere is not an 
instance in all the history of this country—not one under Repub- 
lican rule or any other rule, for that matter—where the Treasury 
Department has gone to the assistance of the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country. It always goes to the assistance of the banks, 
and by the use of Government money in large quantities the banks 
are able to make millions and millions of dollars. 

Mr. President, after having secured the greater portion of the 
Union Pacific fund as a deposit, and as it was fast 3 
the National City Bank learned of the payment soon to be made 
on account of the Central Pacific Railroad. Here, 8 pee ge 
telephonic communication was resorted to by Mr. and Mr. 
8 The correspondence regarding this transaction is as 
follows (page 115): 

THE NATIONAL CITY BANK, PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
New York, February 20, 1899. 

My Dran Mn. SECRETARY: — ee think it is expedient to leaveany of the 
money to be aus by the Cen Pacific Railroad to the Government on 
deposit with the pani we respectfully apply for such deposits and tender you 
our services in the matter. 

As you know, we are ready to furnish a large amount of United States 
Government bonds to secure any deposit which you may deem advisable for the 
Government to have with us. 

Iam, yours, respectfully, 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
t, Washington, D. C. 


JAS. STILLMAN, 
President. 


Mr. Gage said: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 25, 1899. 


ments, covering, perhaps, a period of thir: e transferred by you 
8 Itd hrr, Agri ko tof this, you can jind i — 
venient to call me up on the t hone, we can it over. 
I note your letter of the 24th regarding gold certificates. 
Very truly, yours, 
LYMAN J. GAGE. 
Mr. JAMES MAN, 


President National City Bank, New York. 
That letter stamps as inaccurate the statement of the Secretary 
of the Treasury that there was no telephonic communication be- 


tween these two 
The letter of the 24th of February, 1899, referred to by Mr. 


Gage, is absent from this c dence. 
. PLATT of Connecticut. What is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Gage, in his letter of February 25, 1899, re- 
fers to a letter in this latter clause: 

I note your letter of the Ath regarding gold certificates. 

That letter is absent from the correspondence and does not even 
appear in the corrected report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
received here a day or two ako 


Although Mr. Gage in his letter to Mr. Stillman that 
tho money would remain about oo , after telephonic com- 
munication with Mr. Stillman the time limit was raised to sixty 


days, as is shown in the following letter {page 116): 
Tae NATIONAL Crry BANK, 
New York, February £7, 1309. 

Sin: Referring to your valued favor of the 25th instant and our conversa- 
tion over the telephone this ps beh r ou relative to the moneys to be received b: 
the . about the 15th of March on account of the Gantret 

Dog to confirm our understanding that with 
A is money, the same to re ihn he Pater mom 
Re poe which we are to deposit the necessary bonds with the 

Assuring you of our appreciation of your action in the matter, and of our 

readiness to serve you at all times, 
Iam, respectfully, yours, JAS. STILLMAN. 
President. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 3 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to Mr. Stillman of 
Febru: 27, 1899, indicates that the money deposited was to be 
covered into the subtreasury in installments of $1,000,000 atinter- 
r of case each, and I shall ask to publish it without stopping 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator ought to read what the 
Secretary said in reply to this letter. 
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Mr. ALLEN. It will appear in the RECORD. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will put the whole letter in? 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; the whole letter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to have the Senator from Rhode 
Island think that I would intentionally leave out anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not make that suggestion. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Secretary has a defense, I am perfectly 
willing that it shall be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Rhode Island did not under- 
stand the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand what the Senator said, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 27, 1899. 

DEAR SIR: I have yours of the 27th, written in pursuance of our conversa- 
tion over the telephone relative to your qualifying for an increased deposit 
on account of payments to be made on accountof the Central Pacific Railway. 


ited with you, or with any other ee one aap 
immediate demand of the Government, a h it may ae rs 
that unexpected or unreasonable isitions will not be 
have you understand over the telephone that, in the — 7 ef 
— g qualified to receive the sum of $8,000,000 out of the probable $12,- 
000,000 that will be deposited about the 10th of March, it would moet the con- 
venience and . of the Department if you transferred this sum to 
the subtreasury in installments during the next days succeeding to the 
deposit, and if you take the d t our probable orders will be to make 
transfer in sums of $1,000,000 about ten days apart, which would carry 
ee Arana yoann 
Neither must it be infe: pvi affect at 
the balance now in your hands due to the Treasurer of the United States, 
t red from time to time into the 


a 0 
W chis the subject of our present correspondence. 
truly, yours, 
oh fet LYMAN J. GAGE. 
Mr. JAMES STILLMAN, 
President The National City Bank, New York City. 


Mr. ALLEN. After one deposit, as instructed, in the National 
City Bank, Mr. Stillman wrote Secretary Gage complaining about 
the money market. In this letter it was admitted that the bank 
in using money had to force a liquidation in highly speculative 
stocks,” an admission to Secretary Gage that he was using Govern- 
ment funds to! rig“ the stock market; and in order that he might 
continue he asked for permission to defer the $1,000,000 payments 
on the Central Pacific for one week each. Despite his own state- 


t | ment that he had been successful in causing a decline in stocks, 


Mr. Stillman requested the Secretary of the Treasury for more 

time to make his own payments. The letter isa most remarkable 

one, and should have called forth a rebuke from Mr. Gage, but 

er dence fails to show that one was sent him. It is in 
ollo 


lan 

Mr. SPOONER. On what o? 

Mr, ALLEN. On page 118. It is as follows: 

THE NATIONAL Orry BANK or New YORK, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
New York, April 8, 1899. 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: As you have doubtless noticed in the p the 
money market here has been quite unsettled d the latter part of the 
wee We have in order to allay apprehension, but at 
such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in hight 8 securities. 
T think this has been accomplished, and the declines which taken place will 
have a lesome check. 

Now, Mr. President, there is an open confession u 
of the president of this bank that the money of the United States 
deposited there was used by the bank for purpose of raising 
the rate of interest and causing a liquidation in the stock market. 
Instead of allaying the panic, it was used for the purpose of pre- 
cipitating a panic and a liquidation of what Mr. Stillman sees 
fit to call “ highly speculative securities.” The money of the peo- 
ple of the United States, of the taxpayers of the country all over 
this country, was put by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
hands of a political friend, or the bank of a political friend, to be 
used by that bank to control the markets of the city of New York, 
and incidentally the markets of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That letter was brief. Will the Senator 
read it once more? I did not catch it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not yet read it all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Senator read it, commencing at the beginning? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. The letter is as follows: 

My Dran Mn. SECRETARY; As you havo doubtless noticed in tho press, the 
money market here has been ans unsettled during the latter part of the 
week. We have loaned very li eng! in order to allay apprehension, but at 
such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly speculative securi- 
ties. Ithink this has been accomplished, and the d. es which have taken 
place will have a wholesome check: 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That should be effect,“ I think, 
should it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. It would mean either. It might read whole- 
some effect,” probably, but it says check c- Le · c- k. 


the part 


Will the 


c TTT! 
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This uneasy feeling, however, will probably not subside for some few da 
several large biy 
,000,000 on Monday, the 1i on the Chicago and Alton Dasinean, © 


inclose the weekly statement of the associated banks of this city. Our 
own position 555 are call loans on Wall street of $55,101,000 and cash in 
our vaults $31,698, 


Tam. yours, very truly, 
Hon. LyMAn J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. C. 
The reply of Secretary Gage to the request of Mr. Stillman to 
be notified of his decision in the matter by telegraph does not a 
r in the record, but Assistant Treasurer Jordan sent the fol- 


owing letter to Secretary Gage regarding the matter (page 120 of 
the reply): 


JAS. STILLMAN. 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES, 
New York, N. Y., April 10, 1899. 
3 FVV ate 
paymen of installmen x ue 
e. this day 7247 


* O. N. JORDAN, 
Assistant Treasurer United States. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 

This indicates that Secretary Gage ignored Mr. Jordan, to whom 
the payments should have been vials. but did notify the bank. 
The telegram addressed to Mr. Whitson does not appear in the 
co: udence. 

1 attention in this connection to the following letter of Mr. 
Stillman (page 120 of the reply): 

THE NATIONAL CITY BANK or New York, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, April 10, 1899. 


DEAR SIR: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of this date, 
in reply to my letter of the 8th instant to the Secretary, reading: ‘* Postpon 
transfers until further advice.” P 
My object in writing the Secretary was simply to postpone any unneces- 
sary upon our money market while it was in such a sensitive condi- 


The tone of the market has been much better to-day, and I thank you and 
the Secretary for the consideration which you have giyen the suggestion con- 
em in my letter of Saturday. TAS. 

am, yours, very truly, STILLMAN, 
President. 
Hon. F. A. VANDERLIP, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 

And the following letter of Mr. Stillman in reply: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. G., April 12, 1899. 


further ad 

The assistant treasurer will be authorized to allow you to withdraw a cor- 
respondin amount of bonds upon receipt of each deposit on account 
of er of ” and t instructions to your bank, dated 
March 2, 1899, ‘ers of $1,000,000 at inte: of ten days, are 


hereby revoked. 
Respectfully, yours, F. A. VANDERLIP. 


‘Assistant Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT NATIONAL Crry BANK, 
New York City. 

The $1,000,000 payments, which were to have been made every 
ten 5 was on April 12, 1899, reduced to payments of $500,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To be made weekly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Weekly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weekly payments, and on July 6, 1899 (page 
122 oy the reply), the transfer of these sums was ordered discon- 
tinu 

The National City Bank’s success in obtaining favors from the 

emboldened them to ask for the post-office 
funds in New York oey. In this they met one of their first de- 
feats. First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath, a heavy stock- 
holder in the Seventh National of New York, as is said, was in- 
strumental in bringing about thisdefeat. Mr. Stillman requested 
Mr. Gage (page 124 of the reply), in a letter of December 19, 1899, 
for this deposit: 

THE NATIONAL CITY BANK OF New YORK, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, December 19, 1899. 


My DEAR Mn. SECRETARY: If, in view of recent events, it be found expe- 
dient to make a change in the depository of the post-office funds, or that of 
any of the other Government departments in this city, I would be pleased to 
have this bank considered in regard to receiving ons of the accounts, and 
would very greatly appreciate anything that you may be able to doin our 


Thanking you in advance for your kind offices, Iam, 
Yours, very truly, 
Hon. Lyman J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. C. 


I to offer my congratulations on the result of your increasing the Gov- 
. deposits in the national banks. ni 18 


JAS. STILLMAN. 
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The senior Senator from New York Sad PLATT] was 5 
to by the National City Bank to assist them in securing the post- 
office funds, and he wrote Mr. Gage the following letter on De- 
cember 22, 1899 (page 127 of the reply): 
NEW York, December 22, 1899. 

My DEAR MR. SECRETARY: Kindly read attached letter from Mr. James 
Stil the president of the National City Bank, which is self-explanatory. 
It is unnecessary for me to say that it wo be very gratifying to me if hia 
wishes could be ted. You know, without my mentioning it, how reliable 
and Tapora a g institution the National City Bank is. Iwill be 
W 5 you at your convenience regarding matter. 


T. C. PLATT. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
And here is Mr. Gage’s reply (page 127 of the record): 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THB SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 27, 1899. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 22d 
instant, inclosin from Mr. S „president of the Na 


Bank to the National City Bank, 
partment does not feel at libe to make the 

ge requested for reasons set forth in letter addressed to the bank this 
day, copy of which is inclosed for your information. 


ully, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, £, 
United States Senate. i 
8 = 1 Stillman's request to Mr. PLATT (page 127 
0 ere : 
5 THE NATIONAL CITY BANK or NEW YORK, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
New York, December 19, 1899. 
My DEAR Mr. Senator: I trust you will pardon me for trespassing upon 
your valuable time, but if, in view of recent events, it be found 88 to 
make a change in the depository of the post-office funds, or that of any of the 
other Government departments in this city— 


I do not know what recent events had transpired— 


I would be pleased to have this bank considered in to receiving one of 
the accounts, and would very greatly appreciate an: that you may be 
able to do in our behalf. 

T you in advance for your kind offices, I am, 


Yours, very truly, 
JAS. STILLMAN. 
Hon. THOMAS C. PLATT, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. Gagos response to Mr. Stillman is as follows (page 127 of 
the record): 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETABY, 
Washington, D. C., December £7, 1598. 
Sim: Referring to your recent request to have the National City Bank 
made a depository for post-office funds, I have a ou that postal funds 


ae by ae pacera control of = is = — 5 orc only at 
specia: uest, made under authority conferred upon him by section 
— t the Seventh Na onal ton de, 


Revised Statutes of the vee States, 


New York was speciall ted for money-order funds. e funds are 
deposited to the offi t of the postmaster at New York, and by him 
checked out and transferred to the sub’ to the credit of the Post- 


treasury 
partment. The account is in the nature of a dis- 
bursing account, which could not, under section 3620, Statu 


kept with a bank in the same city with an assistant treasurer except upon 
the uest of the Postmaster-General, under the special provisions of sec- 
tion 4016, relating to money-order funds, and this Department does not, there- 
fore, feel at liberty to make the change requested. 
Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT NATIONAL CITY 
New York City. 

Mr. Gage, in making the announcement of his intention to de- 
posit internal-revenue receipts with the National City Bank and 
other banks, states that only banks having the bonds in their pos- 
session would be accepted as depositaries for this fund. Presi- 
dent Stillman wrote the following letter to Secretary Gage (p 
126 of the reply) , Showing that his bank had purchased the bon 
at considerable expense, and asking that deposits be made quickly 
in order that they might get even: 

THE NATIONAL Crry BANK OF New YORK, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE, 
New York, December £1, 1899. 

My Dran Mr. SECRETARY: I have received this morning from the Treas- 
urer of the United Statesa letter advising me that the various depositories 
of theinternal-revenue receipts 1 the country have been instructed 
to remit here, and that we will be called apon to distribute these receipts 
pro rata among the various banks who qualify as depositories. 

It will give usa great deal of pleasure to act in this capacity, but I feel, in- 
asmuch as we deposited immediately with the assistant treasurer here upward 
of $4,000,000 in bonds, all of which were secured by us at a considerable ez; 
and that we the same day placed in the market a large amount of mo 
ticipation 75 receiving at once reimbursements from the United States 

that reams efi 


nan 


ment, ‘he pro rata distribution which the rer refers to would work a 
material ip upon us. I therefore hope that before we are required to 
divert the receipts 


any extent we may be allowed to accumulate a sufficient 
amount to cover which we have deposited, 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. 0 


JAS. STILLMAN. 
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nature a thing to be redeemed. It is in itself a redeemer. Re- 
demption in ce implies promise. The standard specie dollar 
is not a promise. There is nothing in it to which the attribute of 
redemption may be fitly applied. It is the standard and medium 
by which other things, such as taxes, obligations, notes, and other 
debts and liabilities, are redeemed. 

As soon as the necessity of redemption in some other thing is 
im to an article, its value depends upon the promise of the 

eemer. It becomes credit. The value of the silver dollar up 
to date has never depended on any redeemer’s promise. It is cash. 

I have in my possession a standard silver dollar of the issue of 
1798. For nearly one hundred and two years it has been its own 
peer, and has been as good as any hundred centsthat were ever 

own. Of the like dollars we have now $476,201,341, and they 
are all as as this hoary and faithful servant of the people. 

The leading thought in the Democratic campaign of 1896 was 
this, ge that the volume of moneyin a country regulated 
the price of property and products, and the more money there was 
the higher the tendency of price. Events have vindicated the 
truth of this economic maxim. It is a general truth. It is a part 
of the universally accepted doctrine that supply and demand regu- 
late prices. To understand it, we must regard it in its double as- 

t—as affecting money, in which price is stated, and as affect- 
ing property or product, which price is stated for. 
there be much money and much of a given article on the mar- 
ad Bele ge will be low, for the demand for money will be readily 
satisfied, as much of it will be seeking investment; and the de- 
mand for the article will be easily satisfied, as many of the kind 
will be seeking sale. 

If there be much money and but few of the articles which it 
demands, there will be keen monetary competition for those arti- 
cles and the price will be high. 

If there be many of the articles demanded in the market and 
little money, the price will be low, for the articles will vie with 
each other in seeking chance for sale, 

When we speak of the law of demand and supply we mean two 
things: First, the demand for money made by Droperty and com- 
modity for sale and its supply to meet that demand, and, second, 
the demand for property and commodity made by money and the 
supply thereof to meet it. 

oney is the meeting place of the demand for and supply of 
commodities, and commodity is the meeting place of the demand 
for and supply of money. At this time there is more money in this 
country per capita than has been for many years, and a per capita 
of over $25 per head; and after an interruption of several years 
in manufacturing and the exhaustion of supplies on hand, it is 
but natural, and according to the eternal truth of the Democratic 
creed, that with more money and less commodities in the market 
prices should rise, and that active conditions in industry should 
exist. 

I will exhibit here a table from the report of the Director of the 
Mint which I find on page 40. In that table it will a r that in 
the year 1893 there was $18.13 per capita in the United States. 
It will further appear that there was $3 more in 1899, or $21.04, 
whilein the recent abstracts of the Treasury Department, which I 
beg leave to incorporate as an exhibit in my remarks, it will be seen 
that there is now over $25 per capita, or $7 more per head now 
than there was in 1893. 


Estimated stock of gee and silver in the United States and the amount per 
capita at the close of each fiscal year since 1878. 


Total coin and bullion. 


ThePRESIDENT protempore, Will the Senator from Nebraska 

suspend for one moment? 
r. AL . Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to consult the convenience of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to proceed at present until my re- 
marks are concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Then I ask that the unfinished business may 
be laid aside temporarily until the Senator from Nebraska con- 
cludes his remarks. 

Mr. DANIEL rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthat agreeable to the Senator from Virginia? 

Lit . 5 ger a ae wa hoe to 
speak to-day on the which is the regular order a b. 

Mr. ALLEN . Very well, 

Mr. DANIEL. I dislike to interrupt the speech of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall endeavor to conclude this matter at some 
time. Iwas right in the midst of a letter and had nearly finished 
the reading. but 1 will let it go at that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The letter which the Senator was 
* ht be finished. 

Mr. AN IEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska can resume his 
speech to-morrow after the routine morning business. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Virginia proceeds, I de- 
sire simply to observe that at some other time, when I will not be 
in the road of anyone, I shall endeavor to conclude my remarks. 
I was pretty nearly through when the morning hour expired. I 
have some other matter in the way of an analysis of these reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that I desire to place before the 
Senate and particularly before the country, so as to point out the 
glaring inconsistencies of a connection between the De- 
partment and the financial institutions of this country. I regret 
that I got in the road of the Senator from Virginia and could not 
conclude my remarks to-day. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imove that the junior Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] be appointed to the committees upon which 
his name already ap s. He was assigned to various commit- 
tees while he was only a Senator by the appointment of the gov- 
ernor, but he has since been elected by the legislature and has 
taken his seat, and it may be best to have his ä made 
by the Senate to the same committees to Which he was assigned 
before his credentials were presented and he was sworn in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Missouri as to the appointment 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] on committees? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, the American people, by tradi- 
tion and interest, have always favored bimetallism. The Demo- 
cratic party have been its most pronounced and persistent advo- 
cates. They favor sound money. They demand the soundest 
money that the world has ever known or can know. They insist 


that it should consist of gold and silver and of paper redeemable | 1874 2 28.88 f r ea 9 ae 
in gold and silver at the option of thepayor. They maintain that 43,951,000 | 121 19,387,995 | 2.75 44 3.19 
the units of the whole mass should be kept at parity by coi S A orrara sal te 5 
rights and by equal legal-tender functions. This is the only 47,598,000 213, 199.977 | 88,047,907 | 4.47 1.85 6.32 
akon by which the — of me so 1 ever been con- 49,900,000 rp a a 5.08 2.40 4 g 
tinuously, approximately, or perfectly ma‘ ined. ore Sire try 1 1 i 
We should not forget, Mr. President, in 8 the con- 2 Go 809.757.715 28 211.124 828 sa 33 
sideration of our ae financial Ft tarp that 3 = onr ear - 3 548, T83; 008 | 298,007,905 | -10.10 |/ <4. 98 14.44 
rencyis now at par. For over one hun ears the silver do , » 500, „888, . . 
has maintained itself as perfect money. To-day, in itself victo- EEE 18.8 ES 18.7 
rious over all its traducers and all its enemies, it still lifts its head 58, 680; 000 | 654; 520,335 | 352,998,566 | 11.15 | 6.00 17.15 
up at par triumphant. -| 59,974, 000 | 705,818,855 | 386,611,108 | 11.78 | 6.44 18.20 
Never yet has a silver dollar of the United States depended upon aoe . . Bd 235 8 
anything but itself for its value. Self- supporting and self-reliant, | 63, 975,000 | 646, 582, 852 | 522,277,740 | 10.10 8.16 18.20 
it has worked its own way, and worked out, up to date, its own 8288 — dd — mome aoe —— oe 
salvation. i A 68, 397,000 | 627,293, 201 | 624,347,757 | 9.18 9.13 18.81 
Never yet has any silver dollar been ‘‘ redeemed” at the Treas- 60, 878, 000 | 636, 229,825 | 625,854,949 | 9.10] 8.97 18.07 
ury of the United States by or in any other kind of dollar. Never 71, 390,000 | 599,597,964 | 628,728,071 | 8.40] 8.81 17.21 
has any statute of the United States provided for its redemption. |187 =| re | eee l a A | hes] eae — 75 
Never has a Secretary of the Treasury transcended the law to | 1800 - 76, 148,000 962; 865,505 | 639,286,743 | 12.64] 8.40 21. 04 


redeem one. The dollar, whether of silver or gold, is not in its 
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The increase in the stock of our money has arisen from the un- 
precedented increase in the uction of gold. When the Sher- 
man law was repealed, on November 1, 1893, and not an ounce of 
silver could thereafter enter the Treasury to be coined, and when all 
the world was suffering from stringent conditions produced by the 
like disfranchisement of silver in other great nations, there was a 
sudden and almost universal rush for the gold fields wherever they 
could be found, i 

British ships laden with mining machinery were soon bounding 
over the waves for South Africa and Australia, and American 
ships, on a similar mission, were off for Alaska. Gold mines 
hitherto yielding unproductive returns became profitable under 
the appreciation of and urgent demand for gold. 

New mines were found. Hungry hordes hastened wherever the 
8 metal could be hoped for; gold companie were organized 

all capitalistic centers; the energies of world were concen- 
teredon the finding and the mining of the one thing needful—gold. 
It was found, it was mined, it was minted, it flowed into the chan- 
nels of trade; and with more money in circulation commerce and 
manufacture moved. 

Thus ever does our good mother nature try to heal or compen- 
sate for wounds made by accident or by the folly of man. t 
out one eye and the sight of the other is quickened. Put out both 
eyes and hearing and touch are quickened. Destroy one source 
of monetary supply, and demand thrown solely upon the other 
increases its production. 

There are certain tendencies, Mr. President, which mark and 
. the movements of the existing nations of the earth. 

„the tendency to consolidation of peoples, industries, and in- 
terests. Second, the tendency to greater armaments on land and 
sea. Third, the tendency to increased publicexpenditures. Fourth, 
the tendency to the increase of pu indebtedness. Fifth, the 
tendency to decrease the basis standard or medium of payment. 

Continental railroads and world-wide steamboat lines, de 
ment stores, corporations, and trusts of all kinds are absorbing 
unto themselves the business heretofore diffused amongst the peo- 
= One head man, a directory, and a mass of employees take 

place of independent communities with their diversified indi- 
vidual pursuits and enterprises. The greater nations are swallow- 
ing up and annexing the smaller ones. The village blacksmith 
and shoemaker and grocer give way to the mighty POPAN, and 
the little republic to the mighty empire. Great navies are build- 
ing and great armies are y 
speaks in a whisper lest disturbance come to it. Other people’s 
money is easy to spend. Powerful governments can make great 
levies and appropriations. A massive capital, gathered into the 
public treasury, can do quickly what it will. the budget in- 
creases, and away the money goes. 

Then come two tendencies which start from one common stand- 

int, like the letter V,“ and move outwardly, separating the 

terests of the taxpayer and security holder and making them 
wider and wider apart. These are a tendency to increase public 
indebtedness and public taxes and a tendency to abridge at the 
same time the basis of payment. It is obvious the more debts 
increase and the means of payment decrease, the gulf between the 
people who are the pores and the fortunate ones who are the 

yees must ever widen. Then classes in society must be created, 
bas mass becoming poorer and more dependent and the few be- 
coming richer. and collapse portend unless these tend- 
encies can be arrested; and it is the duty of the wise man and the 
ane citizen to forecast the future and to provide against an evil 

y. 

There is a vicious circle; states fear to employ silver because of its depre- 
ciation, and the depreciation continues because states refuse to employ it. 

We realize to-day the truth of this declaration of the Right 
Hon. George J. Goschen, the eminent financier, who was a British 
delegate to the monetary conference of 1878. But if there be a 
vicious circle, there is also a righteous one. The natural timidity 
of capital and its equally natural thirst to aggrandize itself alike 
prompt its etual war upon silver as a monetary metal. 

On the other hand, the needs of society and the interests of the 
great masses of the working people of the world with equal 
pertinacity continue to support and to hang on to the use of sil- 
ver. And so the strife . on, with its ups and downs, with 
varying fortunes, the gold side oon when times are 
good and the silver side blazing forth with ive and ener- 
gotic action whenever and wherever the pinch of hard times or 

o flurry of panic comes. : 

The question between gold and silver, Mr. President, should be 
lifted above transient conditions of commerce and manufacture, 
It is a world-wide and perpetual question; and however often it 
may be put down, it will rise again. Whatsoever community 


abandons it will see its projected and persistent attempt to return; 
but many are like the old man who would not stop the crevice in 
the roof of his cabin when the sun shone because then it did not 
bother him, and who could not do it when the storm was beating 
and the water leaking into his home. : 

The masses of the people occupied in their own pursuits are 


ing. The world | halls 


naturally careless of legal conditions when they are pr ous; 
they believe in letting well enough alone, and when ya eas 
comes they are helpless. Itis only by sound principles general- 
ized not from momen conditions, but from the great truths of 
human history and pai osophy, which teach by experience and 
by example that tho builders of states and leaders of opinion can 
wisely set their compass. Through the sunshine and the storm, 
though we may not notice it, there is a constant play of universal 
law, and one day or another day its effect will felt by those 
who scorn or do not know how to observe it. 

It is not to be denied, Mr. President, and I do not deny, that 
this country is to-day prosperous in many lines of industrial pur- 
suits. I congratulate its ple upon this fact. I hope that that 
prosperity may continue, I hope it may increase, and I hope that 
every foreboding of evil which may exist in the heart of any man 
may be overcome by the continued prosperity of this people. 

The railroads of recent years have been burdened down with 
their enormous freightage, the manufacturers are overcrowded 
with orders, over a million dollars’ worth of manufactured goods 
are e every day of the calendar year to other lands, mer- 
chants have had a lively business, the banks have been able for 
the most part to accommodate their customers, though now and 
then a sort of nervous shudder runs through them, and a stimu- 
lant from the Treasury in the way of deposits is loudly called for 
and promptly applied. 

Our exports have increased with unprecedented rapidity and in 
unprecedented volume, so that we are now nearly abreast with 
Great Britain in their aggregate amount. Our National Treasury 
overflows with money; our armies and navies in two continents 
have sustained the traditional honor of American arms and added 
to their glory by brilliant achievements. Above all, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the American people have all stood together in battle; some- 
thing of the old-fashioned fraternity has come a with genial 
feeling and a public sentiment—to which the sident of the 
United States no little contributed—has been engendered, 
which can but fill the hearts of all with a generous glow of patriot- 


ism. 

There are shadows to this picture. I shall not pause to notice 
them at this juncture. There are dangers ahead, which we can not 
ag a wise ple forego to notice, and one of the great dangers 
which, as I humbly conceive, is now threatening us, isthe passage 
of this pending bill. The entrance of this bill into the legislative 
was not graceful, nor has its conduct here been reassuring. 
On the first day of the session of this Congress, December 4, 1899, 
it was introduced into the House of Representatives as a bill 
(H. R. No. 1) “to define and fix the standard of value, to main- 
tain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes.’ 

On December 18 the debate commenced; on December 18 the 
bill passed. Its history was abnormal, and, for a financial 
measure, without precedent. No special committee Senne it; 
to none was it referred, and none reviewed it. On December 19 
it came to the Senate. Here its history was equally remarkable. 
It did not spend a single quiet day of undisputed and unmutilated 
life in this y, for on the same day of its Hon tien poke the Finance 
Committee of the Senate welcomed it with bloody hands to a 
hospitable grave.” 

ey reported it back with a substitute amendment, which 
erased every line of its text and wiped it out of existence, save as 
a rejected 883 The substitute is the proposition now 
pending. It is entitled ‘‘A bill to affirm the existing standard of 
value, to maintain the parity in value of all forms of money, to 
refund the public debt, and for other purposes.” 

Who originated this bill no one knows, or at least there is no 
publicity to its author's name; but whomsoever he may be, he is 
a cunning draftsman, He glides us into the gold standard with 
a smooth and easy process, and under the assurance that we have 
it now and have had it for many years. He has no doubt of that 
fact; no doubt at all in his own mind; he regards it as a self- 
evident fact; but he thinks we should renew declaration and 
reaffirm the gold standard because the wicked Democrats dispute 
it. Why not appeal to the courts? They are the settlers of differ- 
ences of opinion. That thought does not seem to the author of 
this bill to have been noticed. But the courts are open, and if we 
are upon the gold standard, they would know it and say so. They 
have said otherwise, as I shall show. 

I take issue with the first section of the bill as unfounded in its 
statement of facts and unjustified as a public declaration, Let 
me read that section of the bill: 

That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shall, as 
established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of tha United States, con- 
tinue to be the standard unit of value, and all T money issued or 
coined by the United States shall be maintained at a par of value with this 
standard; and United States notes, and ury notes sued under the act 
of July 14, 1890, when presented to the Treasury for redemption shall be 
redeemed in gold coin of such standard. 

If this bill intends to make private debts also payable hereafter 
in gold; if itintends to impart the presumption to every contract, 
verbal or written, that it must be paid according to the established 


1900. 


standard, as alleged in this bill—I do not say that it says so—that 
question should be settled; and I call the attention of the sponsors 
of the bill to its existence. Section 3511 of the Revised Statutes, 
referred to in the first section of the bill, is in part as follows: 
Sec. 3511. The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, 
ht of 25.8 grains, shall be the unit of value; aquarter 


which, at the standard wei 

le, or two-and-a-half-dollar pieces a three-dollar pon; a half eagle, or fiye- 
dollar peoos; an eagle or ten-do. piece, and a doubleeagle, or twenty-dollar 
piece, è 


This language of section 8511 of the Revised Statutes is taken 
from section 14 of the act of February 12, 1873, revising and amend- 
ing the laws relative to the mints, etc. 

t is asserted in the first section of this bill that the gold dollar 
piece, made the unit of value by that clause, is now our standard 
unit or standard of value. I deny this proposition. The United 
States is not upon the gold standard, but upon the double stand- 
ard of imperfect and humpbacked bimetallism. That this is not 
a single gold standard country may be proved in many ways. 
First, by the clear and specific language of our statute; second, by 
the decisions of the United States Supreme Court; third, by the 
acts and declarations of the Presidents and executive officers of 
the country; fourth, by the declarations of Congress; fifth, by the 
declarations of the political conventions of all parties; and sixt s 
by the self-evident fact. 

I wish, Mr. President, to place on record a refutation of the 
statementof fact and of the legal conclusion of the authors of this 
bill. I do not believe there is a respectable lawyer or judge in the 
United States who would advise this Government, or advise any 
client, that we are now upon the single gold standard; and if he 
did so, he would have to do so in the teeth of all the official agencies 
of this Government, of the statutes of the United States, and of 
the habitual practice of the Government and of the peony: 

Let it be Ae Mr. President, that by the act of February 
12, 1873, the gold one-dollar piece, the actual physical one-dollar 
gold coin, was made the unit of value. Now, let anyone turn to 
the act of September 26, 1890, entitled An act to discontinue the 
coinage of the three-dollar and one-dollar gold pieces and three- 
cent nickel piece,” and he will find, first, an implied and then a 
direct re of the gold-dollar piece as a unit of value; and not 
only such repeal, but the discontinuance of the coinage of the 
unit and provision made for the withdrawal of all such gold dol- 
lars and units from circulation and their coinage into other de- 
nominations. Here is the act. Let it speak for itself: 

Act of September 26, 1890. To discontinue the of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent el piece. 

Beit enacted by the Senate oma House of Kaprenenictiues of. the Untind Sates 
of America in Congress That and after the of this act 
three-cen D Breeton | fie same fs hereby, prohibited, I 
named shall not be struck or United States. 


SEC. 2. That as fast as the said coins shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States they shall be withdrawn from circulation and be recoined into 


f coins. 
— 5] That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 


Here is, first, the prohibition of the unit; the pro- 
vision for its recoinage; and, third. the repeal of all laws and 
parts of laws conflicting with its utter obliteration from our stat- 
utes, So, then, when the pending bill affects to continue that 
unit of value, it is obsolete, discontinued, discoined, eae 
repealed, probated, nonexistent, to wit, the gold dollar piece as 
established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes. It misuses 
language; it puts a false color on the face of this bill; and it 
utterly ignores the disestablishment of that unit by express enact- 
ment. There are few or no gold dollar pieces to be found in cir- 
cuiation to-day, and such as exist, few in number, are curiosities, 
bangles, and jewels, held as precious relics of a bygone day, and 
of fictitious value. 

I hold in my hand a list of prices from a collector of coins in 
New York, which is used by the Treasury of the United States, 
and which was kindly loaned me by the Director of the Mint. 
Following the clear and specific la: of this section 1, we will 
see what is the value of our unit of value which it pretends to con- 
tinue. Ifthat unit of value was issued from 1849 to 1854, inclusive, 
it is worth $1.20; if from 1854 to 1862, inclusive, it is worth $1.25; 
if in 1863, from $3 to $5; if in 1864, from $3.50 to $5.50; if in 1865, 
62.50 to $3.50; if in 1875, the gold dollar piece was worth $8 to 
$12.50, and if coined from 1880 to 1889, inclusive, it is worth $1.25. 

Where upon this scale of the units of value does this bill play? 
It says the unit of value as established in a law that has been re- 
paaga, it affects to continue a thing which is dead, dead, dead. 

is country can go upon the gold standard if it wants to, but it 
is ant necessary for us to creep into the gold standard by a false 
pretense. 

In poni of fact, Mr. President, the gold dollar piece long since 
ceased to be the unit of value before theact of September 26, 1890, 
which provided for its extermination and burial in other denom- 
. phe pasea 625 ee. as a unit 25 value for but a brief 
period, and pe ore the resumption of specie payments, 
which occurred by law on the ist of January, 1879. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1387 


Before that time the people of this country had become apprised 
of the situation, They had heard of the adoption of the gold unit 
of value in omens ice of the resumption of io payments 
and had also heard how the standard silver dollar been sli ped 
out from the coinage system and how the trade dollar had been 
slipped in, all these things being done by the act of 3 
1878, which went still further and de ed silver to a subsidi 
coinage and as a legal tender for no amount 553 85. 

They made haste to correct this wrong and to avert the 8 
calamity; and on February 28, 1878, Congress enacted the Bland- 
Allison law, as it is commonly termed, which restored the old- 
time standard silver dollar of 412} grains troy to our coinage sys- 
tem, made provision for the coinage of not less than two millions 
of such standard silver dollars per month, and declared that this 
dollar, together with all silver dollars theretofore coined by the 
United States of like weight and fineness, should be a! tender 
at their nominal value for all debts and dues, public and private, 
except where otherwise stipulated in the contract. 

These words contain the only condition upon which any obliga- 
tion of Government or individual has been entered into since 
February 28, 1878, that were not upon the double standard of gold 
and silver payments. All the transactions of the United States, 
of the States, of the cities, of the counties, of the corporations, 
and of all the people of our country that did not stipulate in terms 
for their solution in gold have since then been on a bimetallic 
basis of gold and silver, or, to ppal with more perfect accuracy, 
on the basis of solution in gold coin, silver coin, or in legal-ten- 
der paper money. 

But more than this, the honorable chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee who reported this bill, and who insists so strenuously in 
his speech that we have been on the gold standard since the adop- 
tion of the gold-dollar unit in 1873, has himself been a party to the 
adoption and continuance of the double standard and to the in- 
troduction into our coinage of many hundred millions of standard 
silver dollars as a part of that double standard, and on the most 
memorable financial act of the last decade the political organiza- 
tion of which he and a majority of this Doy are now members 
placed themselyes upon record and plumed themselyes upon this 
achievement in behalf of the double standard. 

On the 14th day of July, 1890, not ninety days before the gold 
dollar, the unit piece, was formally dispatched and dispense of, 
Congress passed 


ə Sherman law, directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 
purport This act, which was approved by President ison, 

e compulsory the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver per 
month and the issue of Treasury notes therefor, at a price not ex- 
ceeding $1 for every 371} grains of pure silver, the notes to be pay- 
able, just as our bonds are payable, in coin—the bg fg paces 
of the double standard—and to make the expression and per- 
fect it was provided in addition: 

That the Secre of the under such tions as he 
may prescribe, pee — such 8 coin at dle discretion. 

It was further provided— 

That the Treasury notes issued should be a legal tender for all de b- 
lic and private. e 9 

Thus the Republican party clothed silver with high dignity, 
FVV 
1 er in paymen ebts, public and private, excep’ 
where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

Thus did it embed silver under our national banking system and 
in our tariff system and in our internal-revenue system and in our 
legislative system, and make it count everywhere and in all thi 
just the same as gold, excepting only“ where otherwise expr 
stipulated in the contract.” Speedily after this act was score 
in accordance with its purview, and wi ninety days, did 
Congress formally discontinue the coinage and provide for the 
destruction of the gold-dollar unit in order that silver-dollar units 
might take their place as a more fitting currency for such sum. 

I shall not at this place pause to enlarge upon the ill philosophy 
which underlay this ill-omened offspring of Republican legisla- 
tion called the Sherman law, or to advert to the effort made by 
the Democrats in this body to save the country from the disap- 

intments, the malpractices, and the ill consequences which they 

lieved it would bring upon us. Its chief advocate, the Hon. 
John Sherman, declared, in his Memoirs, that on the very next 
day he would have voted to repeal it. The Democrats did better; 


an 


Do voted nst it for the most part. 
or m; „ felt then that it was founded on false popa; 
that it would not restore silver; that it would be a wellspring of 


evil; and I predicted that in two or three years a day of judgment 
would come and sit uponit. Three years later that day of judg- 
ment came, and the authors of this misshapen measure were its 
most pronounced and bitter enemies. The makeshift” had 
strutted and fretted ‘‘its hour upon the stage” and then was 
heard no more.” 

Taking advantage of the hue and cry that they had helped to 
raise against themselves, the architects of ruin joined hands with 
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the Cleveland Administration to undo their own work. But in 


the very act of its undoing they renewed allegiance to the double 
standard, renewed the faithless vows that they were breaking, 
and betrayed silver with a kiss. 


They repealed the Sherman law without the substitute. Plenty 
of time for a substitute to-morrow, they said, or the day after, 
but neither to-morrow nor the day after ever came. But here in 
their repealing statute they declared their convictions and made 
their pledges to the American people, and I read what was said: 

It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue the 
use of both gold and silver. 

How, Mr. President?— 
to cont 


o be 

oposa poeson as will insure the 
of coins of the two metals, and the 
times in ke bi 
declared that the efforts of the Government should be steadily to 
the establishment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all 
times the equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States, 
in the markets and in the payment of debts. 

Ihave here the names and produce the names of those who 
voted for and against this measure. Lo, the name of my honor- 
able friend, the Senator from Rhode Island, leads all the rest. 

Vote on the repeal of the Sherman law October 30, 1893. 
YEAS—43. 


Buca” eter” M Beara 
c. e 
Caffery, Go: McPherson, Smith, 
Camden, Gray, Manderson, Squire, 
Carey, — ills, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Davis, enh AL ond 
Dix „ A oorhees, 
Dolph. Hoar, Plate, z Washburn, 
Fa er, Hunton, Proctor, White, La. 
Frye, dsay, Quay, 
NAYS—31. 
Alle: Kyle. 
Bate,’ — Martin, Shoup, 
Berry, Dubois, Pasco, tewar' 
bu George, Peffer, Teller, 
Butler, er ance 
Call, Irby, Pettigrew, Waltha’ 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Power, Wolcott. 
Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
NOT VOTING— 
m Gorton, » 2 Wilson. 
Chandler. Hansbrough, mer, 
Colquitt, Mitchell, 8 White, 


Here, Mr. President, is the last legislative act of great wie Se 
tance 1 coinage—the fourth act which I have cited 
which disestablishes the gold piece as unit of value; the fourth 
act that refutes the pretension of this bill that we are now upon 

stan: 


its 

brin 
in what character? “As standard money.“ 
the word. And it pledges this Government solemnly to direct its 


efforts steadily to such safe of bimetallism as will maintain 

the equality of the coins. How do these allegations affect and 

how do these promises of performance consist with the pending 
? 


How do these sentences, Continue the use of both gold and 
silver as standard money,” made in 1893, and Continue the dol- 
lar consisting of 25.8 of gold nine-tenths fine to be the standard 
unit of value,” agree with each other? And would any man be- 
lieve that one man or one set of men could be the authors of or 
sponsors for both sentences? And yet, Mr. President, they who 
made the one declaration are now undertaking to make the other. 

The nice and epoco e e with which the Republican 
party is impeachingi and its legislative recordlis a picture that 
of mine could fitly describe; and I shall simply leave 
the picture for such contemplations and reflections as it may fitly 

ire, 

ut these are not the only statutes which recognize the exist- 
ence of the double standard of gold and silver. Our borrowing 
acts and our paying acts, as well as our coinage and currency acts 
since 1878, are all of one import. First comes the act to strengthen 
the public credit, of March 18, 1869, providing that our notes and 
interest-bearing obligations alike be payable ‘in coin or its equiv- 
alent, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any 
such obligations has expressly provided that the same may be paa 
in lawful money or other currency than gold or silver.” So both 
in its declaration and its exception it points to gold or silver as 
the medium of payment. 

Next comes the act to provide for the resumption of specie ae 
ments, to begin on the Ist of January, 1879. Its very title indi- 
cates its nature. It was to resume“ or return to something that 
had been suspended. What was that? Gold payments? Never! 
“Specie payments”—that was what was to be resumed, and 


papon ” was no more nor less than the gold and silver of the Con- 
ion. 

Look in the body of the act and there are no less than four 
provisions that show gold and silver to be the standard of pay- 
ment, and not gold alone. We have (1) the provision for coining 
minor silver coins to redeem fractional currency. Then (2) the 
express declaration for theredemption, on and after January 1, 1879, 
of the Treasury notes in coin, not in gold,“ not in silver“ 
coin, but “in coin,” whether of gold or silver. Then (3) the pro- 
vision for the use of any ‘‘surplus moneys” by the Secretary of 
the Treasury to provide for the redemption of the greenbacks, not 
gold surplus, not silver surplus, but any surplus; and (4) the pro- 
vision for the issue of bonds to provide for the redemption. 
What kind of bonds? Gold bonds? No. Silver bonds? No, but 
coin bonds, 

Next came the resolutions passed on the 25th of January, 1878, 
by a vote of 43 to 32 in the Senate, and by the House of Repre- 
sentatives January 29 by a vote of 189 yeas to 79 nays, just fifteen 
days before the Bland-Allison Act, which resolution was offered in 
this body by Hon. Stanley Matthews, afterwards a judge of the 
Supreme Court. The recital of this preamble tells the history of 
the various acts that preceded it, and the declaration of the dou- 
ble standard of our obligations responded to the sentiment and to 
the vote of Congress and the sentiment of the country. 

There were many eminent and respectable names among those 
who voted for this resolution, among them Judge Matthews him- 
self, afterwards a judge of the Supreme Court; J nigo Davis, of 
Illinois, who had been a judge of the Supreme Court; Mr. Windom, 
who became Secretary of the Treasury; Mr. Carlisle, who became 
Secretary of the Treasury; Mr. Burchard, who became Director of 
the Mint; Mr. CANNON, and General Cox, of Ohio, and Mr. Keifer, 
of Ohio, and Kelley, of Pennsylvania, and Sunset Cox and Durham, 
Ewing, Turner, Sayler, Sparks, Springer, and Tucker, 

The most eminent men in the public life of this country sus- 
tained that legal proposition, but it is now contended that we are 
upon the single unit of gold. 

Before I leave this branch of the subject, let me say that if we 
look beyond law to equity, all the equity is in favor of silver as 
a medium of payment equal to gold; bond creditors should indeed 
be glad to get silver, for it is true, as I showed in 1898, giving the 
official letter from Hon. John Sherman, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in 1878, to Vice-President Wheeler, then President of this 
body, the total amount received into the Treasury up to that 
time, viz, April 22, 1878, for the bonds of the United States was 
$4,448,334,810.27, and the total amount of coin in this sum was 
ony $979,627,987.72—less than 25 per cent in coin. 

he currency paid for the bonds was worth about 60 cents on 
the dollar; and when the creditor side makes 40 per cent by being 
paid in coin it is pretty hard to see that it has any equity that calls 


or an tre payment. 

We have it upon the authority of a leading Republican who has 
recentl gani ed a statement that the great London banker, Mr. 
Rothsch d, when these measures were pending years ago as to the 
issue of bonds, said: 


I would rather have them payable in coin, for, at the rate gold is being pro- 
duced now, and in anticipation of the enlarged production in the near future, 
it is not impossible that silyer may be the better money when the bonds ma- 


It was therefore not only consistent with the clear meaning of 
the language, but consistent with the natural projections of finance, 
to take the chances between silver and gold, and having taken the 
chances, the chance on the part of those who made the contract 
should be legally abided by. 

But I turn to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. There area number of them. I need give but one, the 
case of Bank vs. Supervisors (7 Wallace, 20). Said the Chief Jus- 
tice, delivering the opinion: 

ve eof m u its face an e ent of the nat 
to pay thot 8 conten san. Tho dollar note S ent to oe 
d , and the dollar intended is the coined dollar of the United Sta a 
uantity in weight and fineness of gold or silver authenticated as 
such by the stamp of the Government. 

The acts and declarations of our highest administrative officers 
are in line with the statutes and the decisions of the court. Not 
that they have been consistent. They have not beenso. Many 
of them have been calculated to mislead and to deceive. 

We can understand the man who says that it is, in his opinion, 
wise and expedient that we shall adopt the gold e Ido 
not understand him who contends that we are upon it, except 
that noi indulging himself in what I shall term here a fanciful 
expression. 

n February, 1895, the Cleveland Administration sold to certain 
bankers $62,315,435 bonds, payable ‘‘in coin,” and President 
Cleveland, in a special message to Congress, recognizing that we 
were not apon the gold standard, but that coin meant the double 
standard, declared that there was— 


such a diference in the estimation of investors between 
able in coin and those 
as represen 


bonds made pay- 
specifically made payable in gold in fayor of the latter, 
ted by three-fourths of a cent in ann) interest. In the 
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ment just concluded the annual saving in interest to the Government, if 3 
cent fold bonds should be substituted for 4 per cent coin bonds under 
privilege reserved, would be $539,159, amounting in thirty years, or at 

the maturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,770, 

But why need I continue an argument the conclusion of which 
is so self-evident? Our friends who are now the advocates of this 
bill have themselves heretofore refuted their own proposition. I 
read now from the political Pat eee of the year 1892. There 
were three parties in the field in that year—the Republican, the 
Democratic, and the Populist. They agreed upon one thing—in 
pledging their fidelity to bimetallism. There is no better state- 
ment of the case than that made in the Republican platform of 
that year. I have heretofore indorsed it and I indorse it now, 
both in its historical recitals and in its legal and logical conclu- 
sion, It declared: 

The American people, from tradition and interest. favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals, so that the purchasing and 3 g power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at times equal. The interests 
of the producers of the counter! „its farmers and its work en, demand 
that every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government be as good 
as any other. We commend the wise an Ie steps already taken by 
our Government to secure an international conference to adopt such meas- 
ures as will insure a parity of value between gold and silver for use as money 
throughout the world. 

The Democratic party at Chicago made a stout and explicit ut- 
terance in favor of practically the same principle: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without 3 
Sesto t either metal or c o for mi ting; but the dollar unit of coinage 

6 


metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. 
The Populists demanded the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver at 16 to 1. The President who was elected, to wit, Mr. Cleve- 


land, declared in accepting this bimetallic standard platform— 


I find much relief in the reflection that I have been selected merely to 
stand for the principles and purposes to which my pary is pledged and for 
the enforcement and supremacy of which all who have any right to claim 
Democratic fellowship must constantly and persistently labor. 


On what particular day or at what particular time his Adminis- 
tration ever labored in behalf of the doctrine which they pro- 
claimed their espousal of I have nover been advised, but I do know 
the fact and am witness to the fact that they did labor to repeal 
the Sherman law without a substitute, and that all promises 
which floated in the air as to what they would do thereafter re- 
mained floating in the air. 

The United States has never been at any time actually on the 
gold standard. It was only nominally and theoretically so be- 
tween February 12, 1873, when the gold-dollar piece was declared 
unit of value, until Feb 28, 1878, when the Bland-Allison Act 
made the silver dollar again co-standard and co-unit of value. 
The gold piece was made unit of value in contemplation of the 
resumption of specie payments, which was to take place on the 
ist of January, 1879, and which it was desired to make take place 
in gold, but before that time it was no longer so. The declaration 
of the statute was never effective. It was dead before it was 
formally killed, annulled, and buried. 

Mr. President, I object to this bill in that it declares in the first 
section that which is not true as a matter of fact or as a matter 
oflaw. If we want to go to the gold standard we have the power 
to do it, but let us not go to the gold standard in false disguise. 
There are other objections to the bill, and one of them is that it 
affirms the continuance of a thing which has long ceased to be. 

Jam not unmindful of the fact that the Treasury Department 
under all Administrations has held the reserve fund of $100,000,000 
in gold as security for the redemption of the greenback United 
States notes in gold, although our statutes only require that they 
shall be redeemable in ‘‘coin.” It is not true that the Treas 
construes the word coin“ to mean gold any more than it means 
silver; but as it means both gold and silver the 5 has exer- 
cised its option to select gold, and its selection of gold as one of 
the media of payment has been called by some the adoption of the 
gold standard, whereas it is a mere exercise of discretion under 
the double standard. 

The next objection to this bill is that it perpetuates * the endless 
chain” which has opened wide the vaults of the Treasury under 
the discretion of the Secretaries, and will now under this bill open 
them wide to future go raids under the express command of law. 
What has been a bad practice and an ill administration is made 
under this bill a legal necessity. 

The “endless chain” is that system of Treasury mechanism by 
which gold has been taken out of the reserve fund by the pres- 
entation of United States notes for redemption, and then replen- 
ished by bonds or otherwise, only to be taken out again by the 
reissues of the same notes or the presentation of other notes which 
are redeemable on demand in coin.“ 

Ourexperience under the Cleveland Administration is still fresh 
in the rag or the people, and it is not likely to be forgotten. 
When that Administration came into power on the 4th of March 
1893, the retiring Secretary of the „Mr. Foster, 


already in preparation bonds to be issued to obtain specie for 

redemption purposes, and the panic of 1890 was still on hand, 
The causes of the panic were well known to those who studied 

commercial reports, for it had been portended by increasing fail- 


ures from the year 1888, and it had been precipitated in 1890 by 
the acuteness of stringent conditions. hen this stringency 
pressed severely onto Great Britain, the Barings failed and the 
panic came. 

For a while the Tepig issue of silver money under the Sherman 
law of July 14, 1890, mollified conditions here, but in 1893, in 
order to dislodge silver, there came a general hue and cry from the 
banks and other capitalistic sources that the silver which was 
relieving panicky conditions was the cause of them. The associ- 
ated banks refused discounts unless that law were repealed, and 
under the influence of this massive force and the active use of 
de by the Cleveland Administration the end was accom- 
pli 5 

But, Mr. President, much of the surrounding argument in favor 
of the repeal was mere stage play. 

In the report of the British commission known as the Herschel 
report it had been said that— 

The closing of the Indian mints would no doubt make it more likely that 
the United States would give up buying silver. 

The Indian mints were closed to silver coinage in the summer of 
1893, and quickly thereupon came the Cleveland message conven- 
ing Congress in urgent specialsession to repeal the Sherman law— 
co-responsive to the British plan, which was to lead off in India 
and have the United States follow. 

The Sherman law was repealed November 1, 1898, ere the Cleve- 
land Administration wasa year old; but the effects promised were 
not realized, and the country dragged along at a weary pace until 
that Administration departed. Raring its existence our Treas 
was used to furnish Austria and other European monarchies with 

old to prepare them for the gold standard, and bonds issued at 
ess than their market value were used to replenish the gold dipped 
out of the Treasury by greenbacks. 

This ill system of which we have had so startling and profound 
warning is enlarged perpetually in this bill. Instead of $100,000,- 
000 gold reserve behind the greenbacks, we are to have under this 
bill a bigger, larger, and stronger endlesschain. The gold reserve 
is to be $150,000,000; and all the United States notes or greenbacks 
and the Treasury notes given in purchase of silver bullion to be 
coined, and which are s cally payable in silver, with the dis- 
Sate pes to pay them in gold, are to be redeemable out of this reserve 

und. 

This reserve is to be refreshed by exchanging the notes redeemed 
for any goa coin in the poaa fund of the Treasury, or for đe- 
posits of gold coin at the ry or any subtreasury. And then 
if the fund shall fall below $100,000,000, it is to be lifted back to 
the maximum by borrowing money. And so the endless . st 
continually winding up and running out, may pile up any amo 
of debt on this nation until it is taxed and worried into retiring 
the obligations resting upon them—a step contemplated, but 
poned now until a more convenient season. It would not do to 
undertake that which is projected pending a Presidential election. 

We again object to this bill because it annexes us to the single 
gold standard of European nations, thus making their system a 
Part of our system; thus opening us to the evil effects of anything 
that affects them; thus making our nervous financial system a 
part of their nervous financial system; thus placing us upon the 
most perilous and unstable standard of money that the art of 
man could now invent. 

The exhaustion of a gold mine, or the segregation of a gold 
mine from commerce, would then abbreviate the supply of gold, 
and gold being the only source of metallic monetary supply, its 
diminution would be felt throughout the commercial world. 

INSTABILITY OF THE GOLD STANDARD. 

It is vain for the opposition to talk of gold being a stable stand- 
ard of value. It can never be stable as long as any uncertainty 
exists as to the amount of it that will enter into the circulation. 
Look at the figures as to its production and you see that it is but 
as mercury in a thermometer, running up and down and in per- 
petual movement, varying in amount and varying in value just 
as it is the more or less produced. And even if some edict could 
be issued fixing the precise and invariable amount of gold that 
should compose the money of nations, no stability could be im- 
parted to its value. Its amount, indeed, would be stable, except 
that the moth and rust might still corrupt and thieves break in. 
But population would increase; business would increase; devel- 
opment here and there would go on. 

The world would still turn round and round—new lands would 
be opened, and new enterprises started, and new inventions made. 
As new demands pressed for gold its value would increase, and 
stability in its amount would be the instant and sure cause of its 
variability in value. 

The fact is, no dollar of any kind eyer was or ever can be ine 
variable in commercial value, for a dollar is worth what a dollar 
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will buy, and every day the prices of what man needs and buys 
d 


with a dollar change, and run up and down and skip about with 
ever-evasive nimbleness. 

The only invariability that a dollar can have is that which law 
gires n in thə amount of taxes and debt that it will pay, and 

+ is its legal-tender gaan 

The fathers of the Republic discerned and knew this truth. 
They pronasao that Congress should coin money and should regu- 
late value thereof; not the commercial value, but the only one 
stable value that can be imparted to the thing; and when the 
monometallists of this country took away from silver that one 
constitutional, common-law, and historic value, they cast it out 
as a wanderer upon the face of the earth and disinherited it from 
its kingdom. 

We object to this bill begause it lets down the value of silver 
and purports to reject that metal finally as one of the money 
metals of the country. Who is there that can foretell the conse- 

uences of this act in this respect? Who can measure the calamity 
at it may bring upon our country and upon the human race? 

In the work of Richard P. Rothwell, editor of the Engineerin 
and Mining Journal, called ‘‘Universgl Bimetallism,” publishe 
in 1896, there are some words of warning to gold monometallists 
worth considering. Events since 1896 have tended in accordance 
with his fı owings, but their effect has been relieved to a 
degree by thelarge production of gold. Were that arrested, they 
would be more acutely felt. 

Mr. Rothwell says, page 14: 


When once the conviction had become eral that silver would no longer 
bea money metal, and that its value would depend upon its nysicel prop- 
erties alone, and would be lated, as is that of other metals, y the sur- 
p stock on the market, then the demand for silver in the arts would 

vily decline. Indeed, no one would buy silver Leet ap Pha 75 cents per 
ounce if he believed that within a year it would be worth 40 or 20 cents. 

The glamour of traditional value in money having disappeared and there 
being an enormous stock of the metal on hand, its price would probably sink 
not only far below cost of uction but even below its intrinsic value as a 
metal; but where the market price would stop, whether at 50 cents, at 30, at 
20, or at 10 cents per ounce, no one can tell. 

Aside from its use in peg Sid ood find such limited use at even 20 cents 


that the stock on 
emonetized, the present s 
d be marketed promptly at sa that price. It is true the whole amount 


The actual loss h the demonetization of silver would not by any 
means be measured b sudden destruction of, say, $2,000, the 
value of the world's k of silver am The silver basis nations would 
necessarily be obliged to buy gold and adopt the gold standard, and there 
would nlokly resulta general “scramble” for metal. The inhabit- 

of would “run for gold,” and would buy it at sy price with the 
States ee very prona y, endeavor to 

d; ada o, might endeavor to buy and 
000,000, ds to pay for the same. 
if the United States should enter the market to buy 
gold; the Indian government and the native Indians, 
even ,000, ; Mexico, South America, Japan, China, and the rest of the 
silver world, even only 000.000 of gold; or in all, say, 000,000, should 
no European coon join in the “scramble?” What would be the effect of 
such an advanca in the purchasing power of the then sole standard of values? 
Would it not close the workshopsof the world and bring commerce toastand? 
Can any man conceive the horrors and the barbarisms which would be the 
cee 0 2 i er and starvation caused by the general stoppage of the 
wheels of industr: 

The policy of buten such a problem to Work itself gut“ is barbarous; 
its consequences are far too momentous to allow of such ignorant experi- 


enting. 
J: Great Britain is the groat commercial, the great creditor nation. She sup- 


oven $100. 


every country with her manufactures and invests her enormous wealth 
the 8 the bonds, stocks, mortgages, real estate, etc., of nearly 
every coun 


The amount of her holdings of foreign securities has been estimated by 
eminent authorities at some like $9,000,000,000, or more than the entire 
amount of the gold and silver sonay of the world. It is to her cpa sn 
finitely more than to that of any other nation, that the purchasers of her 
manufactures, those who keep her factories running, the borrowers to whom 
she lends her wealth, should be prosperous and have a stable money. 

England, more than any other nation, can facilitate a happy solution of 
this problem; and she, by simply hold: back and sane nol 855 21 Pe 
zipitate these dangers an rs which must inevitably follow the sudden 
change which is now taking place in the standards of values. 
“ped oo me tug A to some such 

y pasate’ 80 
mences of failure to adopt it or the credit for 
vilization will rest u reat_ Bri 
Union, South America, Mexico, India, and nearly all other countries would 
unquestionably favor a plan which would prevent a sudden change in the 
value of silver and that would promise such an immense improvement in 
their monetary affairs. 


Silver has tended just as ho eee 5 as any man could 
foresee that it would tend. But e President, there is 
nearly as much silver money in the world as gold. This bill pro- 
jects at all that money a blow which will be felt throughout the 
civilized world; and when the bottom is knocked out of so im- 
mense a mass of silver and the contemplation of the world is 
turned to its continued disfranchisement, he is a wiser man than 
I am if he can foretell what will happen. But certainly the 
tendency will not be such as to insure financial conditions or to 
continue the ity of the world. 

The American delegates to the international conference defined 


bimetallism andinternational bimetallism, and defined them per- 
fectly when they declared their policy to be— 

nrestricted coi of bo’ an to money of 
ing power, ata Aar pe 2 Sete eee 3 ee, 

That was bimetallism, and adding the words -, to be determined 
by an international agreement” they defined international bimetal- 

ism. 

Iam not opposed to international bimetallism. No one in the 
United States is opposed to international bimetallism. It would 
be a boon to the human race. But, Mr. President, the man who 
stops helping himself to wait for somebody else to come to help 
him is a traditional character andane’er-do-well. Jam not willin, 
that my country should refuse to help itself because it has dan 
in vain in attendance at the courts of European kings, 

But let me remind my colleagues that no international agree- 
ment led to or constituted the now widely diffused gold stand- 
ard. We are not now asked to adopt gold as the sole standard as 
any part of an international agreement. If we do it, it is not by 
contract with anyone else, but of our own free will, One nation 
led off for the gold standard—Great Britain, in 1816. Others 
have followed her. We are in the condition to reaffirm and lead 
off for the continuance and perfection of the double standard; and 
if we did, others would gladly follow us. 

Men follow men who lead and nations follow nations that lead. 
We are a nation that can lead and that has led. If we choose to 
bring ourselves up at the end of a procession of subservient gold 
worshipers we can do it, but in doing it let us not forget that it 
is the gods who help those who help themselves. 

We will have no bimetallism, Mr. President, if this bill shall 
pas but a wretched, shifty, shriveled, dwarfed, humpbacked, 

ead-bowed, broken-legged, o, halt, and blind specter of bi- 


me : 

We have four metals in our currency—gold, silver, nickel, and 
copper. We had as well call the system proposed quadrimetallism 
as to call it bimetallism. What makes bimetallism is: 

1. Equal coinage rights to both metals, 

2. A fixed ratio of coinage. 

8. Full legal-tender 2 or 

4. Full standard quality, Which is the same thing. 

None of these features will exist in silver or be projected or 
prospective to silver, if this bill passes. ‘These features have been 
already mutilated and marred by our false doctrine. Now they 
will be erased. Silver will be a subsidiary currency like coppe 
and nickel, It will be also a credit currency like greenbacks, 
Will it still, while it lasts, and before it is finally destroyed, have 
legal-tender quality? 

should like to submit that question to my honorable friends 
of the Finance Committee. 
The House bill contains in its second section the following pro- 
vision: 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed or held to affect the present 
legal-tender quality of the silver dollar, or of the subsidiary or minor coins, 
or of the paper currency of the United States, or the laws making national- 
bank notes receivable and payablo for certain public debts and dues and ob- 
ligations between national p 

The Senate substitute contains neither these nor any similar 
words. Why were they left out? Is it intended at once to de- 
stroy tho legal-tender quality of silver, of silver certificates, of 
the greenback currency? Altogether they amount to a billion of 
dollars. Should a question be left open as to their status? Cer- 
tainly not. The matter is too large and too serious to be eo 
dealt with. This provision should be put back in the bil 
And then what? hy, then a vast part of our aver currency 
and a vast part of our metallic silver currency units and 
standards of value. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I roppan the Senator must be aware—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. QuaRLES in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANIEL. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Virginia must be 
aware that there is nothing in the Senate substitute which in any 
manner affects the legal-tender qualities of silver or its status in 
our monetary system. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Vir, allow me to 
call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to what it 
does? You propose to fund the entire debt in gold bonds and to 
make everything payable in gold. Silver will not do it, and that 
destroys silver. 

Ri SUDRE We make those bonds and nothing else pay- 
able in gold. 

Mr. STEWART. Nothing else would include the entire in- 
debtedness of the Government. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. If the Senator from Nevada will 


don me 
. STEWART. You pro to fund the entire debt in gold 
bonds and to issue gold bonds. There will be no Government 
indebtedness but gold bonds, and silver will not pay them. That 


destroys the legal-tender quality of silver. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Nevada will 
admit that all obligations which are now by contract made pay- 
able either in silver or gold are not affected by this pro; legis- 
lation, We do not in any respect in the slightest degree take 
away from silyer any of its qualities, legal tender or otherwise, 
or affect in any manner either the legal-tender notes or the silver 
or the United States e notes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the raison d’etre of this bill or 
the foundation of its existence is the theory of its sponsors that 
we are upon the gold standard, but as the Democrats dispute that 
fact, they want to clear ni what they are pleased to dignify by 
the name of doubt. Why, then, when the Senator was clearing 
up doubt, or when the committee was clearing up doubt, did they 
leave a door so wide open for this question? : 

Mr, ALDRICH, There is no door wide open or shut about it. 
We do not change in any respect, by implication or otherwise—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Why do you take it out of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator. I want to go on and 
make 9 5 57 1 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Here comes, Mr. President, a bill from the 
House of Representatives which declares that it does not intend 
to interfere with the legal-tender character of Treas notes, 
8 ox notes; and here comes the committee and strikes 

t out of a substitute bill, while preserving many other features. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL, Then I 79 SE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not that designed to raise a question? Put 
the words back, and it ends the debate on that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia is undoubtedly 
aware that the House bill to which he has alluded contains a ae 
vision which makes all obligations, public and pavan payablein 
gold, and puts at the end of that a provision that that provision 
shall not affect the legal-tender quality of silver. 

Mr. DANIEL. And it contradicts itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. It uses the phraseology of the present legal- 
tender act. 

Mr. RICH. Of the present act. There was no necessity of 
any such provision in the Senate bill, because there is nothing in 
the Senate bill which makes all obligations, public and private, 


able in gold. 
Pir. DANIEL. In my judgment, Mr. President, this Provision 
of the House bill ought to be put in the Senate bill. Sena- 
tor’s answer in debate will not be the law of this case. 

But if the Senator be correct, let us see in what an attitude this 
countryis placing itself. In the first section the bill declares that 
an old and rejected gold unitshall be hereafter the unit and stand- 
ardof value. But if it be true that it will not be the unit of 
value and standard of value, but only a co-unit or standard of 
value with some $800,000,000 of greenbacks and Treasury notes, 
we would still in one end of the bill refute and contradict the 
legal conclusion of this first section, and the declaration that we 
are going upon a gold standard would be driven back and re- 
pulsed by a new declaration that we intended to preserve the sil- 


ver stan 

Mr. President, merely d ing a country to have a particular 
standard does not decisi vely, conclusively, and perfectly work out 
the practical effect of the standard. Iunderstand that the design, 
and perhaps the foremost design, of the authors of this bill is to 
make our public obligations payable in gold and in nothing else 
than gold. Now, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island this ques- 
tion: Should this bill pass, will our certificates be thereafter com- 
pulsorily payable in gold or only at the discretion of the Secretary 
of the e 

Mr. ALDRICH. Neither, under the Senate bill, 

Mr. DANIEL. Neither? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Neither. 

Mr. DANIEL. They will not be payable either in gold or silver. 

Mr.ALDRICH. They will be payablein silver, ofcourse. That 
was not the question the Senator asked. They will be payable in 
Silver, of course. 

Mr. DANIEL. He will have no discretion to pay? The $88,- 
ee of Treasury notes will not be payable in gold if this bill 
passes 
Mr. ALDRICH, Treasury notes. That is not the question the 
Senator asked. He asked me about silver certificates, 

Mr. DANIEL, I thought I asked about both, 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. DANIEL. How about Treasury notes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly the Treasury notes will be re- 
deemable in gold, 

Mr, DAN And how about the greenbacks? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DANIEL. And silver certificates. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The silver certificates will be redeemable in 
silver dollars as they are now. 

Mr. DANIEL, And the Secretary of the Treasury will have 
no discretion to pay them in gold? 

Mr. ALDRICH, None whatever. 

Mr. DANIEL. In other words, then, this bill undertakes to 
destroy the discretion. 

Bigs ALDRICH. Oh, no; he will have whatever discretion he 
now. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I asked. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not take away from him whatever dis- 
cretion he may have now. 

5 Then, if gold is adopted as the sole standard of 
value and silver is no longer a standard of value 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never has been. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do you think he could pay in something that 
was not a standard of value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must know that silver certifi- 
cates are simply certificates of deposit, which, when required, it 
becomes the duty of the Secre of the Treasury to pay in silver 
dollars to the holder of the certificates upon presentation. 

Mr. DANIEL, I understand that is the case; but I am speak- 
ing about . 3 on the subject. 

r. ALDRICH. And the status of the silver certificate is not 
changed by this proposed law any more than the status of the 
gold certificate is changed. The holder of the silver certificate is 
entitled to take that piece of poner to the Treasury and get a 
silver dollar for it, if it is a dollar. 

Mr, DANIEL. Then, as I understand it, according to the 
theory of this bill only the $346,000,000 of greenbacks and the 
$88,000,000 of Treasury notes are peystie in gold. 

r, ALDRICH. Are specifically redeemable in gold. 

Mr. DANIEL. Speci aay redeemable in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or actually. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, do I further understand that the 
notes which are now, at the discretion of the 5 
Treasury, paranin in either gold or silver, can not be 
in gold? I mean the silver certificates, I called them by the 
wrong name. It is the Treasury notes of 1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihardly understand the question. If the Sen 
ator will F it, I will be very glad to answer it. 

Mr. D L. Iwill apply it to the silver certificates which 
were issued under the Bland Act. They will not be, as I under- 
stand the Senator, compulsorily payable in gold if this act passes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. The status remains exactly 
the same as it was before. 

Mr. DANIEL. They will be payable only in silver dollars. 
Then I should like to ask the Senator whether or not there is any- 
thing in this bill which reenforces the value of a silver dollar or 
which provides for maintaining its parity with gold? Suppose it 
is not at par with gold. What agency will the Secretary of the 
Treasury exercise under this bill to make it so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He will have the use of the same agencies by 
which he has kept silver dollars at a parity with gold in the past, 
if he has employed any such agencies, 

Mr. DAN If he has. Does the Senator know whether he 


of the 
by him 


has employed such agencies, and will he refer me to any statute in 
which suc! ncy is provided for? 
Mr. ALDRICH. e know that the result has been obtained b 


the Secretary of the Treasury. I am not certain about the meth 
which he has employed; I am satisfied about the result, and I 
should be satisfied with that result in the future. 

Mr. DANIEL. So, then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. DANIEL, Iwill yield to a question or to information, either. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will put it in the form of a question then. 
Is it not well known that silver dollars and silver certificates are 
receivable for all public dues of every name and character? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is perfectly well known here. Everybody in 
the country knows it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Including the salaries which we now receive. 

Mr. STEWART. Not under this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, Of course. 

Mr. STEWART. No; not under this bill. I will show you 
when I have a chance, 

Mr, ALLISON. We will see later whether they are not. All 
salaries and all public dues are made payable in silver. Does the 
Senator not believe that that is an element which makes the silver 
certificate and the silver dollar equal in circulation to gold inour 
country? Not one thing 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like the Senator to make his own 
speech in his own time. That is what I am preaching to-day. Hə 
states views of the case better than I can state them myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not interrupt the Senator further, I 
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rate 
in the Senate substitute the proviso in the first section of the House 
bill, which speaks of continuing the legal-tender quality of the 
greenbacks, etc. I wish him to explain to me what the House 
bill means, because he says we should incorporate it, when it says 
it is not the intention to interfere with the present legal-tender 


uality. 
g MI. DANIEL. What this bill means? 

Mr. ALLISON. What the House bill means, which he says we 
should inc rate in the Senate substitute, when it says the pres- 
ent legal-tender quality is not being interfered with. 

Mr. DANIEL. It means exactly what it says, that it does not 
intend to alter the present legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON, The present legal-tender quality. 

Mr. DANIEL. But I am suspicious of e that comes in 
that les 5 

Mr. ISON. But that would be subserved by saying the 
legal-tender 1 15 

Mr. DAN . Now, the Senator from Rhode Island has thrown 
up the sponge as to the project of this bill, for we have $392,000,- 
000 in silver money, either in the form of actual coined dollars or 
in certificates for them. While this bill sets forth in its title that 
it intends to maintain the parity of all forms of money, he has 
left this vast volume of our metallic money wholly unprovided 
for and out in the cold; and the only silver money that in this bill 
oP opie wang upon the $150,000,000 of gold reserve is the $88,000,- 

, as I understand it, of Treasury notes issued under the law of 


1890, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that the silver dollars 
which are now outstanding need any particular care or redemp- 
tion to preserve their parity or value? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that they do. 

Mr. STEWART. Do they need any legislation to prevent them 
from paying the public debt? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that they do. But what I am 
discussing is the pretended theory and its lack of parity with the 

ractical operation of this bill. ile I have no doubt that there 
vines in the bill the design and the ultimate purpose to accom- 
plish as fast as possible the overthrowing of the immense mass of 
silver money in the world, when the actors have set forth their 
tentative steps they have bowed to the 11 7 of 892,000,000 of 
silver dollars in country to work out their own . abd and 
sustain themselves; and while it is pretended upon the forefront 
of the bill that it is designed to maintain all forms of money at 
parity, it has left ont one-half of that money unprovided for, or 
nearly one-half, showing, what bimetallists have always con- 
tended and what the honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
has just so well expressed, that if we will put the dollar into 
metal the metal will maintain itself as a dollar. 

I admit that there 15 — be such an immense production of 
either silver or gold as to destroy the parity of the two metals, but 
the production of silver as Sige pee to that of gold in the world 
to-day is much less than that of 16 to 1; and if the mighty agen- 
cies which have been employed to find gold in all parts of the 
earth had been directed to the maintenance of the double standard, 
I have no doubt that to day the world’s finances would be much 
better and that the prosperity of this country would be much 

ater. 
* ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to say just a word 
in that connection? 
„ad PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 

e 

Mr. DANIEL. Iwill yield to any statement of fact, but I do 
not want the Senator to interject a speech into mine, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishall not do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishall be very glad to have any information the 
Senator wishes to furnish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to express my personal opinion that the 
United States could maintain 892,000,000 dollars, each containing 
412} grains of copper, ata paty with gold if we should give this 
limited amount of these coins the same rights and privileges we 
now give to the silver dollars. 

Mr. DANIEL, I am very happy to see that the Senator is so 
rapidly ioen in his knowledge and appreciation of the genius 
of bimetalli Tianghter.| He begins to state its theories al- 
most as well as its advocates state them. Iam pleased to have his 
confession and shall look for more hereafter. 

Mr. President, of all the countries that ever were upon the face 
of the earth this country ought to stand by bimetallism. When 
we hear such able and experienced financiers as the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island thus maintain the power of this Goy- 
ernment is so t that it could transmogrify copper into equal 


will ask him a question. The Senator says we should inco: 


value with gold and maintain it to the extent of three or four hun- 
dred millions, 1 hope that he will take opportunity to indoctri- 


nate his constituents in such broad and liberal views and to recant 
some of the warnings which he has given them as to bimetallism. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I trust there is not an intelligent citizen in 
the coun who does not understand my statement. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will not inject a speech into 
mine. I always delight to hear him talk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. In the first place, Mr. President, this is a Re- 
public; bimetallism is in the interest of the masses of the people 
ofthis Republic. Gold monometallism originated in imperialism 
and to-day it is a more powerful agent o a ir mp than all 
the guns in the parks of imperial artillery. It is supported b 
aristocracy, by autocracy, and by monarchy the world over. It 
is in their interest, and not in the interest of the masses of the 
8 and like to like the wide world over. 

This, Mr. President, is not only a ublic, but it is an off- 
spring of the British or English race. Silver existed as money 
before our forefathers came here. The first English charter, un- 
der which the earliest band of white men made their lodgmerit 
upon these shores, provided for a mint that oo ‘ht coin their 
own money. Daniel Webster once declared t he was “‘ cer- 
tainly of opinion ”—not dubiously—‘‘that gold and silver, at 
rates fixed by eee, constitute the legal standard of value in 
this country, and that neither Congress nor any State has author- 
ity to establish any other standard or to displace this standard.” 

The spirit of the Constitution passes out of this bill and the 
spirit of imperialism enters the financial ayeum of our. country 
with the adoption of this gold standard. ə honorable James 
G. Blaine, at one time the brilliant leader of the Republican my 


of this country, has left himself upon record in concurrence 
the legal opinion of Daniel Webster. 

I believe— 

Said he— 


I believe gold and silver to be the paar of the Constitution; indeed, the 
8 the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that great 
organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. 

We have always had bimetallism in this country, Mr. President 
in more or less perfect form. We had it in the colonies; we had 
it in the Confederation, and for one hundred and seven years we 
have had it in the United States. The American people, from 
tradition and from interest’”—was the assertion of the Repub- 
lican party—‘‘favor bimetallism.” Their traditions have not yet 
been broken; their interests as yet have not changed; and ever 
Republican in this body or outside has stood as sponsor for this 
statement of facts. 

We are still as much interested in bimetallism as we were then. 
First, because we are a bimetal-producing nation, and because 
this continent is a bimetal-producing continent. The United 
States and its next-door neighbor, Mexico, produce nearly seven- 
tenths of the silver of the world. Had we the world arms 
against us, were we compelled to stand here and fight the other 
civilized nations of the globe, we have the metal money in our 
mines; we have all that can support and cherish the life of man 
in our fields; the God of our fathers has bestowed upon us all the 

ifts of nature that befit our perfect independence. Why, then, 

r. President, should we chime in with one nation or another 
nation, or with all the nations of the world, in treading down our 
history, our traditions, and our interests? 

Here in the United States, Mr. President, as elsewhere, and 
more than elsewhere, a consolidating, everything is 
expanding—railroads, oil, tin, tobacco, spirits, wine, bread, meat, 
clothes—everything is in a trust, everything expanding—trade 
expanding, manufacturing expanding, 3 expanding, land 
expanding, the Government itself expanding and stretching itself 
over wide areas of territory and population. 

Puerto Rico, Hawaii, Guam, and the Philippine Islands are new 
names in our American geography. They are new territories, 
and from ten to twelve million new inhabitants are under Con- 
gressional legislation. What has been their currency? Silver for 
the most part. What has become of it? It is mere bullion now, 
or held up by the sustaining arm of our Federal law or by mili- 

declaration at 60 cents on the dollar. 

e must provide money for these ple whom we have taken 
to us, and money for the seventy-odd millions of people that wehave, 
and in a decade weshall have over 100,000,000 souls in our charge to 
provide for. What a calamity would a shrinking currency be to 
this immense mass of men! What a calamity if a few bank presi- 
dents could get together and Heute the money market at will! 
But it is proposed under this bill to refund all of our debt and to 
replace the stopped and destroyed silver mines by opening a mine 
of paper money, and predicating that upon gold and not upon silver. 

have not the time nor opportunity to go into that feature of this 
bill, and I have already detained the Senate too long. I shall 
bring my remarks to aclose, Mr. President; but before I close I 
will indicate what would seem to me to be the policy of this coun- 
hat ee contravention to the projections of policy contained in this 
b Not forgetting that all of our currencies are now at par, 


1900. 
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not forgetting that gold up to date is flowing to this cotintry, not 
forgetting that both agriculture and manufactures are continuing 


to bring gold here, I would stop discriminating and legislating 
against silver, and at least not attempt so radical a step in our 
finances as is here contemplated. 

Pay your bonds in gold if you think it e. ent todoso. To 
America this alone would be a bagatelle; and as to the rest, if the 
face and the hand could be turned to help silver and to perpetu- 
ate it, the bond matter might readily be disposed of. By itself it 
isinsignificant. If paidin gold, the reason of such paymentshould 
be placed on the true ground of expediency, and should not be 
rested upon the preposterous, untenable, and illegal 50 that 
we are bound either legally, morally, or equitably to do so. 

Keep all our metal money at par. This we have done for a 
hundred years, either perfectly or approximately, as to silver, 
without e. of it; and the reassuring words of the 
honorable chairman of the Finance Committee to-day, that this 
country is so powerful and the legal-tender 1 imparted to 
anything is so valuable we need not rest with any apprehension 
ae our future ability to do it without putting ourselves in 

t. 

Our present stock of silver can easily be kept at pae with gold, 
as it has been since 1893, now nearly seven years. By the simple 
een of preserving its legal-tender quality we will preserve its 
par value. x 

Then, something more is to be done. Keep up and do not in 
any way relax or abandon an international agreement, and take 
the steps that will make it grow. Mexico would gladly unite and 
join with us for an international agreement. She holds on to 
silver. In the last three 1 she has become the first silver- pro- 
ducing nation of the world, going ahead of us. 

The South Americans and Central Americans would join with 
us. Unite with them; makesilver an American policy, an Amer- 
ican creed, as we have done as to the Monroe doctrine; strike 
hands with that great Republic of Europe which was our friend 
in the war of the Revolution and which we can never think of 
without gratitude for the help that she gave us—strike hands with 
Traon 1 through por 1 ering, = to-day maintain- 

ng at par 836 per capita for er people and prospering, even 
under the immense burdens which have been heaped upon her; 
strike hands also in the far East, in our new possessions, in the 
1 and in China, to which they project. There has been 
silver for the most part in the Philippines. That ocean of humanity 
which resides in uses almost altogether silver, with recent 
innovations under the auspices of the qoa ip da. 

With Cuba and Puerto Rico on one hand, with Mexico and the 
South American States and with the Philippines and China upon 
the other hand, who will say thàt the leading nation of the earth, 
with all its power and prestige, can not preserve the constitu- 
tional money of its people and maintain it as the very best money 
that the world has ever seen? 

On the other hand, Mr. President, Ican but feel that America 
is going back upon her rightful destiny and receding much from 
the t stand that she has always taken upon all questions which 
involve the prosperity and freedom and betterment of the 
great masses of the le. Let our diplomatic powers of this 
country, in all lands, in all ways, to build up that which au- 


tocracy, aristocrac 
with united efforts own, 

Do as to silver that which England has done as to gold. One 
hundred years ago there was no single standard amongst the 
English-speaking race. How does it get here? In 1816 land, 
always a leading nation, always a bold nation, always a ve 
3 went forward and laid down that law which was to her 
interest. 

The very 1 4 law is to our interest. Let us do what she 
would have done had she been, as we are, a debtor nation and not 
a creditor nation; had she been, as we are, the greatest silver- 
producing nation of the earth, until we have commenced to de- 
throne ourselves; had she been, as we are, a nation abounding in 
raw materials and in food products; had she been, as we are, a new 
and undeveloped nation, with opportunities all around us waiting 
for money and enterprise to assume, adopt, and take up—yea, 
Mr. President, had her fortunes been united, as our fortunes are, 
with the elevation of the human race from the bottom and with 
the enlightenment and betterment of all mankind. 

I would turn my face, Mr, President, against imperialism in 
any shape. It is in liberality, it is in breadth of view, it isin 
tying ourselves to those things that stay throughout the ages, and 
agli me fashion of a day, that this Republic will best work out 
its destiny. 

I know, Mr. President, or at least I feel, that in this body at 

resent gold is conqueror. The conquest of the world by gold has 
the most momentous fact in the history of modern times. It 

is in Austria-Hungary, it is in Brazil, it is in Costa Rica, it is in 
British Honduras, Chile, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, Germany, 
Great Britain, Japan, Norway, Peru, Portugal, Russia, Sweden, 
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v. . and imperialism are everywhere 


and Turkey; and among the nations who have songht to discredit 

silver and to put it down to be minted, not on private but only on 

ponie account, are the United States, Belgium, France, Holland, 
taly, Spain, India, Switzerland, Greece, and Venezuela. 

Whenone sees this immense array of greatnations nearly every- 
where adopting the gold standard, he may feel for a moment dis- 
cour: in the effort to restore and build up silver. But, Mr. 
President, can not anyone discern beneath the gilt that is bein 
spread all over the world a danger which it itself produced? 
only a few great nations had adopted the gold standard, the rest 
might take silver; but the debts of the world have been doubled 
in the last forty years, and they are still increasing. 

They were $13,000,000,000 in 1862; they are over thirty-two bil- 
lions now; and all the tendencies of the future are toward the in- 
crease of this indebtedness and toward the decrease and letting 
down of the medium of payment. Ought we not to make a stand? 
Is it wisdom for us to follow them? Does liberty go with their 
standard or does power and the betterment of securities? 

Gold, Mr. President, is now the conqueror in the United States; 


and perhaps those of us who regret it should say to it as it passes 
up to its me: 
Te Cæsar morituri salutamus. 


But, Mr. Presiđent, it goes to that throne with omens in the air 
which he who will may read, On the very day that the gold bill 
ed the House of Representatives the bank rate of discount in 
rlin was raised to 7 percent. The Northern and London Bank, 
of London, England, with a capital of $10,000,000, re re pay- 
ment, and there were heavy failures onthe London Stock Exchange. 
On the same day the Produce Exchange Trust company failed in 
New York. If it had been a silver bill that p that day in- 
stead of a gold bill, how every mercantile journal in the United 
States would have raised its voice in holy horror, and, pointing 
to the Congress, said, ‘‘ Behold what these anarchists are doing!” 
Uneasiness, Mr. President, has aded and still see per- 
vades the market, and the uni capitalists of the world have 
used and are using every effort to sustain it. They want every- 
body to feel good and ay ei and happy while their pet proj- 
ect is incourse of parturition. Meanwhile, Mr, President, silence 
rei in the country, and reigns here for the most part. No pe- 
titions are being presented to us in favor of the gold standard. 
Its advocates elsewhere are for the most part silent, and they pre- 
fer silence here; but a majority is here, grim and silent as the 
guillotine, ready to do its work. 

In the meantime elsewhere the work of gold goeson. The East 
has been the great market of the world’s silver; and the ocean of 
humanity in China, in India, and in other regions of the East 
has sucked in with perpetual appetite the silver resources of the 
world, but in 1893 the great imperial nation from which we are 
descended stopped the India mints. There has been a t fam- 
ine in that country since, and there is a great famine there now. 

As Lord Hamilton said, it is not a famine for bread, but a fam- 
ine for money. It takes to-day about twice as much for the poor 
Indian people to pay their debts to Great Britain as it did in 1893; 
and that nation, prostrate and wretched as it is, with silver that 
it can not use, sighs for gold that it can not get. 

Mr. President, the decree went forth in 1893 for us as it did for 
the Indian people. The inventive genius, the t energy, the 
vast resources of the American people have enabled them not only 
to survive that blow, but to a return to some measure of prosperity, 
but be not unmindful that toal prosperi is very much like snow 
that falls in a storm. It is ; erever there is a great 
combination and a trust, there prosperity is deep; and wherever 
it does not exist, the ground is bare. 

This country is not developing with an even and steady tread; 
its development is spotted, sec , and unevenly distributed. 
It is not the healthy growth in which all the limbs are growing 
naturally and in just proportion, but where a limb here and there 
is shooting off into a rapid and sturdy growth, and in which 
others are shriveling. ether the statemanship of this country 
will be equal to the task of resolving these conditions without 
catastrophe I know not, 

But, above all things, it is clear to my humble conception that 
the duty of the American people is to hold fast to that which they 
have long had and to that which they have, and not to give way 
before the line of monarchs from the Old World or from the New 
that are endeavoring to induce them to adopt the gold standard. 

I believe, Mr. President, that reversing our policy for gold and 
marching back for silver and gold, even as those nations have 
marched for gold, we can yet avert the catastrophe which over- 
shadows the future and threatens the prosperity of mankind. 

So believing, I shall stand by the dollar of the common law, 
the dollar of the Constitution, by the dollar of America, whic 
to-day, erect, proud, self-sustaining, and triumphant, is worth as 
much as when it first emanated from the mint over a century ago 
and which will go on to fulfill its mission for the betterment of 
this Lie if not interrupted by unwise laws. [Applause in the 
galleries. 
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R. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 41) to authorize the President to place 
Andrew Geddes on the retired list with the rank of captain. It 
is a short bill, which has heretofore passed the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object, but the Senator from Nevada 
is on the floor and wants to address the Senate. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwish to makeafew remarks in this connec- 


tion. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me for 
a moment to offer an amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield. 

Mr. PETTUS. I submit an amendment to the bill under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT 1415 tempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 1 
m Arosa mn in the Senate, and as a part of said section 1, the fol- 

owing: 

Gold coins and silver dollars coined by the United States shall be a legal 
tender in all payments at their nominal value when not below the weight and 
limit of tolerance provided by law for the single coin, and when reduced in 
weight below such standard and tolerance shall be a legal tender at valua- 
tion in proportion to their actual weight. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I rise to correct a misappre- 
hension, and I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I maintain that this bill destroys the full 
legal-tender power of the silver dollar. The House bill does it 
also, but particularly the Senate substitute. The first section of 
the Senate amendment makes it the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to maintain the parity of value of all the coins and all 
the money issued by the United States. That parity has hitherto 
been ee by the legal-tender power of the silver dollar 
being equal to the legal-tender power of the gold dollar, and with 
all t eee against the silver dollar it has stood firm, 
worth a dollar. That legal-tender power is to be taken away 
from it, and in order to maintain the ty they have to do other 
things which are provided in this bill. The first provision is for 
a reserve of a hundred and fifty million dollars, and it is provided 
that that reserve shall be gold. Now, the reserve created by the 
Department was a coin reserve, but this provides that it shall be 
a gold reserve. That takes away the functions of silver, for silver 
could be in the reserve as well as gold, if you had a coin reserve. 
That is another point. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Nevada let me ask 
him a question? I have listened, but could not hear some of the 
utterances of the Senator. Does he maintain that this measure 


will take away the legal-tender power of the silver dollar? 
Mr. STEWART, It takes away the legal-tender power of the 
silver dollar, 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Has anythi F to this 
poea indicated that tho legal-tender power of the silver dollar is 
en BW: 


ay? 

Mr. STEWART. No. What I have said up to this time shows 
that it makes it the duty of the Secretary to maintain the parity. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ah, yes. 

Mr. STEWART. And what follows shows that there will not 
bo parity unless he avails himself of those things. It takes away 
the legal-tender power of the silver dollar so far as the reserve is 
concerned, It substitutes a gold reserve for a coin reserve. 

Then it goes further and provides that the reserve shall be re- 
plenished from time to time, if it fail to be sufficient, by the sale 
of 3 cent gold bonds in unlimited amount. They are to be 
payable tn gold, not payable in gold or silver, as our present bonds 
are. All the bonds which have been issued heretofore are, in so 
many words, payable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 
1870. Now, the bonds to be issued under the pro act are 
payable in gold. That takes away the function of silver. 

Then, again, this bill makes it the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to receive all outstanding bonds and to issue therefor 
gold bonds, so that the entire indebtedness will be gold. Every 
national obligation now outstanding by the express terms of the 
statute is payable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870, 
but by this proposed act all the bonded obligations will be payable 
in gold. at takes away the function and debt-paying power of 
the silver dollar. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. DoI understand the Senator to say—I ask 
for information merely—that a provision of the new law which 
contemplates the issuance of bonds, interest and 8 pay- 
able in gold, takes away from the present silver dollar its legal - 


tender a ty? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. You understand me to say exactly that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator will be more extended 
ao and explain to us how, for I am sure I can not under- 
8 

Mr. STEWART. I will show you. It does it in the same man- 


ner that the legal-tender power of the greenback was taken away, 
by 12 it should not be received for interest on the public debt 
and in the ent of customs dues. That crippled its power. 
They setae ns a gold board at once. Ifthe silver dollar will not 
pay a Government debt it is nonsense to talk of its being a full 

egal-tender dollar. It is the full legal-tender power which has 
kept the silver dollar where it is. 

. WOLCOTT. Suppose a railroad company issues a bond 
payable in gold, as many of them have done, or suppose money 
was lent, as it sometimes is in the West and in other parts of the 
country, 3 and interest payable in gold, is silver thereby 
robbed of its legal-tender quality? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, to that extent; but not by the General 
Government. With all the ohi garona of the Government pay- 
able in gold alone, to tell me that silver stands on the same foot- 
ing with gold is ridiculous. The bonded obligations of the Gov- 
ernment are to be payable in gold, and you provide here for an 
unlimited bonded debt. Every time the reserve falls below the 
specified limit it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 


sell more bonds. 

Then comes along right here the duty to maintain the parity. 
He can very properly under that say that customs dues must be 
paid in use if requires gold to pay the debt; that we can 
not disc the obligation. Under this bill the silver dollar is 
no longer full legal tender. Itis robbed of that, and when you 
commence to rob it of its full legal tender you degrade it and you 
will have to redeem it under the 2 requiring 

Mr. TELLER. That is what they want to do. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. STEWART. They will find a way to redeem it under the 

rovision which 5 parity. Mr. Carlisle said that under the 

w, where it was full 1 tender, if it fell below par and was 
presented for redemption he would redeem it in gold; that he was 
authorized to do it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. One more question. If by the provision of a 
law silver notes were redeemable only in silver and not in gold, is 
gold robbed of its legal-tender quality thereby? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; to that extent, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then goa ceases to be full legal tender, 

Mr. STEWART, It has been as much redeemable in gold as in 
silver heretofore. f 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But would a provision of law that silver cer- 
tificates should be redeemed only in silver rob gold of its legal- 
tender 9 

Mr. STEWART. They are not robbed at all. They art 


simply 
r. WOLCOTT. Oh, I understand. 
Mr. STEWART. 17 is a mere certificate of deposit. 
see. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. 
Mr. STEWART. They are merely depositing silver, and have 
aright to return it. It is not legal tender. It is not a parallel 
case at all. This bill takes away from silver its ocd se am power 


asto all Governmentobligations. It will very soon betaken away 


on everything else. Under the obligation to maintain parity the 
Secretary can very well say that he 5 to redeem the silver 
dollar, and he will redeem it, as Mr. Carlisle said he would, under 


tho law as it then stood. When silver, so far as legislation is con- 
cerned, was on precisely the same basis as gold, full legal tender, 
he said he would redeem it in gold, if necessary, in order to main- 
tain its parity with gold. But it being full legal tender, the ne- 
cessity never arose. But now silver can not be used to pay the 
public debt, and the reserves are allin gold. Silver has very few 
uses. The only uses left are private. They will very Eke y re- 
quire its redemption in gold, and it will be very easy, in order to 
get rid of it altogether, to present it to the Treasury and regure 
payment in gold. The Secretary can redeem itin gold and 0 
more bonds. It will be an excuse for more bonds. There is to 
be a reserve of a hundred and fifty million dollars. If the reserve 
falls below 8100, 000, 000, he can bonds. To tell me that under 
the machinery of this system the silver dollar will still exist, with 
all the functions it had before, is to tell me that I do not know 
anything at all; that my senses are gone. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the Zist ultimo approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1933) to provide an American register for the steam 
whaler Bowhead; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 8) granting ission for the erec- 
tion of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann, 

The megy also announced that the President had on this da 
approved and signed the act (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth an 
su uent censuses, and giving to the Director thereof addi- 


tional power and authority in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses. 


1900. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


TREATY OR AGRĘEMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the following message from the President of the United States, 
which will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States; 


un C. Bates. in relation to the negotiation of a trea 
made by him with the Sultan of Sulu on the 20th day of August, . 
I rep 2 the request in said resolu arth 


est 
various Indian nations occu: and governing portions of territory 
subject to the sovereignty of the United States. Mc 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 1, 1900. 


Tke PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would like advice 
as to what to do with this message. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the message and accompanying 
papers lie on the table, and that they be printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 
SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair wishes to lay before 
the Senate a request from the Senator from North Carolina X 
BUTLER] which, in his it absence, he requested the 
to give. The notice will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That on Tuesday, February 6, after the routine m 
address the Senate on the suffrage resolution offered by 


PRITCHARD]. 
ANDREW GEDDES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I now ask unanimous consent to consider 
the bill (S. 41) to authorize the President to place Andrew Geddes 
on the retired list with the rank of captain. A similar bill has 
passed the Senate once or twice before, and I think it will not lead 
to discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. Is there a report connected with the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a long report from the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER. Of this session? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of this session; certainly. A similar bill 
passed at the last session without objection at all. The report 
was read, I remember, in the last Congress, 

Mr. CARTER. Let the report be again read. I should like to 
hear what it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it is a very long report, and I sug- 
gest to the Senator from New Hampshire that instead of reading 
the report he state the substance of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We should like to hear the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As other Senators have little matters that 
they would like to have attended to, I withdraw my request, for 
the purpose of permitting Senators toexaminethe report. I know 
that no Senator will object after he hasread the report. Iwill ask 
peat to-morrow or some other time for its further considera- 

n. 


business, he will 
colleague [Mr. 


AGREEMENT WITH THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to obtain an order of the 
Senate, which I send to the desk. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed order will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to withdraw from 
the files of the Senate and transmit to the Secretary of the Interior a 
of the agreement between the United States: commissioners ton te 
the Five Civilized Tribes and the commissioners on the part of the Creek (or 
Muscogee) Nation, concluded at Muscogee, Ind. P., February 1, 1899. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is in response to the request of the 
Sesretary of the Interior? 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. TheSecretary of the Interior asked 
that ana agreement should be returned for the purpose of amend- 
men 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed it had already been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the order. 

The order was adopted. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARE. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. WARREN. By the courtesy of the Senator from Colorado, 
I desire to call up the first bill on the Calendar, the bill (S. 198) to 
reimburse the State of Wyoming for money expended by the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming in protecting and preserving the Yellowstone 
National Park during the years 1884, 1885, and 1886, It was 
over a couple of days since, when I was absent. A similar bill 

assed the Senate times heretofore, and it will lead to no 
meni 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has heretofore been 


Mr. SPOONER. What is the amount involved in the bill? 
; Mr. WARREN. Seven thousand seven hundred and eighty dol- 
ars. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (S. 2354) authorizing railroad lines in Indian Territory to 
lease or consolidate continuous lines under certain circumstances. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That it shall and bree’ Bind lawful for the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Raib- 
road Company to pi the railroad and other property of, or to consolle 
date with, any other railroad e eee under the laws of any 
State or of the United States whose lines may now or hereafter 
form a continuous line of railroad with it, either directly or by means of an 


intervening railroad, u com ying with the lations and requirements 
of the laws of the ATA e pog ra radne which 8 is located, applicable 
to gach pomba Pike Of rfecting such chase or consolidati 
EC. ‘or su ur or on 
sad Choctaw: Oklahoma and Gulf 
guaran 


it shall be lawful for Company to 
increase its stock and to tee the payment of the principal and inter- 


est of the bonds and other o tions of any company whose is 
thus acquired, or of dividends on its N mapataas or guaranteed stook: 
also, That the power conferred by this section shall also extend to like 
anties of the bonds, obligations, and dividends on stocks of com whose 
roads may now or hereafter be leased to the said Choctaw, O. oma and 
Gulf Railroad Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Tht title was amended so as to read: A bill enlarging the pow- 
ers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company.’ 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS, 


Mr. MCBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
up for immediate consideration the bill (S. 340) to amend an act 
entitled An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved J og Sad 1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I called for the Calendar the other day and 
we disposed of a great many cases. I think it turns out that nearly 
all the first cases on the Calendar are bills in which my constitu- 
ents are interested, and I do not believe I can justly or properly 
consent that all these cases shall be taken up that are away behind 
on the Calendar when if we were to go to the Calendar we could 
reach them all in a very short time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I t that the Senator from Missouri yield 
and let the Senator 8 call up his bill, and after that I 
will have an opportunity to renew the motion for an executive 
ion. That is a compromise which would fit everybody. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
etc., That the act entitled An act 


survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 
war, Cherokee disturban: 


or more and were honorably 
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Oregon and ihr gr ing Territory Indian wars from 1851 to 1856, inclusive, 
and also to include the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men: 

led, That such widows have not remarried: And provided further, That 
where there is no record of enlistment or muster into servicein any of the 
wars mentioned in this act, or the original act of which it is a supplement, 
the record of pay by the United States shall be accepted as evidence of said 


service. 
The PRESIDENT Ee tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
I should like to ask the chairman 


ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
of the Committee on Pensions if any estimate has been made as 
to the number of persons who are now for the first time to be 

msioned, running back to the year 1818, and from that time to 

e present. I should like to know how large a door this opens 
for additions to our er expenditures, 

Mr. MCBRIDE. ere is an estimate contained in the report 
of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which I shall be pleased to 
send to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it a long report? 

Mr. MCBRIDE. It is rather a long report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I can state the substance of this bill ina 
very few words. A similar bill has been reported and passed by 
the Senate at least twice before. It is claimed, in the first place, 
that it was the intent of the act that was passed to pension the 
survivors of the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturb- 
ances, and the Seminole war to include all these persons, but 
that it did not. One year ago there was a careful estimate made, 
and it was shown then that it would place on the pension roll a 
little over 7,000 persons and that the cost for the first year would 
be $730,000, It was estimated that those persons, according to 
the pry arr pees of life, would all be dead in about seven or seven 
and a half years, which would be six and a half years from the 

resent time. ere are very few survivors of some of the wars. 

f the Seminole there are only five; of the Fevre River or Win- 
nebago disturbance, fourteen, and so on. 

The simple fact is that this is a bill which has Are up the 
surviving old men who fought in those early Indian wars, and it 
is merely a question for the Senate to determine whether or not 
they are deserving of pensions. My own id org while I have 
been striving as best I could to keep down the pension roll toa 
reasonable limit, is that these old peo le who are now on the 
vorge of the grave, and who did render the Government valuable 
service in those early wars when the country needed defenders as 
much as it needs defenders now, ought not to be neglected. 

For that reason I have given my support to the measure. As I 
said a moment ago, I think a similar has passed the Senate 
twice before, and it was reported favorably in the House, but did 
not pass the House, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot know whether the Senator from New 
Hampshire stated just the amount that would be paid under this 
bill per annum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would be the first year $730,000, or 
thereabouts, and then it would 8 grow less for seven and 
a half years, when, according to the tables of expectancy of life, 
all the ioners would be dead. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What would be the amount? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would amount to about $5,000,000 in 
gross, the acgregato: 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does this include all the Indian wars, or are 
we likely to have a similar measure brought forward to pension 
the survivors of other Indian wars? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it includes the Osage Indian 


war. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I had supposed it would include every- 
thing else. Certainly the Senators from the Western States 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if 
he has not a provision in the bill that a man must have been in 
the Indian war and paid by the Government? That is the way I 


understand it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Where they can not make their proof, if 
they show they received a land warrant—— 
r. SPOONER. Does the bill include the survivors of the 
Black Hawk war? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, they have already been pensioned. 
2 were ioned under the act of 1892. 
a y R. I understand that the man must show that he 
was paid by the Government for his services. 
Mr. GALLING: He must make conclusive proof that he 
did render military service. We are not pensioning them without 


proof, 
Mr. TELLER. I know that, but I understand that in addition 
221 say if the Government has recognized him by paying him, then 
becomes a United States soldier to the extent that he may ha ve 


A 


eee e d paid 
early days fou e Indians and pai 

Mr. GALLIN a 
it is my impression that if they can not make any other proof, that 
is conclusive 1 if they had a land warrant. 


good many people in my part of the country in the 
their own bills. 
GER. Ihave not à copy of the bill before me, but 


Mr. TELLER. It ought to be conclusive proof without any 
other, it seems to me, if the Government recognized him and gave 
him a land warrant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I agree with the Senator on that point. 
Perhaps the bill is faulty. I did not draw the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If there are some omissions from the bill 
and it is going to lead to discussion, I think I will ask the Senator 
from Oregon if he will not allow it to pass over until some time 
when we can all of us find out whether everybody in our own 
States is embraced that we would like to have provided for in it. 

The PRESIDENT 9 5 tempore. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is any objection to the present consideration of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCO If there is to be discussion, as I understand 
there is to be, I feel called upon to object. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. I understand that the discussion has closéd. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the discussion has closed I do not object, 

Mr. McBRIDE. A similar bill has been passed twice by the 
Senate, and I trust the bill will be now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to know the limitation of the 
bill before the discussion closes, 

Mr. MCBRIDE. The bill applies to the veterans of the Indian 
wars named the provisions of the law now applying to the veter- 
ans of the Black Hawk Indian war. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know, but is there a limitation as to time? 

Mr. MCBRIDE. It specifies the wars and the dates and who 
are to be the beneficiaries under the wars designated. 

3 „ Would it cover the Indian war in Minnesota 
n 

Mr. SPOONER. T ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. McBRIDE. It covers no war within less than forty years 
from the present time. It has been the policy of Congress to give 
a 1 4 55 pension after forty years from the time the service ter- 
minated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 2, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 1, 1900, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

David O. Watkins, of New.Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice J. Kearney Rice, whose 
term will expire February 12, 1900. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, vice William H. 
Canon, whose term will expire February 3, 1900. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

William B. Reed, jr., of Centerville, Queen Anne County, Md., 
to be a supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Second super- 
visor’s district of Maryland, vice B. Gootee Stevens, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1900. 
CONSUL. 

Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 

at Pernambuco, Brazil. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Henry L. Howison, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 
80th day of September, 1898. 

Albert Kautz, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 24th 
day of October, 1898. 

rge C. Remey, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 

22d day of November, 1898. 

Norman H. Farquhar, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from 
the 25th day of December, 1898. z 
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Lieut, Commander William W. Kimball, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899. 

Lieut. William S. Hogg, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law). 

Lieut. Commander William P. Day, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899. 

Lieut. Robert I. Reid, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 12th day of December, 1899. 

Lieut. Commander John C. Wilson, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899. 4 

P. A. Surg. Hatton N. T. Harris, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 2ist dra October, 1899. 

Surg. Howard Wells, to bea medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 15th day of January, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Cochrane, to be a colonel in the Marine 
from the 1ith day of January, 1900. 
j. Allan C. Kelton, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
from the 1ith day of January, 1900 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law). z 

Capt. Lincoln Karmany, to be a major in the Marine Corps, 

from the 11th day of January, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY, 
To be assistant paymasters. 

John D. Robnett, a citizen of Texas. 

Stewart Rhodes, a citizen of California. 

George W. Pigman, jr., a citizen of Indiana. 

Perry G. Kennard, a citizen of Ilinois. 

George W. Reeves, jr., a citizen of New Jersey. 

Walter T. Camp, a citizen of Connecticut. 

To be professor of mathematics. 

William S. Eichelberger, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a pro- 

zamor of mathematics in the Navy, from the 15th day of January, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants. 


Samuel A. W. Patterson, a citizen of Pennsylvania, from the 
1ith day of January, 1900. 

Herbert J. Hirshinger, a citizen of North Carolina, from the 
1ith day of January, 1900. 

John G. Muir, a citizen of the District of Columbia, from the 
18th day of January, 1900. 

Harold C. Reisinger, at large. 

Frank Edgar Evans, a citizen of Wisconsin. 

Harry Randolph Lay, at large. i 

Thomas A. Mott, a citizen of North Carolina. 

St. John L. Caffery, a citizen of Louisiana, 

John C. Beaumont, a citizen of Maryland. 

Charles B. Taylor, a citizen of Virginia. 

John W. Wadleigh, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

William Radford Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 

Henry D. F. Long, at large. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 1, 1900. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

Dea ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov: 


QUESTION OF JURISDICTION AS BETWEEN THE APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the opinion which he will 
now give to the House, on a matter submitted to him by the House 
a few days ago. 

On Monday, January 22, 1900, by the unanimous consent of the 
House, the following was submitted and agreed to: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] asks unanimous con- 
sent of the House that all orders— 

Tonching so much of House Document No. 291, first session Fifty-sixth 
Con; „as refers to the Rock Island Armory, Rock Island, III., and to Spring- 
field Armory, Springfield, Mass.; and 

. so much of the estimate of $750,000 for infantry, cavalry, and ar- 
tillery eq gts submitted on page 135 of the Book of Estimates for the 
fiscal year 1901, as includes machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manu- 
facture at the arsenals; an 

Touching so much of the estimate of $1,100,000 for the manufacture of arms, 
submitted on page 136 of the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1901, as in- 
cludes machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture— 
be vacated, and the same shall be pi on the Speaker's table for reference 
under therules, as though no orders had heretofore been taken by the House 
or the Speaker touching the reference of these items. 


In order to consider intelligently the matter submitted, the 
Chair calls attention to the exact provisions covered by the above 


submission. In Document No. 291, first session Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, the following is a detailed statement from said document of 
the matter submitted: 


The parts submitted from the Book of Estimates for the year 
ending June 30, 1901, are to be found on pages 135 and 186 of said 
book, and are as follows: 


Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies.—For manufacture of metallic am- 
munition for small arms and ammunition for reloading cartridges, inclu 
the cost of ts and material for — — Lac ammunition for burials a 
r 


the National Home for Disabled Volun rs and its several branches, 
including National Soldiers“ Home in Washington, D. C.; marksmen's med- 
als and insignia for all arms of the service— 

Now, mark!— 


including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals. 

Man ‘acture of arms.—Manufacture, repairing, procuring, andissuing arms 
at the national armories, including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their 
manufacture. 


The part in dispute in the first item is in these words: 
Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the ar- 
senals. 


The part submitted in the next item is as follows: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture. 

It will be seen that the four items in controversy provide onl 
for fitting the plants for the purpose of doing dove fs work, an 
provide no money for manufacturing articles after the plants are 
created. The Committee on Appropriations contends that it is 
entitled to 1 money for establishing plants of the kind 
expressed in the items in controversy, and concedes to the Commit- 
tes on Military Affairs the right to appropriate the money for the 
manufacture of the articles turned out by these plants. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs contends that it is entitled not only to 
appropriate money for the manufacturing of the articles, but to 
make the appropriations for the installation and enlargement of the 

ts. In other words, the Committee on Military Affairs con- 

nds for the entire control through appropriations of the whole 

subject-matter embraced in these four items. It is to settle this 

controversy between these two committees that the matter, with 
the consent of the House, has been submitted to the Chair. 

Let us first see what the rules poun in respect to these two 
committees. Rule XI, section 3, is as follows: 

Zo Spr en of the revenue for the support of the Government, as 
herein provided, viz, for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for 
sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for ict 
of Cofambia; for pensions; and for all deficiences: to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Rule XI, section 12, is as follows: 

ae any l afew lang epee 
or 0) my: — 
Inittee on Military / kr 

Looking at these two sections together, and without considering 
any other matters, it would seem clear to the Chair that all mat- 
ters pertaining to the military establishment and the public de- 
fense, excepting for fortifications and coast defenses, and excepting 
deficiencies for the military establishment and the public e e 
should be considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. In 
other words, that the Committee on Appropriations should be 
limited in its consideration of appropriations to fortifications and 
coast defenses and to deficiencies growing out of these, and also 
to deficiencies growing out of appropriations for the military 
establishment and the public defense. 

The Chair, however, feels compelled to g beyond the clear 
declarations of these sections of Rule XI and see what precedents 
there are bearing upon the question in issue. The two committees 
have exhaustively investigated the precedents and submitted the 
results to the Chair. As stated by the Chair in a recent decision, 
precedents should be followed where possible. It is a great ad- 
vantage to the Congress to have before it the decisions of previous 
Congresses on any question liable tocome up. If the decisions of 
the past, carefully considered, mado Dy pakena, Chairmen, and by 
the House itself, are to be disregarded, confusion and uncertainty 
would constantly prevail. The Chair has already indicated in 
another decision that he would prefer to follow a precedent clearly 
established, meget the question if originally presented to him 
would receive different treatment. 

Let us look, then, at the history of this class of legislation: 
Prior to December 18, 1885, with the single exception of the Agri- 
cultural bill, all appropriation bills were given to the Committee 
on Appropriations, ; 
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In the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, in 1880, the 
Agricultural bill was given to the Committee on Agriculture, 
careful examination of the Statutes at Large will show that during 
the last twenty years the sundry civil bill appropriated for build- 
ings, roads, sewers, bridges, and machinery at the arsenals and 


armories, This, it will be observed, back of the segregation 
of the appropriation bills in 1885, and it brings the action of the 
House ope the current fiscal year, when the first exception is 
found. ə military bill for the present year has made provision 
for such appropriations. During the same twenty years the Army 
bill appropriated for the manufacture of small arms, equipments, 
ammunition, etc. It should be borne in mind also, in connec- 
tion, that the very first 3 bills brought in by these 
two great committees, immediately following the segregation of 
the appropriation bills, gave all the matters in Sayote which were 
then proyided for to the A riations Committee, and none of 
these to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

This would indicate the first interpretation which the House put 
upon these bills when the segregation took place in the Forty-ninth 


Congress. A 
Andit should also be bornein mind that the Rock Island Arsenal 
was provided for in the sundry civil bill, following the segrega- 


tion, appropriation being made for machinery and shop fixtures. 
(See 27 tat. L., page 529. op 
In the ap tion for the current year, all of the items 


in controversy, or most of them, will be found in the Army ap- 
propriation bill. This is exceptional. Much stress is laid upon 
this fact by the Committee on Military Affairs, because objection 
was not made by the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the contrary, the Committee on Appropriations claim that 


this was overlooked by them and grew out of the pressure 
of work before the several commi during their excessive la- 
bors in the last Congress, and also because the Military Commit- 


tee was given so much way and consideration incident to our 
wars. It is proper to state, in this connection, that the Book of 
Estimates invited this action by the Military Committee. That 
book adopted new phraseology in the estimates, differing from 
or estimates, so that these items were before the Co: ttee on 
ilitary Affairs when making up its bill, and were not before the 
Committee on Appropriations so as to attract its attention, as 
they had done in the past. The Chair is of the opinion that this 
should in no way be considered as a precedent to govern his de- 
cision as against the uniform ptactice, long, well-considered dis- 
cussions, and carefully rendered opinioni prior thereto, 

pja Chair desires to say a word in regard to this Book of Esti- 

mates. 
5500000 bu 
ents are sent, as r W, e of the 
Treasury, who compiles the Book of Estimates, It is then printed 
in a branch office of the Government Printing Office, under the 
5 of the Public Printer, in the Treasury Department. 

e Chair has investigated to see whether these Books of Esti- 
mates, or theseveral thereof, have been referred to the several 
committees, and finds the practice to be that these Books of Esti- 
mates are sent in bulk to the document room, and there the sey- 
eral committees get the books. With one exception, the Chair is 
unable to find that they have ever been referred by the Speaker, 
although the Book of Estimates is addressed to the ee of the 
House of Representatives. Neither in the last Co 
this Congress have they come to him, and therefore 
been referred by him to the several committees. 

During this period many bitter contests have arisen between the 
two committees on this subject of jurisdiction, and each time the 
final decision of the matter been in favor of the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

These decisions were made in relation to subjects which the 
Appropriations Committee claimed were, and had been, properly 
prs of the fortifications bill. In this case all the conditions are 

he same, except that the items in dispute are claimed for the sun- 


civil bill. 
le acting as Chairmen in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, decisions favorable to the Committee 
on nsec ed aaa have been made by Messrs. Blount, of Georgia; 
Payson, of Illinois; HorkIxs, of Illinois, and Springer, of Illinois, 
Mr, Allen, of Michigan, while in the chair, made a different rul- 
ing, but the House promptly, on motion of Mr. CAN NON, of Illinois, 
sustained the claim of the ttee on Appropriations by strik- 
ing the paragraph in controversy from the eave bill. Many days 
have been spent in discussions of the question, one struggle last- 
ing for two entire days, and another struggle for three entire 
8 al ways resulting in favor of the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mi on Appropriations, whether the decision was made by a 
3 or by the Committee of the Whole House, or by the 
‘ouse i $ 
The several controversies that have taken place were for the 
purpose of main the individuality of the fortifications bill, 
and also of the Army 


nor in 


ey have not | È 


Each of the great appropriation bills — 


has an individuality which it has retained for about thirty 
yess and which the House has shown itself reluctant to violate, 

or instance, the Appropriations Committeo is given under the 
rule jurisdiction of the subject of “fortifications and coast de- 
fenses.” Field guns for the use of the Army would scarcely seem 
to pro ziy belong to this committee, but it has been decided re- 
peatedly that the Appropriations Committee has jurisdiction of 
the subject of field guns, use their fabrication for along term 
of years belonged to the fortifications appropriation bill. For the 
same reason the Committee on Approp tions has been given and 
held jurisdiction of Watervliet mal, where heavy guns are 


The Chair therefore holds jhat the aupropriaktons for themanu- 
facture of small arms and equipments for the infantry, cavalry, 
and artillery at the armories and arsenals are within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, and that the appropria- 
tions for buildings, installation of plant, i , tools, res 
for manufacturing small armsand equipments belong to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and accordin; | age Chair refers the 
four items in controversy to that committee, subject to the ap- 
proval of the House. 

If there is no objection, the reference will accordingly be made. 
[After a pause. ] Chair hears no objection. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 


MAN]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S , before the gentleman from New 
York takes the floor, I him to yield to me for a few minutes 
to make a conference report on the urgent ney bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I Will yield for that purpose, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the conference report and that the Clerk read the re- 
port of the House committee as to its effect. 

The SPEAKER. The tinct from Ilinois asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of the conference report and 
read the statement. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The managers on the of the of the ere 
in, votes < of the two cms Bete ame — or the. Senate te the tal 


3 ) making appropriations to suppl: nt deficiencies submit the 
foliowing written FERAE in 25 “4 


explanation e action upon and 

reco! in the accom: co report, namely: 
On No. 1: 1 or additional clerks at $900 each and three 
8 $720 each in the office ot the Treasurer of the United 


1 the Senate. 
. 2: Approp: $200 for material for binding records in the Treas- 


On No. 
Department, as ga by the Senate. 
on O. 3: Makes sho, of the unexpended balance of the a; riation 
for the Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year 1898 availa! or that 


service for the fiscal year 1900. 
On Nos. 4 and 


building and 
$708.61 of appropriations for 1599 for rifle practice of the 
able durin; 900. 

On Nos. 
) Appropriates 
cies on account of the Branch Homes at Hampton, Va., Santa Monica, Cal, 
and Marion, Ind., as p: by the Senate. 

On No. 21: A to 5 ascertained doficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for and 1899 to State or Territorial Homes for the support 
f disabled volunteer soldiers, as proposed by the Senate. 
On No. 22: Authorizes the Secretary of War, in his judgment, to uso not 
exceeding $130,000 ted and rs for 
the pure ‘or the accommodation of a garri- 
as by the Senate. 
24, and 25: Strikes out the items proposed by the Senate for the 
9 of certain officers of the Navy for * of 
est or Habas 5 15 and May +1898, sere provision pro- 
posed by the Senate relating to the payment to heirs or le; 
pace må enlisted men of the Na ah ag arin 

n Nos, 27, 23, and 29: riates, as proposed o Sena 
rent of the Atlantic Buldog, caw ied by the Indian, Office, and 24080 for 
repair of certain rooms in said building, 

Department of the Interior. 

n No.30: Appropriates $35,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $25,000, 
as ? by the House, for continuation of the investigation of the coal 
and gold resources of Alaska. 

On Nos. 31 and 82: Strikes out the aypropristics of $15,000 proposed by the 
Senate for 8 and stamping out smallpox among the whites in 
the Indian Territory, and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 33 and 34: Makes apes to the widow of the late Dr. A. H. Witmer 
the sum of $537.15 due to said Dr. Witmer; and appropriates, as proposed by 
the Senate, $225.70 to reimburse John E. Crane for the relief of destitute an 
sick Americans at Circle City, Alaska, in 1897 and 1898. 

On No. 35: Appropriates $3.00, as proposed by the Senate, for care and cus- 
tody of buildings rented by the Department of Justice. 

On No. 36: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Senato, for expenses of 
delegates to represent the United States at the celebration of the twenty- 
fifth anniversary of the organization of the Universal Postal Union, to be 
held at Berne, Switzerland. 

On No. 87: Strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate 8 that 
in administering the service unger the appropriation for rural free dellvery 
no deficiencies shall be incurred therein. 

On Nos. 38 and 39: Authorizes the exhibition of certain patent models at 
Paris tion and the appointment of six additional commissioners te 
as proposed by the Senate. 
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On Mos. 40, 41, 43, 43, and 44: Appropriates 441.700, as by the Sen- 
te, to deficiencies in n appropriations for the Senate. 
u Ne er ase Makes a verbal e in the text of the bill, and 


ion 
appropriates $25,000 for es and binding for the Department of the In- 
1900, by the Naval Observatory, the 


5 Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con- 
erence report. 

GGS. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 


on? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Do 1 understand the gentleman to say that that 
objectionable clause, or proviso, rather, with reference to the de- 
8 on account of the free delivery was stricken from 
the conference report? 

Mr. CANNON. Tes, sir; the report of the House conferees was 
insisted upon, which was that that was already the law. 

Mr. cow EBD: DoI te i ~~ motion of the chairman 
to mean that the tion of the report be agreed upon? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman Bi correct. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. - 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does it affect the amount of judg- 
moua * rendered by the Court of Claims on Indian depredation 

a 

Mr. CANNON. All that have been certified. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I notice some of the items. 

Mr. CANNON. The House inserted those items so far as wai 
had been certified. There were additional judgments rende 
after the House made up the bill that were certified to the Senate, 
and the House to their insertion, and as the bill stands now 
it provides for all judgments that have been certified up to date. 

e conference report was to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


Mr. CANNON. Now I want to call the attention of the House 
for about a moment to what we can not a upon. One is the 
amendment, numbered 5, of the Senate, to be found on page 10 of 


the bill, as follows: 


Post-office and custom-house, Kansas City, Mo.: For painting and installa- 
tion of passenger elevators, $35,000. 

The facts touching this amendment, very briefly, are these: 
The limit of cost for the construction of the post-office and court- 
house at Kansas City was, as I recollect, $1,300,000. That build- 
ing is almost complete, and can be occupied, if this appropriation 
is made, as we are informed, about the Ist of May inly, as 
moy ep not aoa than Te of 85 ane TELAN 

this appropriation is no e, the Supervising i says, 
in substance, that the gentleman from the Kansas City distract 
[Mr. CowHERD], as I understand it, claims that it can not be 
occupied until this additional appropriation is made for the finish- 
ing of the building and the putting in of the elevators, So that your 
conference committee is of opinion that this great building, the 
limit of cost of which is $1,300,000, can not be available for a much 
desired service until this or a similar appropriation is made. Your 
committee did not agree to this Senate amendment. In fact, the 
Committee on Appropriations declined to report this item to the 
House in considering it, because it was not authorized by law, 
and knowing that there were a great lot of public buildings the 
erection or 5 of which is delayed because of the increased 
cost of material and labor, some of them having been commenced 
and some of them not having been commenced and probably can 
not be until the limit is enlarged at many places where they are 
authorized, we felt that the House ought to dispose of this case, 
and I am frank to say that I believe the House can dispose of it 
without much embarrassment, because it is unlike a new public 


building that is authorized. 
Iam not now ing under the rule, but u the merits. Itis 
unlike a new building that is to be authorized for the first time. It 


is unlike a building that has been authorized and that can not be 
constructed on account of the increased cost of material and 
advance in labor; it is practically complete, but for the want of 
$35,000 outside of the limit it can not be completed and occupied 
until this appropriation is made. Now, fr: y, I believe that is 
all there is of it. If the appropriation is made, it will be occupied 
by the ist of June, and until it or some similar appropriation is 
made the Government will continue to rent buil in that city 
in which to have this 3 


€ I believe that is all I desire to state 
abont it at this time, e gentleman desire to make any 
motion about it? 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move, in regard 
to this item of 5 that the House recede and concur with 


an amendment ging the word ‘‘custom-house” to “‘ court- 
house,” and I would 


o to make one statement in connection 
with i 


t. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that if the House 
concludes to act favorably upon this item the amendment ought 
to be made, because it speaks of it as a fice and custom- 
house,” whereas it isa post-office and court-house, so that the word 
‘t custom-house ” ought to be stricken out and the word“ court- 
house” inserted. If the House should recede with a view of giving 
$35,000, the gentleman’s amendment ought to be adopted. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COW. D. Mr. Speaker, just one word in r to the 
condition that the Government service is in at that g . The 
post-office at present occum not only the portion of the old post- 
office palang Goena otted to it, but it occupies sheds that 
are built out in front of the post-office building. addition to 
that they have been compelled to rent the ground floor of a lar; 
office building across the alley from the post-office, Now, the 
ee has already made arrangements to move into the new 

ding as soon as it can be completed that is, the portion as- 
signed to them for their use. That will be about the ist of May - 
or June, and they musé move because their lease will expire on 
the rented quarters. 

In addition to that the collector of internal revenue occupies 
two or three little rooms, He has about twenty clerks in one 
small room, he writes me, and that it is absolutely necessary for 
that service that they should be in the new quarters at the time 
of the collection, beginning July 1, and that they have al- 
ready applied for permission to move. This will necessitate the 

ayana maintaining a new building after the Ist of June, 
as it will be completed, practically, at that time, but the remain- 
der of the offices, and ially the courts and court officials, can 
not move until these elevators are put in, because they occupy 
the Top noora of the new building and they will not want to moye 
and climb four flights of stairs. Therefore the Government will 
have to maintain both the old building and the new, which will 
be unnecessary and an extra cost to the Government of from five 
hundred to eight hundred dollars a month. 

Now, unless this appropriation is made at this time, if it is post- 
poned until it may come in the re way, which would be some 
time along in June, the contract for the ironwork can not be let 
until that time, and it takes three or four months to get the iron- 
work out and three or four months more to put it in place, so that 
the occupation of it will be delayed until along some time in No- 
vember or the ist of January. So there will be added the extra 
cost of maintaining the old building as well as the new for all this 


time. 
Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman zight there that 


it is quite as sar ay ap to meet this appropriation of $35,000 upon 
this bill as it will be to make it on any general bill hereafter with- 
out legislation. 


Mr. COWHERD. I understood that; and by the regular way I 
meanta bill increasing the limit of cost, which I understand would 
have to come from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, 

Mr. CANNON. Strictly speaking—and I want the gentleman’s 
attention to this point—this is an appropriation without legisla- 
tion. It would be subject toa Be of order if offered in the 
House, but we can not get rid of a Senate amendment by a point 
of order. I have no doubt now of the absolute necessity of this 
a priation before that building can be occupied, but I want the 

ouse to take the action with the full information in the premises 
as to the ent about the item. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me a 
8 I would like to know if, in the letting of the contract 

or the construction of this building, it did not provide for neces- 
elevators? 
. COWHERD. I can not answer that fully. Perhaps the 
chairman of the committee can answer it. 

Mr, STEELE. Did it not provide for the painting? 

Mr. COWHERD, I will answer that. My information is that 
in the last appropriation there was included two elevators, but 
owing to the in cost of material—the price of iron, as the 
gentleman knows, went up all over the country—they were not 
able to contract for them inside of the appropriation. 

Mr. STEELE. If the work was let by contract 

Mr. CANNON. I am quite sure that no contract was ever 
made for the elevators, although the law fixing the limit of costand 
authorizing the construction of this building did, as I recollect, 
include elevators; but whether there ought to have been a con- 
tract made or not, Iam quite sure none was made for the eleva- 
tors, and here you are a million and three hundred thousand dol- 


lars in the buil > ? 

w much of this amount was for the building 
the elevator? The appropriation appears to- 
have been a lump sum, 
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Mr. CANNON. The building, as I understand, was to be pro- 
vided with elevators, 


Mr. COWHERD. In addition to that there will be the cleaning 
down of the outside work and the gilding of the dome. 

Mr. STEELE. The circumstances of this case are an indica- 
tion, and a very strong one, that some person who was responsi- 
ble for looking after the interests of the Government in this 
matter has been derelict—has not performed his duty as he should 
have done. No other conclusion can be arrived at. 

Mr. COWHERD. I suggest tothe gentleman that this build- 
ing has been in process of construction for about ten years, and 
naturally during such a period there would be changes in the cost 
of material and labor, 

Mr. STEELE. That does not conflict with the fact that the 
purchases of this ironwork should have been made when the price 
was low. It clearly ad tig that some one who was responsible 
for this work ought to have another job. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri 

. COWHERD] will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreoment to the amendment of tho 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the word “‘custom-house”™ where it occurs in amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the word court-house.’} 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say a word touching one other item 
of these amendments, and then I shall be ready, so far as I am 
concerned, for a vote. I read the amendment to which I refer: 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Observation of total sche of the sun in May, 
outfit of instruments and their 

apparatus and materials, including 
8 


1900: For preparation and 
rtation, the purchase of additional 
table buildings at each station, an: gene e eee 
and observation, inclu the living expenses of parties at the several sta- 
tions, and the available ents used in observing the transit of Venusin 
1874 and 1882 may be also utilized, $5,000. 

Now, the facts about this matter are these: Your committee in 
8 bill to the House had this estimate in substance be- 
fore it. It also had an estimate of $4,000 for observation of the 
total eclipse of the sun in May next, to be made by the Smithsonian 
Institution. As gentlemen are aware, for many years we have 
3 810,000 for observations of the sun and its effect on 
the earth, and Lappe it tog for a small observatory in connection 
with that work, ed the Astrophysical Observatory. 

The latter service does not study ancient astronomy, but mod- 
ern astronomy—the laws of light and heat, the influence of the 
sun upon the earth's atmosphere, and all that class of questions 
known as the new astronomy—the branch of astronomy that did 
not formerly receive much attention; whereas your committee is 
3 oye ee believes a w 5 77 5 o TETN ODETE 

eng: very pr e study of the stars, the taking o 
the correct time, anh all kindred questions ining to the ordi- 


nary, the old, the universal e A inquiry your com- 
mittee was fully of the opinion that for the p of observing 
the total eclipse of the sun in May next the Smithsonian Institu- 


tion, with its instruments, with its knowledge, with its line of 
investigation, could to the best interests of the Government and 
of science make these observations, 

Their estimate was $4,000, not $5,000, and Professor Langley 
said that $4,000 would be quite sufficient to make thorough obser- 
vations touching this total eclipse. We reported that item and 
did not report the other, and the House concurred with the rec- 
ommendations of your committee and passed the item of $4,000. 
Now the Senate leaves in the bill the item of $4,000, but inserts an 
item of $5,000 for this same service, to be expended by the Naval 
Observatory. Your committee is informed and believes that one 
e of observers on the of the United States will be quite 

cient and that the other is very largely leather and pru- 
nella;” that there ought not to be two independent sets of ob- 
servers with their various apparatus for makin g the observations 
at different places, the expenses to be paid by the United States; 
that one corps will be enough. Your committee refused to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment, and we present the matter to the 
House asking it to further insist upon its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment and send the matter to conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to explain that these are two en- 
tirely different sets of observations. As explained to me by the 
Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, the Naval Observatory 
takes observations purely of a mathematical kind and for astro- 
nomical purposes, such as the moment of contact, the time of the 
passage of the eclipse, and the time of departure. These observa- 
tions are entirely for astronomical purposes and for navigation 
and for the furnishing of data of that kind. 

- The pr observations by the Smithsonian Institution are 
to beentirely parura intheir character, relating to theatmospheric 
conditions, the differences in light and shadow durin eclipse as 


compared with other times, and similar subjects. © instru- 


ments used are of an entirely different character. Those of the 


Naval Observatory are purely mathematical in their character and 
for the purpose of m calculations in regard to astronomy and 
the movements of the other planets. I th it is desirable that 
both of these observations should be made. There is no conflict 
at all between them. Their observations are distinctly different 
in character, and in the interest of science the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution desires particularly to make these observations, as the 
occasion only comes at long intervals apart. Iam king here 
in the interest of the Smithsonian Institution, as one of the Regents 
of that Institution. 

Mr. CANNON. I willsay to the gentleman that while his re- 
marks are very interesting, the appropriation of $4,000 to enable 
the Smithsonian Institution to make these observations with its 
different parties is in the bill. It is not in controversy at all; so 
oe — tem does not require any advocacy. That item is not 

n dispute. 

Now, just one word, and then J will ask for a vote. In the judg- 
ment of your committee, $4,000 will decently, sufficiently, and 
effectively observe the antics of the sun when in total eclipse in 
oe igo and it is for you to ee you want to do it twice. 

ELL of Tinois. o asks for the other appropria- 


. BOUT: 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. The other is a Senate amendment, to duplicate 
this work under the direction of the Naval Observatory. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. ‘Who asks for it? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, the estimate comes as other estimates 
come, through the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Now, Mir. Speaker, I move that.the House further insist upon 
its 8 to this amendment, and consent to the request 
of the Senate for a further conference. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the gentleman insist that the Smith- 
sonian Institution can make all the observations that the other 
observers could make? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. That is our information after 
the best con Neat we can make—that this is proposing to do just 
double work. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois moves to further 

insist upon the disagreement of the House to Senate amendment 

33 26, and to agree to the conference requested by the 
nate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for the same conferees, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois a question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has already carried. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not desire to speak upon that point, 
but in 3 to the conference report on the I desire to ask 
a question. 

he SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will be heard. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if I under- 
stood him correctly as to the number of items now remaining un- 
adjusted in the conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Two. 

Mr GANNON, Well one is appropriating $35,000 to complete 

. 8 ell, one is appro g $35, comple 
the building at Kansas City. 

r. RIC DSON. That and this one are the only two? 

Mr. CANNON. _I think those are all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Secretary of the Treasury asked for 
$109,000 to pay the rent of the custom-house property in New York 
and asked to have that item inserted in this urgent deficiency 
bill. I want to ask the gentleman if thatitemisincluded? A let- 
ter of January 22, addressed by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the committee, asks for $109,000 to pay this rent. 

Mr. CANNON, No such estimate had come to the committee 
at the time the bill was prepared. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; but the Secretary of the Treasury 
sent a letter to the Senate, as I understand it 

Mr. CANNON. Not to the House committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To the Senate, while the bill was pend- 
ing there. I want to know whether that item is included. 

r. CANNON. Oh, it 18 8 me too busy to keep track of what 
the House does, and I would have to have the lives of half a dozen 
Philadelphia lawyers to keep up with the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON But the gentleman ought toknow whether 
the item is in the bill or not. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no; the item has never been considered, 
as far as I know, in the House or any of its committees, or in the 
Senate either. It has never been called to my attention before. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
the Secretary asked to have this included, is he not? 

Mr. CANNON. No, Iam not aware of it. If he should make 
an estimate and it should come to my committee, we will investi- 
gate it, I will say to the gentleman for his information, 


1900. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. CANNON. We will investigate it and look into it, and if 
we find it is under the law we will report it and give my friend a 
chance to make his s h for a third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iam much obliged to the gentleman for 
the information. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Cannon, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am e from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolution of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

S. 1293. An act for the relief of Francisco V. De Coster; 

S. 2279. An act declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable 
stream; and 

S. R. 75. Joint resolution to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States and the House of Rep- 

CHARLEs G Secretary 


resentatives be notified of the election of . BENNETT as 
of the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1293. An act for the relief of Francisco V. De Coster—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. p 

S. 2279. An act declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable 
stream—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. R. 75. Joint resolution to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States 
to the Committee on Printing. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


-Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. I ask unanimous consent that members address- 
ing the House on this bill be allowed to extend their remarks for 
five days. It will save a good deal of trouble. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that members who address the committee on the 
Indian appropriation bill may be allowed to extend their remarks 
for five days. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7483) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, with Mr. Moopy 
of Massachusetts in the chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the arrangement made in the 
House last evening was that the time between now and 4 o’clock 
should be equally divided between the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. LITTLE] and m . Is the gentleman prepared to occupy 
some portion of his time now? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould be glad if the gentleman will now 


proceed. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado is recog- 
nized for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer some re- 
marks upon the duty of this Government in the conflict between 
Great Britain and the South African Republic, and upon the 
causes of the war between those nations. 

One of the bloodiest wars that has ever occurred in the history 
of the world is now being waged in the Transvaal country. Over 
10,000 British casualties have occurred up to this time. The 
Boers are intrenched with a force of 48,000 men, while the British 
have in South Africa and on the sea bound for that country 213,- 
000 soldiers, and since their repulse the other day at Spion Kop 
demands are made for 100,000 more. ‘ 

When we remember that England had only 80,000 men in the 
Crimean war, and Wellington only 25,000 soldiers at Waterloo, 
the magnitude of this struggle becomes apparent. 

The war is bound to continue a long period of time, even if 
England doubles her forces, as the fortifications at Pretoria are 
oe able, and the provisions at that point are sufficient to en- 
able the Boers to withstand a siege for two years. Each side is 
armed wi the most destructive weapons of modern warfare, and 


hence the conflict will not only be of long duration but will be 


ightful in its bloodshed and destruction. 
he world has a most important interest in this conflict, not 
only for the principle that the right should always triumph, but 
for the reason that this war is shutting off more than one-third of 
the world’s supply of gold, and its effect is being felt in every 
moneyed center of the world, causing stringency in matters of 
finance and in some places disastrous panics. 

It is a disgrace to civilization that questions of right should be 
determined by might; that blood should flow in unlimited quan- 
tities, and the great nations of the world stand by without even 
lifting their voices in behalf of peace. 

MEDIATION THE REMEDY. 

A peace conference of the leading nations of the world was held 
last summer at The Hague, and an international treaty was formu- 
lated relative to the establishment of Dp oa which received the 
eo ro of the diplomatic agents of all the 26 governments rep- 


resented. 

5 has not yet been ratified by the United States Sen- 
a 0 
on February 6, 1900], but in all likelihood it will be within the 
next few days, as no opposition to it has developed up to this 
time. 

It has always been recognized as a principle of international 
law that any power could offer mediation between combatants 
without danger of international complications resulting there- 
from. That principle has been recognized in the treaty of The 
Hague and an express duty imposed upon nations stran tothe 
controversy to mediate between contending powers in the interest 


of \e 
icle II of that treaty provides as follows: 


In case of serious disagreement and beforean appeal toarms, the og 
powers agree to have recourse as faf as circumstances allow to t 3 
offices or mediation of one or more friendly powers. 


The time has A pase when mediation could be asked under that 
article. It is the next article that imposes the obligation upon 
nations strangers to the controversy to offer mediation to the 
states in conflict. 

Article III reads as follows: 


Independently of this recourse, the si; vry wers recommend that one 
gece 7 9 if on 


4 strangers 
good offices or mediation, eyen aug the course of hostili 
cise of this right can never be regarded by one or the other of the parties in 
conflict as an unfriendly act. 


It is true that the United States representatives above their 
signatures wrote a statement that nothing in the treaty should be 
construed rapie the United States to intrude upon or entangle 
itself in the political questions of foreign nations or imply an 
abandonment of its traditional policy toward purely American 
questions. Yet such a course as is suggested does not come 
within the reservation, as mediation is a friendly act to both 


nations. 

But even if the United States were not required by the treaty 
to mediate, it surely possesses the power, and the moral obligation 
exists, as clearly as it does upon any of the other nations. 

Mr. WM. EN SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Colorado a 8 if he will yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do you know a single instance 
where a neutral power not a party to the controversy has ever in- 
terfered or attempted to mediate without a request from one of 
8 to the conflict? 

. SHAFROTH. I do not know, but I do know that this na- 
tion even expressed feelings of sympathy for Greece in its conflict 
ma A TROY without any international complications resulting 

erefrom. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Offers of mediation are not 
prompted by friendships for either party in the contest, but are 
the result of circumstances seeming to justify such course upon 
the part of a neutral power and initiated at the request of one of 
the parties, and in this instance no request 1 boan made by 
either the Boers or England. Much as I would like to see the war 
5 , our course must be prudent and wise and in harmony 
with the rules of international law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But there never has been a writer upon in- 
ternational law that has declared that mediation could be con- 
sidered as an unfriendly act. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it not a prerequisite to inter- 
ference that a desire shall be expressed by one side or the other 
for mediation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think not. 

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. I must contradict the statement, 
aoan I am in sympathy with much that the gentleman from 


Colorado says. 
Mr.S ROTH. Iwillstate, Mr. Chairman, that I examined, 


as late as yesterday afternoon, a work upon international law, 


GS 


tr 


ague treaty was ratified by the United States Senate 
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which states that never when mediation is offered can it be con- 


sidered an unfriendly act. The gentleman, I 
founded intervention with mediation. : 

Mediation is in the interest of peace; it is a suggestion for ar- 
bitration. It is not, like intervention, to be backed by force. If 
the parties do not accept it, force is not resorted to. The only 
effect of mediation, if rejected, is the moral sympathy of the world 
for er nation willing to arbitrate and against the one refusing 
80 to do. 

That influence is so great in the world to-day that no nation 
would be willing to disregard it. 

As this mode of ending hostilities is recommended, in fact en- 

oined, by the twenty-six great powers of the world, it ought to 
invoked in the interest of humanity and civilization, irrespec- 
tive of the right or 3 of this war. With how much greater 
reason, then, ought the United States to invoke it when the ex- 
istence of a sister blic is endangered and when the war u 
the part of Great Britain is the most unjustifiable of any that 
occurred in history of modern times. 
CAUSES OF THE WAR. 

Mr. Chairman, I have read with a great deal of care all that I 
could find relative to the causes of the war between Great Britain 
and the South African Republic. 

There has been almost a continuous controversy between Great 
Britain and the Boer le from the time Holland transferred to 
England her possessions in South Africa. 

pon the one side it has been a heroic le for justice and 
right, and upon the other the exercise of brutal force for oppres- 
sion and wrong. 

The cause of the present war is the interference on the part of 
Great Britain with the internal affairs of the South African Re- 
public. Great Britain has demanded that the naturalization laws 
of the little ublic be amended to permit citizenship in five 
years; that the law giving to a 3 the exclusive right to 
manufacture dynamite be repealed; that English be taught in the 
schools aided by public money; that the taxation upon mines be 
reduted, and that Johannesburg be given ten representatives in 
the Volksraad. : 

Sir, by what right or authority does Great Britain interfere 
with the internal concerns of an ee ee By 
what canon of international law does she predicate her right to 
demand the modification or repeal of the statutes of a republic? 

Iwant to demonstrate beyond the peradventure of a doubt that 
3 has no more right to interfere with the internal affairs 
of that Republic than we have to interfere with the internal affairs 
of England. I propose to show by the language of the treaties, 
solemnly si and ratified by Great Britain, that the South 
African Republic is as free to control its internal affairs as the 
United States is to control its own affairs. 
ro to show from the declarations made by the most 

ish statesmen, including the, present British secre- 
tary of the colonies, that no right whatever exists on the of 
Great Britain to force reforms on the Transvaal Republic, and 
that the attempt to do so would be immoral. 
HISTORY OF THE BOERS. 

Mr. Chairman, the Dutch settled Cape Colony in 1652. The 
remained under the dominion of Holland, enjoying peron an 
happiness, for one hundred and fifty-four years, en Napoleon, 
in 1806, invaded Holland, thatcountry placed under the care of its 
ally, England, Cape Colony until its own right to independence 
should 3 Upon the final overthrow of Napoleon and 
the restoration of Holland to sovereignty, she transferred to Eng- 
land her colony. 

The Boers objected to being sold and delivered like chattels to 
a country whose laws oppressed them, and they rebelled against 
Great Britain. The rebellion was soon suppressed, and one of 
the most severe and cruel executions that have ever occurred in 
the history of the world took place, at which women and children 
‘were compelled to attend and witness the horrible tacle. The 


has con- 


Boers were told by the governor of Cape Colony that if they did 
not like British rule and the laws of that country, they could leave. 
They did. concluded to leave British territory and estab- 


lish a government of theirown. The fact that they were willing 
to abandon their farms and homes in the land of their birth is 
conclusive evidence that they were laboring under a sense of great 
injustice. But where could they go? The wilds of Africa were 
as ess as dangerous. It was inhabited by not only wild 
beasts but savage men. They nevertheless ed to get out of 
British dominion. One long line of 10,000 people left home and 
farm to brave the dangers of an unexplored region. 

They settled in what is now called Natal and established the 
ra ogee of Natalia. They bought their lands from the native 
tribe that owned and possessed the same. The hardships they en- 
dured can not be described; but when they began to prosper, Cap- 
tain Smith, with British soldiers, came to annex the country as a 
possession of that mighty empire. War followed, and the Boers 
were beaten. Rather than stand British rule they again trekked 


to the interior of darkest Africa, to land far beyond any claimed 
by England. By the last annexation England claimed the terri- 
tory to the Vaal River. The Boers concluded to go beyond the 
Vaal, and they there established a republic and called it the 
Transvaal State. 

They then entered into a treaty with Great Britain which recog- 
nized the independence of the Transvaal Boers and made the Vaal 
River the boundary line between the two countries. 

That treaty is called the convention of 1852. It was signed at 
Zand River on the 17th of Jan of that year, and ratified on 
rye 15, 1852. The recognition of independence was made in the 

0 


following terms: 

The assistant commissioners ee in the fullest manner, on the part 
of the British Government, to the emigrant farmers beyond the, Vaal River, 
the right to manage their own affairs and to t elves according 
to their own laws, without Se on the of the British Gov- 
ernment, and that no ener t shall be made by the said Government 
on the territory beyond, to the north of the Vaal River, with the further as- 
surance that the warmest wish of the British Government is to promote 


pesco, tree} trade, and riven i intercourse with the farmers now 
habiting or who may inhabit that country, it being understood that this 
system of noninterference is binding upon both parties. 


I hold in my hand the full text of the convention, and there is 
not one syllable that contradicts or modifies the foregoing rec- 
ognition of in dence. Some time after that an 9 
named O. Reiley, hunting in South Africa, had seen in a hunt a 
white pebble t pleased his fancy. He put it in his pocket. 
thinking it was worthless. On his return to London he discovered 
it was a rare diamond, and sold it for $2,500. That incident caused 
the greatest interest to be taken in that wild and almost uninhab- 
ited country, and, being followed by other discoveries, made Eng- 
land think that all South Africa was valuable. The British Gov- 
ernment then, in violation of this treaty and of a similar one with 
the Orange Free State, claimed dominion over the territory em- 
bracing the Kimberley diamond mines, which claim is stated by 
the English historian Froude as“ perhaps the most discreditable 
page in British colonial history.” As a compromise of the claim 
of the t Government the little Republics ceded to Great 
Britain for £90,000 the Kimberley mines, which have yielded about 


$30,000,000 a year. 
GREAT BRITAIN'S USURPATION. 

The Transyaal Boers had hardships of the severest kind, and 
wars with the natives that in intensity and ferociousness are in- 
describable. It was in 1877 that Sir Theophilus Shepstone, Her 
Majesty’s special commissioner for South ca, ved at Pre- 
toria. He represented that as the Transvaal State was incapable 
of withstanding the attacks of the hordes of savage warriors, and 
as Great Britain would furnish half the money for the sup: 
sion of the native tribes, that it would be to the interest of the 
Transvaal State to come under the protecting care of Her Maj 5 

The President of the Transvaal State said he would submit the 
proposition to his people. An election was held upon the subject, 
and the proposition was rejected by a vote of over 4 to 1. 

Notwithstanding the result of that election, in defiance of the 
solemn treaty stipulations of Great Britain, without a shadow of 
right, Sir Theophilus Shepstone, on the 12th day of April, 1877, is- 
oclamation declari tate to be British 


sued a pr ing the 
territory from and after that date. 

The Boers said the British Government would never approve of 
such usurpation and appealed to the Queen. 

It seems incredible that a nation that is continually boasting of 
its advanced civilization and pro; should have violated every 
principle of right and justice in the forcible and criminal annexa- 
tion of the Transvaal. But the proclamation of Sir Theophilus 
Shepstone was approved by the British Government on the 8th 
day of November, 1879. 

o is apt to doubt the accuracy of such a charge, as it so vio- 
lently conflicts with right and justice. One is inclined to say 
surely no such act of oppression has ever been committed by a 
civilized nation in the nineteenth century. I therefore want to 
read to you the statement of a man whose word you can not 
doubt, the statement of England’s Grand Old Man, the Right Hon. 
William E. Gladstone, who for so many years was prime minister 
of Great Britain. 

In a speech in Midlothian in November, 1879, he said: 

They [the Conservatives] have annexed in Africa the Transvaal territory, 
inhabited by a free European Christian republican community, which they 
have thought proper to bi within the limits of a monarchy, although out 
of 8,000 persons in that Republic qualified to vote on the 5 we are told, 
and I have never seen the statement officially contradi „ that 6,500 pro- 
tested against it. These are the circumstances under which we undertake 
to transform republicans into subjects of a 8 2 

There is no strength to be added to your country by governing the Trans- 
vaal. The Transvaal isa country where we have chosen most unwisely—I 
am tempted to say insanely—to place ourselves in the strange predicament 
of the free subjects of a monarchy going to coerce the free subjects of a Re- 
public, and to com to citizenship which they decline and 


them accept a 
refuse. But it that is to be done, it must be done by force, 


ain, in a speech at Peebles on tho ist day of A 1880, Mr, 
Gladstone said. N 


That is the of like d like the 
e BS ans Pte ea ot nes ne oa 


And, moreover, I 


1900.7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


woul : If those acquisitions I 
worn say is: rt because 8 175 I — 
the character of our country. 

Can anyone now doubt that the act of the great British Goy- 
ernment in forcibly e Acie to annex the little Transvaal State 
was one of the most diabolical instances of greed and rapacity, of 
tyranny and tion, ever known in the history of the world? 

Sir, the Boers determined that they had rather die than stand 
such oppression and injustice, The little Dutch ublic defied 
with a co that is almost unexampled in the history of the 
world the embattled ng ofthe British Empire. War followed. 
The battle of Majuba Hill was fought, where 600 trained British 
soldiers stationed on the top of a mountain 2,500 feet high were 
almost annihilated by the attack of 450 burghers and boys from the 
valley below. The loss of the British was 92 killed, 134 wounded, 
and 59 prisoners; total, 285. The loss of the Boers was 1 killed 
and 5 wounded. Surely the Lord was on their side. 

They knew, however, that Great Britain by her unlimited re- 
sources and would ultimately triumph, and in order to 
save themselves total annihilation, under duress, entered 
into a treaty at Pretoria, called the convention of 1881. By that 
convention she retained absolute freedom and independence, sub- 
ject to the suzerainty of England, which was defined to mean 
certain rights as to dealing with the native tribes and foreign 


Wers. 
Phe rights reserved by England are contained in Article II of 
the treaty, which reads as follows: 


ART. II. Her Majesty reserves to 2 her heirs and 


(a) the 
tish resident in and for said 


eee clear provisions of that treaty as to the 
rights reserved by England, Joseph Chamberlain, the British sec- 
retary of the colonies, now predicates his right to interfere with 
the internal affairs of that Republic on the ground that the indefi- 
nite word suzerainty“ was used in that ent. 

Sir, he can not mystify the minds of those see the truth by 
such an audacious c . Not only is it undless from the 
language of the treaty, but the man under whose administration 
the treaty was made and ratified has defined the powers reserved 
by Great Britain, which forever should set at rest such a claim. 

Mr. Gladstone in a h at Leeds in October, 1881, used the 
following language with respect to this treaty: 
nder that convention we felt it our duty to take the best securities for 


U: 
the welfare of those native tribes, counted by hundreds of thousands, whoin- 


bit the and toward whom we could not f t the bili- 
we had assu: . We provided that power should re for that 
purpose. 


We provided that the Crown should retain * the 
name of suzerainty, for the purpose of preventing the introdu 
eign embarrassments into South Africa, and we consented freely that, sub- 
{ect to certain minor conditions in relation to money, with which I need not 

ouble you, the Boers of the Transyaal should in all other respects enjoy 
perfect self-government and practical freedom and independence. 

The Boers, however, feared that word ‘‘suzerainty,” and almost 
immediately began negotiations with Great Britain looking to 
the abrogation of that word and for other change in the 6 
Paul Kruger and other commissioners of the svaal Sta 
went to London, and after long negotiations entered into a new 
treaty with Great Britain, ed the convention of 1884, which 
dropped the ‘‘suzerainty,” and England retained only the powers 
conferred in Article IV, which 3 as follows: 

Arr. IV. The South African — will conclude no treaty or 
ment with any State or nation than the Orange Free Stater nor ith 

to the eastward or 888 of the Republic, un same 


0 n. 
bo considered to have been granted if Her Majesty's 
within six months after receiving a copy of such 


The treaty further provided that— 

It is hereby declared that the following articles of a new convention, 
signed on behalf, eto, * + * shall, when ratified by the Volksraad of the 
. ——— aioe, 
shall continue in full force and effect. iir 3 

The convention of 1884 was duly ratified by the respective gov- 
ernments. 

Here is a clear and unequivocal 2 of the convention of 
1881, the only one that gave to England the indefinite suzerainty 
rights referred to. 

When the draft of the convention of 1884 was first presented to 
the Boer deputation, they, on February 4, 1884, wrote to Lord 
Derby, who at that time was in of British affairs, saying 
that they e an agreement to contained in the 
relative to the abolition of the word suzerainty. In his reply a 
week later Lord Derby said: 

By the omission of those 

y ap e hose arficles of the convention of Pretoria, which 


with the internal government and 


and functions connected 
tions of the Transvaal Stai our r eee 


FFF 
fourth article o F th a foreign state shall not 
have effect without the approval of the Queen. 

The Boers, in order to remove every semblance of a continua- 
tion of old relations, even went so far as to change their name in 
this treaty from the Transvaal State to the South African Republic. 
The new name itself is inconsistent with the existence of a superior 
power. 

How can anyone, in view of the Aspro repeal of the convention 
of 1881, and the clear construction of the new treaty made by the 
one in authority, before it was signed, have the slightest doubt 
that every besa, of suzerainty over the Transvaal State was 
thereby abroga No one can, and the British Government did 
not, as shown by its subsequent conduct. It immediately ap- 
pointed a diplomatic agent at Pretoria and received at the Court 
of St. James the minister plenipotentiary of the South African 
Republic, and these diplomatic officials have represented their re- 
spective Governments until the recent commencement of hostili- 
ties. No explanation can be made of the subsequent conduct of 
Great Britain, except that Cecil Rhodes and the stock brokers of 
London looked with longing eyes at the rich gold mines of the 
Witwatersrandt and determined that by brute force the little Re- 
public should be hers. 

ADMISSIONS OF CHAMBERLAIN. 

But, sir, I stated that I would prove by the word of J 318 
Chamberlain himself that England had no right to interfere with 
the 1 of the South African Republic, and I will pro- 

Mr. Chamberlain, in a speech delivered in Birmingham on June 
7, 1881, speaking of the convention of 1881, said: 

Po Lar TOET ODOR I NR SS Bg to the settlement we have made of 
ou grea’ the Boer inhabitants of the Trans- 
vnal are bitterly opposed to the tish rule, and yet we are told that 
ough’ vered in after it was proved that the 
ds u which the annexation was defended were fallacious and 


sonaa on D 2o d foundation, that we should still force our rule on an un- 


hose independence we had solemnly engaged by treaty to 


Transvaal in order to escape foreign rule. They 

left their homes in Natal as the English Puritans left England and went to 
a little Republic of their own in Africa, 

agreed to respect and 125 lr d 1 
we an = 0 ence, say un 
Tecan atvousadtancen 41h OARRA ae could DAIN = 


a forcible annexation of 
the country without incurring the accusation of having been guilty, I will 


not say of national folly, but I say of national crime 

If in 1881 it was a national crime to maintain a forcible annex- 

ation of the 8 why is it not a national crime now? 
ameson raid Mr. Chamberlain, in 1896, in the 
British Parliament, used the following language: 

I do not say that under the terms of the convention we are entitled to 
force reforms on President Kruger, but we are entitled aira him friendly 
counsel. If this friendly counsel is not well received, re was not the 
slightest intention on the part of Her Majesty's Government w pros it. I 
am perfectly willing to withdraw it and to seek a diferent solution if it 
should not prove acceptable to the president. 

E e P eee I not nage 
we must be quite willing to acquiesce. stig 

If the Hon. Joseph Chamberlain in 1896 believed that the right 
of Great Britain was limited by the convention then in existence 
to theoffering of friendly counsel, with what equity can he now 
claim that she has the power from the same convention to enforce 
5 in the laws of that Republic relative to its own internal 

Airs 

Again, on the 8th day of May, 1896, in Parliament king of 
the alleged grievances which led to the Jameson raid, Mr. Cham- 
berlain the following language: 

In some quarters the idea is put forward that the Government ought to 
have issued an ultimatum to President Kruger—an ultimatum which would 
certainly haye been rejected and which must have led to war. Sir, I donot 

to discuss suc beginner gree Prod yg A war in South Africa would 
one of the most wars that could be possibly waged. It would be 
in the nature of a civil war; it would be a long war, a costly war, a bitter 


war. 
to war with President Kruger in order to force u him reforms in 


To 
the internal of the state, in which secretaries of state, standing in 


this have diated all s t would 
de a a aa a 

If, on the 8th aay ot May, 1896, it was immoral to force upon 
the South African pent reforms as to its internal affairs, why 
is it not immoral now 

These are the facts relative to the claim of Great Britain that 
she has a right to interfere in the internal affairs of the South 
African Republic. 

That claim is now made in defiance of the solemn treaty stipu- 
lations of that Empire, of the interpretations placed upon those 
treaties by Lord by and the Hight Honorable William E. 
Gladstone, and of the repeated condemnation and repudiation of 
such power by the present secretary of the colonies. 

How can anyone disinterested in this controversy but feel that 
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this is a war of oppression on the part of England and apatriotic, 
heroic struggle upon the part of the Boers, a brave, honest, God- 
fearing people? 

Should we not at least ask these nations to submit their differ- 
ences to arbitration? [Applause. 

Mr. LITTLE. I yield ten minu 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Mr. T. ERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems that the discussion 
upon this very important matter has taken a very wide range, 
and that one member of this House has rather abused that priv- 
lege, in my judgment. It seems to me that, as it was once said by 
the distinguished ex-Speaker of this House, Mr. Reed, every sub- 
ject between the heavens and the earth has been lugged into this 
discussion. I believe, sir, that this habit which has been estab- 
lished here of allowing members such a wide range of discussion, 
even when they are discussing the condition of the Union, has its 
drawbacks, It seems to me that there ought to be some limit, 
some restriction put upon them for fear they will lug into these 
discussions something that ought not to be brought in, especially 
at a particular time, as has been done during the consideration of 
this appropriation bill. I mean that there are certain things so 
8 that they ought not to be brought into exercise at a cer- 

n time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no particular objection to the enor- 
mousappropriation whichisasked for here forthe Indians, although 
it does seem to me sometimes that our efforts to civilize them seem 
to be futile and I am almost constrained sometimes to say, in the 
language of another, ‘‘I believe that a dead Indian is the best kind 
of an Indian.“ Iwill not, however, take that position, as I believe 
this Government owes a duty to the Indians as it does to every 
other subject. 

In the exercise of this privilege of general debate, Mr. Chair- 
man, the di hed gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LIN- 
NEY]—and I he was in his seat, and I see him coming in — has 
seen proper to discuss the honor and in ty of the Southern 
States and to in matter that he should not have brought in 
at this particular time, and he has seen proper here to cast asper- 
sions upon the Southern portion of this great nation. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the South needs no vindica- 
tion at my hands or at the hands of any gentleman upon this side 
of the House or the other side. The history of this country, past 


to the gentleman from South 


and present, is a sufficient vindication of the South before and 
since the Revolution and all other wars. The history of the 
South is written with the best blood that ever flowed in the 


veins of the human race, and I say, Mr. Chairman, and history 
will bear me out in that statement, that the South has made this 
nation what it is to-day. And if this high state of civilization is 
preserved, I believe it must be done by the statesmanship and 
talent of the South, as the South has o it what it is to-day. 

Mr. i during the dark days of 1776, when the flag of 
revolt was flung to the breeze against the black-hearted despotism 
of Great Britain, it was the South that gave to this nation the 
sword of the Revolution in the person of rge Washington, the 
Father of his Country—first in war, first in peace, firstin the hearts 
of his coun en—who, after seven long years of struggle, hav- 
ing but, as it were, a handful of andis plined yeomanry, tri- 
umphed over the enemy and prostrated her at the feet of the 
American flag and gave us the independence which we enjoy 
to-day and made this country the superior of any nation upon the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, it was the South that gave to this nation the 
pen of the Revolution, in the person of Thomas Jefferson, who 
wrote the immortal Declaration of Independence, that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] and gentlemen upon that 
side are attempting by their Administration policy to-day to 
trample under their feet, an effort in which they will not succeed, 
because it is an immortal idea. 

It was the South, Mr. Chairman, that gave to this nation the 
tongue of the Revolution, in the person of Patrick H „Who 
uttered those noble words, Give me liberty, or give me death.“ 
That spirit to-day animates every son of the old and of the new 
South and will continue to inspire the hearts of her citizens till 
the end of time, [Applause.] 

It was the South that gave to this nation the greatest expounder 
of the Constitution in Chief Justice Marshall, and it was the South 
that gave to the nation the greatest reasoner of his day, Mr. J. C. 
Calhoun, whose disquisition upon that Constitution stands un- 
* to-day. 

. Chairman, while, as 1 said, the South needs no vindication 
at ed hands, it comes with ill grace from any man from the 
North, the East, or the West to enter into a tirade of abuse here 
against the Southern States. With how much more of ill grace 
does it come from one of her own sons, a man nurtured and raised 
at her bosom. Mr. Chairman, it is lamentable, it is dis- 


Why 
ceful, that it has been left for one of her own sons to cast a 
of detraction at her fair name, at this late day, in the person 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]. But suffice 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


it to say that the dart of detraction, coming from that direction. 
has fallen harmless at the feet of him who cast it, and it will 
return as a boomerang upon his own head. He will live to rue 
the day that he has sought to defame the name of his mother. 

That distinguished gentleman has taken occasion to lug into 
this discussion the election laws of the Southern people. I want 
to say, as far as the election laws of my own State are concerned, 
that Lam willing to have them investigated by every member of 
this House. Take the constitution of the grand little State of 
South Carolina, which I have the honor to represent here in part, 
scrutinize it and criticise it, and I defy you to find anything un- 
fair or discriminating in that instrument. You will find in it 
only such things as you find in other constitutions of the other 
great States of this Union. 

The gentleman went out of his way to lug into this question a 
discussion of the question of lynching, which has nothing to do 
with it, and I say to the gentleman and to every oven upon 
this floor that if you wish to stop lynching in the North, the East 
the South, and the West, you must first stop the commission of 
the crime that causes lynching. For so long as these diabolical 
crimes are committed, just so long will the rope be used and the 
8 ha: to the first limb or riddled with bullets or 

urned at thestake. Remove the cause and the effect will follow. 

While I do not approve such methods; while I do not have any 
apology to make for them; while we all deprecate these conditions, 
yet I repeat, so long as these crimes are committed just so long 
will these things occur. And I want to take occasion here to say 
that we have in the State of South Carolina what is known as the 
anti-lynching law, by which the legal representatives of a victim 
of lynch law can recover from the county in which he lives for the 
injury done them. This shows that in my State we do not counte- 
nance lynching, but denounce it. Yet it will happen, and will 
continue to happen In some cases of this kind, whenever the crime 
is committed that causes it. In my State whenever a person is 
denied a vote under the law he has the right of appeal to the 


courts, 

The gentleman had a deal to say about birds in his dis- 
cussion . . I wish that he had gone on and told this 
House what he thought of that bird which would befoul its own 
nest, and I say he ough to have giyen you a description of that 
bird. [Applause.] I want to say that gentlemen may howl, gen- 
tlemen may talk as much as they please, but there is one fact in 
natural history that I want to gre i here, and that is that God 
Almighty never intended that the lackbird or the crow should 
get up to the top of the mountain eyrie where the white eagle 
ives and raises her brood, and whenever he gets up there and inter- 
feres in matters which do not concern him the white eagle will be 
sure to kill him. It is unnatural for him to be there. You may 
rest assured that the pope of our sunny land will always act 
worthy of the name of white man, before whose tread the wild 
Indian, the cunning Asiatic, and the ferocious African alike re- 
cede. You may say what you please, but this is a white man’s 
country and a white man’s government, and the white people in- 
5 to rule it now and forever. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

ere the hammer a 
r. SHERMAN, Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Lrt- 
5 515 occupy some more of his time now? 
. . I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RIDGELY]. 


[Mr. RIDGELY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SHERMAN, Iyield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SIBLEY] for one hour, 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I listened yesterday with some 
surprise to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coonry], and I 
have read, as others have, some of the discussions that have oc- 
curred at the other end of this Capitol building concerning the 
policy of territorial enlargement. ough this problem has not 
at all times been discussed with calmness, yet debate is not alto- 
gether fruitless. 

Concerning the effects of the policy of expansion even to-day, 
as in the past, wise men may honestly differ. The attrition of 
contrary opinions affords us all the blessings of civic liberty en- 
joyed to-day. The stronger the wind, the less chaff in the wheat; 
the freer the discussion, the greater certainty that our actions of 
the present will endure and survive the shocks of a society which 
is ever ceaseless in motion and progressive in its tendencies. 

That there are those whose fears are aroused at a broadenin 
policy in government, that the race of pessimists is ee, 
that the brood of political agnostics is large, that the swarm of 
opportunists in government is omnipresent, by no means is an 
assurance of their omniscience. Society is largely composed of 
those who, unable to see the end of their enterprise from the be- 
ginning, never venture. Fortune is the handmaid of those who 
embark, not seeing the far-off market harbor. 

Mediswvalism may imprison a Gallileo, may jeer at the theories 
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of a Columbus; permis, which, living in the caverns of the 
t, condemns the ee and despairs for the future, may stifle 
he aspirations of Europe for eleven centuries, but can not hold 
her in perpetual lethargy. For myself, to be happy, for ability 
to cheer others and render service to my fellows, let me be classi- 
fied, if you please, an optimist. Let me believe too much rather 
than not at all. Let me believe that each rising sun warms a 
better world, shines upon a better condition, and illuminates the 
pathway of a nobler humanity thanits predecessors. Truth surely 
wins her ground. Truth,asajewel, was never prized more highly 
than she was yesterday, until to-day. f 

More than eighteen centuries since that divine tragedy wherein 
Truth was pronounced dead, was entombed in a sepulcher before 
whose door was set a great stone bearing the seal of Imperial 
Cæsar, which no man might break, Truth and Error had met for 
mastery; Error proclaimed triumphant, Truth destroyed. Wait 
until the third day, and you shall see that the divine energy shall 
haveits resurrection morning, its ascension, and its eternal en- 
thronement. i 

From the Syrian tragedy to the present hour, Truth and Error 
have met on ten thousand battlefields. Standingclose to the con- 
test, Error over and over again has been proclaimed the victor; 
but after the smoke and dust of battle have lifted you can point to 
no contest where history does not show Truth intrenched on higher 
ground and fortified in stronger citadels. 

As Christian statesmen you profess belief in the ultimate tri- 
umph of freedom. ‘ The truth shall make you free,” proclaimed 
the Gallilean—no one race, one clime, one nation, but freedom, 
liberty, justice, to the weakest, the humblest of our human race. 
This nation, most advanced, most enlightened, most Christian, is 
to be as a city set upon a hill, the light not under the bushel, but 
upon the candlestick, for the enlightenment of the household of 
nations., 

Permit me to present some balm of consolation for those who 
counsel with their fears concerning territorial enlargement., We 
have, since the formation of the Federal Union, annexed the en- 
tire territory lying west of the Mississi opi River, and while the 
columns of the press of that day were filled with direful forbod- 
ings of disaster, though the Capitol dome has echoed with the 
thunders of orators in Senate and House until its very rafters 
have trembled, up to this moment I challenge any member to 
point out one argument against presentexpansion which was not 
as ably presented, as vehemently urged, and more vindictively 
stated against the Louisiana purchase, certainly against the an- 
nexation of Texas. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the pienen say that 
there is any similarity between the Philippine Islands and the 
Territories of Louisiana and Texas, or between the people of the 
State of Missouri at the time of the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the tleman from 
Missouri that I will not characterize, but I will print with my 
» remarks an appendix of what was said about the people in Mis- 
gouri. You were classed as barbariansin the debates of that hour. 
I am going to read from some of the debates if my time permits. 
Ihave spent several weeks in going through the Globe and the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I say that you will not find one 
argument that has been presented on the floor of this House that 
was not presented then. 

Mr. SHRAN of Missouri. Are the Philippine Islands avail- 
able for 5 by Americans? 

Mr. SIB They told you at the time that the territory west 
of the Mississippi River was not available for occupation. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it not true that the Philippine 
Islands are not available for occupation by Americans? 

Mr. SIBLEY. On what account? Because of its distance? 

_Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. On account of its dense popula- 


tion. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Does the gentleman believe that the nation can 
acquire territory not adjacent? , 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Without any disrespect, I want to tell the gen- 
tleman a story. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman please an- 
swer the question: Does he think the Philippine Islands are acces- 
sible to American immigration? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will answer that when I get to it in my re- 
marks. I want to tell the gentleman a story. It seems to me that 
vou gentlemen are in the position of an old man who lived up in 
my country at the time they built the Allegheny Valley Railroad. 
He had some flat land in a valley where they wanted to build the 
road. He was opposed to railroads, never having seen one of them. 
Under the right of eminent domain they built the road, and, after 
it was built, he and his wife concluded that they would go over 
and see the train pass by. 

They goton the top of a hill; as a long freighttrain camearound 
the curve and swept down the valley they watched it untilit went 
out of sight; and then she turned to him and said, Well, Josiah, 
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it didn't do no harm.” He said, Maria, that is all right; this 
time she went endwise. but the next time she may come sidewise, 
and there won’t be a crap left in the whole of wire-grass region.” 
gat aise You people are afraid that the next time itis going 
o come sidewise, but itis going to come endwise, just as it has 
always done. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHR of Missouri. I wish the gentleman would an- 
swer my question, whether the Philippine Islands are suitablefor 
American occupation. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will say to my friend that I think they are, but 
I will come to that a little further on in my remarks. I want to 
say that up to this time I have read no argument against the pres- 
ent territorial enlargement that was not as ably presented, and 
more vindictively presented, against the annexation of Texas and 
against the purchase of Louisiana. In 1803 Mr. Jefferson pur- 
chased for $15,000,000 that territory which extended the length of 
the Mississ ‘pp River and was restrained in its western limits ulti- 
mately by the waters of the Pacific alone. 

For this purchase the stock of calumny, contumely, epithet, and 
vituperation was so largely drawn upon as to leave New England 
almost bankrupt in those articles before the final uisition of 
the territory that came to us from the war with Mexico. They 
charged Mr. Jefferson with seeking imperial powers, He was 
denounced as a perverter of government, a trampler upon that 
Constitution that he had helped to create. 

The Federalists ur that this territory was being acquired in 
derogation of the rights of the States comprising the Federal 
Union and if the Clerk were to commence reading now the denun- 
ciations of Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Tyler, and Mr. Polk, and Mr. Madi- 
son, the time of this body would expire by constitutional limitation 
before he could complete his work. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
5 — him by reading an extract from his speech made in August, 

Mr. SIBLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield. 
What I said there I stated from my heart, and if you want to read 
it, go ahead; but before you do that I will ask to have my time 
extended fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, Speaking of Thomas Jefferson, the 
gentleman said—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent of the House that his time be extended fifteen 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must object, because the 
time is limited and has been allotted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ican not get an extension of my time, and I 
will have to decline to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I hope that the gentle- 
man may be permitted to conclude his remarks. He has been 
e dai several times when he has said that he did not want 
Mr. LITTLE. I will yield three minutes of my time to permit 
the 8 from Texas to read the part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that he refers to. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I read only a few 
sentences from the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
In referring to Mr. Jefferson, he said: 


Thomas Jefferson once wrote, “I can scarcely withhold myself from join- 
ing in the wish of Silas Deane, that an ocean of fire roll between the Old World 
and this.“ Why, how that utterance would make some of our m. anglo- 
maniac statesmen jump! 

Then, again, he says: 

Mr. S er, I stand by the Democracy of the old fathers of the mblic. 
Istand by the men whose voices have been always for human rty; 


C0 been 
heard in this land in all of its RA — 5 Serre SRE DEYS 

8 on the Democratic side and applause on the Repub- 
lican si 1 

Mr. SIBLEY. I thank my friend from Texas most heartily. 
Where I stood then is where I stand to-day, and where, in the 
providence of God, I willstandatthefinish. [Renewed applause. ] 

The pessimists of that day urged that it had taken society one 
hundred and seventy-five years to move from Plymouth Rock, in 
sparse settlements, to the Ohio River, and that the infinite ages 
would see this new and savage territory useless, uninhabited, and 
uninhabitable. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does the gentleman think that 
the people of the Philippine Islands are susceptible of the same 
degree of enlightenment that has been attained by the people of 
the great Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. SIBLEY. My dear friend, we are coming to a higher esti- 
mate of some of the people embraced in the Philippines than was 
held concerning the people in the territory lying west of the Mis- 
ae River. Let me read the remarks—not my own, but those 
of Federalists of that day 

Mr COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman does not answer 
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my question. Does he believe that the © of the Philippine 
ds are capable to the same extent of civilization and enlight- 
enment as those who were embraced in the Louisiana purchase? 
. SIBLEY. Sir, I am not placing limitations on the power 
of Almighty God to carry out a work according to His sovereign 


will. 5 7 . 

Mr. COC. of Missouri. Then the gentleman admits that 
it will require Almighty power to work out this transformation 
and that it can not be done under ordinary conditions. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I am willing to let the wisdom of this House and 
the Administration determine this question. 

Mr. Chairman, if 1 had unlimi time, I would like to enter 
into a critical discussion with these gentlemen. But I want to 
present some of the arguments that were made against territorial 
expansion in those days. I wish to find, if I can, one new argu- 
ment presented at the present time against the enlargement of our 


tory. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Was it contended at that time 
that the people embraced within the Louisiana purchase were, 
like those of the Philippine Islands, inhabitants of a country 
10,000 miles distant from this capital? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, my friend, I will answer you in just a 
moment. I wish to take a few of those See presented at a 
former day; and the inepe will see t they are the same 
objections you now offer. Did the friends of Jefferson urge the 
productive capabilities of the Louisiana purchase and its great 
stores of mineral wealth? Lo, they were met with infinite jests 
concerning salt mountains! They urged that these people were 
aliens to our race, our manners, our language, and our creed—a 
3 of Spanish, French, Italians, negroes, half- breeds, and 

ians. 

It was charged that Mr. Jefferson was entailing a legacy of 
woe—was ruining the country. 

Upon the floor of this House was made the first threat of seces- 
sion, when in 1811 it was proposed to admit the newly formed 
State of Louisiana to the sisterhood of States. 

Louisiana was 8 Louisiana was annexed, in spite of 
the Federal warnings and threats which were hurled upon Jef- 
ferson and Madison from 1803 to 1812. Looking, as we do, at the 
wrong side of the pattern, at the under side of the web and woof 
of life, where ami fancied threads we work out unconsciously, 
ofttimes in doubt, our little part, Providence, which guides the 
destiny of men and nations, eternally viewing the right side of 
the pattern, and the end from the ay een makes no mistakes, 
and shows to future generations the hed achievement. 

Our flag floats Louisiana territory, and who 
would haul it down? 

The ing of but one generation was necessary to convince 
the Federalists of the wisdom of Jefferson. In those days the Fed- 
eralists were Bourbons, They learned nothing and forgot noth- 
ing, and so without surprise we find them, under the name of 
gs, l the annexation of Texas, perhaps with juster 

t with venom one hundred times distilled and con- 


y over the 


Truly for some ideal state of civilization in the future a noble 
sentiment, but one which the stern events of the sixties compelled 
him y to modify. 
Tyler and Polk, urged on by Jackson, speaking almost from the 
rtals of his tomb, went forward and were denounced as red- 
ded murderers. The Whigs proclaimed from to s 
and platform that this war was being waged against — — to 
the end that there ht be wider ts on God’s fair earth 
wherein the master could manacle the limbs and lash the back of 
his fellow-man. That war, whatever may have been the evil de- 
signs of its promoters, was under God’s providence overruled to 
the welfare of the nation and our common humanity. It gave us 
Texas, California, Arizona, New Mexico, Nevada, Utah, and the 
er portion of Colorado. From which one would an American 
haul down our flag? aon! 

Another generation passes and Democratic wisdom is again jus- 
tified in the acquisition of this territory from Mexico. Annexa- 
tion of territory has always been Democratic policy. It was the 

licy of Jefferson and Madison, of Jackson and Tyler and Polk. 

t was submitted to Congress pr Bape Buchanan in his mes- 
sage to Congress in 1858, and in his last message to Congress, that 
we should purchase, control, and govern Cuba. 

It was wisdom at that day, even if emanating from earthen ves- 
sels of common clay. S ing from the White House in 1861, 
in res to a serenade, we have the last public utterance of 
8 when he said, ansion is in future the 
policy of our country, and only cowards fear and op it.” He 
was the last Democratic President we ever had 
last public utterance. [Great laughter.] 


this was his 


In 1867 Secretary Seward purchased Alaska from Russia for 
$7,200,000. So unmercifully was the Administration jeered and 
[Sehr for purchasing icebergs and snowbanks, where even the 
owest of the human ily could barely exist, that the 
friends of the Administration of President Johnson sought to 
hush the critics by assigning as the reason for such purchase the 
desire, in a most delicate manner, to reward Russia for her 
friendship in the struggle against disunion. Another generation 
has rolled around, and expansion is in justified. o would 
haul down the flag which floats over the frozen wastes of Alaska? 

Why, sir, during the past year we have been wrangling with 
Canada, and would almost tread the very verge of war before we 
would consider any proposition looking tothe surrender of a strip 
of disputed boundary something like 25 milesin width. Surely, 
Mr. Chairman, those who counsel with their fears to-day have 
history to show how groundless their fore that freemen in 
the enlargement of the boundaries where civic blessings may flow 
stand upon other than foundations which reach to the eternal 
granite of Truth. 

Let me briefly answer some objectors and objections. First, 
that we can not purchase sovereignty. We purchased sover- 
eignty in the following States and Territories: Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, North and 
South Dakota, Washington, Oregon, Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, 
a pe of Colorado, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, and Florida. 

he second objection is that you can not conquer ahd ae 
We conquered sovereignty in Texas, California, Nevada, Utah, 
Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. Sir, sovereignty by con- 
quest is the history of every nation from the dawn of antiquity. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman will not contend that 
we conquered sovereignty in Texas. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I was about to ask whether the gen- 
tleman will contend that Texas was conquered by the United 
States. Does he take that position? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman Yankee fash- 
ion another question. How did Texas get away from the control 
of Mexico, if it was not by force of arms? 

ii e of Texas. But it was not a part of the Union at 
ə, 

Mr. SIBLEY. Very true; but that was the beginning of the 
train of events that led to our getting that territory. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Did not Texas achieve her own inde- 
pendence? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Was she not a republic ten years 
before she was annexed to the United States? 

Mr. SIBLEY. If the Committee of the Whole will agree to 
extend my time indefinitely, I will yield to all these gentlemen. 

The MAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the 
Chair understands, declines to yield further, 

Mr. SIBLEY. We wrested from the red man the lands of this 
nation, even as William the Norman conquered sovereignty in Brit- 
ain. We, as the Lord’s anointed, acquired territory in America 
as God’s anointed, the seed of Abraham, acquired it in Palestine— 
in all the progression of history invariably the higher and better 


wyja sean the inferior. 
. COCHRAN of Missouri. May I ask one more question? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not be able to make 
my speech if I yield. 

r. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman advocate 
oe 3 The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines 
yield. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I should willingly do so if I had the time. 

Third, the paragraph from the immortal Declaration that All 
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed,” This is in a broad sense a noble declaration, but ina 
narrow and perverted sense a commonplace platitude. In our 
own free Republic government, just or unjust, derives its consent 
to govern from less than 10 per cent of the governed. 

At the last general election no one party had more than a bare 

jority of all the votes. The voters are numerically but one- 
fifth of the population; so, in fact, as a mathematical demonstra- 
tion, the present Administration governs by the will of one-half of 
one-fifth part of those to be governed. e deny to 15,000,000 of 
intelligent women any right to consent or dissent; and then we 
quarrel over the creation of free institutions for the improve- 
ment of less than 2,000,000 of male Filipinos, 

Fourth objection. While palliating the acquisition of territory 
in the past, you cite that it was proper because contiguous terri- 
tory. Sir, what is contiguous territory? When we acquired 
Louisiana the record from Boston to this capital city was fifty- 
five hours; from Pittsburg to Washington, four days in a stage- 
coach over a range of mountains; from Washington to St. Louis, 
three weeks; from Washi m overland to the western limits of 
the Louisiana purchase, so far that no citizen of the United States 
had ever lived long enough to go there and come back alive. 


[Applause.] 


Speak of contiguous territory, when to reach the State of Cali- 
fornia only thi ears took months of time and involved 
innumerable hardships odern science has annihilated time and 
distance. To-day we hold audible converse with our Pacific 
friends as plainly as if they lived in the adjoining room. Contig- 
uous territory! The lightning flashes our yer: i to 7 
and in an hour we know the thought of the Antipodes, if that 
thought is worthy the transmission. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That is, if the censor will let it 


come. 

Mr. SIBLEY. More and more as God reveals his secrets to the 
modern scientists, yesterday shall be as eternity and to-morrow 
infinity. You raise your hands in horror and howl about shoot- 
an 8 into people. Nevertheless, you know as well as my- 
self that freedom and liberty in every land and in every age has 
been established and maintained by spear, sword, and bayonet. 

Mr. COX. Oh! 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, cite your instances, You lament thefact 
that in order to establish stable government in the rags Are 

n 


Archipe it was n for the armed forces of the 
States with bayonet and bullet to shed the blood of revol: Fili- 
pinos. You deplore this fact not more than myself; but my belief 


is that no other honorable course was open to us in the plain dis- 
3 our duty to maintain order and protect the rights of 
ean perty. 

From the moment of the ratification of the treaty with Spain it 
was an obligation sacred in its character, and for which we were 
answerable not alone to our citizens, but to the civilized govern- 
ments of the entire world, [Applause.] The Word of de- 
clares and all history demonstrates the correctness of the asser- 
5 Without the shedding of blood there is no remission of 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. What sin have the Filipinos com- 
mitted that we should kill them? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Each conquest of freedom, each triumph of 
humanity, each step in the onward progress of the race may be 
tracked by blood. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is that a recommendation for it? 

Mr.SIBLEY. Wendell Phillips once declared that each achieve- 
ment of human justice had been from rack to rack and from scaf- 
fold to scaffold. And yet believe that, through arbitration and in 
the wider recognition of the rights of others, there has been shed 
less human blood in the last twenty-five years than was shed in 
any sing year prior thereto during the long centuries from the 
dawn of history. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, What great power ever arbi- 
trated with a weak one? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Shall we keep the Philippine e Sy and 
Puerto Rico? Every foot! No nation on the globe has her 
rights or better title to a rod of soil. We hold bya double Bw det 
the right of conquest and the right of purchase. My belief is 
that where once our banner’s ow has fallen, there will sur- 
vive a race of freemen. And I should hold Cuba until stability, 
ee protection of life, property, and good government were 
assured. 

And again I echo the President’s query, ‘‘ Who would haul 
down the flag?” Who planted it there? t Cabinet council? 
What warrior? What statesman? What Senator or Represent- 
ative? What body of men framed any plan of conquest? The 
cries of suffering humanity, ground down beneath theiron heel of 
oppression rang, in our ears, and we s our ears. Their 
groans were heard, but we answered not. o saw them stripped 
and wounded on our way to Jericho, and like the priest and Levite 
passed by onthe other side. Not unheard at the throne of heaven 
were those groans and prayers. 

In order to awaken us from our torpor and almost criminal in- 
difference the oars ee | permitted the engines of His wrath to 
hurtle their thunderbolts under the bows of the Maine lyi 
peacefully at anchor in Habana Harbor. Nor keenest sig! 
statesman nor most daring warrior had even contempla the 
possibility of gain, growth, or greatness to us as a nation to come 
out of = war of which the blowing up of the Maine was the first 

aration. 

These lands and people, unworthily ruled, were, in the wisdom 
of the Almighty, to pass from the house of Saul to that of David. 
God and the valor of American arms gave us this territory, not 
because we are a nation altogether , altogether pure and 
blameless, but because, working through human instrumentalities, 
He has given it to the boldest, freest, most progressive, most en- 
lightened, and most Christian of all the nations of the present 
sy gt patel ; e 

Sir, [am an optimist. My belief is that on this continent God 
has willed to plant a pore who shall carry the arts of peace and 
the story of the cross to the nations of the earth. You deprecate 
War not more than myself; but, sir, under certain conditions war 
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is to the body politic what the plowshare is to the husbandman. 

Noxious growths, thorns and briars must be uprooted and exter- 

mised, that in the mellowed mold the fairer fruitage may 
evelop. 

Within the bosom of our soil the Almighty has stored, through 
countless ages, the treasuries of mineral. From her breast, clad 
with forests and goren with ripening harvests, He will house and 
feed a race which will hasten the dawn of that. morning when 
through a thousand cycles war shall be banished, the swords beat 
into plowshares and the spears into pruning hooks, and men, until 
time shall be no more, shail look into the eyes of each other and 
recognize the bonds of brotherhood. We go forth as a nation, 
not to teach the doctrine of the survival of the fittest, but tomake 
men fit to survive, 

Do gentlemen recognize the fact that in one hundred years from 
to-day this will be a nation of 400,000,000 souls? With such a 
soil, with such material resources, and with such a people, who 
would haul down the flag from enlarged boundaries? Whowould 
environ and stifle between two oceans the energies of such a civ- 
ilization? Who would pent up its powers within the confines of 
a continent? 

This race of American citizens which we so incorrectly term 
Anglo-Saxon is something more than Anglo-Saxon. This mighty 
river of civilization, it is true, is Anglo-Saxon in its source at 
Plymouth, but strengthened and reenforced in all its flow, here 
by the Celt, here by the Teuton, here by the Gaul, here by the 
Latin, here by the Norseman, here by the Hebrew, the bold, the 
hardy, the venturesome, the liberty- oving and truth-seeking of 
every clime and creed, who abhorring oppression, loving freedom, 
expatriated themselves from thrones, and, casting their lot with 
us, have been grafted upon native Anglo-Saxon stock and pro- 
anona such a civilization as this round world has never known 

ore. 

Travel with me through Europe and you will easily find the 
typical Irishman; you will point out to me the typical Briton, 
German, Frenchman, Italian, or Oriental, but point out anymanto 
me, if you can, upon this American continent and say this man 
is the true physical type of the American. We have almost as 
many types as we haveindividuals. This genius, summoned from 
the four quarters of the globe, shall make America not alone the 
exemplar and the pattern, but the workshop which shall fabricate 
the necessities of humani ess of territorial limitation. 

With every drop of blood bounding in my pulses Puritan, with- 
out one outcross in my lineage from those who landed among the 
very earliest with the Pilgrim Fathers upon New England’s soil, 
revering the grand traits which have made her sons preeminent, 
nevertheless my eyes are open to read history and my senses quick 
to draw lessons which teach me that as the Pilgrim Fathers im- 

ved with transplanting from English soil to Plymouth and 
em, so the sons of New England transplanted to our own West 
and South have been given a wider horizon and have broadened 
with that horizon. 
this generation the nation shall be as unwisely guided in her 
destinies touching territorial expansion by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts, grand old philanthropist though he be, as she was 
by Pickering, Quincy, Webster, and Sumner from 1803 to 1850. 

Great statesmen and philanthropists have been wrong in the 

= and some of them lived to see how groundless were their 
orebodings. Those men loved their country and gloried in her 
institutions, but were wrong. And so to-day we may charitably 
believe that wise and patriotic men may differ from us, having 
fallen into the same errors as misled the illustrious men of the past. 

Frame a suitable subsidy bill for the encouragement of our 
merchant marine, afford to American commerce but the tithe 
of o ity that is given by all the maritime nations of the 
world to their commerce, build the Isthmian Canal, and we shall 
in time not only bridge the Atlantic with shi 8, but shall bridge 
the Pacific to the Orient and the furthermost isles of the sea. 

Build the Pacific canal, permit the cheapening of rates in freight 
on goods that will not at present bear railway transportation 
charges, and you will make the Pacific slope the counterpart of 
our Atlantic seaboard. Is this canal to be opposed by those who 
fear it will destroy or injure their transcontinental railway lines? 
In m 5 27777 t will mapy their traffic tenfold. The Erie 
Canal has built up and established enterprises along the line of 
that canal which make the New York Central one of the most 
valuable railroad properties in the world. 

The conversion of the Monongahela River into a waterway for 
commerce destroyed no railroad property investments, but has 
multiplied their value many-fold, and that valley of Pennsylvania 
to-day is so filled with factories and railroads as not to leave room 
for the construction of others to relieve the congested traffic. 
Build the Isthmian Canal, control thereby the entire trade of the 
west coast of South America; control the . ee 
and the Gulf States will rival the commercial greatness of t 
most favored States of the North. 

Tennessee and Alabama will bear the same relation to the trade 
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of South America and the Orient in their products of iron and 
steel as is borne by Pennsylvania and Ohio to our domestic and 
Europeantradeto-day. South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Louisi- 
ana, and Texas will rival the New England of to-day in manu- 


facturing and commerce. 

Mr. COX. We will take care of the South. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Take Mercatore's Projection of the Map of the 
World,” view the position of the States of the Gulf in relation to 
the canal, view our Pacific ports moved 10,000 miles nearer to our 
doors; enlarge your vision, and let it sweep from the Pacific coast 
to Hawaii and the 2 Archipelago; study the capabilities 
of production of those islands under humane government; witness 
her products, of such diversified nature and of such value, not 
coming in 5 with the products of our American hus- 
bandman, as start our looms and spindles and stimulate in- 
dustry in all our factories; study her harbors, from which a Dewey 
professes his ability to meet the navies of the world; look at the 
ge phical position of this archipelago in relation to the Straits 

ements, with their teeming millions, situated just to the south 
of China and Japan and Korea, this archipelago becomes the trade 
center of the eastern world. 

The world’s trade is the trade of the Orient. The Chinese wall 
of exclusiveness is 3 demolished, and 450,000,000 people of 
China, with their multiplied wants, which American production 
and industry must rightfully supply, will clamor for our products. 
Not in Europe, with its manufacturing industries already estab- 
lished, will we find the outlet for the fabrications of American 
genius, but rather in Japan, the Straits Settlements, Korea, east- 
ern Russia, and China, possessing, as they do, the accumulated 
wealth of more than four thousand years, will come the demand 
for American products of our workshops and cotton fields. 

In the Orient is the market for every pound and bushel of our 
surplus of wheat and corn and cotton. In the grand harbors of 
the Philippine Archipel will be assembled their products, 
brought from the isles of the Orient and the mainland in the junks 
and proas, and thence distributed by American commerce to the 
markets of the world. It is a safe prediction now to make that 
Manila is destined to become the chief commercial metropolis of 
the pom Her geographical position alone entitles her to this 
rank, 

Given American genius in control of her commerce, and who 
shall estimate her value to the world? y Russia, who 
holds more than one-sixth df the entire area of the earth, is mov- 
ing eastward through northern China. The President has de- 
clared, and we must maintain, that in this great breaking up of 
the Chinese Empire the United States, under each and every cir- 
cumstance, enjoy the right to compete on terms of equality 
with every other nation on the globe. Politicians may content 
themselves with narrow views of the present, butit is the province 
of statesmen, while observing the present, to take long looks into 
the future as well. Within the lifetime of gentlemen on this floor 
this will be a nation of more than 200,000,000 souls. 

In the period no longer than has elapsed since Jefferson’s states- 
manship was vindicated in the purchase of Louisiana 400,000,000 

le will be living in our present boundaries, Do you fear to 
ook twenty-five, fifty, orone hundred years ahead? A sonk amna 
true,in the life of a man, but only a speck, I trust, in the life o. 
this nation. 

Should the Administration surrender this terri and the 
advan it secures to America, the historian of the future will 
write it down as one of the most pusilanimous Administrations 
that had ever control of national events. Shall we eternally 
take counsel with our fears? Shall we play the role of oppor- 
tunists in politics? Shall we act the rere of politicians on issues 
of such tremendous co uence? No! No! Let us rather set 
our faces toward the m g and keep step with the forward 

of the world, A party, no more n an individual, 
will never win success, nor even deserve it, by any ne of mere 
negation. No man or wins success, or should, by merely 
pointing out the mistakes of others. 

Wehave forgotten the name of a single one of the horde of critics 
of Paradise Lost, but we remember well that its author was John 
Milton. Werecall the fact that Watt invented the steam engine. 
We have forgotten, or never cared to know, the names of the multi- 
tudes of men who have wrecked steam engines. Primitive man 
lived incaverns, clothed himself in skins, and ate his meat raw, 
sitting on his haunches, and there has never occurred a change 
for the higher and better forms of life without arousing the hos- 
tility of some old mossback, conservative hunker, who will prate 
of those fairer and better days of old, when their grandfathers 
swung by their tails from the limbs of the trees in the wilds of 
the forest primeval. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, we have held up to us for warning the hi of 
Persia and Greece, of Babylon and Rome, They have flourished 
and havefaded. They had their morning hour and their meridian 
and went out in the blackness of night. Rome 3 until, 
like a wheel, the spokes radiated from the hub throughout Europe, 


Asia, and Africa. The collapse of her power and of every empire 
of the past came, not from the weakness of the periphery of the 
wheel, but from the rottenness of the hub. 


Rome fought for spoils and booty, and all the loot of war, 

The talons of her cona ever left the cankering scar, 

Her consuls led her mon forth with sword, and scourge, and chain; 
And captives reel at chariot wheel when home they come again. 


Not for spoils and booty, not for the loot of war, 
Not for a train of captives chained to the conqueror’s car, 
Our nation sends her legions forth, far out across the sea, 


With her starry emblem floating, g all men free. 
{ovelane.) 
e go forth with the plowshare and the pruning hook; with 


the Bible and the spelling book. From the jungle and from the 
hilltops will float the banner of freedom over countless school- 
houses; we go to lift up cellar hatchways and let out fetid poi- 
sons and miasmatic vapors; we go forth not to pill temples, 
but to erect them; not to stifle liberty, but to give nobler ideals of 
mery; not to forge fetters, but to break them, [Applause.] 

History finds man first in Asia, from which the human family 
haye emigrated to the westward until they have circled the globe, 
— to ay the new civilization clasps hands at Manila with the 
ancient, 


Sag 575 es we ee yoan 1 In a far, eee yam 

ele ee, great mother of nations, and now we return to your door. 

We bava — 8 the seas and their islands, we have found a new worlds in 

We neve. found us young brides o'er the alien tides; now we come to our 
othe 


We Pandaro through ages unnumbered, we were mad with the fever to 
But — new flag that floats at Manila proclaims that your sons have come 
ome. j 
They cns with the wealth of their wand'rings, they come in the xzrength of 
r pride; 
Now, ao omer arise, lift up your dim eyes, and behold your strong sons 
at your side. 
There oe weeds in the gardens of morning, there are mildew and dearth and 
y. 
And your blind days are drear, and your heart has grown sere, in the years 
that your sons were away. 
But lift your old eyes to the seaward, where the flagof the West is discerned; 
Be glad, gray old mother of nations—the youth of the world has returned. 
They y 1 toll in your gardens of morning, they will cleanse you of mire and 
of fen: 
You shall hear the glad laughter of children, you shall see the strong arms 


of young men. 
New hope shall come back to your borders, despair from your threshold be 


spurned, 
A new day shall rise in your Orient skies—the youth of the world has 
returned. 
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Chairman, every dictate of prudence and of statesmanship, 
every dictate of business sense and of commercial advantage, 
every dictate of reason, SB A ra of humanity, and every 
obligation of ones Chris ty unite in the demand that we go 
forward. [Applause.] We have a mission to perform; a destiny 
to accomplish; an example to be given of how nations may justly 
rule themselves, not in license but in liberty. Nor shall that mis- 
sion be finished, or that destiny be fully accomplished, until— 

The war drums beat no longer, 
And the battle are furled 
In the 


rliament of man 
The federation of the world. 


Shall we falter in our duty? Shall we haul down that flag whose 
waving stripes speak the white of purity and the red of sacri- 
fice, and whose shining stars stand in the field of blue as an aspi- 
ration and an inspira for all that is noble in life and beneficent 
in government? No! Let it float! And under its shadows 

Shall brothers be knit in closer bands 
From the mountain's crest to the gray sea sands, 
And the world be better, I ween. 
[Great applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 


James G. Blaine, in Volume I, page 7, Twenty Years of Con- 
gress, said: 


It seems scarcely credible that the acquisition of Louisiana by Jefferson 
was denounced with a bitterness eurpeasine the partisan rancor with which 
later generations have been familiar. No abuse was too malignant, no epi- 
thet too coarse, no im: tion too sa’ „to be 3 by the assailants 
of the t philosophic statesman who laid so broad and deep the founda- 
tions of his country’s growth and grandeur. President ot a feeble Republi 
contending for a prize which was held by the greatest military power o 
pears on ep ence possessicn was coveted by the greatest naval power of 
e world, e 


Mr. Chairman, as showing some of the opinions entertained by 
the wise men of that day, opposed to the policy of expansion 
when the acquirement of Louisiana was under consideration, i 
shall Pesan rom the Congressional Globe. Mr. Griswold, on 
page 434: 


It is not consistent with the spirit of republican government that this ter- 
ritory should be exceedingly large. 


1900. a 
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Mr. Lewis, on page 441, declares the measure unconstitutional, 
Mr. Thatcher, on page 445, states: 

It will involve the necessity of a considerable standing army. 

Mr. Lucas, on page 1061: 


Without wishing to reflect upon the inhabitants of Louisiana, I would 
say they are not prepared for a government like that of the United States. 


In the Twenty-eighth Congress of the United States, second ses- 
sion, Volume XIV, page 177, Mr. Pollock says: 


The wilds of the West alone would provide a home for millions for ages yet 
to come. I say we need no more territory. 


Speaking of Texas, Senator Marshall, on page 281 of the second 
session Twenty-eighth Congress, states: 


Let gentlemen pursue their doctrine to its consequences. If Con can 
annex Texas, it can annex any other foreign territory. We are venturing 
on dangerous ground, and it trembles beneath our feet. If Texas, why not 
Cuba, 11 come demanding admission with the assent of the Spanish Goy- 
ernmen 

To which Mr. Buchanan retorted: 

I wish she would. 


Senator Morehead, upon page 282, says: 

Rome, after corrupting the purity of primitive institutions, became ambi- 
tious, next omnipotent, then luxurious, and at last perished under the weight 
of her provin acquisitions. 

In Volume XIII, Twenty-eighth Congress, first session, Joshua 
R. Giddings, of Ohio, says: 

I for one deny the constitutional power of this Government to 
the political destinies of this people with those of Texas or any other 
Government. 

On page 445 of the same volume is printed a letter from Andrew 
Jackson favoring the annexation of Texas and the enlargement of 
her boundaries. 

In Volume XVI, first session Twenty-ninth Con „Mr. Ash- 
mund, of Massachusetts, denounces it as a war o conquest and 
views it as an omen of premature decay of our institutions. 

Mr. Gentry, of Tennessee, Volume XVII, page 47, says: 

The President is ng to conquer a vast on of country, larger than 
all the thirteen 8 ind add it to the Unten Surely 22 le must be 
mad if they shut their eyes to the of such a resolu k 
were bound to anticipate the dangers which tened them and to call the 


Co tothe rescue. Their dearest interests are about to be put in peril by 
and traitors. 


Volume XVII, second session Twenty-ninth Congress, page 546, 
Senator Pearce, of Maryland, said: 
I want no more annexation. I want no more partnership with outside 


Certainly the gentleman was not at that time very complimen- 
tary to our friends from Texas, Arizona, New Mexico, California, 
Nevada, and Colorado. 

Daniel Webster says, Volume XVII, second session Twenty- 
ninth Congress, page 156: 

For one I enter into this declaration with all my heart. We want no exten- 
sion of territory; we want no accession of new States. The country is already 
large enough From the first I saw, and haye seen, nothing but the danger 
to arise to the country from such annexation. We appear to me to be rush- 
ing apon perils headlong and with our eyes all open, but I put my trust in 
Providence and in that good sense and patriotism of the people which will 
yet, I hope, arouse themselves before it is too late. 


Volume XVI, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, Joshua R. 
Giddings, of Ohio, said: 
It is for these reasons that I have characterized the annexation of Texas 


asa dissolution of the Union. Whether this language be appropriate I leave 
for those who hear me to determine. I will not contend about terms. 


McMaster’s History, page 198, Volume III: 


Never was the Constitution more broadly construed than when the judi- 
c act was repealed and the purchase Louisiana effected. Never was 
the Executive pore more extended than when Jefferson was given despotic 
sway over the Territory of New Orleans. Never was the Constitution more 
impudently disrega than on the day when one rate of tonnage duty was 
laid in the ports of Louisiana and a very different one in the ports of the 
States. The great mass of the men who in 1800 voted for Adams could in 
1804 see no reason whatever for voting against Jefferson. 


Schouler's History, Volume II, page 250: 
Already New Orleans was developing into the grand international 


mart 
and exchange for cotton, sugar, and productions from up the river which it 
has ever since remained; its business excitements seasoned by dissolute 


ate 
reigu 


leasure; its morals and public virtue soft and yielding; its inhabitants lavy- 
and fond of gaudy sho but not given to the interchange of elevated 
thy social fabric seeming to rest, like its houses 


thou 8 the whole unh 
and tombs, the receptacles of dead and living, upon surface foundations and 
behind var ay Srey h to defy the deluge. In this babel of tongues—Eng- 
lish, French, an, „and Italian—French was still as familiar as 
E werful American influence exerted by this 
singular 5 city has m in transmitting to 8 States in 

0 ch Lo and 


Rome. 
Schouler’s History, page 314, Volume II: 


The curious medley of races and morals which New Orleans at this time 
afforded raised no prejudice against admit Louisiana to the full sister- 
hood of States. The Eastern Federalists cherished deeper Brought 
now to confront the new and inevitable expansion of the American Union 
beyond the Mississippi, their pent-up eee broke out into anger. The new 
census showed a rapid development of the population beyond the Alleghenies, 
where their political camp fires could never kindle. It seemed as if New 
England's scepter and commerce were departing together. From this point 
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is manifested a decided antipathy at the East to peter A sen epg and growth 


in the southwest. whose origin, so far as concerns ering, noe , and 
the old-school leaders of that section, must be ascribed more to kiat than 
humane convictions, however clear might have been the later flame. 
Quincy's aguas erecting any State beyond the Mississippi upon 
the present basis of the Union was very violent. It this bill pae; he ex- 
claimed, in onate strain, after dwelling upon the constitutional objec- 
tion to ing Louisiana, it is my deliberate opinion that it is virtually a 
dissolution of the Union, that it will free the States from their moral o 
tion; and as it will be the right of all, soit will be the duty of some, defini 
to prepare for a separation, amicably if we can, forcibly if they must.” Loui 
cries interrupted him of Order! Order!“ and his words were taken down. 
Speaker Varnum rule the latter portion of these remarks out of order, but 
the ruling was reversed by the House, and Quincy continued more calmly. 
This speech forcibly illustrates the position of the eastern Federalists at 
that day. Thestatement which so startled the House had been uttered, as 
uincy explained. Not for agitation, but asa W i not from hostility to 
the Union, but out of an earnest desire to preserve it.“ The clause in the 
Constitution authorizing theadmission of new States must, from the context, 
be understood to relate only to the formation of the new States within the 
limits of the Union then e: g. The people of that day had no idea of the 
territorial avidity of their successors. The prevailing opinion then was that 
the country was pest too extensive for a republican form of 
Nowadays there is no limit to our ambitious hopes. We area 
the Mississippi; the Missouri and the Red River are but roads upon which 
our os poo, peg travels to new lands and new States, to be erected and ad- 
or a power now about to be usurped.— Annals of Congress, January 


„still young in the service, survived all his political contempora- 
ries. He lived long enough to recant these narrow views and to see and 
believe in the Sp ng o L people, stretched from ocean to ocean, 
with one thought and one to e ee, N and to render the union 
of these States immortal.“ From a speech made in 1861, Quincy's Life, Loss- 
ing’s War of 1818. 228. 


Annals of Congress: 


Pickering did not claim that he violated confidence through inadvert- 
ence, but defended only as though the violation was of no present conse- 
quence. His coll o unde: to soften the resolution by inserting the 
word ‘‘unintenti but upon Clay's intimation that he would move to 


amend further by striking out un,“ withdrew the amendment. 
Schouler’s History, Volume II, page 429: 


Was this political strategy in order to teach the American nation to look 
up to Federalism as the brazen serpent, or was it New land's serious ulti- 
matum to her sister States? From whichever point it should ed 
neyer did amiable gentlemen of the bar fail ignominio 
tial advisers of a re An uprising of shipping merchants, clergy. 
moneyed men could scarcely have been heroic or popular; and the conven- 

moreover, had duly estimated neither the weariness of governments 
— pontia reserved a of their on 5 
ore Congress, now in session, had actually resorted to a conscription, 
before new and burdensome taxes could be assessed or a national bank char- 
tered, while the novel experiment of enrolling State volunteers promised all 
the immediately desired, the war cloud 63 Massachu- 
setts and Connecticut 1 7 the report of the ford convention; 
each dispatched ministers to Washington to make upon Congress the pro- 
posed demand for a separate maintenance. 

Quickly, indeed, but too late. Those demands were never made, for before 

the State commissi 


float . The 
was becomin; bsg A ‘ht with iiluminations, Almost simultaneously 
came the news to m that Jackson had driven the British from 
New Orleans and that our commissioners abroad had concluded an honorable 
peace at Ghent on the 24th of December. 
McMaster’s History, Volume III, page 194: 


The Federalists controlled the clergy and the press and summoned to 


their aid every c which for four years past bad been going the rounds 
5 = 8 o old cries of French influence, ruin of the Army, Awd 
of the Na 


ruin of the judiciary, persecution of the Federalists, V. 
rule, taxation in New aoe were heard . God-f 
reminded of Jefferson's friendship for Thomas 
blacksmiths, the whitesmiths, the pump makers, the block makers, the pew- 


Schouler’s History, pages 65 and 66, Volume V: 


gave, as the orator (Clay) meant it should, the key- 
tion for the new Congress about to assemble. its theme 
was the unnatural war with Mexico and its text the p 

Raleigh letter of 1844, already f 
tion and war were identical.” 


NEWSPAPERS ON LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 


[Boston Gazette, September 1, 1803.] 

Fifteen millions two hundred and fifty thousand dollars is a number that 
may be uttered with the tongue in a single moment without any effort; it 
may also be described on paper in characters or figures with a few strokes of 
the pen; yet not one, perhaps, among a thousand comprehends or has any 
idea of its magnitude. And for whose benefit principally are those 
millions of do to bo be Nr ge 

Principally for the benefit of the Southern and Western people. Willthey 
y their proportion of the debt? They will not. Theexciseon their w 
taken off, and what they pay in support of the Government and to 
the discharge of the public debts is comparatively nothing. The burden of 
discharging the annual interest on this public debt will fall upon the Atlantic 
States, and mostly upon the Eastern and Middle States, which can receive 
comparatively little advantage from the acquisition of a vast and b 
American wilderness. 
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Boston Gazette, November 7, 1803.] 
Tousts given at a dinner given to John Quincy Adams, referring to Louisi- 


ana treaty: 
“A pillow which 
Intoxicates, but not composes; fills 
The visionary mind with gay chimeras— 
15 All the vile trash of sleep without the rest.“ 
ni 


“ May the le of the United States not acquire so much territory on earth 
as to lose all titio to a portion of heaven.” 8 — 


[Boston Gazette, November 24, 1808. 


And like Anacharsis, our titled patriots,from Mr. Jefferson downwards, 
seem to entertain the same furious enmity against the language and com- 
mon sense which they doagainst the religion and government of our country. 


[Boston Gazette, December 1, 1803.] 


Lien ne to the President's account of Louisiana, in which he mentions a 
mountain of salt: 

“Some of the Democrats opt Bowne complaisance to Mr. Jefferson tosuch 
lengths as seriously to pretend that they believe in the existence of a vast 
mountain of solid rock salt, 180 miles in length and 45in width. Really, this 
gentleman is peculiarly unfortunate in the character of his adherents. Who 
can doubt the sincerity or the zeal of those who, rather than admit their 
friend and leader to be a fool or a madman, are willing to assume both char- 
acters to themselves. + 

It has been N that the sugar refiners in the United States are 
about to petition ns Prey to suffer nosettlements nor purchases to be made 
in the interior of Louisiana, and to prevent all persons hereafter from explor- 
ing the enchanted country, as it is rumored that the President's private sec- 
re’ Mr. Lewis, has lately discovered animmense mountain of solid refined 
sugar from which a sufficient quantity may be taken to supply the whole 
world without occasioning any sensible diminution. In our opinion, how- 
ever, the evidence of such a mountain may be questioned.” 

And referring to the same subject, the same paper on December 5, 1899, 
printed the following: 


“ Herostatus of old, to eternize his name, 
Set the Temple of Diana all in a flame. 
But Jefferson lately of Buonaparte bought, 
To pickle his fame, a mountain of salt.” 


[New York Herald, October 26, 1803.] 


The good poole of New England must know that were every citizen of 
Virginia to vouch for Mr. Jefferson's morality (and there isa and re- 
spectable portion who never will, the evidence could have no weight here, 
where morality is taken from a very different scale. Habit in that depraved 
State justifies what here would damn a reputation to universal contempt. 


[New York Herald, May 2, 1804.] 


The time will come when a foreign enemy will menace this country. Per- 
haps the day is not far off, for the people are rich enough and the Govern- 
ment pusillanimous enough to invits an invader. How s. we then be pro- 
tected? By the Southern States? Take away those whites who must remain 
to watch over the slaves, and how many will there be to act against the enemy? 
Officers enough? Yes; the South is the seat of our privileged orders. But 
soldiers? As before, in the yeomanry of the Northern States. Who fought 
the battles for independence? 

Who freed Virginia and the colonies from the British troops? It was the 
men of the North, the now destined vassals of the South. ButI will not de- 

7 e of Louisiana, at the expense of $15,000,000, for the aug- 
mentation of the Southern interest must finally convince the States north of 
the Chesapeake that they must unite in common Northern interest. The 
mock Administration of Mr. Jefferson and his friends of the South will then 


therefore, 
0 


e United States and no longer realize the fable of the serpent whose head 
is directed by its tail. 

New York Herald, September 3, 1803, quotes Griswold's remarks in the 
House of Representatives October 25, 1803: 

The Government of the United States was not formed for the pu of 
distributing its principles and advantages to foreign nations. It was formed 
with the sole view of securing those blessings to ourselves andour terity. 
It follows from these principles that no power can reside in any public func- 
tionary to contract any S or to pursue any measure which shall 
change the Union of the States.“ 


[New York Herald, January 4, 1803.] 


A gentleman who was present in the House of Representatives at the de- 
bate on the treaty yesterday informed the editor that he had heard both 
Mr. Gallatin, the tary of the 5 Mr. Lincoln, the Attorney- 
General, say that without question the article of the treaty, incorpo- 
ra Dodana into the Union, was not warranted by the Constitution; but 
the ought the Constitution might be so amended as to cure this objection. 

retty doctrine, truly! Firat, to make acontract with a foreign power 
which they had noauth zi to 1 Pay over fifteen millions of the people’s 
money in part execution of it, and set themselves to work to try if 
they can prevail upon the le to close the This method of doing 
ess at least the merit of novelty to recommend it. 

In referring to the sentence in Monsieur Laussat’s address to the people of 

reading as follows: The pobi interest and affairs [of the United 

now be your in t and your own bi ess, upon which your 
opinions will be sure at length of obtaining a preponderat- 

ew York Herald be 

there in the United States one man with asingle drop 
his veins whose pride is not aroused, whose pradence 
is not alarmed, whose indignation is not fired, at this triumphant display of 
French arrogance within our own territory, and, we may almost ssy, within 
the walls of our own Congress? If there is one, he deserves not the honor of 
being called an American, and thesooner he expatriates himself the better.” 


(New York Herald, January 21, 1804] 


From the official papers received by this morning’s Mississippi Herald, it 
a that Louisiana has at le: been quietly surrendered to our Govern- 
ment, so that we now have only to pay the fifteen millions, incorporate the 

in the face of the Constitution, and prepare to lose one-half of the 
United States, as nothing is more certain than that we pay our millions for 
the eventual loss of territory instead of any valuable acquisition. 

But we shall more distinctly see how looks when we come to take a 
view of the whole 2 as we 7 intend to do if life is spared, not- 
withstanding the t of one of the friends of liberty and equality who 
32 at his own table, that our wig wo Hee to place the purchase of 

in a dissatisfactory point of view before the community deserved 


tar and feathers—and this man, this liberal advocate of free inquiry, is one 
of the representatives of this city. But it will not do, Doctor, it will not do. 

We can not dismiss article without taking notice of the sublime 
pomposity and rapturous nonsense of this General Wilkinson. He has offi- 
cially announced that every man in his army who does not receive every 
Frenchman and 8 Louisiana as his ther shall be expelled from 
the corps and marked with infamy asa wretch. This beats the farcical love- 
making of the French orators apon Eonaparte all hollow, or even the fra- 
ternal squeeze given to the fat West India negro wench by the president of 
the national convention, amidst a thousand applauses. 

[New York Herald, March 7, 1804.] 

Whoever will take the trouble to pareen thesketch of Congress debates will 
see that the friends to the equal rights of man are not a little hampered with 
the difficulties presented by the President's bill. The President proposes to 
erect a government about as despotic as that of Turkey in Asia. friends 
have all the disposition in the world to gratify him, but they are afraid of 
consequences. And, in truth, may they well be afraid, unless they can con- 
trive to silence all the presses of the Union. 

[New York Herald, March 21, 1804 

The folly which puppona that the ponie of Louisiana are not as well 
qualified to enjoy political liberty as those hordes of aliens and strangers 
who are continually intermeddling with our public concerns, will not always 
pass current with the people of America. or is it possible that any part 
of our Copre can be long held in a state of vassalage under even the philo- 
sophic Jefferson. 

e revolted from Great Britain because her Parliament taxed us without 
our consent, expressed by representatives. Our colonies may adopt our prin- 
ciples. Even the limi monarchy 9 in the bill now under discus- 
sion in the House of Representatives not probably be established, and it 
is next to a certainty that the session will terminate, leavin 
in complete possession of all the despotic powers which were 
by the Spanish monarch. 

[Correspondence in the Boston Centinel from Washington, February 18, 1804. 

You have ere this heard of our celebration of the cheap acquisition of 
Louisiana. At this noble carousal, in the presence of our phil hic Presi- 
dent, the bands of music played Ca ira,” * ole,” and other revolu- 
tionary tunes, to which the heads of thousands of Frenchmen danced off their 
shoulders in the murderous days of Maratand Robespierre. When the Pres- 
ident retired he was toasted, and huzzas and tumultuous shouts succeeded. 
When the Vice-President retired he was also toasted—some of his friends 
began — huzza, but it died away in the indecent grumbling of the President's 
sate! 

So much for the dear friends of the people who quaff their wine with dis- 
tinction, and yet as one who felt that his autumn had come. His argument 
was epitomized in a series of resolutions which his Lexington hearers unan- 
imously adopted. These resolutions set forth that the Mexican war had 
been brought on by deceit and unrighteousness, and yet its prosecution had 
now become a national concern; that Congress ought by some authentic act 
to declare the objects of this war, and control the President in his prosecu- 
tion of it; that any pack Sarno as the wholesale annexation of Mexico (for 
such by many, excluded from the confidence of the Government, was sup- 
posed to be the plan) ought to be opposed under all 5 and espe- 
cially the present; that considering our splendid series of victories, the Uni 
States ought to practice the es of moderation and magnanimity, re- 
quiring no dismemberment of the Mexican Republic, but only a just and 
proper fixation of the limits of Texas; and that we should d mall wish 
or desire on our 2 gabe to acquire an foreign territory whatever for the pur- 
pose of pro ng slavery or of introdu g slaves from the United States.” 

Fellow-citizens of the Union were further counseled to assemble in local 
meetings of their own and declare their opinions on the same subject. Fol- 
lowing that last su tion, public meetings were held in New York and va- 
rious other cities and towns which indo: these sentiments and, with the 

ig presses, lauded Clay's speech as one which gave back to the people their 


own thoughts. 
Schouler's History, page 65, Volume V.] 
Clay did not insist, as Corwin had done before the Senate in his glowing 
speech of the late session, or as Winthrop had just expressed himself in a 
neuil Hall speech, pitched to Webster's earlier expression, that the war 
should be stopped where it was. Neither had he squarely placed himself 
upon the radical dogma of the Wilmot pronis though the bearing of his 
resolution seemed certainly to be in that direction. 
By this time Scott's entry into the Mexican capital had been bulletined. 
+ + * Webster on the Senate floor had already 8 that no territory 
should be annexed at all. his 8 being that this Union was scarcely power - 
ful enough or virtuous enough to bear the weight of the acquisition. Such 
yan 5 chaos and seek as much confusion in government as exists 
n their 8. 


[Columbian Centinel, May 26, 1804. New York correspondence. 


The celebrations of Mr. Livingston's acquisition of Louisiana, as ordered 
by the Aurora, have been the shabbiest attempts ever exhibited to the 
laughter, scorn, and contempt of the American . Take away the wild 
, Who talk so loudly about defending li and yet desert their coun- 
try in its utmost need, and other 1 fugitives from justice and pov- 
Ga and EE body of celebrators from Georgia to Massachusetts would 
not ex . 

The Democrats boast of be the malerity of the people of the United 
States. Take away their 800, negro ves, their Irish, Scotch, English 
and French aliens and ren oes, and then see where the majority will 
remain. They dare not try the experiment of excluding slaves from repre- 
sentation in Congress. If they were serious in wishing to amend the Consti- 
tution, let them advocate this amendment, or give their slaves their freedom. 

[Columbian Centinel, November 30, 1803.] 

If the disturbance and vexation arising from a French gang of outlaws on 
our western borders shall appear to be an evil worth fifteen millions to berid 
of, the question arises, Have we removed or greatly mitigated the 98 
evil? France proceeded to settle a colony there, we might calculate on 
none inhersettlements. Thecolonists would 


Mr. Jefferson 
tely acquired 


some strength in her 
roam the woods and their number and licentiousness might call for some 
American force on the Mississippi to prevent their predatory incursions on 
this side of the river. A small force would keep them in check. 

The real danger, however, was of a different kind—their power to raise a 
French faction beyond the mountains. is, and not their military force, 
was d ed—and this our rulers justly dreaded, because these Frenchmen 
profess their own principles and thus would fight them with their own yeap: 
ons. Grant, however, that this population of outlaws would bea great evil, 
are we to expect in the present state of Lo to escape it? 

Is Louisiana to be out in lots as may best suit purchasers? Who, then, 
will people it but those who want refuge from poverty or the laws? Say it 
is not to be sold at all, but kept as a park for Indians to hunt game in. How 
are squatters to be hindered from establishing themselves in its boundless 
hiding places? It will certainly require twice as much force to hinder its 
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settlement and to preserve the property of the lands for which we lavished 
our millions as to defend the frontier t a languishing and, on every 
war, neglected French colony. Is not this a way to make new e ag- 
gravate old ones? Have we not shown that we lack wisdom fully as much— 


and that is saying a great deal—as we lack spirit? 
[Columbian Centinel, November 26, 1803.] 


If France should conquer England she will rule the known world, and 
Louisiana will be her ownif she, or Spain, on her ins tion, should then ask 
for it again. is the bloody arena that we are to look on, says the mes- 
sage, with neutral eyes. It would take France, in a state of prosper- 
ovs industry, which she can not have, and of peace, which she will not have, 
one hundred and fifty zearo toraise the colony of Louisiana toa level in point 
of military force or active resources with the State of Connecticut, During 
the greater part of that long 5 period the colonists will roam the lerness, 
almost as destitute as the Chickasaws and Creeks, and long before that 
pora the United States, if kept united and governed well, would possess a 

‘orce that should say, and say with terror and effect to France at home, Thus 
far shalt thou go and no farther. 
[Columbian Centinel, November 23, 1803.] 

After the imagination has recovered from its intoxication, it will be time 
to reflect and to confess that this vast on is still wild land, of which we 
have had before the treaty within our old limits ten times as much as we 
knew what to do with. e e ee of Louisiana, exclusive of the 
island of New Orleans and a few ing es on the west bank of the 
river, are not probubly 10,000. In point of productions, therefore, we have 
gained little by our new independent outlet. To pous the country and to 
collect the revenue will for many years cost ten times as much as the reye- 
nue. As to the productions of the western country within our ancient limits, 
be it known to the world that it did not depend on France or Spain to hinder 


their outlet. . 
[Columbian Centinel, November 12, 1803.] 

When we read the treaty we find that it involves our honor; it involves 
also our most essential interests. It takes out of the country almost a score 
of millions, enough to fit and equip such a fleet as would have rendered this 
treaty unnecessary. It changes the identity of our nation. The United 
States are no longer the same. We are soon to look for our rulers and red, 
yellow, and black brethren beyond the Mississippi. 


[Columbian Centinel, October 19, 1803.] 


The Jacobin party has ever had a set of rallying wordsto keep its privates 
in their ranks. A word was ever enough,and a sentiment of any sort was 
generally too much. The great in leaders in cular affected a 
sedate and principled dislike of fund 


their strange act of Congress is gig aner repeal taxes to the amount of a 
pi 


a moonshine fifteen millions 
more. This is done, after all that has been in a republic. The British 


monarchy is straining its utmost energies to tax almost all that is wanted 
within the year, to prevent the growth of their publicdebt. Go and do like- 
wise, Mr. Jefferson; when you make fifteen millions debt, make taxes to meet 


it and pay it off. 
[Columbian Centinel, August 24, 1803.] 


Fifteen millions, we are told, and probably enough, twenty or twenty. 
are to be taken from the mouth of labor. Forwhat? Wildland. For whom? 
For the ambitious French, the aspiring, insolent 4 of half 


-five, 


ce previ 
an excuse. * 


bles, not military, or capable of bearing arms. g f are so many tribute- 
eaker 


paying kickables. How weak is Turkey; the w ‘or the number of T 
evils. Ame take warning, and before you take the cold bath of the 
mud pud onor, ponder well whether you would be of choice an- 


uddle of 
other Turkey, Some men can endure shame, but 
is not the number, it is the spirit and character of a nation that makes it 
great or despicable. 
[Columbian Centinel, August 17, 1803. 
We pay, for the purchase of Louisiana, upward 
for every man, woman, and child in the United States. And why should our 
rulers be nding the face of the poor in 8 
their children, nor their children's children, to the latest 
ever, in all probabilit . see cultivated. We pay for the p 000, 
which is more than all the gold and silver coined in the United States, in 
bank or out of bank, put ther, and it is reasonable to suppose that the 
greater part of our specie will go to France in payment. 


{Columbian Centinel, July 16, 1803.] 


ing at an empire of moonshin 
our present territory? Then, fellow-citizens, buckle on 
your arms and 


enemies whom Tear and rivalship and neighborhood will make implacable. 


shame and aging of a foreign yoke. 
might engender the virtues that it would need, the only virtues that could 
surmoum those perils, the seeds of which were sown in 1798, but which have 
since watered on the stalk. 


CONSTITUTION. 


“We. the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
tense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our 1 do ordain and establish this Constitution of the 
United states,“ and remarked, It is we, the people of the United States, for 
ourselves and our posterity.“ not for the people of Louisiana, nor for the 
people of New Orleans, or of Canada. 

one of these enters into the scope of the instrument. It embraces onl 
United States of America. Who those are it may seem strange in this 


tions have of late been soaccustomed 

e very end of the earth that it will not 

be time ill spent to inguire raat . purani means and what it includes. 
a ; 


to But truly our 
wander after new settlements to 


These are not terms adopted they have reference to a state of 
things existing anterior to the Constitution. 2 
Do you bwin Spa the poopie of the Northern and Atlantic States will, or 
ought to, look on with patience and see ai banna e and Senators from 
the Red Riverand Missouri pouring themselves upon this and the other floor, 
the concerns of a seaboard 1,500 miles at least from their residence, 
and having a preponderancy in councils into which, constitutionally, they 
could never have been admitted? Ihave nohesitation upon this point. They 
neither will see it, nor ought they <2 see it, with content. * This great 


usurpation which creeps into House under the plausible appearance of 
giving content to that or cd point. New Orleans, starts up a tio 
power to control the nation. * * * The bill, if it passes, is a deathblow 
to the Constitution. 


“Mr. Gold sided with Josiah Quincy in the main points of his arguments, 
and even justified the language which that distinguished member of the 
Bome d used when recommending a dissolution of the Union should tbe 

pass.’ 

On January 14, 1811, Josiah cy, speaking in opposition to the bill for 
the admission ype hera said: fi 
address you, Mr. Speaker, with an anxiety and distress of mind with me 
wholl 5 The friends of this bill seem to consider it as the 
hapeno Ai of a common power, as an ord. 


nay affair, a mere municipal a pev 
tion, which cone ex to see pass without other questions Fhan oso 
concerning details. t, sir, the principle of this bill materially affects the 


liberties and rights of the whole people of the United States. To me it ap- 
rs that it would justify a revolution in this country, and that in no great 
ny of time it may produce it.“ 
When I see the zeal and perseverance with which this bill has been u: 
path; when I know the local interests and 


. So 
he bow may be broken 
let. meditating arm withered. * * + 
Ned to declare it 


ion that if this bill the bonds of the Union are 
virtually dissol that the States which com it are free from their 
moral obligations, and that as it will be the ht of all, so it will be the 
duty of some, definitely to prepare for a separation, amicably if they can, 
Toney if they must.” 

President Lamar, of Texas, in his inaugural address, December 9, 1838, 
said, speaking of the current agitation of annexation: 

“I have never myself been able to perceive os of the desired con- 
nection or discover in it any advantage, either civil, political, or commercial, 
which could possibly result to Texas. But, on the contrary, a long train of 
co ences of the most ap’ character and magnitude have never 
failed to present themselves whenever I have entertained the subject, and 
force upon my mind the unwelcome conviction that the step, once taken, 
would produce a lasting regret. and ultimately prove as disastrous to our 
liberty and hopes as the triumphant sword of the enemy.” 

Mr. Winthrop, in the House of Representatives, January 6, 1845, said, in 
regard to the annexation of Texas: 

As he has said on a previous occasion, that the whole scheme was uncon- 
stitutional in substance and in form; that it was contrary to the law of na- 
tions, and was a violation of the faith of our own country, and in his 
judgment it was eminently cal ted to involve this country into an unjust 
and 5 ing * bA * $ 15 Š ts 

Now. he was no despiser of precedents, especially suc! recedents as 
were furnished by the early Cabinets, for which he the trices deferential 
respect; but he could not understand this disregard of all 
other cases than this annexation of Texasand such gio nae as the cession 
of Louisiana afforded. Why, they knew that Mr. Jefferson in his letter to 
Mr. age acknowledged that they were doing an act which went be- 
yond the Constitution. 

“He read an extract from a letter witten by Mr. Jefferson, in which he 
expressed the canin that the limits of the United States were fixed, and 
that the Constitution of the United States was made for the pert an 
limited; and that he could not believe that the intention was to permit = 

to admit new States which should be formed out of new territory not 
ncluded in those limits. Mr. Jefferson did not believe that had 
such power; and who did believe it? There were compromises in the Con- 
stitution; and he would here take occasion to say that Massachusetts had 
been falsely charged with a design to violate these compromises because she 
had thought fit to submit a tion to amend the Constitution.” 

Mr. Douglas said he with the gentleman from husetts, that 

e Union it must be done consistently with the Consti- 
tution, and he was satisfied that had the constitutional power todo 
it. In to the power to annex foreign territory to the Union, he had 
only to the attention of the gentlemen to the fact that in the articles of 
the old Confederation there was a proviso that Canada might be admitted to 
the Union asa matter of right whenever she asked it, and that any other col- 
ony might be admitted with the consent of the nine States. * * * 

It was certainly the intention of the framers of the Confederacy to admit 
foreign States into the Union if they could get nine States to vote for it. 
* * * They struck out the proviso requiring assent of nine States for the 
admission of new States and inserted a proven that 8 t do it 
+ + by the votes of a majority. Abridment of the Debates of 88. 


[Schouler's History, Volume IV, page 458.] 


When Secretary Upshur had directly c such a plot (this British 
lot, as it was called, was to persuade Texas to abolish its own 8 Lord 
berdeen denied it; he admitted, however, that Great Britain desi to fur- 
ther the cause of emancipation throughout the world. This ion ~ 
houn ntly made the text of long homilies for home effect in defense of 
slave institutions. It was quite in the line of Upshur’s correspondence, but 
it disconcerted the President; for it put Texas annexation before the country, 
not as a plan for national benefit, but as a Southern and special one, in the 
interest of slave 5 
Before Calhoun took seat in the Cabinet, and even before the fatal 
explosion on board the Princeton which made a vacancy for him, this clan- 
destine negotiation, which led the country up to the cannon’s mouth without 
s won of inky ae = Sn a = utter disregard of ae 47525 N nu - 
ions, began to nd outside. e gton correspondent of a New 
York press late in February was the first to mention the rumor, which the 
public could scarcely believe. A few weeks earlier an open letter from Web- 
ster reiterated the ex-Secretary’s views on the impolicy of annexation; and 
under the same inspiration, so it appears, Winthrop introduced resolutions 
of the same tenor in the House, while the Washington Intelligencer sounded 
the alarm in some vigorous editorials. 
The news that a treaty which joined Texas to the United States was 
for the final signatures startled the country like a cannonade. There was a 


as my deliberate o 
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22 war with Mexico had been declared 
ay isonian, Tyler’s official 5 would neither confirm or 
deny the exciting report, but in the Richmond Enquirer was printed a letter 
from Andrew Jackson, which he wrote nearly a year before in favor of 
annexation; and that mewspenet, with the Globe, took up a warm espousal 


of the cause on general p. 
checkmate, the usetts legislature set the example of resolu- 
tions which protested violently that the Constitution gave no parmission to 
join a foreign state tothe American Union. * Anewissue was sprung 
upon our politics on the very eve of the Presidential battle, an issue mone 
enough to rend asunder the whole plan of campaign. John Tyler had play 

hislast stake with utter want of principle, but with anaddress andintrepidity 
which forced those who had raged his talents to think better of them. 

Con ering spoke as follows on the Louisiana 


nire new terri- 


panic in New York Exchange, as 
already. The Mad 


referable to that to whichitsinhabitants are now subject. * + + 
. that whatever way he turned his eyes war was in prospect, as the 
final result of our measures, measures deemed so wise as to have been 
ascribed to divine iration. He wished heey ghk merit that high char- 
S . Je in the end they would bear the stamp of indiscretion, per- 
olly.” = 
The diviclons which have been formed out of the territory acquired b 
: Louisiana, Arkansas. 


Mr. LITTLE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KLUTTZ]. 

Mr. KL Z. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, when the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of the Indian Be dc oats bill, my distinguished friend from 
North Carolina . LINNEY] evidently thought that the House 
had resolved i into a court of appeals for the consideration 
of the North Carolina election law, or at least into a forum for 
the manufacture of campai ches for home consumption. 

In replying briefly to his diatribe against the people of the South 
in general and the good people of North Carolina in particular, I 

1 add no word of sectional or personal bitterness to this dis- 
cussion. Would God, sir, that we could let the dead past bury 
its dead and that we could leave the great questions settled by 
our great war where they were settled by the dread arbitrament 
of arms thirty-five years ago. 

In a conversation, about the close of the Spanish-Cuban war, 
which I had with the honored Chief Magistrate of this great Re- 

ublic, a man who, while I differ from his most cherished policies, 
yet honor as an able, a patriotic, and an honest American, he said 
to me, sir, that that war was worth all it had cost if it had done 
no more than to obliterate sectionalism and to bring all the people 
of all the sections of this great country into a common under- 
standing with each other once more. It was a noble sentiment, 
sir, nobly expressed, worthy the chief citizen of this great Re- 
public, and it was asentiment to which I most ardently responded; 
a sentiment ‘to which! I believe the thinking people of this country, 
without regard to politics or to sections, most heartily subscribe. 

And yet, sir, when, as the N from North Carolina 8 
e e a foreign soil is drinking up the blood of American 
heroes, Northern born, Eastern born, Western born, and Southern 
born, alike; when Fitz Lee and Joe Wheeler fighting along with 
Lawton and Shafter and Otis and MacArthur, have demonstrated 
that the Bonners pee are loyal to the flag of our fathers, and 
that when it is led they are willing to as far as the far- 
thest in defense of American rights and of American liberties 
{ap lause]; when Worth Bagley, of North Carolina, laid down 

e and crimsoned the deckof his ship with his warm life- 
blood, poured out as a precious libation upon the altar of his 
country’s rights and of his country’s needs; when Hobson has 
rivaled Thermopylæ; and when, as volunteers have been called 
for, the battalions have come trooping from the savannas, the 

lains, and the mountains of the th, and side by side have 
Fought with your boys from the East and the North and the West 
in upholding the honor and the glory of that , which, I thank 
God, waves once more over a reunited country [applause]—when 
these occurrences have taken and are taking place, I hear a note 
of discord, and it comes, I am sorry to say, from two North Caro- 
lina Republicans—in hoarse, bass notes from the Senate wing 
of the Capitol, and in the high treble of the mountain region 
of North Carolina in this House—a discordant note, endeavor- 
ing to rekindle the fires of sectionalism, which, thank God, had 
— expired, and to reopen questions which ought to remain 
settled. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, is this so? There is some reason for it. 
I do not know whether it is because these gentlemen see the hand- 
writing on the wall; I do not know whether it is because in the 
reawakened condition of things in the South they feel that they 
and others like them are no longer to be permitted to misrepre- 
sent the good people who sent them here; but there is certainly 
VVT Ih 

end seems ond o ing from newspapers. ave 
a clipping here from a newspaper ‘published in this city which, 1 


believe, is in close sympathy with the Administration, the Wash- 
ington Star. That paper says: 

About this time look out for internal activity in Republican circles in those 
Southern States where there is not the ghost of a chance for Republican suc- 
cess at the polls. The long four years’ sleep is about at an end. So-called 
leaders who have not been on the ground half adozen times since 1898 will 
come pooping back from their places of residence elsewhere. Resident lead- 
ers who are holding Federal offices will rub their eyes and to look 
around. Conferences will beheld. State conventions will be cal Tickets 
will bayat in the field. And, 3 delegates to the next Republican 
national convention will be chosen. y is the forum crowded? What 
in th l EBA erg States this activity is but lud 

© lower Southern vityis buta ude toa scramble for 
Federal office. It can accomplish nothing in the Nay of electing any local 
ticket put N The Republican party there is but a name; and nota name to 
conjure with. It contains some able and excellent men, but they have not 
demonstrated the qualities of political leadership. Between Presidential 
elections Seer is done, The opposition is left in undisputed possession of 
the field, and fills every local office from governor to constable. But when 
Presidential year dawns, the great drums beaten, the horns are sounded, 
the stan are unfurled, and a most solemn dress parade is enacted. 
{red a marching up the hill and a marching down the hill, but nothing 
else es place. 


It may be for the reasons suggested in this article that this dis- 
cordant note is struck at this time. I ask my colleagues on this 
floor from other sections of the country to believe that the people 
of North Carolina, as shown by her in the past, are as 
honest, as patriotic, as God-fearing, as law abiding as the people 
of any other section of this t country, whatever her ungrate- 
ful sons may say of her on this floor. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic scot 

The gentleman has devoted his attention to the election law of 
North Carolina. With a Republican supreme court in his own 
State, I challenge him, if he believes this law to be unconstitu- 
tional, if he desires to put it to the test, to bring it, not into this 
jurisdictionless forum, for political purposes, but to take it be- 
fore his own Republican supreme court in his own State and let 
that court say whether or not it is constitutional. 

The gentleman dwelt upon the word “discreet” used in that 
statute, and he gave a definition of the word discreet,” which he 
intended to be witty, Now, let me read what Webster says of 
the word ‘‘ discreet.” 

Discreet: Possessed of discernmen 1 
and in the adaptation of means to FFC 
not rash, headlong, or heedless; cautious, wary. 

So that if a lawyer, choosing language which was intended to 
exactly express his meaning, were to search through all the dic- 
tionaries for a word which in its meaning would crystallize and 
most aptly express the qualifications which ought to be required 
of every election officer, he could not choose a better word than 
“discreet.” And yet, forsooth, because this law absolutely re- 
quires the selection of persons possessing such characteristics as 
officers and managers of election, the gentleman in his despera- 
on undertakes to hold it up to the scorn and derision of this 

ouse, 

To such sophistry is he reduced in this appeal to the prejudices 


of the majority. ; 

Haaay disingenuous is his attempted characterization of sec- 
tion 11 of this act. The gentleman goes into affected jeremiads 
over the terrible proposition that the ‘‘registrar may require the 
applicant to prove his identity or age and residence by the testi- 
mony of at least two electors under oath.” To the heated ag 
ination of the gentleman this is a horrible requirement, while 
the judgment of fair-minded men of all parties who are cognizant 
of the cases which it is intended to meet, it is not only a wise and 
salutary provision, but one which is absolutely necessary to pro- 
tect the purity of the ballot. With a migratory colored popula- 
tion, each of whom more or less nearly resembles the other, ren- 
dering identification almost impossible, fraudulent registration of 
minors, convicts, nonresidents, nonnaturalized foreigners, etc., is 
preventable only by requiring satisfactory identification and proof 
of age, and this is all that this provision does. 

The gentleman’s labored argument that gray hairs and wrin- 
kles, the sure evidences of age,” are not to be and will not be 
taken into consideration by the registrars is to assume and to 
assert that every registrar will deliberately discredit the evidence 
of his own senses and perjure himself for party advantage—a 
charge so unwarranted, so sweeping in its denunciation of a large 
and respectable body of his fellow-citizens, that I am astonished 
that the gentleman should make it. 

The gentleman comp Ains that all the registrars will be Demo- 
crats. True,there will be butone registrar for each precinct, and 
where capable Democrats can be found he will doubtless in most 
cases be of that faith; but how is this worse than the election law 
of the 8 own party, that of 1895, which he so extrava- 
gantly lauds, as well as that of 1897, under which there were three 
registrars, one of whom was required to be a Democrat, one a 
Populist, and one a Republican, giving to the corrupt and unnat- 
ural fusion between the Republicans and Populists, two registrars 
at every precinct to one Democrat, thus putting the election 


are 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1413 


m absolutely under the contro] of the fusionists as effect- 
ually as if the Democrats had had no representation at all. That 
was all right in the eyes of my distinguished friend, but it makes 
a wondi difference with whose ox is gored. 

But, further, not only did this extend to the regi but the 
three judges of election for each precinct were similarly appointed, 
so that the Democratic party was absolutely powerless throughout 
every stage of the registration and election. 

How is it now? 

Under this reviled and much denounced Democratic election law 
there are two judges for each precinct, who must be of different 
political parties, and yet the gentleman yearns for the good old 
times of two against one. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I have briefly attempted to expose the fal- 
lacies and sophistries of the gentleman’s attack. He does indeed 
cite with great satisfaction to himself a North Carolina case, that 
of Van Bokkelen et al. vs. Cannady (73 N. C. ), to sustain 
his contention that the present election law is unconstitutional. 
The most superficial examination of that case will show that it is 
not only not decisive of this contention, but that it has little if any 
application to the law in hand. 3 

e case was decided in 1875 upon facts arising in 1873, two 
years before the adoption of important amendments to the consti- 
tution of North Carolina changing the time of residence in coun- 
ties and towns required for registration. days was then 
the constitutional requirement, and the court decided that it could 
not be extended to ninety, while ninety days is now the require- 
ment of both the constitution and of this election law. The 
other questions decided have no pertinence whatever, and yet 
the gentleman introduces this case to prove the unconstitution- 
ality of this law. Learned lawyer as he is, with the great law 
libraries of the nation at his command, how hard pressed he is 
for authority! The only remaining count in his arraignment 
is Shey the voter has no appeal from the registrar. Truly this is 
pi e. 

As a matter of fact, no such appeal has ever been practicable 
under any election law ever passed in North Carolina, so far as I 
have been able to discover. Under the fusion election law of 
1897 the judges of the supreme and superior courts were given 
supervision and control over the county ds as to the appoint- 
ment of registrars and judges of election, with power of removal 
and right to hear complaints of violations of duty by such officers 
and to require cause to be shown, and so forth, under penalties, 
but nowhere do I find any provision for an appeal by the indi- 
vidual elector from the ruling of the registrar. 

This dragging the judiciary into the mire of practical politics 
and requiring judges personally interested in the result of the 
election (our judiciary being elective) to pass upon petty disputes 
as to appointment of registrars and judges was one of the most 
distasteful and dangerous features of the bad law which the Dem- 
ocratic 2 has wiped off the statute book and replaced with one 
infinitely fairer and better. Time would fail me to advert to all 
the objectionable features, partisan features, outrageously unfair 
features, of that law which the gentleman so highly lauds. 

Let the mention of one suffice. 

Registration of voters in incorporated towns and cities was 
allowed until 9 o’clock p: m. of the second Saturday before the 
election, while the time for challenges (except where parties came 
of age, and so forth) expired at the earlier hour of 4 o’clock p. m. 
of the same day. In the border counties, where hordes of negro 
voters could be easily and cheaply imported, what opportunities 
for fraud did this not offer? 

But I shall not follow the gentleman further. Why should I? 
His evasion of the question as to why he does not take this law to 
his own Republican supreme court is so palpable as to be unde- 
serving of serious notice. 

Nor shall I dignify the gentleman's very original, very unwar- 
ranted, and very unna: way of accounting for the frequency 
of lynchings with any extended reply. I would do him no injus- 
tice, but if his language means anything, it means that the denial 
of the right to vote is the provocative cause of lynching! In reply 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] he said: 


The point I make is this: The su tion of my friend from Texas isa 
8 and I thank him for it. He not these aooaa in his State, 
God, and we have not them in ours. Why? Because in his State they 
A have in ours up to the vicious election laws of 


In the light of what all the world knows as to the deplorable 
and detestable crime which is the great cause of lynching, not 
only in the South but the world over, I leave the gentleman’s ex- 

tion to his constituents and to his own conscience. Judging, 
owever, by the gentleman’s own standard, this vicious election 
law of 1899“ has given North Carolina a purer ballot ” than she 
had under the fusion election law of 1895-97; for whereas in 1898 
under that law there were four D the State, under the 
present law, which he so roundly reviles, I am informed there 
was not a single lynching in 1899. The gentleman’s argument 


overreaches itself and proves entirely too much. Mr. Chairman, 


this unseemly controversy was not of my seeking. 

I deprecate alike the ing of sectional debate and the dis- 
cussion here of matters purely internal to the several States. Let 
us fight out our questions of internal State policy at home and 
reserve our best thought and our best effort for the national weal 
when we come here. 

Every State in this Union has its own troublesome internal 
questions to deal with, and each State ought to be ready and will- 
ing to concede the patriotism, the willingness, and the wisdom of 
every of her sisters to settle her own problems for herself with- 
out the intermeddling of outsiders. 

The better thought of this great body of representatives of all 
the ple ought to frown 7 that son of any State who for 
se or partisan gain would disturb the fast-cementing ties of 
the reunited sections or, worse, would here decry and deride the 
people of his own State. Let me, by way of warning, say this to 
my distinguished friend from North Carolina, for we have long 
been al friends: In this beautiful capital city of the nation 
we unveiled a few days ago a 3 statue of one of America’s 

eatest statesmen, Daniel Webster, the great expounder of the 

Jonstitution. > 

In the eloquent and scholarly address delivered on that occasion 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
he placed Mr. Webster's claims to enduring greatness not upon 
his attainments as a lawyer, not upon his fame as a politician, not 
upon his achievements as a statesman, though in all these he was 
truly great, but rather upon his matchless eloquence and ability 
as an orator. 

With this estimate, sir, I fully agree, and I recollect that of all 
the great speeches of that great orator thereis none at all compara- 
ble to his 1 reply to the rapier thrusts of that great South 
Carolinian, Hayne. 


ayne. 

And, sir, of that great oration, it is not his great expositions 
of the Constitution, not his grand apostrophes to the Union, 
which form its chiefest charm and dwell more lovingly in the 
hearts of men, but rather his matchless defense of Massachusetts, 
his mighty apostrophe to her people and her history. These have 
made his name immortal; but I have yet to learn that any man 
has commended himself to the inte mce and patriotism of 
Congress or the country, much less to fame, by besmirching and 
impugning his own people. This way lies not true greatness. 

Mr. Chairman, I must have done. North Carolina needs nei- 
ther apology nor eulogy at my hands. Every glowing fact in her 

lorious history and development—colonial, Revolutionary, ante- 

Uum and post-bellum—proclaims the greatness, the heroism, the 
8 the truthfulness, and the trustfulness of her people. 

ith them duty is ount, obligation is sacred, law is su- 

reme, Intheirown way, tired of corrupt and ruinous fusion 
egislation, they are dealing with the great racial, financial, edu- 
cational, and political pro which confront them. With faith 
in ves, in God, and in humanity; with a full appreciation 
of their duty to themselves, to their country, to the Constitution, 
to their homes and loved ones, they will, in God's good time, un- 
deterred By threats of force bills or Federal interference, work out 
these problems to the glory of God and the good of mankind. 
CEDRIA, | 
LI . I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia Mr. Griaas]. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. C I had not intended to make any 
remarks during this debate, but the remarkable performance of 
the 13 from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] seems to de- 
mand notice from some one of the Southern members against 
whose States wholesale charges of disorder, mobocracy, and 
ae have been made so recklessly. 

I not attempt anything now except to reply to some anpor 
sions of that gentleman against the State of Georgia, which I 
have the honor in part to represent upon this floor. His speech, 
“pregnant with little learning and much ignorance,” affords a 
spectacle to the people of the United States that must be humiliat- 
ing to tao gout people of the State which sends him here. I have 
no personal q with him for his opinion. He has a right to 
his opinions, and I have no right to quarrel with him for those 
opinions. I can see no occasion for the intrusion of this question 
here but for political effect. Ifso, Mr. Chairman, when the gen- 
tleman knows so well the cause of the great majority of lynch- 
ings in the South, it is wholly unjustifiable and utterly without 
excuse. 

I am reminded by it of an occurrence between old Col. Sam 
Tate, of Tennessee, and Col. Jim Robertson, of Georgia, on the 
one side, in the old times of railroad building in the South, and 
a railroad president with whom they were having a controversy 
in Chattanoo After spending the entire day in discussion, the 
matter being y concluded and the railroad man gone, Robert- 
son turned to Colonel Tate and said. Colonel, I think he is honest, 
don’t you?” Yes,” said Colonel Tate, I reckon he is honest, 
Robertson, but he has the all-firedest notions of honesty of any 
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man I ever saw.” 
from North Carolina may be a good man in his way, but he has 
the most remarkable ideas of political decency of any gentleman 
whom I ever had the pleasure of knowing. 

So far as Georgia is concerned, Mr. Chairman, we have no re- 
pressive or os adage laws regarding the ballot. We do not 


[Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 


need them. There is manhood suffrage in Georgia. Every man, 
black or white, rich or r, educated or illiterate, is entitled to 
vote, provided he pays $1 poll tax in the year before he offers to 
vote. So far as the law is concerned, therefore, Georgia stands 
clear. We do not have the law complained of by the gentleman; 
we do not need such law; and the Georgia legislature, by an 
almost unanimous vote, not over six weeks ago, declined to pass 
any law of that character. 

have no criticism upon those States which need them and have 
enactedthem. They know their necessities and they have the right 
under the Constitution which our fathers gave us to enact legis- 
lation in consonance with that great instrument to protect the 
civilization of their States. Ihave not read the North Carolina 
statute oad ert of, but I presume it must be a good law, as I 
am informed that under its provisions the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] will probably be left at home at the next 
election, when he will be free to enjoy the sweets of circuit court 
1 his native hills. [Applause.] He is more to be pitied 
than blamed. 


I can see no reason for intruding this question but, as charged by 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KLUTTZ], political neces- 
nE The gentleman says he was once a Democrat, and he talks 
asif he knows much of the alleged devious ways of that great 
pay in North Carolina. Before he makes too many disclosures 

want to commend to him, Mr. Chairman, a story I have heard, 
which was said to have occurred between a preacher and a lawyer 
once in Georgia. It is said that this drunken lawyer one Sunday 
morning walked into church during the services, and as he was 
staggering up the aisle the minister stopped his discourse and said 
to him in sepulchral tones, Sir, I will testify against you in the 
day of judgment.“ Thelawyer replied, “That’s all right, old man; 
I fave baer acticing law twenty years, and it has been my ex- 
3 at all times that the damnedest rascal was always first to 

urn state’s evidence.” [Laughter and 9 Ihope the gen- 
tleman does not intend to turn state's evidence, Mr. irman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, he is not to be blamed so much 
as pitied. He was once a Democrat and is now a Republican. 

God, Thou know'st 
Howe’er they smile and feign and boast, 
What happiness is theirs who fall. 

Having seen better days, he loves to talk of them and perhaps 

enjoys his performances in that connection. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, with reference to lynchi in Georgia. 
I shall not deny that we are cursed with occasion 2 1 
do not believe there is a State in the Union in which Judge Lynch 
has not at some time ided. But let me tell you of a case that 
happened in Georgia year. A little family a few miles from 
the town of Newnan were at supper in their modest dining room. 
The father, the young mother, and the baby were sea at the 
table. Humble though it was, peace, happiness, and contentment 
reigned in that modest home, A monster in human form, an em- 
ployee on the farm, crept into that happy little home and with an 
ax Enaka out the brains of that father, snatched the child from 
its mother, threw it across the room out of his way, and then by 
force accomplished his foul purpose. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, he was afflicted with the most 
loathsome disease known to humankind. In thatroom—the hus- 
band and father dead and weltering in his own blood, the infant 
senseless on the floor—he spent four hours alone with that poor 
woman. When, more dead than alive, she at last escaped and 

ve the alarm, the people were frenzied with passion, and when 
Say captured him they lynched him. They burned him at the 
stake, 

Ido not seek to justify that, but I do say that the man who 
would condemn those people unqualifiedly under these circum- 
et-nces has water instead of blood to supply his circulation. 
[Applause.] Not the limpid water that flows from the mountain 
8 s, Mr. Chairman, but the fetid water found in the cess- 
pools of the cities. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, can you blame those people for that? I gi 
to you, gentlemen—you fathers, you husbands; to all men, white 
or black, North or South, East or West—do you blame those peo- 
ple for that burst of human fury? God forbid that there should 

any man on this continent who would! Thank God, there is 


not a man in Georgia who does. Bring it home to yourselves, 
gentlemen, and answer me in the light of truth. 

Mr. Chairman, those men were standing for civilization—Anglo- 
Saxon civilization. They were fighting for the purity and the 
virtue and the safety of the Southern home. 
tect the women of the South. We 
maintain the supremacy of the Angl 


We propose to pro- 
ropose to fight for and to 
on race that race which 


gentlemen have sought to justify here to-day in shooting brown 
men in the Philippines in the name of civilization; that race which 
is to-day shooting Boers in South Africa in the name of civiliza- 
tion. The people of Georgia, the people of all the South, propose 
in the name of that same great civilization to stand by their tra- 
ditions, to preserve the integrity of the race and to preserve its 
control everywhere, under all circumstances, whenever it is 
threatened from any source. [Applause.] 

Gentlemen who attack lynching in the South should at the 
same time attack the crime which most largely incites lynching. 
I only for Georgia, Mr. Chairman. Other gentlemen can 
and doubtless will speak for the States they represent. Fully 
five-sixths of the lynchings in Georgia come from this one cause. 
I deplore the fact, but fact it is. 

But the South has no monopoly on lynchings, Mr. Chairman. 
Ihave time to call your attention to only a few in widely sepa- 
rated States not for purposes of recrimination, but I assert that 
so long as there are 8 in Illinois, in Indiana, Ohio, and 
Kansas, in New York, Pennsylvania, and Colorado, the differ- 
ence between the Dope of those States and the people of Georgia 
and the people of Alabama and the people of Mississippi is simply 
a difference in degree and not in kind. 

This editorial in the Washington Star seeks to “alter the bear- 
ing of the recent lynchings” in Kansas by showing that it was 
done as a warning to Kansas officials to enforce the law more 
vigorously in future. 

ere is a press dispatch from Dunbar, Pa., of December 19, last 
year, giving an account of the lynching of a negro for murder. 

Here is an account of a Sunday celebration in Carterville, III., 
where seven poor negroes were slain in cold blood for the crime 
of seeking work, while the gatling-gun quarantine of the gov- 
ernor of that great State threatened against the importation of 
negro miners into the State was public talk all over the country 
last year. I have merely to mention Pana, Virden, and Rockford 
to call to your mind vivid pictures of mob violence. 

Three years ago a negro was roasted in Ouray, Colo., for shoot- 
* White girl. 

ven in staid old Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, mobs have in 
time past defied the law, and once her great Senator [Mr. Hoar] 
addressed a crowd in Worcester while not a criminal, but an 
officer of the law was making his escape through the back door 
of the court-house from the infuria mob. It is useless to 
multiply words, Mr. Chairman; human passions are the same the 
world over. 

The Anglo-Saxon of New England, while perhaps slower, is as 
sure as the Anglo-Saxon of the South. Idoubt not that if the 
600,000 negroes of Georgia were tr: to Massachusetts to- 
morrow and the ravishment of their white women began by the 
lowest of this alien race there would be two or three solemn and 
dignified trials. After that the blood of the men who wrested 


Magna Charta from King John would assert itself and the oaks 
of Massachusetts’ hills and dales would be desecrated with the 
bodies of the victims of “lynching bees.” 


I would not have you understand me as presenting here a whole- 
sale indictment against the colored race of the Southern States. 
As a rule they are peaceful, happy, contented, and law-abiding, 
They have their churches and their schools and are progressing, I 
hope, toward a higher civilization. The brutes who suffer at the 
hands of infuriated mobs are hardly worth a thought from the 
better classes of either race. It remains, nevertheless, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the people of the South have a hard problem before 

em. 

A distinguished member of this House from a far Northern 
State—a partisan Republican—said to me on yesterday, This is 
your problem, and you have nothing from me but sympathy.” I 
appeal to every Anglo-Saxon within the sound of my voice, I appeal 
to every white man who believes in his race, Wherever he may 
live, give to us, the people who must solve this problem, at least 
your sympathy while we labor for its solution with justice to the 
black man and safety for the white man. [Mr. Gnidus concluded 
amid loud applause, 

Mr. LITT I yield six minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, in the course of 
a most delightful 5 of his reasons for favoring the 
annexation of the Philippine Islands, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania pe SIBLEY] stated that he proposen to prove by incon- 
troyertible documentary evidence that when the proposition for 
the Louisiana purchase was under discussion all the arguments 
that have been used against the annexation of the Philippine 
Islands were then used. If that be true, it is important. If the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will give me his attention for five 
minutes, I think I will have no difficulty in pointing out some 
very cogent arguments against the annexation of the Philippines, 
which, in the very nature of the case, could not have been urged 
against the proposal to annex the territory embraced in the Louisi- 
ana purchase, 
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We contend that the Philippine Islands are as densely populated 
as the State of Ohio; that therefore they are not open to American 
occupation, 

alice argument could not have been urged against the Louisiana 
purchase. 

Wecontend that the inhabitants of the islands are alien in blood, 
alien in traditions, alien in ideals; that they never can compre- 
hend, much less apply, our system, and that therefore they can 
never be Americanized. : 

We contend that according to the programme mapped out by the 
President the Philippines must forever be governed, if they are 
taken under our protection, by a carpet government, the chief 
officers. thereof to be appointed by the Executive; this carpet- 
bag government will do business 10,000 miles away from this capi- 
tal—therefore not subject to surveillance—and that experience 
proves that such a government is more apt to be corrupt and in- 
competent than honest and trustworthy, a curse to the country 
subjected to it and a disgrace to the United States. 

We contend that when we conquered and occupied the city of 
Manila we did soin conjunction with an army of 18,000 Filipinos 
who had beleaguered that city for months and captured the north 
half of it before the arrival of our forces, and that under such cir- 
cumstances it can not be denied that there existed at the time of 
the downfall of Spanish authority in the Philippines a military 
alliance between this country and the Filipino forces, and that 
we have not dealt fairly with a people who trusted us blindly and 
deserve fair treatment in return. 

We deny that Congress has constitutional power to vest in the 
Executive with reference to those islands extra-constitutional 
wers. The President and his supporters propose to treat the 
lipinos not as aliens, not as citizens, but as conquered subjects, 
possessing no political rights which the conqueror is bound to 
respect. The programme includes the enactment of protective 
tariff laws to keep them from marketing their goods in thiscountry. 

It follows that we may also enact laws prohibiting Filipinos 
from emigrating to the United States. We say that Congress pos- 
sesses no power to thus deal with any part of the territory of the 
United States. We say that if you permanently annex the Phil- 
ippine Islands their people will thenceforth be charged with every 
responsibility, amenable to every law, and entitled to the full en- 
joyment of every right, privilege, and blessing conferred by the 
Constitution and laws upon other citizens of this country. In m 
remarks yesterday I directed attention to a dozen well-conside: 
cases in which the Supreme Court of the United States has said 
that acquired territory becomes, when annexed, a part of the ter- 
ritory of the United States—subject to the Constitution, subject 
to the laws applicable to the entire oniri As to tariff laws, 
Congress has no special office to perform in ing with acquired 
territory. The laws applicable to the other parts of the country 
3 in the nature of things, under the Constitution, apply to 
them. 

Now let the gentleman from Pennsylvania answer me. Was 
any one of these questions involved in the annexation of Louisi- 
ana? The gentleman comes here and fairly charms us with a 
speech filled with beautiful platitudes, poetical quotations, and 
well-rounded periods. Let me urge him to descend from empy- 
rean regions and get down to the earth on which we are doing 
business. Let me urge him to direct his attention not to the starry 
firmament, but to the prosy earth and to the discussion of the 
practical concerns in which our people are interested. 

We are told that the Philippines will furnish a market for our 
goods. I tell you that a country so impoverished, with labor 
earning 6 to 20 cents a day, with the commodities upon which the 

ple live based upon that level of prices, can not be an extraor- 
inarily profitabie field of industry or commerce or trade. 

We are told that we shall be e benefited. We know 
that we must go to an expense of fifty, sixty, or one hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year in maintaining erican sovereignty in the 
islands, but the open door“ is to be maintained, so that other 
nations will compete with us, on terms of equality, for the trade 
of that country, just asif we were not in possession. We pay the 
bills, and afterwards rustle for our share of the trade. e could 
do as well without deluging the islands in blood and wasting so 
many millions of treasure. 

Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] analyzed 
the ‘‘open-door” policy proposed by the President? Not only are 
the Philippines to be governed outside of the protection of the 
Constitution and our laws, but they are to be so far beyond our 
control that henceforth, as a matter of international obligation, 
we must admit foreigners to these markets upon terms of equality 
with ourselves. And the American taxpayer must foot the bills. 

What folly it is to compare the Louisiana purchase to the Philip- 
pine Islands! I voted for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, 
and Ispoke in favor of it, because the islands were American, with 
institutions and a government American in every fiber. I would 
vote to-day, if | had the opportunity, to restore to the Filipinos 
their country, because it belongs to them as much as this country 
belongs to us. And I would give it to them because in a pro- 


longed gle against Spanish oppression her patriots have fallen 
by thousands while battling for independence. [Mr. COCHRAN of 
Missouri concluded amid applause on the Democratic side.] 

[ie the hammer fell. } 

. LITTLE. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I intend to discuss three im- 

rtant matters pertaining to the administration of the law in the 

waiian Islands, producing a condition that must be horrible to 
the inhabitants of that country, shocking to us, and alarming to 
Congress, which made them a part of the American Republic, as 
stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] a few 
moments ago. 

The supreme court of those islands, kept in office by the consent 
of the President of the United States, has in recent opinions held 
that the Constitution of the United States does not apply in those 
islands as to trials by jury and the collection of tariff duties. The 
court holds that in felony cases a defendant may be indicted with- 
out the intervention of a grand jury and convicted by 9 out of 12 
petit jurors, notwithstanding the fifth and sixth amendments of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

In another case that a verdict is legal of nine out of twelve 
jurors in civil cases (the old Hawaiian law), notwithstanding the 
seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, and 
in the third case that the customs duties that obtained there under 
the Hawaiian tariff previous to the annexation of those islands are 
collectible, notwithstanding that this makes a tariff for Hawaii 
and one for the United States—two totally different—and in spite 
of the provisions (two) of the Constitution of the United States 
which ordains that— 

Poa imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 

a 


Nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or 
pay duties in another. 

The court contends that the treaty by which we annexed the 
Hawaiian Islands so provided. 

As to the question of customs duties, this decision of the court 
is based very largely upon the opinions of two professors—one of 
Yale and one of Harvard—while the leading cases of Cross vs. 
Harrison (16 How., 164—1853) and of Fleming vs. Page (9 How., 
603—1849) are doubted and denied. 

In the Cross case I believe Justice Wayne spoke for the entire 
court. The court unanimously held that as soon as the treaty 
with Mexico was confirmed, what is now California became a part 
of the United States. I will read the exact words of the opinion 
on that point. 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 
States. (16 How., 196.) 

In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution itself, that 
these Hawaiian judges and the President were sworn to support, 
uphold, and enforce, ordains: 

The Constitution and laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land. 

The Constitution shall be what? The law.“ The “law” of 
what? The law of the land.“ What land“ The United 
States—the old and new States when admitted, and the old and 
new Territories when „ and the courts have so held and 
Congress has so legislated. 

Justice Marshall in an early case, since followed and never 
doubted or denied, on a question of taxation in the District of Co- 
lumbia thus defined the term United States:“ 

Does this term des te the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri- 
can empire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. (Lough- 
borough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, 137.) 

The Constitution, then, is the law of that land“ which is geo- 
e known as the United States, the United States as 
such, the States as such, and the Territories of the United States. 
The framers of the Constitution knew that the (future) United 
States would have to control certain territory already ceded to the 
(future) United States and before the Constitution was framed 
and that other cessions from other States would soon follow, an 
did, after the Constitution was ratified. Would they, then, have 
been guilty of not framing the Constitution so as to govern this 
territory and inhabitants or to govern them outside of the Con- 
stitution—as slaves, subjects, or dependents? 

We think not, and they did not, and history and the courts 
show as much. 

But I will later on in a general way allude to the law that clearly 
shows that the Constitution applies to our Territories as well as to 
the States. In the Cross-Harrison case, which not only upheld 
the Constitution as tocustoms duties, but also the Administration 
of President Polk, the court said: 

Th A 
Unised Hatesahany piace ont ata Ola AE A oat ine 


violation of that provision of the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, 
imports, excises, shall be uniform thoughout the United States. 
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Justice Marshall, in the fifth Wheaton case already alluded to, 
go held the law as to the District of Columbia, and every other 
authority, 1 dare say; but this insular court that has passed u 
this question has so held and declared the law, and that when- 
ever we pos any territory anywhere the * of that terri- 
tory are entitled to every fundamental right and protection that 
the Constitution of the United States gave tous. To the same 
effect is 3 Cranch, 159 12 S. vs. More). 

I first saw a notice of these decisions of this insular court in the 
New York Sun of Sunday a week ago. I had the clipping here, 
but somebody, more interested, ibly, I hope, in the Hawaiians 
and the constitutional rights than Iam, has taken the 1 ing 
from ar desk and a copy of the three decisions which I ere 
also. The House ordered them printed as a document. 

The present occupant of the chair [Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 


setts] with di ed ability defended upon the floor of this 
House the rights, under the Constitution, of the cg of Alaska, 
joining hands with me in their defense when the House commit- 


tee reporting a codification of laws for that Territory were trying 
to pass a law declaring that six jurors instead of twelve shoul 
constitute a criminal jury. That was in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
We saw this evil; we pointed it out. Thecodifiers of the Alaska 
laws brought in a report that shocked the House so much that it 
was most ably opposed, and by no one, I am happy to say, more 
learnedly than yy the distin, ed gentleman who now occupies 
the chair [Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts]. 

That was a proposition to give to those people up there a jur 
of six men. The gentleman from Massachusetts . Moopy], 
with his usual eloquence and great learning, opposed that provi- 
sion, andin his remarks read as follows from the opinion of Justice 
Harlan in the Thompson case (170 U. S.): 

The next inquiry referred to is under the original Constitution and under 
the sixth 5 


is a jury constituted as it Was of twelve persons, neither 
more nor less? This dn, oan must be answered in the affirmative. 


He also cited other cases. 

The court further said— 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the trial by jury in suit at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 

In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707, approved in 170 U. S., 
847), the court held that there must be 1 in the action 
of the jury in civil cases. The court says: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in fin a ver- 
e eee 
{inl rule and could not be treated as attempuing to do so. 

‘The court then added: 

It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the National Constitu- 
tion rela trials by jury for crimes and criminal prosecutions apply to 
the Territories of the Un States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here the last utterance of the Supreme 
Court of the United States on this question, found in 174 United 
States, pages 1 to 5, in which the court says: 

It is beyond doubt at the present day that the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States securing the gy ig hae A „whether in civil 
or criminal cases, are applicable to the trict of Colum 

Citing the Wébster (11 How., 437), Callan (127 U. S., 540 to 
551), and Thompson cases. 

The District of Columbia was first called the Territory of Co- 
lumbia” and is now a Territory of the United States, and the peo- 
pe are here protected, this court says, in their fundamental rights 

y the Constitution as much so as they are in any State. Then, 
why does not the right of trial by jury apply in Hawaii? Can a 
courtor Congress divest these people of their constitutional rights? 
Cana statuter the Constitution? Can a treaty? Clearly not. 

I am not undertaking to criticise individuals outside of the 
RECORD, but I confess I was shocked to find that in the face of 
these opinions the supreme court of these islands should have 
robbed these people of their constitutional rights of trial by gay 
in the manner I have stated, and that, too, in the face of these 
decisions. It is in the face, also, of the Congressional action of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, declaring as we did that the Constitution 
oe to Alaska—onur “‘ outlying domain,” as the court calls it— 
and that the people there were entitled to twelve jurors and their 
unanimous verdict in civil and criminal cases. 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. MORRIS. I wish to inquire of the 
nessee from what case he first read? 
son against Utah? 

Mr. GAINES. Thompson against Utah, quoted in Mr. Moopy’s 


correctly, 
Mr. MORRIS. Was that the first case the gentleman cited? 

Mr. GAINES. And another caseI cite from the very first pages 
of this book, the case of the Capital Traction Company against 
Hof—a unanimous opinion. 

Mr, MORRIS, report? 

Mr. GAINES, One hundred and seventy-four United States, 


mtleman from Ten- 
Was it in the case of Thomp- 


ta will permit me, it is a 


And if a from Minneso 
act that this Hawaiian court does not allude to the 


remarkable 


pon | Thompson case, to the Huf case, nor, indeed, to any of these cases, 


but says that our Constitution was made 5 reasonable men,“ 
etc., and the old laws of that island applied; that our Constitu- 
tion did not. 

Mr. MORRIS. Ido not wish to interrupt the remarks of the 
gentleman, but 3 him for my own information, what was 
the first case that the 1 read from? Was it the case of 


2 N ? 
Mr. ES. I simply alluded to that. I have read from 
quite a number of cases. Ihave been hurrying along. 
Mr. MORRIS. What was the case? 
Mr. GAINES. What icular point? 
What is the one you have in your hand? 
That is the case of Thompson against Utah 


Was that the first case? 
That came from the State of Utah, and the 
lower court was reversed in that case because there were not 
twelve jurors used in the trial. 
Mr. MORRIS. I do not want to take the gentleman’s time 
Mr. GAINES, Iam perfectly willing to answer the gentleman's 


question. 

Mr. MORRIS. What was the title of the first case from which 
the gentleman read? Was it the case of Fleming against Page? 

Mr. GAINES. That was the first case that I simply alluded to, 
but on another pr ition—not jury trials. 

Mr. MORRIS. at is what I wanted to know for my own in- 
formation. I do not desire to 2 the gentleman at all. 

Mr. GAINES. It is a very pleasant interruption. There is no 
one whose questions I appreciate more than those of the dis- 
tinguished lawyer from esota, and I daresay that, born as he 
was in a Southern clime, his blood is warmed by the thought that 
in these leper-cursed islands, now under the domination of this 
Republic, the opinions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
are overruled to rob those people of their lives, liberty, property, 
and pursuit of happiness, by disregarding the common law of our 
land and the Constitution, which these high officials are sworn to 
uphold and support. 

Mr. MORRIS. Now, since 3 has seen fit to say 
something about me when 1 had only asked him a question for in- 
formation 

Mr. GAINES. I meant that in the pleasantest way. 

Mr. MORRIS. I will ask the gentleman a question now. I will 
ask him what was the exact point involved in the case of Thomp- 
son against Utah. 

Mr. GAINES. The identical point was that when Utah was a 
Territory the law was that there must be a trial by twelve jurors, 
and then when it got to be a State the court undertook to try with 
less than that number—eight—and the Supreme Court held that 
it was an ex post facto law, and in addition to that thata jury 
meant twelve men, no more and no less, and that the State had no 
power to deprive him of that constitutional right. 

Mr. MORRIS. I will ask the gentleman, was not the whole 
question involved in the case of Thompson t Utah as to 
whether or not if a person of the territory of the United States, 
which, when a Territory, had a law requiring that a man should 
be tried by twelve jurors could in its State constitution, after the 
crime had been committed under the Territorial act, whether the 
State constitution should dl that that man could be tried by 
less than twelve jurors? as not that the identical question? 

Mr.GAINES. That was one point. But in addition to that 

Mr. MORRIS. Is not it the only point? 

Mr. GAINES. The court said the State could not deprive him 
of his zga: of twelve jurors because that was his right under the 
Federal Constitution and they could not pass an ex post facto law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that the Constitution and treaty itself 

ives the Hawaiians the protection of the Constitution of the 

nited States. I remember distinctly that the law by which that 
territory was annexed provided—and I call the attention of the 
lawyers of this House briefly to this point—that the laws of that 
territory shall continue unless they are contrary to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States or repealed by the act of annexation. 
That is the substance. If someone had not taken my papers away 
from here I would read it. The Hawaiian court goes on by say- 
sate ar annexation act provided for just exactly what that 
co’ 5 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that the treaty can not stand in the 
face of the Constitution, and a statute can not stand in the face 
of the Constitution, and it has been decided time and time and 
time again that a SRy stood no higher than a statute, and that 
a statute stood no higher than a treaty, and that neither could 
stand when ie sra opposed by the Constitution of the United 
States, which court di 


Now, that court may have e upon the idea—and it is a very 


on 
elaborate opinion that the Sonstitation has not gone, has not 
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taken sail and gone over to Hawaii. Why, we heard of it down in 
Puerto Rico yesterday in the House; we fear of it inGuam, where 
we struck down slavery; but we do not hear of it down in Ei 
where slavery is perpetuated by our treaties. 

Why, gentlemen, where and how is the Constitution to 
it to go around in spots, in vest pockets; does it go aroun ot the 
will of a man? Can our military or civil officials stand by and 
uphold it as they please and when they please? I challenge the 
attention of this honorable body to these matters. 

In Alaska (31 Federal Reporter) we find a poor Indian slave 
was given his liberty under a writ of habeas corpus. And in an- 
other Alaska case, reported in 30 Federal Reporter, 115, and in all 
the numerous authors which I have here and have not time to 
cite, the courts hold that the United States has plenary power to 
control her outlying and internal territory, but within the limita- 
tions of the Constitution itself. 

That we can not deprive their inhabitant of the right of free 

h, the right of free religion, the right of trial by jury, and the 
right of habeas cor: Seon ry nor quarter soldiers in private houses; nor, 
m I said, can = a ae a single, solitary one of the rights 

to us erican citizens by the Constitation of the 
United States elk fie 18 on the Democratic side.] 
[Here the hammer 7 


APPENDIX. 
Treaty of between Spain and the United Sta signed at 3 De- 
cember 10, . by 13 States Senate February 6, 1809, by 
n March 19, Api 1, 1899, at Was n, D. C., and pro- 
aay 5 M ey ikan 11. 1899. (U. S. Statutes, volume 30, 
. IX. The civil rights “apes ro sg eee status of the native inhabitants of 
United States shall be determined by the 


the 3 hereby ceded to 
(Tb. 1759. 


ART. X. the inha itanta of the territories over which Spain relinquishes 
re cedes e ty shall be secured in the free exercise of their religion. 
: The genius and character of our institutions are peaceful, and the power 
to declare war was not conferred u Congress for the 8 
ent, but to enable the Ge 


ore — it should beco: cet its ights and the 5 of its 
y ar ou. me n ownr an 0 
Fg oe 25 war, therefore, declared b. ; y Congress can never be presumed to 


‘or the mrpose of con nest or the uisition of territory; nor 
5 an authority to the President to enlarge 
the United ae ie y subjugating the enemy’s country. (Flem- 


and not be sacrificed on a coun: 
General Government to obtain and hold colonies and de- 
pendent territories over which the ne Congress jongress) silent legislate without 


nes in its present form. 
(Scott vs. Sanford, 19 How., 397.) 
In another on that court has said: 
“The power of Congress over the he go baba is limited by the obvious pur- 


poses for which 8 and urposes are satisfied by meas- 
ip an gE a people of the Ter to beoouie Stabes in the 

Union.” ( bref at fan , 114 U. S. Rep., 15.) 
“The Constitution 9 — è for the benefit of every citizen of the United 


ge and there is no citizen, whatever his condition or wherever he may 
n the ey, of the naga States, 1 has not a right to its pro- 


Section (United States vs. M ich, 
And in definin, she rights of the bitants of tories it said: 
0 restrain all * 
82 551 pve he "8: Hep I; 15 5 8.8. Rep. 1 15. a also Mormon Church vs, United 
Nr Coole: Ain 50 Pri eee ee in speaking of 
our Territorial and the rinetples onial system, says: 
In this dependence of the —— upon the central Government there 
is some outward resemblance to the conditions of the American colonies under 


the prre Crown; but there are some differences which are important and, 
we fey vi The first of these is that . —— 8 condition is understood 


under the Constitution to be 5 ac e rien send. the peo- 
ple of the Territory, while it con innee are x are — of to create and 
establish State institutions for themselves as soon as the on shall be 


sufficient and the local conditions suitable; while the British 5 — system 
. tan no promise or assurance of any but a dependent government in- 


Mr. Goley draws a second apg poe between our Territorial and the 
British e ee em at page 37. I read: 
9 aoa md is that above given, that the of the American Te 
are guaranteed all the benefits of the principles of constitutional echt 
toric pro life. 1 and property, and ma defend them under the 
law, even as against t he action of the Government i i ; while in the colonies 
these principles were subjects of dispute, and if admitted would be within 
ue control of an absolute imperial legislature, which might overrule them at 


lr. Cooley draws a third distinction between our Territorial and Ameri- 


can colonial systems. He says: 
“There is also a difference * to taxation, which, though not so 
striking, is still important. The Territories levy their own taxes for all pur- 


poses, and they are never taxed separately for national fond for t bat only 
‘or 


as parts of the whole country and under the same 2 an 7 — same 
purposes as are the States. Nor is it intended to realize fro: rev- 
enue for the National Treasury beyond what is expended br the Ù nited 
States in their inte: (Page 38.) 

Chancellor Kent sa 

“All admit,” said C zer Justice Marshall, “the constitutionality of a ree 


torial government.” But neither the District of ene ares a . 

a State e within the meaning of the Constitution or entitled Sy 
leges the members of the Union. This bas —.— 80 So adjudged by | eo 
the Supreme Court. Nor will a writ of error or a lie from u 

court to the Supreme Court unless there be a 


statute 
. If, therefore, the 56 of the United Sta should carry 


— execution the project of colonizing the great valley of the Columbia or 


River to the west of the ountains, it would afford a subject 
of grav con Rares an what — be the ta future civil and political ante y 
“It would be a long time before it would be populous enough to be created 
into one or more ee —＋ and in the meantime, the doctrine 
taught by the acts pores by the judicial ecisions of the 
Supreme Court the the . — Would be in a state of the most . * sub- 
on and as dependent upon the will of Con as the people of this 
try would have n ire noon upan Bo nf em the King and Par ent tof — Britain i£ 

they could Bave sustained bind us in all cases w 


tsoever 
Such a state of absolute pin mo on the one hand and of abectnts de- 
pendence on the other is not congenial with the free and independent spirit 
of our native institutions, and the establishment of distant Territorial govern- 
ments, ruled according to will and pleasure, would have a very natural 
tendency, as all proconsular governments have had, toabuse and oppression.“ 
(1 Kent's, page 385.) 
Articles V and VI of the Tay of 1819 4 5 7 for the cession of Florida, 


1803 (United States er 8 10¹⁸ 4 5 

Ve 5 the ced rritories shall be secured in the free 
exercise of their religion 5 er restriction, and all those who may de- 
eee do ons shall be permitted to sell or export 
joo effects at any time whatever, without being subject in either case to 


“VI. The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes 
to the United States by this treaty shall be inc ted in the union of the 
Constitution, as ler as grien 3 4 = e rineiples of the nig 

‘ons! on, and admitted e enjoymen’ eges, an 
ties of citizens of the United States.” 1 Pe Pei, 511. 8 
5 vs. Sanus 19 How., 442, Dred Scott 
W rer 2— of the Louisiana Treaty (United Sts Staxes Treaty Volume, page 


atl tes the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated ir in ~ 


union of the United Sta and admitted as soon as possibl vero 
the principles of the Federal Constitution, tothe enjoyment of” all th the the rig ro 
advantages, ana ino immunities of the citizens of the United States; and 

meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free free enjo AAT 


their 1 property, and the re v5 which they profess.” (19 How. 
524 525 (Ca Catron, J, 8 even n 4% U. 8. Boya Ge TATEN z 

25 5 Pte arse a million of sore 2 8 
Manual, page g S a very small on o. occu sav- 
ages, its natural p: Itsinhabitants were ey, Pede and 


descendants of Fre: 2 a few creoles, Americans, Eng English, and 
Germans, the ‘whole number amounting to 80,000 or inhabitants, inelnd- 
ing about 40,000 slaves. a — acy clop from oe sources.) 

Another standard au of Commeros and Commercial 
Navigation, 2 Procherz g — the 3 as follows: Loui- 
siana, 77,000; Florida, about 10, ew Mexico, 60,000; Texas 
F 10 de Union citizens who had emigrated 


thither a short while before.” 
This makes one white person to each 25 square miles. 


Treaties with Mexico. 
ARTICLE VIII. 

Mexicans now established in Territories prorina belongin: ree hes Mexico 
and which remain for the future within the limits of the Uni States, as 
defined by the present treaty, shall be free to continue where they now re- 
side or to remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retaining the prop- 
erty — 2 — 3 possess in the said Territories or d ing ged 3 re- 

moving the proceed wherever they please, without their being subjected on 


this 5 to any contribution, tax, or ö whatever. 
Those w. prefer to — iren in the said territories may either retain 
the title bale rights of Mexican citizens or acquire of citizens of the 


those 
t they shall be obligated to make their election within one 
year from the date of the exchange of ratification of this 8 and those 
who shall remain in the said territories after the o chat iration of that year 
ae aava . bog — intention to retain ae c 1 of Mexicans 
hall be o become citize: 


not established there sh The present owners, the 
heirs of th and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said by 
contract enjoy with to it rantees equally am the 


ae es ns of the United States. 


1 vs 51 Seen an 
the 21 S ang 


their liberty A ap poured int the te free Notas ape eir religion 
without restriction.’ —(U. 8. 7 

e Gadsden-Mexican treaty of 1853 ( ad States Treaty, volume, 
696, Art. vd ed that all the provisions of the two articles — air) 
Guadelu algo treaty just quoted, and that the sam 


e articles 
poa to all the rights of persons and pro gst iy: poker 
cal, within the same, a5 tally and 3 the said articles were 


— son fort 
In 142 U. S., 183, Kn ht vs. United States, Mr. Justice Lamar, speaking for 
a unanimous court, sa 
“U; the 8 of the territory from Mexico the United States ac- 
the title to tide lands equally with ny u to 5 wi 


e ted Sta 
142 U. S., 188; 3 also Arti e addeil. it Pet., 367; Pollard vs. Al. 
Goodtitle vs. Kibbe, 9 How. 471: Mumford vs. Wardwell, 6 
Harbor Commissioners, is Wall., 57.) 
152 U. 1 1. 5 vs. Bowely. + vee Gray said: 
mei), Tho fateh per weg eae Congress, whether by deed or cession 
State or by Seka Oy with a fore country, are held with 
popula: and condition justify, of being admit- 
— an equal footing with A original S States 
respects; (2) and tle and dominion of the tide waters and the land 
under nenes are held with the United States for the benefit of the whole peo- 
eg cheat “ey Soap 9 court has often said in cases above cited, ‘in trust for the 


“Upon the acquisition of territory by the United States, whether by. = 
no . — one of the States or by treaty with the foreign N or ES E 
very and settlement, the same title and dominion nited 
States for the benefit of the 7 — poopie and in trust for the to the States 
be ultimatel gs SA out of the territory. 
70 Armed in 174 U. S., 237, Morris vs. United States, page 57. 
In 18 Wallace, 65, cited by Justice Gray, Field, sider tin speaking for the 


Justice Dead 
that the Federal Government 
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whole court, said on the question of the title to an island half a mile from 
ore: 
“Although the title to the soil under the tide waters of the bay was 


by the United States by cession from Mexico, equally with 
u , they (United States) held it only in trust for the future State. 
This case is y in point, sin ber that this territory (now 
California) was acquired by conquest from Mexico. 
In Chapin against Bourne (8 Cal.) the court said: 
“It (the title to the soil underlying navigable water) belongs to the United 
States in that might be created out of said Territory and to 
‘fornia on her admission (into the Union) by virtue of her 


upon the title 
the court de- 


the State ot 
sovereignty.’ 

In astill later case (54 Cal., 455), Leroy vs. DUUREN touching 
to certain tide-water lands, we find the most apt judication 
ciding in favor of the State. The court said: 

“From the date of the treaty of 1848 the portion of the tide lands in contro- 
versy was held by the Uni States in trust for the future State. * * * 
The question here is whether from the treaty up to the admission of Califor- 
nia into the Union the United States held the 1 title to these particular 
lands in trust for the State government which should be organized; or 
whether the United States Government held them in full ownership, freed 
of any trust in favor of the future State, and for its own exclusive use and 
benefit as a military reservation, and since continues to so hold them.” 

There the issue was made that the United States Government owned the 
island as a military reservation and had acquired it as such when the treaty 
was made with Mexico. 

Cooley on Principles of International Law, page 187, says: . 

“ The Constitution also provided that new States may be admitted by Con- 
gen into the Union; but whether they should be formed of territory at that 

e bel to the States, or from territory that might thereafter be 
acquired, or en in as existing States previously independent, was not ex- 
pressly determined by that instrument. ra the ordinance of 1787, however, 
which the Constitution left in force, it had been that States not ex- 
ceeding five might be formed from the Northwest Territory and received 
into the Union; and it may be assumed as unquestionable that the constitu- 
tional provision contemplated that the territory then under the dominion of 
the United States, but not within the limits of any one of them, was in due 
time to be formed and organized into States and admitted into the Union, as 
has since in many cases been done.” 

I desire to 5 attention to the e inp follows: 

“Indeed, it could never have been understood that any territory which by 


pure i on, or conquest should at any time come under the control of 
the United States should permanently be held ina Territorial condition, and 
the new States, which have been formed of territory acquired by treaty, 
must be supposed to have been received into the Union in strict compliance 

th the Constitution." (Page =) 
“And when terri is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
and to ve them into the Union must follow of course, not 


wer toadmit new States with- 
out restriction, inconsistent with institutions 
founded on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Gov- 
ernment should retain territory under its own imperial rule and deny the 
E ene onary local institutions.” (Cooley's Principles of Constitu- 
W. 

Article III of the Russian treaty of 1867 (United States Treaty, volume, 
941) is as follows: 
“The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, 
their national allegiance, may return to Russia within three 
if F W sus A 
— — unci native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjo 
be 


reserv- 
but 


SOL AG eee oh eh | ieee 
ro e o en * 1 
The uncivilized tribes shall OS la 2 it 


and religion. 
lations as the United States may from time 
a tribes of that country.“ 

The fourteenth amendment had been adopted by Congress and was before 
the States for ratification when this treaty was concluded. 


FOR WHAT IS TERRITORY ACQUIRED? 


„in the case from Alaska (30 Fed. Rep., 115), after stating 
has the power to acquire territory by treaty 
and Ney bree citing 1 Peters, 542; 19 How., 443 (Dred Scott case); 2 Story, 


The power to enlarge the number and limits of the United States by the 
admission of new States into the Union is 9 ven to Congress. 
In the construction of this power it has been p cally held toauthorize the 
acquisition of terri not then qualified for such on, and the gov- 
Sones of — same by Congress in the meantime, and until it is deemed 

erefor. 

In the exercise of this power, however, Congress can not do or authorize 
any act or pass any law forbidden by the Constitution, as suspending the 

t of habeas corpus in the time of f- ga bill ofat er or ex 
post facto law; 5 soldiers a house without the consent of the 
owner in time of peace; making a law respecting the establishment of re- 

ion; but it may exercise any legislative power not expressly forbidden to 

it e Constitution, and to this there may be a further limit that thesame 

not be inconsistent with the spirit and genius of that instrument, nor 

contrary to the p for which territory may be acquired. Subject to 

these limitations the manner in which this power can be exe: rests in 
the discretion of Con A 

See also 31 Federal Reporter, where an Indian slave under the writ of habeas 
es was given his liberty. 

the case of the Mormon Church vs. United States (136 U. S., 42), the court 
says: 


ys: 

The power to acquire territory other than the territory northwest of the 
Ohio River (which belonged to the United States at the adoption of the Con- 
stitution) is derived from the treaty-makiog power and the power to d 
and carry on war. The power to make uisitions of territory by conquest, 
by treaty, and cession is an incident of national sovereignty. The territory 

Louis when acquired the territories west of the 
mans Mountains, when acquired from Mexico, became the absolute property 
and domain of the United States, subject to such conditions as the Govern- 
ment in its diplomatic negotiations had seen fit to accept relating tothe rights 
of the people then inhabiting these territories.” 

At page 44 the court quotes from the opinion in the case of Murphy vs. 
Ramsey (114 U. S.), where it is said: 

“The le of the United States, as sovereign owners of the national ter- 
ritories. have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this sovereign domain they are represented by the Government of the 
United States, to w. all powers of government over that subject are dele- 
gated, subject onl: ictions as are expressed in the Constitution 


from France, and 


to such restri 


or necessarily in its terms. 
“The right of salf-government as known to our system as a constitu- 
tional franchise belongs, under the Constitution, to the States and to the 
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ciples of constitutional liberty, which restrain 
ment, State and national.” 

Approved in 170 U. S., 349, Thompson's case. 

Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York, 
the chairman of the committee, agreed to yield me ten minutes’ 
time for the benefit of the gentleman from Georgia . BART- 
LETT]. We are advised that he can not be in the Hall at present 
on account of committee service, If there is any gentleman on 
the other side who will proceed for a short time, it will be all right; 
if not, we will have to forego. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Ifnomember addresses the Chair, the Clerk 
will read the bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think the chairman of the committee should 
be present. I do not see him. 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has stepped 

out. The Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 
The Clerk, proceeding with 3 ths bill, read as follows: 

For pay of one clerk to Superintendent of Indian Schools, $1,000. 

Mr. HEMEN WAT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike that out 
of the bill on the ground that it does not belong in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean to make the 
point of order, or does he move to strike the paragraph out? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think the chairman of the committes 
will concede that it ought to go out and go into the legislative bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This clerk is employed at times outside of 
the Indian Office. He is employed with a commissioner and has 
to go with the commissioner wherever he He does not 
the same position that an ordinary clerk in the office does; 


occup 
if he did, I would concede that the gentleman is right. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Isuggest that we appropriate for oneclerk, 


and the Committee on Indian Affairs is appropriating for another, 
One clerk is appropriated for in this bill and one on the legislative 
bill. We appropriate for one clerk in the legislative bill and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in their bill, and I suggest that the 
two clerks ought to go together on the legislative bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the gentleman from Indiana will give me 
his assurance that this clerk will be provided for in the legislative 
bill, I am entirel aa To should go out of this bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. e will certainly take care of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I do not oppose the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GAINES. Chairman, if I may be permitted, I desire 
to say that I have found a paper which I wanted to comment upon 
in my remarks and make a part of my speech. I mislaid it; and 
inasmuch as it does not bear directly upon what I said, I want per- 
mission to print it as a part of my remarks. It shows that in 
Florida, Louisiana and Mexico plus California, and the other 
3 excluding Alaska and Hawaii, we provided 5 

or statehood in the treaties and all the fundamental rights we 
enjoy under the Constitution, and I desire to place in the RECORD 
some extracts from those treaties showing these important facts, 
Quite a number of requests have been made to me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the general leave given by the House 
to-day. yeh reer has that liberty. 

Mr. G. ES. Ithink that only applied to the subject under 


discussion. I discussed jury trials. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


To enable the gy geet of the Interior to ag practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
not exceeding $05 each per month, to superintend and direct farming 

an 8 raisin, 


g among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I do so for the purpose of asking the chairman of the com- 

mittee why the proviso was omitted that was in the law for many 
2 


ears? > 

Mr. SHERMAN. About adjoining States? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We thought as good service could be ob- 
tained with it out as with it in. The old proviso was that the 
farmer should be an actual resident during the two precedin 
years prior to the appointment of the State or Territory in whic 
he was to be employed, or of an adjoining State, and that he 
should have been actually engaged in farming during that time. 
We thought a man who had not been engaged in farming for the 
last two years might be as well qualified as one who had, and that 
a man living in Iowa quite as competent to go on a reservation in 
Kansas as a man teho hired in Nebraska. : 


t 


Mr. CANNON. I think that is all right if he is a farmer. My 
recollection is that this proviso went in many years ago because 
it was found that barbers and others were appointed as farmers 
who hardly knew a turnip from an onion. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman is in error. I think 
that proviso was put in in the Senate three or four years ago 
upon the motion of the Senator from South Dakota to meet an 
objection which he raised that the then Secretary of the Interior 
was bringing farmers from georga to perform work in South 
Dakota; notthat he was bringing barbers, but that he was bring- 
ing farmers from that State. 

Mr. CANNON, Ithink the facts will show that some barbers 
pagod farmers; butifthe chairman of the committee is quite sure 

hat this is for the benefit of the service, I shall not interpose any 
further objection, because I think the whole matter of furnishing 
farmers is a good deal of a farce. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

APACHES, KIOWAS, AND COMANCHES. 

For pay of employees, as provided by treaty of October 21, 1807, $6,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point of 
order on that. I believe these items are not in the law of the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are not in the law under treaty stipu- 
lations. They are in at another place, under the head of gratui- 
ties.” I do not know how the error originally arose, that they 
were provided for under the head of gratuities instead of under 
the treaty head. The treaty stipulation provides for this, and it 
should go in under the head of “treaty stipulations” and not 
under the head of 5 cd 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I want to call the gentleman's 
attention to. I do not think we are bound under treaty to make 
this appropriation. Now, referring to volume 15, page 585, arti- 
cle 10, it says: 

In lieu of all sums of money or other annuities provided to be paid to the 
Indians herein named, under the e Aor October 18. 1865, made at the mouth 
of the * Little Arkansas.“ and under treaties made previous thereto, the 
United States aoe to deliver at the agency house on the reservation herein 
named, on the 15th day of October of each year, for thirty years— 

Then it runs along for over half a page, and there is nothing in 
it about furnishing pay for employees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is not referring tothe treaty 
re a oe the bill of October, 1867. He is referring to the treaty 
of 1865. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam referring to the one referred to in the 
Book of Estimates, and also the one mentioned in the bill. I am 
referring to volume 15, page 585, article 10. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Possibly I may be in error. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that we pass over the item em- 
braced in lines 17 to 23, inclusive, without prejudice, and I will 
look this matter up. 

Mr, CANNON. I should like to be here when it comes up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill not call it up in the gentleman’s ab- 


sence. 

Mr. CANNON. One remark further. 

These gifts or gratuities of money to these Indians—who always 
exact everything coming to them by way of annuities, support, 
and that kind of thing, and which, I was almost ready to say, in 
most instances are more than sufficient to support them in better 
style than the skilled mechanic can support elf—make quite 
large demands upon the Treasury, and I do not believe that unless 
there is some treaty obligation or some absolute necessity for 
granting these gratuities we ought to proceed further in that direc- 
tion. Iam content that the matter shall go over now, in order 
that the gentleman from New York may look into it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this clause will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

CHIPPEWAS OF MINNESOTA, REIMBURSABLE. 

Advance interest to the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, as required by 
section 7 of An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota.“ approved January 14, 1889, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the manner required by said 
act (reimbursable), $00,000. S 

Mr. CANNON. Ishouldlike to ask the Ker henian in charge of 
this bill, if he has the information at hand, how much has n 
E in this way for the Chippewa Indians —“ reimburs- 
able?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. On pages 35-89 of the Secretary’s annual 
report for 1898 there is a full statement in reference to this whole 
fund. That statement shows that there has been appropriated 
for all purposes under the Chippewa act, including surveys, ap- 
7 and everything of that kind, $2,060,000 up to this time. 

have a later statement, dated January 19 of the premi year, 
showing that the total disbursements up to the 1st of last Septem- 
ber were $2,315,000. This same report of the Secretary for 1898 
shows that the total receipts have been something less than 
$1,000,000. The supplemental report, which I have just received, 
shows that the receipts during the time between the date of the 
precious report and the ist of last 5 were between three 

undred thousand and four hundred thousand dollars -in exact 


figures, $355,293. 2 


Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman believe that the Treasury 
will ever be reimbursed for these amounts? 
Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I do not. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, can the gentleman suggest how much 
longer we are to go on in this style of appropriation in support of 
these Indians, who have timber which, if handled and sold to the 
best advantage, would, I apprehend, pay all this money and more? 
Are we ever to avail ourselves of such sales, or what is to become 
of this propery 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chippewa act of 1889 provides that the 
lands and the timber thereon shall be disposed of and prescribes 
the disposition that shall be made of the fund arising from such 
sales; and it is left discretionary with Congress to use this fund, 
or a certain amount of it—one-fourth—in providing for schools 
and various other things. The first provision is that— 

S 0 
amon rites said Indians a orton of daa 8 ety not excesding & per 
cen reo 

That is, 5 per cent of 83,000,000 — 
und the United States shall for the benefit of said Indians advance to them 
such interest, amounting to the sum of $90,000 annually, etc., counting from 
the time when the allotments were made. 


The act contemplates the accumulation of a fund of $3,000,000 
in the Treasury, but it is mandatory upon us to appropriate 
$90,000 per annum prior to the time that the fund reaches the 
sum of $3,000,000. 

Mr. CURTIS. Allow me to suggest to the chairman of the 
committee that if some change was made in regard to the dis- 
position of the timber belonging to these Indians, there would be 
no question but that a very large fund would be created for their 
benefit and that all this money might bereimbursed, Butif that 
timber is to continue to be disposed of as at present, the Govern- 
ment will realize yore tHe in the way of reimbursement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. e suspended action upon present lines in 
the last appropriation bill, and called upon the Secretary to make 
investigation through a special agent and to report fully, with 
such recommendations as he might desire to make.in reference to 
a cannes of the statute providing for the disposition of this tim- 


ber : 

Mr. CANNON. I observe in the very next paragraph, not yet 
read, there is a continuation of these appropriations: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to carry out an act entitled “An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Ch wa Indians in the State of Minnesota,“ approved 
January 14. 1889, namely, the purchase of material and employment of labor 
for the erection of houses for Indians; for the purchase of agricultural im- 
S0 ketal, ELA aE 
Hon: for the arcction and Drain caninine of day and industrial schools; for 
subsistence and for pay of employees; for pay of commissioner and his ex- 

mses, and for removal of Indians and for their allotments, to bereimbursed 

the United States out of the proceeds of sale of their lands, $100,000. 

Now, is that $100,000 provided for also in the treaty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is discretionary, not mandatory that we 
appropriate that sum. But the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

DDY |, a member of the committee, who is very familiar with the 
conditions up in that country, stated to usin the discussion of this 
proposition—and I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
originally in the committee we reduced this appropriation from 
$100,000 to $50,000—the gentleman from Minnesota, from his per- 
sonal knowledge of conditions there, said that it was absolutely 
essential to 5 for these Indians at least $100,000, in order 
to keep them from starving and freezing to death, and that if we 
did not provide for them here under this reimbursable clause, 
where there might be some chance of getting it back, we should 
be forced to provide for them under the gratuity act; and the 
committee thought it was rather better to take a chance of get- 
ting it back some time than to absolutely give it away now. 

r. CANNON. Iwant to call my friend’s attention to the fact 
that, as I understand it, these Chippewas have what seems to be 
a pretty valuable reservation up toward the head waters of the 
Mississippi River, with large amounts of timber that is not bein 
sold to any great extent. I will not say that it is being 
upon, use I have no direct personal knowledge, but these 

3 as I understand it, have had allotments made to them. 

r. SHERMAN. To some of them, but by no means to all. 

Mr. CANNON, And now that they are full-fledged American 
citizens, ‘‘men and brethren“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Someof them. : 

Mr. CANNON. Exercising the rights of the franchise, now I 
would be glad to know that at some time or other those citizens 
that vote and carry this burden of citizenship, helping to control 
the destinies of the Republic, would cease to receive grants from 
the Treasury, where other citizens do not receive grants. I do 
not know what the period of guardianship is to be. It strikes me 
it ought to begin to cease when you clothe them with full citizen- 
ship and they exercise the right of the ballot; and that if they be 
poor, the burden be thrown upon the State wherein they reside 
and whose destinies they help to control, the same as in the State 
of New York and elsewhere. 
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Mr. CURTIS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
if 8 of these Indians was properly disposed of they would 
no r. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The burden that is imposed u 


us by the 
care of these and other Indians, the gentleman well knows, is a 
self-im burden. It is not a legal, but rather a moral obliga- 
tion. ecan shift it and throw it off if we desire to, but there 
are no inconsiderable number of people in the country who be- 
lieve that our moral obligation is too great to throw aside this 
burden, which, as the gentleman knows, is not increasing, but 
decreasing. Why, since the beginning of my service upon this 
committee, and that is not a great many years ago, but half a 
dozen years ago, the appropriation bill was from two to five mil- 
lion dollars more than it now is. 

During the time it has been my pleasure to preside over the 
committee the bill has decreased every single year, and is less this 
ben than it ever was before. This burden does not increase, but 

ecreases year by year. We are paying less. We shift the 
amount that we expend for these poopie, ess is paid for rations 
and more for books. We are educating them as fast as we can. 
We are educating more than 25,000, where twenty-five years ago 
we did not educate 5,000, and as the light of civilization and edu- 
cation is spread among them we have to do so much less in the 
coe | of rations, clothes, and material help. The burden, as I 
said before, is not increasing, but is steadily decreasing. 

. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, the state- 
ment which he makes is a very interesting one. But to come 
down to the specific appropriation in hand, I understand that we 
have a treaty with the Chippewas, and that under that man, 
which ee the title to a part of their lands, we virtually 
took possession, for the purpose of selling the timber of a portion 
or all of the remainder of their lands, and that that timber, if sold 
and handled properly or halfway property, would absolutely re- 
imburse the Government for every do. that we have advanced. 
But it is not being done. Up in Minnesota, near the head waters 
of the Mississippi, is that cient timber. 

IIl- advised people, perhaps without being fully advised, inti- 
mate that trespassers get away with groat quantities of that tim- 
ber; that enterprising citizens of the United States—I will not say 
of Minnesota, but perhaps of adjacent States—with the hope of 
gain, N to get hold of this timber, and Mr. Indian does not 
get a great deal of it; that under this same treaty these Indians 

t part have taken their lands in seyeralty and have become 
clothed with citizenship, voting for members of Congress, voting 
as every other citizen does within the boundaries of that State; 
that the ill-advised people probably take the timber on the one 
hand, the Indian votes on the other, and the Treasury of the 
United States support these voting American citizens. 

Now, that is not a desirable condition. My belief is that when 
the Indian is clothed with citizenship, casts the ballot, and takes 
allotments of land in severalty, he ought to work out his own 
salvation just as other American citizens do, and it is a principle 
which lies at the very foundation of citizenship that each tub must 
stand on its own bottom. And if, through misfortune, disease, or 
vice, any portion of the citizens of a State fall by the wayside, 
then the tive counties and States should bear that burden; 
and when they do that, it is intelligently borne and minimized; 
but as long as the Federal Treasury bears it, I suppose it will go 
on bearing it to the end of time, the State shuffling off the burden, 
the county shuffling off the burden, and in the meantime the par- 
ties receiving the relief. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For educa’ d the pleasure of the President, third article of 
tion, oa at ooo per 


treaty of Ma: een pe 
the $1, 


and steel for 


Secre of th Toteni 
o Interior, 
1 5 the Qua- 


uapaw Nation by the Secre 
paw Reserv: m: And pro That such of said buildings as may not 
be required for aponta school, where they now stand, may be removed by 
Seach EA ALTS LOAA 8 
a 
the 7 removal and repairing of said buildings. siz = 
Mr. CANNON, I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, how much 
longer, in his judgment, this 5 for the education of 
the Quapaws should be continued? 
5 . Itis rather difficult for me to answer that, 
Mr. Chairman. The Quapaw Indians are not in a deplorable con- 
dition, I am pleased to state. They are in rather a better condi- 
tion than a very large number of our Indians. This is a provision 
under a treaty that we shall eee it pleases the 
President that we should. The te comes to us through the 
Interior Department and the Treasury t, asking for 


this appropriation, from which we must assume that it is the 
pleasure of the President that the appropriation still be made. It 
seems to me that this is one of the items that it ought not to be 
necessary to continue for any great number of years further. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that it is during the pleasure of 
the President, under the third article of the treaty, for education. 
Now, I think if Congress did not make the appropriation, the 
President would be pleased not to expend the money, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whether he would be pleased or not, I sup- 
pose he would be forced not to expend it. 

Mr. CANNON. He would be forced not to expend it. Now, I 
have a general understanding that the Quapaws have had their 
lands completely allotted to them. Somebody said to me, and I 
am quoting what was said, and I think it is reliable, that they 
have 200 acres of eke land each—land probably as productive 
= eaoin Kansas land, or superior to some of the eastern Kansas 

nå. 

Mr. CURTIS. Not superior. 

Mr. CANNON. Thé@gentleman from Kansas says that the land 
is not superior, but I suspect it is nearly as good as Missouri and 
Ilinois land. 

Mr. BENTON. What lands have you reference to? 

Mr. CANNON. The Quapaws’. 

Mr. BENTON. They are pretty good lands. 

Mr. CANNON. Are they out of debt? 

Mr. CURTIS. There owe about twenty-four hundred dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. How many of them are there? 

a BENTON. Two or three or four hundred of them, all to- 
gether. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if there are 400 of them—and that is the 
largest number the gentleman mentions—ha’ 200 acres of land 
apiece, owing twenty-four hundred dollars, and that is all, having 
their lands in severalty and good lands, I submit that it is about 


time we stopped paying them. 
Mr. SHERMAN, There are 251 of them. 
Mr. CANNON. It is $1,500, I thought it was a much larger 


amount; but, large or small, Ido not know of any population of 
400 pecs that are so well fixed. 

Mr. BENTON. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he forgets that Congress a few years ago did what I think 
was a matter of very doubtful propriety. They permitted these 
Indians to seil part of their land. A good many of them have 
foolishly parted with their lands; and while a good many are in 
97 65 ition, a many of them are not. 
ssi CANNON. I thought they had not power to alienate their 

n 


Mr. BENTON. Not when first allotted, but subsequent legis- 
lation allowed it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will state tothe gentleman from Illinois that 
the provision for the Quapaw school is changed somewhat. The 
Government has been maintaining a school which has cost the 
Government $6,000 or $8,000 a year, and it is changed by provid- 
ing for the establishment of three day schools, and it will save the 
Government from four to five thousand dollars a year. It is true 
the Quapaws are very well off; but it must be remembered that 
the property they own is not taxable, and that no provision has 
been made for erecting school buildings on the reservation owned 
by them. Theyask for these three day schools and a consolidation 
of the Quapaw and Wyandotte school. I think so long as the 
land is not taxable, and the Government can save $4,000 a year or 
more and only give them a thousand dollars to maintain three day 
schools, that it would bea change for the Government, and 
I think we ought to maintain the day schools at least until their 
lands are taxable. 

Mr. CANNON. How long have they been owning lands 
twenty-five years? 

Mr. CURTIS, They took their allotments a good many years 


ago. 

The Government is saving by this provision $4,000 or $5,000 each 
year. You are abolishing one large school, which necessitates six 
or eight employees all the time, and if you authorize the use of 
the §1,000, as provided in this bill, you will save the amount here- 
tofore stated, which is taken out of the general school fund. 

Mr. CANNON. The only object of my challenging the appro- 
priation is to draw the attention of the House to some of these 
items, not by way of criticisms of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs at all, or upon any gentleman in connection with it, but to 
suggest to the gentleman, and suggest to the House, that it seems 
to me the time come where people are able to bear the burdens 
that they should cease to be wards of the Government. It is for 
the benefit of the Treasury on the one hand, and adds the blessing 
to the pe on the other that they depend upon themselves. 
That is all I want to say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For interest on $78,340.41, at 5 cent ann to be expended under 
the direction of the Secreta of the interne for ee 


t of their allotments of land, purchase of sence baste: 
rovemen r 
K and other beneficial objects, $3017 Oy; to all, A. 8 df. = 


1900. 
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Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I have forwarded to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, at end of line 24, page 31, after the word “cents,” the following: 

“ALSEA AND SILETZ INDIANS. 
orized and directed, on the 

e of this act, to pa Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz Res- 
8 in Oregon, 9 to an agreement made October 41, 1892, ratified 

— 2 8 August 15, 1894 (twenty eighth Statu 
found to be competent and capable of managing an 
of $100 GOO aor ropristed beth „ 55 1004. Bor now = their 
credit 1 of the United States.“ r 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just one word upon that ques- 
tion. We are now dealing with that portion of the bill that is 
appropriating money for carrying out treaty obligations with the 
several tribes of Indiansin different portions of the United States. 
In 1894 a treaty was made between the United States and the 
Alsea and Siletz Indians, and in the provisions of the treaty, as 
confirmed by Congress, $100,000 was appropriated to pay these 
Indians for lands purchased from them by the Government. I 
will read the provision in the treaty, Mr. Chairman: 


any of said Indiaus are fully competent and capable of taking 
care of their full pro rata of said pure money, and that it be to their 
interest to receive the same, and that other portions s are not 
so capable and competent, then he shall d to Con; that suffi- 


recommen 

ncipal sum so held in trust as provided in section 2 
of this agreement be appropristed to pay the full pro rata of such com- 
‘and, and when the same shall 

— so paid, then such Indians 


The Secretary of the Interior has recommended, in accordance 
with that treaty and the act of Congress, that provision should be 
made authorizing him to pay their Foc rata portion of this fund 
to 306 Indians. It is to carry out the provisions of that treaty. 
As I understand, La are now erg Meal pi la of 3 0 
propriating money for carrying ou ip ions, and I offer 
this amendment, and I think f. is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York care 
to be heard further? 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman from Oregon the communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. TONGUE. I have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the gentleman's statement, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think it is in order under treaty stipulation, under a special 
head of itself. I agree with him about that. I withdraw the 
point of order, for I do not think it is well taken. 

Mr. TONGUE. A few words, Mr, Chairman, in explanation of 
the amendment and the class of Indians for whom this provision 
is sought to be made. They have been taught in the schools and 
educated in the English N for a great many years. In the 
report as to the condition of the various Indians I find that the 
entire population is given as wearing citizens’ dress. Out of 486 
of the population, 430 talk English. There are none except those 
who live in houses. The number of rations issued by the Govern- 
ment during the last year to all of these Indians only num 

. There is about $2,000 expended in religious and church work. 

Of the 486 Indians there were no criminals of any kind during 
the year. I visited the Indians, and a meeting was held and this 
matter was discussed. The Indians selected their speaker and 
they talked in English, and they e ined their matters thor- 
oughly, intelligently, and well. Their lands have been allotted 
to them, 80 acres, and some of them have more than that. The 
are in a productive country, where they farm reasonably w 
where they are making their own living, but are hampered for lack 
of stock and agricultural implements. There is 8100, 000 standing 
to their credit. 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to ask the gentleman if he has the views 
of the Indian Office on this subject? 

Mr. TONGUE. Ihave. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope the gentleman will give them to us. 

Mr. TONGUE. I will do so before I conclude — 85 remarks. 
The Indians are being paid 5 per cent on the money, which brings 
them about $11 each. Baut that will not buy a cow, it will not 
buy a plow, a wagon, or a horse. It practically amounts to noth- 
ing; it comesin little drafts. With this provision they would get 
abont $200 each, and they could equip their farms with stock and 
put in capital, enabling them better to work their land, and that 
is the reason they desire to have the sum paid in full. It would 
cut the string between these Indians and the Government. They 
are capable of taking care of themselves, and they will take care 
of themselves, and will cease looking to the Government for help, 
and will learn reliance. 

Mr. LITTLE. How much money does this involve? 

Mr. TONGUE. One hundred thousand dollars has been appro- 

riated and belongs to them, and stands to their credit in the 
easury. This simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, 
in accordance with the provision of that treaty, to pay each one 
of these Indians, whom he finds capable of taking care of the 


amount, the full amount due him. It involves no expenditure of 


ving the Indians what 


money by the Government; it is simply 
aye ted Sta acting as a loan agent 


belongs to them instead of the Uni 
and 1 them 5 cent interest. 

Mr. LITTLE. ow much does the annual payment amount to? 

Mr. TONGUE. The amount is 8100, 000 and the population 486 
a little over $11 apiece at 5 per cent interest. 

Mr. CURTIS. Have they an Indian agent there? 

Mr. TONGUE, Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is there a school for them? 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I did not catch the reading of the amend- 
ment. Does it propose to advance the payment of interest to these 
Indians for some years to come? 

Mr. TONGUE. No; it simply proposes to pay the prinvipal to 
such Indians as, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, 
are competent to manage their own affairs. The Secretary has 
reported, after carefully examining the matter, that in his judg- 
ment 306 of these Indians are capable of taking care of themselves, 
Here is his letter: 

These Indians are now citizens and taxpayers of the State of Oregon. and 
Iam satisfied from the information I have that the 306 named in the schedule 
submitted by the inspector are fully competent and capable to manage and 
take care of their full pro rata of the said permanent fund and that such pro 
rata fund ought to be paid to them now. 

I therefore have the honor to inclose a draft of an item to be i ted 
in the next Indian appropriation bill toauthorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay, immediately upon the passage of the act, to such members of the tribe 


as may be found fully “competent and capable their pro rata of the 
said permanent fund, and to urgently recommend that the item be so incor- 
pol and enacted into law. 


ae is the item which I have offered as an amendment to this 


Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TONGUE. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. In case these Indians, or any of them, should 
fail to take care of themselves, what will be the result? Will they 
not fall back upon the Government? Will they not appeal to us 
again for ae 

Mr. TONGUE. These Indians are full citizens; lands have 
been allotted to them; they are voters. As I understand, the 
Government will be under no more obligation to take care of 
them if they should become paupers than to take care of any other 
citizens of the county. The county understands that if these 
people should cut loose from the Government and become paw 
it will be obliged to take care of them; and it is willing to take 


that RESTR x 
Mr. R ELY. What the gentleman says may be correct as to 


the legal status of these Indians; but in view of our general policy 


in the past toward the Indians, would there not be an appeal to 
us to take care of them again as wards of the nation? 

Mr. TONGUE. They have rich lands and plenty of them. 
— 855 is =~ more indication of their becoming paupers than the 
w people. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But we know that a great many white people 


bered | become 


u 

Mr. TONGUE. If we were going to take care of them, I do 
not understand that any appropriations for rations, for agencies, 
or schools are taken out of this sum. The mere amount of 811 a 
year would not support a pauper or a sick man. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I understand under the gentleman's provision 
we would simply provide for a disbursement of this trust fund. 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes; and I think these Indians will be less 
liable to become paupers if this money is paid to them than other- 
wise. This money would help them tostock and equip their farms; 
and they will thus be taught lessons of self-reliance so as not 
longer to look to the Government for support. 

. RIDGELY. I am not prepared to object to the amend- 
ment; I am 87 seeking information. 

Mr. TONG The citizens by whom these Indians are sur- 
rounded—with whom they live, the agents and employees on the 
reservation—the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior all favor the proposition. For the purpose of 
ascertaining the condition of affairs in reference to this matter I 
have talked with these people, and I am fully convinced that this 
is a wise provision and ought to be adopted. I hope it will receive 
the approval of the chairman of the committee and of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I exceedingly regret to op 
any proposition offered by the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
TONGUE]. But I must oppose the 5 of putting our hands 
into the at the request of any of the Indians who have 
trust funds still there, and permitting them to take the principal 
of those trust funds and spend it. As long as itis there we know 
that they will receive the interest on it every year, as the treaty 
may provide. They have now a certain amount which they know 
they can fall back upon year by year to help them out in case of 
emergency. To that extent we are relieved of any liability to be 
called on for assistance in supporting these Indians. 
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I do believe, Mr. Chairman, that not only in this instance, but in 
every case of this kind, itis our duty to oppose such action as is 
proposed by the gentleman from Oregon; and I sincerly hope that 
this Committee of the Whole will not open the door to this line 
of action, or Indians upon their own application to with- 
draw their trust funds from the Treasury. I hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon will be voted down. 

Mr. TONGUE. Only afew words more. I have a great deal 
of respect for my friend from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] and a 
great deal of respect for his judgment in reference to these mat- 
ters. But I mast insist, Mr. Chairman, that the people who live 
near these Indians, who have spent thirty or forty years in their 
neighborhood, who have had business dealings with them, who 
would be subject to any disorders that might be created if the 
Indians were r managed, or if they misbehaved, are 
entitled to be heard upon a matter of this kind affecting persons 
with whom they are 3 well acquainted. 

The gentleman from New York has not had personal experience 
with these people, and possibly he does not recognize that these 
Indians have been subject to the influences of civilization for thirty 
or forty years. They talk well; they dress well; they farm well; 
they work well, and they vote with reasonable intelligence, enter- 
ing into a pretty fair political argument on both sides of the 

uestion. 
z Now, I am prepared to say for these people that it is not sub- 
jecting them to a good infiuence when you teach them that for 
all time in some way or other they must fall back on this Gov- 
ernment to take care of them. In my judgment one of the worst 
influences pervading the country to-day is that which prompts 
too many of our people to insist that somehow or other, in some 
= , itis the business and duty of this Government to take care 
of them. 

I do not believe it wise to continue to subject these Indians to 
the infinence of such a feeling. As they ome civilized we 
ought to teach them lessons of self-reliance. Let them under- 
stand that since the Government has elevated them to a condition 
of civilization, they must now depend upon themselves—must 
now their business in their own way. If the gentleman 
from New York wants to make them paupers, for God’s sake let 
him continue to deal with them as if they must look to the Gov- 
ernment month after month and year after year; let him make 
them feel that if they Fe into trouble—if they get sick or drunk— 

0 


they may look to the Government to help them out. 
In my judgment, the proper policy is to cut the leading strings 
and teach them to rely upon themselves, not to e t Congress 


or the American people to help them out. Those who know these 
ple as I know them and as my neighbors know them are will- 

ng to trust them, and I think that on a matter of this kind, affect- 
ing us and not affecting remote communities like those in which 
my friend from New York lives, our opinion is entitled to respect. 

. CURTIS, As I understand, these Indians are under an 

nt? 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. If they are under the care of an agent, then it 
would seem to be more im t that the agent should be dis- 
charged, and that, with a view to their best interests, they should 
not be subjected to endless guardianship, than that this $100,000 
should be distributed among 400 of them—men, women, and 
children. 

I have no personal knowledge in regard to these Indians, but I 
know this, that when they get $200 apiece their neighbors prob- 
ss gl get a of it. 

. TONGU. It will probably be expended in buying cattle, 
horses, sheep, etc. 

Mr. C ON. And in the payment of debts, no doubt. If 
these Indians are good farmers, if they are so intelligent and com- 

tent, they can not very tly need this moy On the other 
d, if they are improvident they would probably spend it in a 
way that would do them but little good. ey can not have their 
cake and eatit, too. If we should now give them $200 apiece, and 
thereby this trust fund should be exhausted, some of our good 
poe who have nothing else to do than to stand with the 
and take care of people who, in their judgment, need tak- 
care of (with some of them, not many, this is a profession) 
no doubt urge that we should make further appropriation 
for these Indians, take care of them through an t, send their 
children to school, and do all this in the name of humanity, be- 
cause their ancestors owned the soil before our ancestors ever 
knew there was any soil here. So we shall have to shoulder the 
msibility again and appropriate money for their support. 

. CURTIS. Ishould like to call the attention of the House 
to what the agent says in reference to this payment. He says in 
his report: 

In the month of March the annual 2 of interest on trust funds was 

se This 


made, amounting inthe te to ent was a t relief, 
ana e . e to! the old Indians, who during the ay winter had exhausted 
Ps 3 


subsistence. 
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So it would seem from this report that these payments are of 
some benefit to this tribe, and I therefore hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many male Indians over 21 years of 
age are there? 

Mr. CURTIS. There are 259 males and 227 females. 

2 5 WAY. Do you know the number over 21 years 
of age 

Mr. CURTIS. That is thenumber of those over 21. Thenum- 
ber of children between the ages of 6 and 18 is—males 64, females 
45; total school population, 109. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What was the amount of interest divided 
the last time? 7 

Mr. CURTIS. Five thousand eight hunded and fifty-three dol- 


lars. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That virtually went to the 221 males. 

Mr. CURTIS. It goes to the head of the family. It might bea 
male or a female. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the heads of the families had the use 
of that money. z 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And if they had $200 per head distributed, 
some of the families would have — a sum of money, no doubt 
a thousand or twelve hundred dollars. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman allow me to call his atten- 
tion to a provision that he has overlooked? 

Mr. RTiS. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. The Secretary of the Interior recommends the 
payment to 306 individuals, leaving these old people, nearly 200 of 
them, whose money he proposes to retain and pay out in the man- 
ner that he has paid it heretofore. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I submit that if these people 
are yet under an agent, and this amendment is to disburse to cer- 
tain Indians a fund that is virtually in a Government savings bank 
to their credit, and as a protection to these Indians, as well as to 
the le of the nation, who have them to protect as wards, it 
would better to follow the fp peice of the chairman of the 
committee and retain this fund on deposit for their and our mu- 
tual protection. 

If I understand the amendment, it not only disburses the $200 
for the head of a family, but for each member of the family, 
regardless of age, and still leaves them under an agent, practically 
as wards of the nation. I believe it best to retain this money on 
deposit for the present, and let them draw their interest as they 
are now doing, retaining the principal as a trust fund. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman permit me to correct an 
impression that he seems to have? The Secretary of the Interior 
must determine the capability of these Indians. He thinks there 
are 306 who are competent to manage their own affairs, This act 
poros only thatthe money shall be paid to people who are capa- 

le of managing their own affairs. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Under his judgment. 

Mr. TONGUE. Under his judgment, and not to the children 
or the old people. 

Mr. RIDGELY. His judgment may err. 

Mr. TONGUE. Possibly; but itis hardly fair to assume that 
he will peri to old and decrepit people or to young children. He 
will probably pay it to all heads of families and all over 21 years 
of age who are capable of intelligently using it, That is what the 
act authorizes him to do. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If these aa pe as stated, can take care of 
themselves now, I think they will continue to take care of them- 
selves if we retain this money on einen for them, letting them 
draw the interest as at present. ile I am dager to all 
interest, yet we still have the interest system, and in this case it 
serves to provide for these wards and protect both them and our- 
selves against a possible greater burden. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones and Bannocks 
and other Indians of the Fort Hall Reservation, in Idaho, including pay of 
employees, $35,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD ot Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I rise at 
this time to say that if I were present to-morrow I would favor 
certain legislation which is to be brought to the attention of the 
chairman in this bill; but inasmuch as I am called home by 
death in my family, I make this statement so as to ayail myself of 
the opportunity that is to be given to members who addressed the 
committee to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I wish to ask a question of the chairman of 
the committee as to these items of miscellaneous support. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. RIDGELY. My question is as to these items for miscella- 
neous support. Is this all new legislation? 


1900. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. None of it. It is identical, except the change 
in amount, with what we have appropriated from year to year. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Simply as a general policy? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, it is right along the same policy that we 
have pursued a great many years. 

Mr. CURTIS. And where the change is made it is for a less 
amount. 

Mr. RIDGELY. These items come out of the Treasury of the 
United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a gratuity, all of it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Is it annuities, out of trust funds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not annuities. All these items of mis- 
cellaneous support are absolute gratuities on the part of the 
Government. 

Mr. RIDGELY. That is what I understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For suppor and civilization of the Yakimas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think I will move that the 
committee do now rise, as it is nearly 5 o'clock. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had bad under consideration the bill H. R. 
7433 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE VS. YOUNG, 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 3 to file the report of the committee in the con- 
tested-election case of Wise against Young, from the Second dis- 
trict of Virginia, and ask that a time may be fixed for the hearing 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan submits a 
privileged report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report of Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of Wise against Young. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be printed, and the case will 
go on the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. S er, I will ask the gentleman 
from Michigan if he has made the request agreed on in the com- 
mittee in reference to filing the views of the minority? 

Mr. WEEKS. I was about to make that statement to the Chair. 
I would like to have the time fixed for the hearing, and what 
would the gentleman like 

. BURKE of Texas. It was agreed in committee, Mr. 
Speaker, that the members of the minority should have ten days 
in which to present their views after the presentation of the re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. WEEKS. That would be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, ten days will be given to 
the minority in which to file their views. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that he can call the case up at any time. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the year ending June 30, 1901; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 


panying report, ordered to be printed, 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order upon 


that bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 


GUN TO CITY OF NASHVILLE, TENN, 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the 


cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the first shot in the 

Spanish-American war. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is * authorized 
and directed to condemn and detach from the gunboat Nashville the cannon 
from which was fired the first shot in the Spanish-American war and to de- 
liver the same to the said city of Nashville, to be placed in some pitt place 
in that city, the title to the said cannon to be vested in the said city: Pro- 
uan, That no expense shall be caused to the United States through delivery 

cannon. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to reserve the right 
to object until I can ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. GAINES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, Is that a modern gun? 

Mr. GAINES, Ithinkitis. I am not sure about it. 


Mr. CANNON. Modern guns aro omia expensive and wonder- 
fully useful, and they are much needed. I would not object to 
giving to the city of Nashville some three or four old guns for 
monuments; but fora modern breech-loader and effective gun, I 
do not think we ought to start that, 

Mr. GAINES. I will state. Mr. Speaker, that this bill has unan- 
imously passed the Senate. The Committee on Naval Affairs have 
unanimously reported a bill of heart the same nature, and it 
is now pending before this body. In addition to that, Mr. Secre- 
tary Long has approved the passage of this bill; the Ordnance 
Department have approved it. The original cost of the gun was 
$410, and it has now served its day. Mr. Secretary Long has 
ordered it detached and sent home, because it is worn out, and 
has heartily indorsed the passage of this bill. The gun has served 
its day and can no longer be used. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman a statement to that effect 
from the Secretary? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes, sir; here is the report of the House com- 
mittee. In addition to that, Mr. Secretary Long approved in the 
face of the bill—the very bill that the House committee has 
passed—a similar bill to this. Now, I hope the gentleman will 
not object. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I would not object if this gun were worn out. 
I would be very glad for the city of Nashville to have it. But if 
it is a modern gun, and in good condition, why, I do not think 
we should permit it. 

Mr. GAINES. It is a modern gun; but the gun is worn out. 
Here is a letter from the Navy Department which orders the com- 
mander of the vessel to detach it and to put another that is being 
sent there in its place. I will read that letter to you from the 
House report: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1900. 

SIR: 1. The Bureau requests that I ꝓounder Hotchkiss R. F. gun, Mark II. 

register No. 121, 1-pounder hydraulic"recoil mount, register No. 129, and 1- 


ater cage stand, register No. 106, now on the U.S. S. Nashville, be sent to 
he United States (New York or San Francisco) by the first public convey- 


ance. 
2. Please replace this gun stand and mount by one nowon hand. This gun 
was used in firing the first shot in the war with Spain, and has been donated 
by the Department to the city of Nashville, Tenn. 
3. An ee complete, will be sent you as soon as possible. 
ys 


Respec 
CHARLES O'NEIL, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 


The COMMANDER IN CHTEF, 
United States Naval Force, Asiatic Station, Manila, P. I. 


Mr. LACEY. Who signs that letter? 

Mr. GAINES. That letter is signed by Charles O'Neil, Chief 
of Bureau of Ordnance, and it is addressed to the commander in 
chief of United States naval force, Asiatic Station, Manila, P. I. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, as 
we have had so much controversy in the Navy about it. Is there 
any question as to which ship fired the first gun? 

Mr. GAINES. That is settled by the commander of the Nash- 
ville and the record of the recent war, a correct copy of which I 
have taken from the records in Secretary Long’s office,and made 
for me by his order. 

Mr. LACEY, But what about the commander of some of the 
other ships? 

Mr, GAINES. I do not know. 

Mr. LACEY. There is no controversy? 

Mr. GAINES. None whatever. Absolutely none. 

Mr. CANNON. What about it being worn out; have you got 
anything further to show that? 

. GAINES. I have nothing more than this letter, and that 
ordered in ee by Secretary Long to be written to the 
commander, Commodore Watson. As stated, it is to be detached 
from the ship and succeeded by a new gun. I should say that it 
is well worn, for it has been doing, I suppose, most of the firing 
ever since. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Let me suggest to gentlemen you are establishing 
a precedent that is going to come home to trouble you. If this 
gan is absolutely worn out, the gentleman can get it in a formal 

ill requesting the donation of the gun to Nashville, and let the 
Secretary of the Navy determine what gun shall be sent there; 
and no doubt 19 5 can get this gun. 

k You are establishing a precedent here which will come from every 
city in the United States which has a battle ship or a gunboat 
named after it. There are ways of getting the gun without estab- 
lishing such a precedent, if the gun is worn out and is obsolete, 
and I hope the gentleman will see it. 

Mr. CANNON, I think if the gun is worn out, under the gen- 
eral legislation it can be given to the city. 

Mr. GAINES. _I will state to the gentleman that there are two 

recedents, for this very thing. Yale College presented to the 

nited States a gun for one of the ships that fought in the war 
with Spain. Harvard University presented one also. At the end 
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of the war Con passed resolutions giving back the respective 
guns to these co Here is a cruiser named Nashville for the 
city of Nashyille, that fired the first shot in the war, and the ci 


passed an ordinance providing that this gun 
be held in trust for the benefit of the public, for future generations 
to admire, if donated tous. This bill is for nothing more than to 
give us title to the gun, that we may take care of it for future 
generations to look at and thereby inspire their patriotism. 

Mr. LOUD. Letit go over, Mr. Speaker, until the gentleman 
can furnish the information. 

Mr. GAINES. What information does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LOUD. The letters. 

Mr. GAINES. Here are the letters here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia that there can be no bad precedent in it, because this is given 
as the gun that fired the first shot in the war, and there can beno 
other first gun in the war. 

Mr, ROTH. It can not be made a precedent, Mr. Speaker, 
because the representation is here made that this gun is worn out. 

The SP. The Chair understands that objection is made, 
unless withdrawn. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh,Isuppose I have got to withdraw, Mr. Speaker. 


ughter. 

Cane HIT. Mr. S. er, I do not wish to make any objection, 
but I wish to correct a statement of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. The gun referred to as coming from Yale College was pre- 


' sented by the college to the Government, and at the close of the 


war it was given back in trust to the college to keep until the 
Government might need it again. 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and it was read the 
Mr TOUD Mr. Speaker, I hope the gent] from T 

= $ - , I hope the gentleman from Tennessee 

will have the bill amended so that Congress will not attempt to 
say by 75 1 . action which ship fired the first shot. 

Mr. G. S. That is a matter of record, as shown by this re- 
pos and the official records in Mr. Secretary Long’s office, which 

read, and I have a y of that record, 

Mr. LOUD. I question that. 

Mr. LACEY, e captain of the Nashville admits that he fired 
the first . [Laughter.] 

Mr, STEELE. The same report says that this gun has already 


been given to Nashville, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has simply been put there temporarily. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does this bill propose to do anything more 
than that? 

Mr. GAINES. No, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to this bill, 
but I want this House to know, and I want the country to know, 
that the man who commanded the ship that fired that and 
who ordered the = to be fired, was Capt. Washburn Maynard, 
who was born an 
onay of Knoxville, Tenn. [Applause.] \ 

he bill was then passed. . 

On motion of Mr. GAINES, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Rei 3 ES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House bill lie on 

e e 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection, 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Leave was granted Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Ellen M. Burque, Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse re- 
port having been made thereon. 

j Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at12o0’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
iiny were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


ows: 

A letter from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad, trans- 
mitting his annual report—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A lettér from the ident of the City and Suburban Railway 
Company, transmitting his annual report—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Columbia Railway Company, 
transmitting his annual iy oe bag the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


raised at, and sent to the Naval Academy from | p 


A letter from the president of the Washington and Great Falls 


Railway Company, transmitting his annual 
mittee on the ct of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the dent of the Brightwood way Com- 

any, transmitting his annual report—to the Committee on the 
istrict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company, per pina 2 his annual report—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company, transmitting his annual report—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Capital Railway Company, 
transmitting his annual report—to the Comm'ttee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the care and maintenance of the 
Washington Monument—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Trony, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate for increase of salary of the United States consul at 
Christiania, Norway and Sweden—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
matters relating to the salary of the governor of Arizona, etc.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for repayment of amount supped om 
pay of Chaplain C. B. Carlisle to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies for certain public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submittin 
an estimate of appropriation for survey, t, of line between U 
and Arizona—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasur, , transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submit an esti- 
mate of 5 for deficiencies for services of Board of Man- 
agers of National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for preventing deposits in the harbor of New 
York—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rt—to the Com- 


rinted, 
A letter from the Secretary of the Shiga transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for constructing jetties, etc., at South 
Pass, Mississippi River—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
inside passage through Sarasota Bay to Lemon Bay, Florida—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


— — 


MMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3718) for the preservation 
of the frigate Constitution, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 165); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2579) to refund 
duties paid by the State of New York upon arms imported in 1863, 
reported the same without amendment, ita e by a report 
(No. 166); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee = Public Lands, to 


REPORTS OF CO 


which was referred the bill of the House R. 6063) to amend 
chapter 2 of the laws passed by the first m of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress of the United States, being an act entitled An act 
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making appropriations for sundry civil nses of the Govern- 
ment for fos fiscal rome ending June 30, 1898, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 4, 1897, 5 the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 178); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4557) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man- 
chester, N. H., reported the same without amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 179); which said bill and report were 
— — to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6267) to amend an act 
entitled An act to amend an act to suspend the operation of 
certain provisions of law relating to the War Department, and 
for other purposes,” reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 180); which said bill and report were 
age to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7660) granting addi- 
tional right of way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company 
through the arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 181); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7787) to 
change the name of the Potomac Insurance Company of George- 
town, and for other purposes, si iia the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a zepo (No. 182); which said bill and 

rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

a . TATE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7661) to allow commu- 
tation of rations, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
yeon by a report (No. 184); which said bill and report were re- 
85 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
284) granting permiss‘c. and authority to the Orleans levee 
board to move, without cost to the United States, an exis line 
of levee in front of the arine-hospital property in New Orleans, 

a., reported the sar 3 with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 185); which said-bill and report were referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Elections No. 8, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res, 124) relative to 
the contested-election case of Richard A. Wise vs. William A. 
Young, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a apo (No. 186); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6701) ting a pension 
to Serelda C. McGrew, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 167); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3809) 
granting increase of pension of Elisha B. Seaman, Company A, 
Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 168); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5156) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances C. Kirby, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 169); which said bill 
and Spa were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3522) for the relief of 
Lucy S. Bane, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 170); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6161) for the re- 
lief of John Landegon, of Danbury, Conn., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 171); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2170) 
granting a pension to Angeline Eyestone, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 172); which said bill 


rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

8 of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3012 
granting a pension to Sarah Claggett, reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 173); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. C. ERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1754) for the 
relief of Mrs. Helen M. Moore, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 174); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6038) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Penny, John W. Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey 
Penny, surviving partners of 80 & Sons, 1 the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 175); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6493) for the relief of 
John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult children, 
3 the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
oo 176); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 213) to pay the General Ma- 
rine Insurance Company, of Dresden, the sum of $1,484.12 for 
certain coupons detached from United States bonds, which said 
coupons were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea 
March 14, 1886, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a rt (No. 177); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4854) to ion James 
L. Whidden, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 188); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


and re 
Mr 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of we following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7833) to establish a military 
post at Tacoma, Wash.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7834) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands within what was heretofore the Fort 
Randall Military Reservation for actual and bona fide settlers 
and reserving the same for that purpose to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7835) to change 
the characteristic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts - to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign erce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill 7 5 R. 7836) to extinguish private 
land titles within the bounds of the national parks and forest res- 
ex vations located in the State of California—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7837) to establish battle park on 
Bull Run—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE GRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 7838) repealing 
section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7839) directing a survey of Red 
River, in the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7840) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog signal at Point no Point, in Chesapeake 
Bay, between Cove Point and Smiths Point—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7841) to provide for the increased 
circulation of the Congressional Record—to the Committee on 


Printing. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7842) to increase the salary 
of the United States marshal for the southern district of Ohio—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ey Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7848) to amend section 2745 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to compen- 
sation of examiners at the port of New York—to the C ttee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7844) to provide for 
the revision and codification of the Ne and general laws 
of the United States—to the Commi on Revision of the Laws. 
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By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7935) providing for the pay- 
ment of duties on imported to o on its weights at the date of 
lp Mo from bonded warehouses—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr, STARK: A bill (H. R. 7936) to improve the armament | Aff 


of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill = R. 7937) for the Co of 
the statue of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7938) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 538 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7939) to amend an act nel BS June 10, 1880, 
governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7940) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, and so 
forth—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—to the Calen- 
dar of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 152) 
pornon for a preliminary examination of Wells Cove, Wells, 

e.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 153) grant- 
ing permission for the erection of a monument or statue in Wash- 
ington City, D. C., in honor of the late Benjamin F. Stephenson, 
founder of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee 
on the Lib; A 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 14) 
to print 6,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the 
Mint on the Production of the Precious Metals for the Calendar 
Year 1898, ete.—to the Committee on Printing. 

Buy Mr. SPERRV: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 15) for 

the prin of 7,500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 164, 

Fifty-fifth , third session, being the report of the Daugh- 

= of the American Revolution, 1890-1897—to the Committee on 
nting. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res, 
123) relating to lobster fisheries—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A memorial of the legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, relative to importation of prison manufactured goods—to 
the Committee on Labor. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ze following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
15 Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Luster 
P. Chester and Freeland Chester, and Luster P. Chester and Free- 
land Chester, executors of Thomas R. Chester to the Committee 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7846) conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Mrs. 
2 ane W. Mason, Washington, Pa.—to the Committee on the Judi- 


Ales: a bill (H. R. 7847) to correct the military record of David 
P. Kelley, of &o nellsville, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) to correct the military record of Kyrhian 
Morrissey, of Uniontown, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee 
on 9 Affairs. 3 qis 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 7849) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to try and render final judgment in certain 
claims of Charles H. McCord—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7850) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Catherine Metz, administra- 
trix of Jacob Metz, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7851) for the relief of Frederick Sensel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of 
pension to O. M. Brown —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7853) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of Joseph A. Choate, o ones i 
Fourth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 2 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7854) to grant pension to 
William Denham, Company E, Ninth Tennessee Ca Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 7855) to increase the pension 
of Sarah E. Jackson, widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier- 

meral of United States Volunteers, to $50 per month—to the 
Gommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7856) to increase the pension of Matilda E. 


Lawton, widow of Elbridge Lawton, late chief engineer, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a (H. R. 7857) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Albert Campbell—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James Nicholas—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) for the relief of Richard Good—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7860) granting a pension to Samantha Bent- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7861) for the relief of Seth 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7862) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Platoff P. Bush—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of David H. Mitchell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7864) granting an increase of pen- 

sion to Jennie E. Sawyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) to increase the pension of William H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) to increase the pension of Alexander 
W. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) to increase the pension of John L. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) granting an increase of pension to San- 
ford P. Stitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) increasing pension of Albert Morrison 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7870) to restore and increase the pension of 
Peter Highnote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7871) granting a pension to Simpson P. Wat- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) for relief of George Roth—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch V. McVay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to Bennett C. For- 
rester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7875) to pension Thompson F. Frisby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) to pension Eunice Varner—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7877) to correct the military record of San- 
ford B. Shiplor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7878) to correct the mili record of Wil- 
liam F. Shelato—to the Committee on Mili airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7879) to pension William H. Arbuckle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Charles Wilson, 
alias Mike Noonan—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7881) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) for the relief of Richard M. Hall—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anna F. Christiern—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7885) granting an in- 
crease of pension to line V. English—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7886) to correct record of Lewis H. 
Barter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7887) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or 
their legal representatives —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7888) to increase the pension 
of Gertrude E. Devens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of W. H. De 
Long to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7890) granting a pension to Beriah D. Skiff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension to 
Norvil J. Hannum, son of William Hannum, Company B, First 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7892) for the relief of Charles W. 
. the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of Henry G. 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7894) to cor- 
rect the military record of John L. O Mara to the Committee on 


aoe ia A Affairs. 
By Mr. RODEN BERG: A bill (H. R. 7895) to remove the find- 
ing of a court-martial by which Charles Held was discharged 
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from the military service of the United States to the Committee 
on 5 A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) to increase the pension of Samuel 
Lybarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of George C. 
Quick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 7898) to pension Elizabeth Agnew—to the 
Committee on Pensions. “oe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) to pension William H. Tate—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of Edward Winders, of 
Miletus, III. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7901) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Benjamin Ipock—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7902) to remove the charge 
of darion from the record of Conrad Schindler—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7903) granting an increase 
of pension to John Leavitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7904) for the relief of R. L. 
Scarlett—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7905) to increase the pen- 
sion of Rebecca Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) to correct the military record of Oscar 
D. Hendershott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7907) for the 
relief of William F. Haralson, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7908) for the relief of Willis 
Pinner, of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7909) granting 
increase of pension to Alpheus P. Milner, of Grayville, III. to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) to increase the pension of William R. 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7911) for the relief of Charles 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to Harriett A. Wil- 
ed widow of Col. Lewis Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7913) for the relief of William 
‘Ly p—to the Committee on Claims. 

pI Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R.7914) to pension Mathew Micum 
at the rate of $30 per month—to the mittee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7915) for the relief of Charles 
L. ä the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7916) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Thomas T. Phillips—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7917) granting a pension to Annie G. Mar- 


tindale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief of Adalina T. 
Blick, administratrix John S. Blick, deceased—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 
By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7919) to t a pension to 
Thomas J. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7920) for the relief 


of heirs of David and Barbette Carb—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) for the relief of Francis Massich—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7922) for the relief of John R. Elliott, of New 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Ge R. 7923) for the relief of Pierre Garrot, of Or- 
leans Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill Ge R. 7924) for the relief of Louis V. Porche, of 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Car- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7926) for the relief of estate of 
Henry Fassman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7927) for the relief of Joseph M. 
Wilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7928) for the relief of Lewis Tackett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7929) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Newton Baldwin—to the Commi on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7930) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen N. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) ganting a pension to Phebe A, Ten- 
nant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7982) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Robert McKown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R.7933) to increase the pension of Lewis Kraus— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of J. C. Davis—to the Committee on Military 


irs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers in support of House bill No. 7072, 
ganag a pension to Mary Barron—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6886, 
for the relief of John L. Cantwell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3670, 
to increase the pension of George W. Weeden—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANLER: Petition of sundry clerks employed in the 
| Spating in the city of New York, in favor of the passage of 

ouse bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
hy r. CROWLEY P to H bill ti 

y Mr. : Paper to accompany House granting 
a pension to William Denham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 5558, for the relief of 
Harriet Terrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of F. J. Vick and other 
business men of the village of Waterloo, Wis., against the passage 
of the free-package-delivery bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5590, 
8 the relief of Fannie E. Robertson to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, FARIS: Papers to accompany House bill No, 4643, for 
the relief of I. N. Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, poper to accompany House bill No, 4644, for the relief of 
Jacob Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

=f Mr. GAMBLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7725, to 
establish mining experimental stations to aid in the development 
of the mineral resources of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Braid Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, of New York City, 83 against the confirmation of 
the treaty with France to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mrs. D. K. Simonds and 22 other 
citizens of Manchester, Vt., for the passage of Senate bill No. 34 
relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Federal Labor Union, No. 
7241, of Dundee, III., with reference to arid and public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of Pawling, N. Y., for 
legislation 2 to dairy or food produets - to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6991, to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Lawrence Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the od pao of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, Ottumwa, Iowa, for legislation giving annual 
leave of W ER the Committee on Agriculture. 

B Mr. : Resolutions of the Business Men’s Association 
of Newport News, Va., favoring the praago of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also (by request), petition of Adalina T. Blick, administratrix 
of John S. Blick, deceased, praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Resolution of the Merchants’ Exchangeand 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, S. C., to amend the inter- 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ 
Exchange of Charleston, S. C., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 5462, placing pilots solely in the United States 
Steamboat-Inspection Service- to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Putnam County, Mo., 
to accompany House bill granting a pension to Thomas J. Allen 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petitions of W. A. Fetters and W. R. 
Wasner & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stam 
75 on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways an 


eans. 
Also, resolution of the Trades’ ene of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
cable facilities between the United States and Cuba, and reduc- 
tions of tariffs on messages—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
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By Mr. MERCER: Petition of 


-office clerks of Omaha, 
Nebr., for the e of House bill No. 485i—to the Committee 
on the P. ə and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Pa: to accompany House bill 
8 a pension to Samuel F. Fowler - to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: Affidavits of N. E. Moore and N. W. McDaniel, 
to accompany House bill No. 7404, for the relief of the Methodist 
Episco; Church (McDaniel’s Chapel), Shellmound, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on ms, 

Mr. OTJEN: Petition of W. F. Kaiser and other druggists 
of Milwaukee, Wis., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of M. A. Newton and 
others, of North Pitcher, Chenango County, N. Y., for a law sub- 
jecting food and dairy products to the laws of the State or Terri- 
tory into which they are imported—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of M. W. Fay, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., and American warehouse associations, on subject, 
of war tax on negotiable warehouse receipts—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

„SAMUEL W. SMITH: Remonstrance of Pennock & 
Porter and others, of Williamstown, Mich., and vicinity, against 
zea post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Roads. 
By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Woman Suffrage Association 
of the State of New York, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the 
Con ae granting suffrage to women—to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

By Mr. TERRY: Protest of Arkansas cotton oil mill companies, 
against Government taxes on butterine and other products of cot- 
ton seed—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WANGER: Protest of W. W. Dill, of Norristown, Pa., 
relating tothe stamp taxon medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Woman Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Massachusetts, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, granting suffrage to women, etc.—to the Committee 
on the J 3 

1 gs J R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill No. 6415, for therelief of Elias Whipple—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accom: House bill to increase the pension of 
Alpheus P, Milner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, paper to accompany House bill No. 4576, to correct the 
mili record of John H. Walters—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Ts. 

Also, a to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
Triks R. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Lewis 
Kraus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Alice Boze- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, peper to accompany House bill for the relief of J. C. 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Robert McCowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 2, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedin, gs when, on motion of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reađing was with. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved, 


HOSPITAL STEWARDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Surgeon-General of the Army e e to the need of 
more hospital stewards, and recommending the reenactment of 
section 2 of the act of March 1, 1887, relative to the appointment 
of hospital stewards by the Secretary of War; which, with the ac- 
com ying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, cannon on the boat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot in the 8 -American war, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
United States, pra g for the establishment of a proper tribunal 
wherein may be adjudicated their claims for property destroyed 
or confiscated by Spanish soldiers during the late war in Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 17 citizens of Medford, 
Mass., praying for the re of the stamp tax upon medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Healso presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks of Wo- 
burn, Pittsfield, and Milford, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the classi- 

tion of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which wero 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John P. Haskell and sundry 
other railway mail clerks of Webster, Mass., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to provide for the ification of clerks in 
first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry rail- 
way mail clerks of Floral Park, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a e of Eureka Lodge, No. 434, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. V., praying 
that the United States Government build their own war vessels 
in the navy-yards of the country, and remonstrating against the 
present policy pursued by the Government to the detriment of 
the shipbuilding industry in our navy-yards; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 19 members of the staff of the 
New York State Veterinary College, praying for the establish- 
ment of a veterinary corps in the United States Army equal to 
that in foreign countries; which was referred to the Committeo 
on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. KY. resented the petition of George ag! Powell, presi- 
dent of the Arbitration Council, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the repeal of the act creating Utah a State of the Union; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2198) increasing the 
limit of the cost of the public building at Salt Lake City, Utah, 
bis ede it with an amendment. 

. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1590) for the erection 
of a public building at Providence, R. I., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1174) for the erection 
of a public building at Selma, Ala., reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1402) for the erection 
of a public building at Natchez, Miss., reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. a to 7 for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 

anston, in the State of Wyoming, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 26) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 854) for the relief of Lieut. Horace 
P. McIntosh, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon, 

PACIFIO CABLE, 


Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
I present a statement of Gen. Wager Swayne, of New York, in 
regard to a Pacific cable, made before that committee Junuary 
80, 1900. I move that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE NATIONAL WHITE OROSS. 

Mr. STEWART, Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2581) to in- 
corporate the National White Cross of America, and for other 

, to report it back and to ask that it be referred to the 
Bornmittee on Foreign Relations. That committee has under 
consideration a bill for the purposes of the Red Cross Society, and 
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on investigation it is ascertained that these bills com the same 
fields of operation, and they have more or less relation with some 
forty treaties with foreign countries. Consequently, the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia have come to the conclusion 
that itis proper that it should be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
Mr. ALLEN. Before that is done, I should like to make an in- 
uiry. This bill was reported favorably in the last Con from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and it pamed this body 
without a dissenting voice. It went over tothe House. The com- 
mittee there recommended favorably the ee or the bill, but 
this recommendation was not made until the day Congress ad- 
journed, and the bill failed to pass the House. I wish to ask the 
mator from Nevada if there is any contest on this bill? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no contest whatever, but the opera- 
tion proposed by the bill must take place in various countries. 
It is suggested that the treaties with those countries must be con- 
sidered in connection with it. It isof thesame scope of operation 
as the Red Cross Society, which has a bill pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia, which reported the bill favorably last year, have no 
objection to the bill, but the idea is to have it considered by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to see whether it will be an 

ble measure for this country and for other countries. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall object to the bill being sent to the Com- 

_ mittee on Foreign Relations under the circumstances. It is alto- 
gether a domestic organization, and while it is to have operations 
in other countries, and has now, because it is doing charitable 
work in the Philippine Islands and that group, and hasa 5 
many representatives abroad in other countries, and has 
fully established for several years as a voluntary association, yet 
its relation to other countries must be such as those countries 
themselves see fit to grant to the organization and can not result 


from any treaty rights. 
Therefore, there is no reason for sending itto the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It is purely an organization to be incorpo- 


rated by Congress, and its own ramifications must be such as it 
may itself select, with the consent of foreign governments. 
ow, there is another committee, the Committee on Corpora- 
tions Organized in the District of Columbia, to which the bill 
roperly belongs, I think; but it was sent to the Committee on the 
istrict of Columbia and reported here in the last Congress, and 
therefore I had it sent there at the present session. 

Mr. STEWART. No member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia has suggested any objection to the bill itself, but in- 
asmuch as its operation is to be in foreign countries as much as in 
our own and may affect our treaties, of which there are about forty 
in number, with foreign countries in which it is to operate, it was 


thought proper that it should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. There is no particular design about it except to have 
the proper thing done, and I presume this course facilitate 


the consideration of the measure. I do not presume there will be 
any delay there, and there will be plenty of time before the end 
of the session to pass it. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing in the bil! 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr, President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, there is nothing 
in this bill to found any proper j iction in the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It does not affect foreign countries, 

Mr. STEWART. The operation is to be in foreign countries. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is impossible to say that a corporation organ- 
ized in the United States can affect foreign countries. It can 
only reach foreign countries by the law of comity, by the consent 
of those foreign countries. It is impossible for the Red Cross So- 
ciety or the White Cross Society or any other corporation to 
into a foreign country and receive a status there without the 
consent of the country to which it a rg Theseat of its organ- 
ization must be the United States. t is the situs of the cor- 

tion. 

Mr. STEWART. That is all true; but inasmuch as its opera- 
tion is in foreign countries the District Committee thought it 
Wonga po well for the Committee on Foreign Relations to con- 
sider i 

Mr, ALLEN. Then, I suppose, if a railroad company should 
make an arrangement with some water rting company, 
and that company with some railroad company in England 

Mr, STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. So that there would bea continuous line of water 
transportation in the United States and in England, we would 
have to send its proposed charter to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations because it affected that foreign country. Now, thereis 
nothing in that ar ent. 

Mr. President, this is my bill, and I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Corporations Organized in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, there will be very serious ob- 
jection urged to this bill. Such suggestions have been made to 


members of the committee. It seems to me important that it 


should go to thesame committee thatis considering billsin 

to the Red Cross, to be sure that there is no conflict and no 
interference with the purposes of that institution, which has done 
so much good in this and other countries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
moves that the Committee on the District of Columbia be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Corporations Organized in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 5 

Mr. HOAR. I nga Ps the report of the committee recom- 
1 the reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It did. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a rule that on that question, which of 
course is in the nature of a motion to refer it to that committee, 
there can not be a motion to amend by referring it to another com- 
mittee? 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 can not hear the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is clearly right. Unanimous consent was asked that the ac- 
tion be taken, but a motion made by the committee to be dis- 
charged from the consideration of a bill and that it be referred to 
another committee can not be amended by another motion. It 
can only be amended by adding instructions. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that by the rule (I have not 
looked to see, but it is my impression and my memory) a motion 
to refer a bill to one committee can not be amended by substitut- 
ing another, but you must vote down the first motion if you want 
to get it to the other committee. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is clearly right. 

Mr. STEWART. My motion is to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the report of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and my motion is to refer the bill to the 


Committee on Foreign Relations, 
Mr. HOAR. So the question should be put on the motion of 
the Senator from Nevada, . 


Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand that the motion to refer can 
not be amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can not be amended except 
by adding instructions, 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be a rule of that kind. I am in ig- 
norance of it if there is. I should like to be heard on the motion 
to refer. It is a debatable motion, I understand. 

The remarks of the Senator from Vermont have disclosed ex- 
actly what is anticipated—that this return of the bill to the Senate 
and its proposed reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
is for the purpose of destroying it. It is an indirect way of throt- 
ung 710 and 3 this organization. If that is the purpose, 
au e Senator 


that policy and proposes to use his powerful influence in this body 
to out that policy 
Mr. PROCTOR. ill the Senator allow me? 
Mr. ALLEN, I think it better to withdraw the bill entirely. 
Mr. PROCTOR. This action is proposed for the purpose of re- 
ferring the bill to the committee where it ought properly to be 
considered, and where it can be considered in connection with the 
Red Cross, which is well known. There is no purpose on the part 
of the committee to antagonize the bill in any way. 
. Mr. ALLEN, The Senator said so. I took him at his word. 
Mr. PROCTOR. It came to the knowledge of some members 
of the committee that probably it would be antagonized, or at 


least that the Der le would be carefully investigated to seo 
whether it did any harm to the existing Cross. 
Mr. ALLEN. t is it. Mr. President, there is nothing in 


this bill, there is nothing in the names of the persons who are pro- 
posed as incorporators, to suggest even a suspicion that there is 
an g wrong in the purpose of the organization. It is purely 
a charitable organization, and the persons connected with it are 
disinterestedly engaged in public charity and have been for years. 
In view of the fact that the bill in the last Congress was recom- 
mended by the Committee on the District of Columbia, that it 
the Senate and had a favorable recommendation in the 
ouse, and would have passed there but for the adjournment of 
Congress, what has taken place to induce the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to return it in this form and undertake to 
throttle it by this indirect means? 

Of course I understand, Mr. President, quite well. I am old 
enough to understand and I have had experience enough to un- 
derstand that when gentlemen do not want to be responsible for 
directly throttling a measure of this kind they always seek out 
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some indirect channel to get rid of responsibility. That indirect 
channel to get rid of responsibility in this case is to send it to a 
committee where it has no proper lodgment—for it is as foreign to 
the duties of the Committee on Foreign Relations as would be the 
organization of a domestic corporation in my State—and there per- 
mit it to rest until the session of Congress adjourns, 

Mr. STEWART. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the Red Cross Society is incorporated un- 
der the general law of the District of Columbia as a corporation, 
andthey have a bill now pending before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It is a bill for some special privileges. It seems to me 
that as these matters are purely benevolent and praiseworthy all 
around, there should be no conflict and that the thing should go 
along harmoniously. I think the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 28 the whole subject before them, will see that it is 
carried out in a way entirely just to all concerned and to the 
encouragement of all the parties who feel called u 
the benevolent and praiseworthy work. I believe 
ter be sent there. 

„ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent to withdraw this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the consideration 
to-day of the motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the motion? 

Mr. AL . Lobjec 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


rule, 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2883) to change the character- 
istic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2884) for the relief of Edward 
Everett Hayden, an ensign on the retired list of the Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2885) conferring 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and deter- 
mine the claim of Byt. Capt. Second Lieut, James Davison, United 
States Army, retired; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2886) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas T. Phillips; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2887) for the relief of H. B. 
Matteosian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2888) to authorize the 
eg oi a canal from Lake Superior to the city of East Grand 
Forks, in the State of Minnesota, and granting the right of way 
therefor across the public lands and Indian reservations located 
in said State; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr, McCUMBER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think that that bill ought to 

to the Committee on Commerce instead, as it is a bill providing 

for the construction of a canal, and so forth. The Committee on 
Interstate Commerce has not dealt with that subject much. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is no objection to its being referred 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
The bill will be referred to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2889) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Bayliss G. Farley, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to 
T. W. Dickey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2891) to correct the army record of 
Thomas Sawyers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
5 papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


8. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2892) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion and to grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin Brothers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2893) to amend 
section 3 of an act of Congress entitled An act for the protection 
of the le of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
oved June 28, 1898, and for other pu ; which was read 
ce by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian irs. 
LLER introduced a bill (S. 2894) for the relief of David 


n to forward 
e bill had bet- 


It goes over, then, under the 


Mr. 
H. Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
deen apy, petition of David H. Mitchell, referred to the Com- 

ttee on 0 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. stent who 
who is detained from the Chamber by reason of illness, I intro- 
duce sundry bills. ‘ 


The bill (S. gine fixing the times when, regulating the manner 
in which, and declaring the character of the accounts between 
the United States and the several public-land States, relative to 
the net proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public 
lands made and to be made therein by the United States, which 
shall hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury Department 
for payment, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

The bill (S. 2896) to remove the charge of desertion a 
thony R. Ravenscroft was read twice by its title, an 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2897) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Stephen A. Toops was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2898) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Boyle was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2899) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval records now standing against John Glass was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following bills, introduced by Mr. ALLISON for Mr. Gran, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: : 

A bill (S. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 

A bill (S. 2901) granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts (with an 
mea Me penging paper); 

A bill (S. 2002) granting a pension to Jane D. Smith (with ac- 
sir cite papers); 

A bill (8. ) granting an increase of pension to Martin B. 
Fitch (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2004) granting a pension to Caroline Gear; 

A bill (S. 2905) granting a pension to George M. Wilson (with 
an accom nying paper); 

A bill (5. ) granting a pension to Lewis L. Ratliff (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2907) to pension Henrietta B. Parrott; 

A bill (S. 2908) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Wells 
(with 18 papers); 

A bill (S. 2909) granting a pension to Isabella Freeman (with an 
accom 1 paper? 

A bill (S. 291 ) granting an increase of pension to William D, 
bay Te (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2911) granting an increase of pension to Richardson 
M. Penn 8 accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2912) granting a pension to Mrs. H. D. Pramer (with 
an accompanyin r); 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Ferree (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2914) granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter (with 
arg ge be papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Z. 
eg hd (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2916) granting an increase of pension to Margaret R. 
Clune (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2917) granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner; 

A 9750 (S. 2918) granting an increase of pension to Philetus M. 


tell; 
A bill (S. 2919) granting a pension to Mary R. Henderson; 

A bill (S. 2920 granting a pension to James M. Dick; and 

A bill (S. 2921) granting a pension to Archibald Jasper Powell. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2922) for the relief of 
Rinaldo P. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2923) for the relief of the estate of 
Elijah Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2924) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a we building thereon 
at Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

r. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2925) to 
authorize Frank Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge across 
Fishing Creek, within the boundary lines of Ed mbe County, 
N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report of a com- 
1 1 — ap inted by me on January 20, 1899, to investigate affairs in the 

xE WILLIAM MCKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1900. 


inst An- 
referred 


1900. 


— 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment providing for theappoint- 
ment of a court crier of the United States circuit and ict 
court for the district of Minnesota, intended to be proposen ats 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


AFFAIRS AT OSAGE INDIAN AGENCY. 


‘Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish to the Senate the reports made to his De ment by United States 
Indian Inspector James MeLaughlin and Inspector James W. Zevely and 
others regarding the management of affairs at the Osage Indian Agency, 
Okla.. by the United States Indian agent and others, including all affidavits, 
8 and protests filed by the tribe of Indians, or by others on 

heir behalf, 5 peer with coh be and other papers affecting the manage- 
ment of the said Indian agency since January 1, 1898. 


TRANSACTIONS BETWEEN TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND BANKS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee, consisting of nine members of the Sen- 
ate, be immediately appointed by the President pro tempore to make a thor- 
ough and ein og investigation of all dealings and transactions between the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Treasury Department of the United States 
and the National City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of 
New York, or any other national bank of the United States, from the 4th day 
of March, 1897, to the present time, and especially in to all letters, 

ments, papers, or documents between the Treasur partment of the 
United States, or any ie connected therewith, and the National City 
Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York, or any per- 
son acting for them, or either of them, since the 4th day of March, 1897, relat- 
ing to the depositing of public funds, bonds, or revenues in said or 
banks, or any other relations or business transactions now existing or here- 
tofore had between the Government and the said banks, or either of them, 
and the amount of public money, bonds, or revenue de’ ted with said banks, 
or either of them, or with any national k, by the Government, upon what 
security, for what length of time, and the reasons therefor, and whether said 
banks, or any of them, have paid the Government any interest on said de- 
posits, and if so, how much, and all other information concerning the same 
or in any way relating thereto; and also the date of the sale of the custom- 
house 8 of the United States in New York Sare said National City 
Bank, the date of the execution of the deed thereto, the date and manner of 
payment of the purchase money therefor, the disposition of the proceeds of 

d e, and whether or not the Government has paid any rents for said 
property, or any portion thereof, for any purpose since the day of sale, and 

80, to whom, and all facts relating to said transaction, and all other mat- 
ters in connection therewith or in any way relating thereto; and said com- 
mittee is authorized to send for persons, books, letters, telegrams, papers, 
6 agreements, nister oaths, and hold open sessions, and 
sit at any e in any place in the city of Washington, New York, or Onicega, 
the expense for the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms, or some one acting for him, shall attend said com- 
mittee and carry out its mandates; and said committee is instructed to make 
S ropas to the Senate, with testimony and exhibits, with all convenient 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the country will note that the objection 
B comes from the Republican side and not from 

is side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule. 


COMPILATION OF ORGANIC ACTS FOR THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico ishereby 


authorized to have compiled for the use of the committee the organic acts 
for the Territories of the United States. 


PROCEEDS UNDER ABANDONED PROPERTY ACT. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish to the Senate a statement showing the amount of money remainin 
in the Treasury of the United States from the sale of property collec 
under “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned property and the 
prevention of fraud in rrectionary districts within the Uni States,” 
approved March 12, 1863; and to state the names of officers or agents makin, 
such deposits, the amount of each deposit and date of the same, and name 
the person reported to have been the owner in each case. 


PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. ALLEN. With the unanimous consent of the Senate, I 
should like to conclude the remarks that I began yesterday on the 
resolution relative to transactions with the National City Bank 
and the Hanover National Bank of the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not 
completed. Is there further morning business The Chair lays 
before the Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTUS, as follows: 


Resol: That the Secr 
whether tie Na 


The resolution will go over 


of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
De en’ bat or has not refuset of refrained to ooro- 


municate to the Court of Claims any information concern: roceed. £ 
navalcourts-martialon the call of said court, under section 107d of the ovived 
Statutes; and if so, his reasons for such refusal or neglect. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Alabama to consent 
to let this resolution go over without losing its place on the Calen- 
dar until the next legislative day. : 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it was amended by consent of the 
Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was, by putting in the word “refrained.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask that the resolution may be allowed to 
go over another day without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR, Ishould like to inquire simply whether the amend- 
ment which was suggested yesterday and accepted by the Senator 
from Alabama has not been made. : 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire whether, in the resolution which wag 
just read, the amendment has not been made which I understood 
was 5 the Senator from Alabama, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ neglected,” 

Mr. PETTUS. It was so amended. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not been so read. It was read as originally 


resented, 
> Mr. CHANDLER. Unfortunately, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts did not carry out his idea in full. The words ‘‘refusal 
or neglect” also occur at the end of the resolution, That change 
has not been made. 
Mr. HOAR. That change should not be made. 


Mr. CHANDLER. But as the resolution goes over, it can be 


modified, 
Mr. HOAR. I will call the attention of the Senator from Ala- 
bama to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
until to-morrow, without objection, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. If there be no further morning business the Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. 

THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think there is a resolution 
which I introduced yesterday, which I ask to have considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is on the table 
subject to the Senator’s call. 

r. PETTIGREW. I did not so understand it. I asked to 

have it go over until to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota presented yesterday a resolution and asked that it lie on the 
table. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 


Resolved, That the paper entitled“ The Philippine Commission“ be printed 
as a document for the information of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Senate otherwise 
orders, the resolution goes to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. L ask that the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. I think a document about which we know noth- 
ing had better take the regular course and go to the Committee 
on Printing. I see no reason to change the usual course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to address the Senate on that sub- 


ject. 5 š 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is that motion debatable, Mr. President? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 


that itis. The Chair does not know of any rule of the Senate to 


the con’ i 
Mr. PETTIGREW., Mr. President, the document which I desire 
to have printed is a brief one, and is signed by William Birney, 
J. B. Henderson, J. 8. Fowler, Charles H. Turner, Charles James, 
Patrick O Farrell, Franklin H. Mackey, P. T. Moran, Rossa Down- 
ing, Henry Spofford, Louis Schade, and W. A. Croffut, a commit- 
tee of the Anti-Imperialist League of Washington, D.C. Itisa 
comment upon the report of the commission sent to the Phili 
pines, which they e just before the election last fall. This 
paper is dated November 18, 1899. It contains no matter, I think, 
which could be objected to on account of its form or on account 
of the composition; and I very much hope the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow it to be printed as a document without 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think it has already appeared in the press. 
Mr, LODGE. The question is not whether it should be allowed 
or not. We have a rule regulating the matter of printing. We 
have a Committee on Printing, to whom such matters are referred. 
as all matters relating to legislation of any sort are referred to 
the appropriate committees. I can not see why the numerous 
documents which are offered to be er should not go through 
the regular form of a reference to that committee for their report. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the custom of printing docu- 
ments for the information of the Senate is an old one. It has been 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1432 


FEBRUARY 2, 


indulged in constantly for the ten years I haye been a member of 


this body, at every session, and for many years before that time. 
Although I have not looked up the historic fact, I am informed 
by the oldest members of the Sarat that it has been in vogue 
since they have been here. 

I ume the practice of asking for the printing of documents 
n indul in more uently during the last few years 
than before, and I think it has n prompted somewhat by the 
fact that the great journals of the country are not opon for the 
publication of many things which interest at least half of the vot- 
ers of the United States. They will not report what transpires 
here. They will not publish in their columns anything that would 
interfere with the interests which they serve. è result is that 
very many questions in which the people whom I represent are 
interested and in which many other people are interested through- 
out this country can only reach them through this source. 

Therefore we have asked, and I have asked many times, for the 
printing of documents with eee to the question of finance, with 

to the problems in relation to labor, with regard to the 
Government ownership of corporations which are so situated that 
their service is a monopoly. It is information in almost every in- 
stance that would not be given to the ponio through the great 
journals of the day, for the interest and influence which control 
the Republican party,the greatcorporations of the country, control 
the great newspapers of the country. They are anonymous sheets. 
No one but the 8 that controls them is responsible for 
their utterances. Their editorials are written by hired men who 
have a salary and who write that which they are paid to write, 
without any reference to their personal opinions or convictions on 
the subject. This has become so notorious that it is well under- 
stood by every laboring man and everyfarmerin America. There- 
fore we have sought this means of getting before the public these 
questions which interest our people. 

It is well known that nearly all the great journals of the coun- 
try are in favor of the policy of the Administration. In my opin- 
ion fully half of the voters of this country are e to that 
policy. They are unable to present their views and their opinions 
through the great newspapers; and therefore we have asked that 
documents upon this subject, written by able men of character 
and standing, should be printed by the Senate, in order that we 
may distribute them through the mails under the franking privi- 


8. 
e document which I propose this morning to have printed is 
a communication addressed to the Washington Post, dated No- 
vember 18, 1899. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 


order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
question of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that under the 
rules of the Senate it is not in order at any time before 2 o'clock 
for 4 Senator to debate a motion to take up anything for consid- 
eration, 

Pod PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 


of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is, that no debate can be had except 
by unanimous consent? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I do not give unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, there are some questions 
that certainly can be debated. I do not say that this can. 

ra See GREW. The Chair just ruled that this could be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule 
The will read the last clause of Rule VIIL 
The Secretary as follows: 


All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter shall be determined without debate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Allmotions.” — 


Mr. TELLER. All motions” to do a certain thing. : 
5 „„ T pro tempore. To proceed to the considera- 
on of. 


Mr. TELLER. Yes; but there are other things that may be 
done. I understood the Chair to rule that no debate could take 


place. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair simply ruled that 
debate on this question was out of order if objected to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
„55 iar sab The Senator from Nebraska 

8 iamen inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. Could not the Senator from South Dakota, or any 
other Senator, move to refer this measure to a committee, and de- 
bate that motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; because itis not before 
the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not before the Senate. r 

Mr. ALLEN. That precise question was passed upon by Vice- 


President Stevenson in the Fifty-third Congress; it was elabo- 
rately debated by my former colleague, General Manderson; and 
after that debate it was so ruled. 

Mr. HOAR. But the matter must have been up so that the 
maotion could be in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was a question on a motion like this. It was 
an ordinary motion or resolution that came before the Senate. 
The same point was made which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] now makes. My former colleague had 
the floor, and, as I understood, he moved to refer it to some com- 
mittee. Then the question came up whether that motion was 
debatable, and, after a discussion, it was held to be debatable. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, 1 was only making a mo- 
tion, and I understood the Chair to rule that it was debatable. I 
understood by that that it was debatable now, and therefore I pro- 
ceeded to debate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator was proceeding 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 did not ask unanimous consent. Isim- 
ply asked if it was debatable. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is entirely different 
where the matter under discussion relates to the printing of a 
document. That differs from an ordinary resolution which is 
placed on the table and goes over under an objection, which, 
under a former ruling, has its day in court. The rule in relation 
to the printing of a document is that the resolution or motion to 
print must to the Committee on Printing, unless the Senate 
otherwise order. The Chair knows of no way in which the Senate 
can otherwise order unless the matter is under consideration. 
The Senator’s motion to proceed to consider was right, undoubt- 


edly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to debate it now upon the 
motion to consider. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Chair kindly state what is the pending 

uestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW] moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution which has been read to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That motion, as I understand, 
must be decided without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion must be decided 
without debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from South 
Dakota, which is for the printing of a document. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the parliamentary condition of that 
resolution before the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was by unanimous consent 
ordered to lie on the table, subject to the of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. HOAR. That order was made yesterday 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was aye 60 yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. When it came up in its order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It came up in its order under 
the head of resolutions. The resolution was presented yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatis the effect, then, of the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that a matter lie on the table subject to the call of 
the Senator from South Dakota? Is he not entitled to call it up in 
the morning hour? 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I would suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sechusetts that undoubtedly the Senator from South Dakota is en- 
titled to call it up, and he did so, but action must be taken with- 
out debate when it is called up. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. The Chair would hold that the 
resolution on the table by consent comes up to-day at the request 
of the Senator; but there it meets another rule of the Senate, 
which is, that it must be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
unless the Senate otherwise order. 

The Chair was mistaken about the Senator from South Dakota 
asking that the resolution lie on the table subject to his call. It 
is simply on the table, and the Chair assumed that it was subject 
to the Senator’s call. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Chair have the Secretary read exactly 


what did occur? 
The Secretary will read as 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The Secretary read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Febru- 
ary 1, 1900, as follows: 

THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a pes ayer ana ask to have it read and tie on 
the table. To-morrow waning I shall to speak to the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: = 

* Resolved, That a paper entitled The 3 Commission’ be printed 
as a document for the information of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro papara; “The Senator from South Dakota asks that 
F on the ta Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

so orde: 
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Mr. TELLER, It seems to me that, according to the usage and 
custom of the Senate, the Senate had piven permission to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to s on the resolution to-day, That 
is the way it looks to me. He announced his desire to have the 
resolution lie on the table for the purpose of speaking rr it, 
and to that there was universal assent; otherwise the resolution 
would not have any rights, and would go to the Committee on 
Printing or elsewhere. 

Mr. HOAR. It would have gone over one day. 

Mr. TELLER. It would have gone over one day, and then 
to-day it would come up. It seems to me that the Senate granted 
permission to the Senator from South Dakota to speak on that 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to hold 


otherwise. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to object to 
the ruling of the Chair, but it seems to me that it is a departure 
from the custom and practice of the Senate. I simply want to 
call attention to the fact that it is a departure from the practice 
and custom of the Senate; and inasmuch as we aré 3 sO 
many de es from everything that our country has ever done 
heretofore and from every principle of government that we have 
ever indorsed, and inasmuch as no longer are the mails of the 
United States safe, but are opened and rifled by the Government; 
and inasmuch as—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to further debate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects to debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I rise to enter my solemn 
prow against the decision of the Chair in this case; and I shall 

greatly obliged if the clerks of the Senate will make a thorough 
search to find a precedent tosustain it. I know the Chair aims to 
do what is right, but I do not believe that this decision is in ac- 
cordance with the universal rules and customs of this body. 


Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to say one word? 
ro PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I sympathize, as I Suppose every- 
body knows, with the desire of the honorable Senator from South 
Dakota to have the fullest information get to the people about 
this great subject, in which he takes so deep an interest, and I 
think that in some quarters there has been a tendency to withhold 
information from the people; but Iam bound to say, in justice 
to the Chair and to the Senate, that I do not see how the Chair 
could have ruled otherwise on this particular occasion. 

The Senator presented his resolution yesterday. If it had gone 
over as an ordinary resolution, it would have come up to-day, and 
he would have been entitled, under the usage of the Senate, to be 
recognized and then to speak in his right. I am not now speak- 
ing of anything connected with the printing, but I am king 
generally as to resolutions. Instead of doing that, the Senator 
consented that the resolution should go to the table; and that is 
all that appears in the RECORD, which has been read, that it lie 
on the table, with no reservation of a right on the part of the Sen- 
ator to call it up at his pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator does not know the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me read what occurred, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, This is what occurred as shown by the 
RECORD: 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution, and ask to have it read and lie on 
the table. To-morrow morning I shall wish to speak to the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

“Resolved, That a paper entitled The Philippine Commission be printed 
as a document for the information of the Senate.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Dakota asks that 
the resolution lie on the table. Is there objection? The Chair none. It 


is so orde: 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. The request from the Chair, there- 
fore, is all that the Senate can take notice of as a matter of order, 
and that is simply that the resolution lie on the table. To that 
no objection was made. 

This is, in substance, in form, in every way, it seems to me, an 
ordinary motion to take a subject from the table; and a motion to 
take a subject from the table—to say nothing about the general 
paneo law—is, like a motion to lay on the table, undebata- 

le. There is an express rule of the Senate that a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a matterin the morning hour, before 2 
o'clock, is not debatable. Under those circumstances, saying noth- 
ing about the point that this is a resolution for printing, Which is 
governed by another rule—I do not say anything about that —it 
seems to me, while all my sympathies are with the Senator from 
South Dakota, that the Senate is bound, when such a solemn pro- 
test is made as that made by the Senator from Missouri 


CocKRELL], to do justice to the Chair. I think the Chair has 
ruled exactly right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, it makes no difference what was 
said before the order of the Senate was made as to the desire or 
expectation or hope of the Senator from South Dakota. We are 
bound by what the Chair submitted to the Senate and by what 
the Senate agreed to, 

Mr. TELLER. And the Senate agreed that the Senator from 
South Dakota might speak. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. TELLER. The giving of that notice by the Senator from 
South Dakota, which was not objected to, was as clear an agree- 
ment as was ever made m the floor of this body. 

Mr. HOAR. I knowit is a technical point. There are other 
ways in which the honorable Senator from South Dakota can get 
what he desires and can not be prevented, and I do not suppose 
he will be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I challenge anyone to show 
me a precedent in the case of a Senator in ucing a resolution 
and asking that it lie on the table and saying that to-morrow 
morning he would address the Senate on that question where the 
Senate refused him that privilege. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a courtesy, not a parliamenta~ right. 
The Chair can not expound the rules of courtesy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has beenconstrued asa right. There has 
never been any requirement that the Chair should announce that 
fact and state that it had been agreed to by the Senate. This is 
the first time—and I challenge any Senator to show the contrary— 
where this custom and rule been departed from. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to continue a discussion on a 
matter that has been settled, but it seems to me that the Senate, 
as well as it could, has made an order that the request of the 
Senator from South Dakota should be granted. His request was 
not that the resolution should lie on the table, but that the reso- 
lution should lie upon the table and that he should be allowed to 
speak upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Chair submitted that whole question, 
if he submitted anything at all. The Chair did not say that the 
resolution would lie on the table, but the Chair inquired whether 
wea ve objection to the request of the Senator from South 

ako 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that 
there never has been a case of this kind when a Senator has an- 
nounced himself as anxious to speak on a resolution under such 
circumstances where there has ever been a denial of it. There 
certainly never has been since I have been a member of the Senate, 
and I do not believe such a precedent can be found. Of course 
such a request may possibl denied, but it is a courtesy due to 
the Senator from South Dakota, and there is no reason why there 
should be any obstacle interposed. 

Iam not in gu thy with the resolution of the Senator, as I said 
yesterday or the day before, but I am in sympathy with maintain- 
oe traditions of the Senate and I am in favor of full and fair 

e s 

Mr. HOAR. May J ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Colorado understand when 
a Senator gives notice that he will call up a subject on the table 
on a future day, whether the next day or the next week or at any 
other time, it is always granted? If the uest is granted is it 
not by 8 of the Senate and not by parliamentary right? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to make an inquiry: 

Mr. HOAR. Iagree with the Senator from Colorado that such 
a request has never been denied, and that it ought not to be denied 
now; but Iam g of the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. TELLER. Where the Chair submits the question to the 
Senate I say it is more than a courtesy, it is the right of a Sena- 
tor. If I rise and say, ‘‘ To-morrow I shall address the Senate on 
a certain proposition” or that I will call up a certain measure,” 
and the Chair says nothing, that request is understood to be 
grant There is no analogy between the two cases. Here the 

ate made an order 

Mr. HOAR. What was the order? 

Mr. TELLER. The order was that the resolution should lie on 
na sen and = pea Senator 3 South Dakota should have 

e privilege o aking upon it. 

Mr. HOAR., Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] a while ago objected to debate, and the 
Chair ruled that debate was out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a request 
on this subject? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. l 
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Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me it is rather confusing to dis- 
cuss these parliamentary questions; and, under the circumstances, 


I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from South Dakota may 


be permitted to proceed in order. 
. ALLEN. T hope the Senator from South Dakota will not 
avail himself of that privilege. 


Mr.CHANDLER. We have got to hear one or the other, either 
theSenator from South Dakota or the Senator from Nebraska; and 
I think the Senator from Nebraska ought not to object to allowing 
the Senator from South Dakota to goon. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I regret that I did not hear what 
the Senator from New Hampshire said. He is always saying witty 
Punge at my expense, which I fully appreciate; but I do not 
think, if I may indulged a moment, that the Senator from 
South Dakota—of course he is his own master and can do as he 
sees fit - but I do not thin 

Mr. CHANBLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I want to apologize to the Senator. 

. Mr. ALLEN. No; you owe me no apology. You could not 
offend me if you sought to. 

I do not think the Senator from South Dakota ought to accept 
a gratuity at the hands of the majority in this Chamber, for it is 
a gratuity, and grudgingly given. Yesterday the Senator who 
made objection here a moment ago asked leave of the Senate to 

ublish a document—I mean the Senator from New Hampshire 

. GALLINGER]—and it was given. To-day some other Senator 

on this side asked leave to publish a document which was as vul- 
nerable to this rule as the dotument offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota. Leave was given. The only ground of objection 
to the publication of this document is that it hurts you a little, and 
you do not like it, You do not want the people to know the truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To what document does the Senator from Ne- 
braska allude? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam referring to the document the Senator from 
South Dakota has been trying for almost a week to get before the 
Senate, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said just a moment ago that the 
Senate had to-day consented to the publication of a document. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] asked 
for the publication of some paper as a document. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was for a compilation of the laws of the 
United States, and it was reported from acommittee. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
INGER] did not haye a compilation of the laws of the United 
States printed. What he asked was for the printing of some pri- 
vate publication. 

Mr. FORAKER, I did not so understand. What I understood 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] to ask permission to 
have published was the testimony taken before his committee in 

d to the laying of cables in the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; that is not the one to which I refer. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator asked that it might be published 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the one at all. 

Mr. FORAKER, That was what I called attention to. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not referring to that at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I did ask 
1 for the publication of a very brief document which shed 

ght on pension matters, which I oe would be of interest to 
the Committee on Pensions and to the Senate. Of course it was 
competent for any Senator to object to the printing of that docu- 
ment if he had chosen to do so, but no objection was interposed, 
and the order was made that the document should be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN. And no objection aie to be made, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to ask 
o R entry in the Journal as to what happened yesterday may 

Te 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, am I not entitled to have 
my request for unanimous consent submitted to the Senate, ac- 
cording to the rules and usages of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not see how the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire got the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think a request for unanimous 
consent has ever been destroyed by a speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not understand how the Senator from New 
Hampshire can get the floor and make a request while I myself 
have the floor. 

e CHANDLER, I made the request before the Senator took 

e floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg your don. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator took the floor to object to 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had the floor and was recognized before the 
Senator from New Hampshire rose. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
yielded to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Nebraska is on the floor 
all the time. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I will withdraw 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will state his point of order, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand this discussion is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In the furtherance of the public business, I 
desire to object to further discussion, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. That, of course, is the proper way to cut out all 
debate, and that is in accordance with the course of procedure 


here, 
The PRESIDENT pro tem The regular order is demanded. 
renew my request. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
isin order. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


O. R. DOBBINS, 


The bill (S. 746) to authorize C. R. Dobbins to accept a gold 
watch awarded to him by the government ot the Dominion of 
Canada in recognition of his humane and gallant services to the 
shipwrecked crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weymouth, 
Nova Scotia, was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think this important measure 
needs some debate before the question is ae on its passag. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
is recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
will allow the Chair to suggest that, under Rule VIII, only five 
minutes are allowed for debate to any one Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, Mr. President, five minutes is not of 
very much value to me, and I will surrender it to the Senate. 


(Laughter. ] 
orted to the Senate without amentment, ordered 


re. 


The bill was 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Imove that when the Senate adjourn to- 
saz it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

he motion was agreed to. 
SALARY OF POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON, p. ©, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, morning 
business will be received. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Adee ap by City, 
D. C., to report it favorably without amendment. It is a bill 
which consists of but a few lines, increasing the salary of the 
postmaster of Washington City to $6,000 a year. I ask that the 
bill which was passed by the House shall be substituted for a 
similar bill reported from the Senate Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roa f 

I beg to say to the Senate that under the rules and regulations 
of the Post-Office Department the business at the Washington 
post-office justifies the payment of $6,000 a year salary to the post- 
master in this city; but under an arbitrary law some years since 
enacted it was provided that the postmaster at Washington should 
receive a salary of $5,000, This puts him only on the footing of 
other postmasters of the country whose business warrants such a 
salary. There is no such overworked and overburdened official 
in the United States, under the Post-Office Department, as the 
postmaster at Washington, and Lask that this bill, which consists 
of but four or five lines and has come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, may be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to it. 

Mr, TELLER. I ask my colleague if the salary provided in the 
bill is based on the business of the office? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is based entirely on the business of the 
office. There is a larger business done in the Washington post- 
office than in sny other office except that at New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
reports a bill from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the 
postmaster at Washington City, D. C. 


1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
s that this bill be substituted for Senate bill 1807, on the same 
subject. 

. COCKRELL. No, Mr. President; I hope the Senator from 
Colorado will not ask for that, but will merely ask for the passage 
of the House bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lam asking for the substitution of the House 
bill for the Senate bill. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. But you do not want to substitute the 
House bill for the Senate bill. If you do that it becomes a Senate 
bill and would haye to go back to the House of Representatives 
for its action, . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Missouri is correct. That 
is the proper formula, and I am obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from Colo- 
rado asks for the consideration of the House bill? 

255 WOLCOTT, That is correct. That is what I intended to 
ask. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

La PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
objects. 
r. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare even now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, well, but we are more than even. I 
would far rather be under obligations to the Senater from Ne- 
braska than have him under obligations tome. I hope the Sena- 
tor will yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. There will be no obligation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If it was a matter that affected me personally 
I should be very glad to have the Senator object, but I have no 
desire in the world in making the request I have except to relieve 
this overburdened. officer. 

Mr. ALLEN. I only desire to establish Senatorial parity and 
courtesy, and I insist on my objection. 

_ The PREBI DENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. You can vote it over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not wish to vote it over. I do not wish 
todo anything to which the Senator from Nebraska objects. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, I will be more generous than was the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, and I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Iam very much obli to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. And he can have the right of way to the floor 
all day if he desires it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not. I had far rather sit and listen to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary 
of the postmaster at Washington City, D.C. It proposes to repeal 
so much of section 4of the act entitled Au act to adjust the sala- 
ries of postmasters,” approved March 3, 1883, as fixes the salary 
of the postmaster at Washington City, D. C., and provides that 
the salary shall hereafter be adjusted, as provided in the cases of 
other postmasters, under section 1 of that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senate bill on the same subject be 


indefinitely postponed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the bill (S. 1807) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washing- 


ton, D. C., will be indefinitely postponed. 
CHARLES T. RADER, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the Calendar be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill in order on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 707) for the relief of Charles T. Rader was announced 
as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 7, after the word “‘unappropriated,” 
I move to insert ‘‘nonmineral;” and after the words public 
lands,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘subject to entry under the 
desert-land laws.” That is evidently the purpose of the bill, and 
not to give permission to enter any and every kind of land. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no objection to the amendment. I 
think the word ‘‘nonmineral” should come after the word unap- 
propriated ” instead of before, 

r. COCKRELL. That is where it is to be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word ‘‘unappropriated,” 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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it is proposed to insert ‘‘nonmineral;” and after the words pub- 
lic lands,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘subject to entry under the 
desert-land laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the bill read at length. 
I did not hear it fully when it was read, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill asit has been amended 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Charles T. Rader, of Fort Logan, Mont., be, and is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to select by legal subdivisions, at such 
place or places as he may desire inthe State of Montana, 480 acres of unoccu- 

ied and unappropriated nonmineral public lands, subject to entry under the 
esert-land laws, and when such selection shall be by him certified to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior patent shall be issued to said Rader for the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment to 
strike out the preamble; which was agreed to. 2 

ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

The bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts amend- 
Bey thereof, was announced as the next case in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the bill will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 1 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS, 

The bill (S. 421) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the alleged 
taking from Napoleon B. Giddings, in January, 1847, at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., and deposit with A. B. Dyer, lieutenant of ordnance, 
United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel command- 
ing the army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of gunpow- 
der, and if the same, or any part thereof, was never returned to 
Giddings, then the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to cause 
to be paid to the legal representatives of Giddings the reasonable 
ere value of such powder, z 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Napoleon B. Giddings.” 


GEORGE A. ORR, 


The bill (S. 422) for the relief of George A. Orr was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay George A. Orr, as acting assistant provost-marshal 
at Mount Vernon, Mo., from May 28, 1863, to January 30, 1864, at 
the rate of $100 per month for his services, and such sum for legiti- 
mate expenses during that period as may be shown and found 
to have been actually expended by him in the lawful discharge of 
his duties and necessary for the public service, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] commenced a speech upon the resolution 
which was then pending before the Senate in regard to discharg- 
ing the Committee on Finance from the consideration of certain 
Senate resolutions. He was not able to finish his speech yesterday, 
and the resolution went to the Calendar. I ask now that the res- 
olution may be taken up out of order to enable the Senator from 
Nebraska to finish his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 3ist ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, dis- 
char; from the further consideration of Senate resolutions of inquiry 
An January 4 and 23, 1900, concerning certain transactions between the 
Treasury 3 of the United States and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none, 

he Senator from Nebraska is recognized. 5 

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
pegun DY him yesterday. After having spoken for thirty-five 
minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair), The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 


A isy before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the 5 — business may be laid 
aside informally so as to allow the Senator from Nebraska to fin- 


ish his remarks. 
Mr. When the hour of 2 o’clock arrives, the Senator 
from Nebraska de thank you 


parts, i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would be very glad to have the unfinished 
business laid aside if the Senator wants to conclude, 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. President, yesterday my remarks were cut short by the 

of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who had given 
revious notice of his intention to address the Senate at a given 
ur, and this morning i find that the political kaleidoscope has 
been making so many rapid revolutions in so many different direc- 
tions that I do not know whether I can collect myself sufficiently 
to resume the thread of my discussion where I left it yesterday. 

I hurriedly finished a very hurried review of Senate Document 
No. 70 of this Congress, and was about to proceed to review Sen- 
ate Document No. 121, which is the reply of the Secretary of the 
Treasury sent to the Senate a few days in response to its reso- 
lution. I had not reached that portion of my discussion where I 
desired to direct attention to the unexplained and inexplicable 
conduct, as I think, of the Secretary of the Treasury in connec- 
tion with the sale ‘of the old custom-house in the city of New 
York. Without referring to dates, because dates are not at all 
material in the discussion, it is sufficient to say that the last Con- 

authorized the sale of the old custom-house in New York 

or not less than $3,000,000, and that the Secretary of the Treas- 

1 to that authority, sold the custom-house to the Na- 
5 Bank of New York for about three and a half million 

Any ordinary business transaction would have been character- 
ized either by the payment of the consideration to the grantor or 
its securement in some proper businesslike form, but that was 
not done in this instance. It was currently reported in the press 
at the time, and it has never been denied, so far as I know, that 
Mr. Stillman, president of the National City Bank, came to this 
city with a check for over $8,000,000, whatever the amount of the 

urchase money was, and for some reason unknown to the coun- 
and unknown to me, he returned to New York, and not a 
dollar of that money was ever covered into the Treasury or any sub- 
treasury of the United States. A book account was opened with 
the Government, and the Government was credited on the books 
of the bank, as tam informed, with that sum of money, which 
simply made the bank the debtor of the United States the same as 
it would be the debtor of an ordinary depositor or person to whom 
credit had been given. 

Mr. President, $50,000 of the purchase money was retained in 
this peculiar way, that the check or draft did not cover $50,000. 
That was retained and the transaction left incomplete. The deed 
was placed in escrow, and is there yet, I guess, and it was = 
ably put there and is t there for the pape of enabling the 
National City Bank of the City of New York to escape payment 
of about $60,000 of taxes annually, which they have escaped, I 
understand, up to this time. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
without ever having received a dollar or a farthing for this prop- 
erty, has rented the building from the National City Bank for at 
least five years, at a rental of $130,600 a year, and we have before 
us now a recommendation of the Secretary of the to 
amend the urgent deficiency bill to include the first s rent. 
It did not its appearance, however, I noticed, when the bill 
was before the Senate and when it was passed. 

There may be gentlemen who will say that this is a business 
transaction; that there is nothing questionable about it. Mr. 
President, there is not a business man in the United States who, 
if he carried on his own private business in as loose and a Ste 
a manner as this business was transacted, would not be a = 
rupt within twenty-four months from the time he began. Unfor- 
tunately for the public virtue of our country, there has grown up 

theory, and with it the practice, that there is not required the 
same high degree of business ability, business application, or busi- 
ness integrity in handling the affairs of the State or nation thatis 
demanded in private enterprises. 

Men are heard tosay when you speak of these things, ‘‘Oh, thatis 
Government business; that is handling the Government’s funds,” 
as though the Government property and the Government business 
ought to be transacted with less regard to business principles and 
less regard to integrity than the most sacred private enterprise. I 
wish to take this occasion, Mr. President, to enter my solemn dis- 
sent from a conclusion of that kind. 

In this last document, which contains the reply of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, there is no unequivocal denial of the allegations 
of the resolution, The Secretary of the Treasury simply says 
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there is not to be found on record such and such things, and that 
he does not recollect certain things that are inquired about. 
There is no positive, direct, unqualified negative of an assertion 
contained in the resolution, There is more backing and filling 
than anything else. 

I wish to repeat, because I do not want thecountry to get a mis- 
apprehension, that I have not the slightest feeling against the gen- 
tleman who occupies the position of Secretary of the of 
the United States. I barely know him when I meet him. I do 
not sympathize with him politically; but it is possible for a man 
to be a gentleman and not be of my politics, and I recognize that 
fact and I recognize it in his case. It does not always argue, of 
course, that he is of the clearest political perception, but it is con- 
sistent with honesty and honesty of p Therefore I have 
no motive in the 8 of this inquiry other than to afford 
the country that light to which it is entitled respecting the han- 
dling of the public funds. i a 

There may be those, sir, who will say that I am actuated by 
partisan motives. I presume I will be subjected to that charge, 
certainly to the imputation; but I protest that I am big enough 
to rise above hip and become a patriot before I am a 
paranan Ican put aside my 8 and very frequently 

Q It does not argue because I am not of the political faith of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, whatever his political faith may be, 
that therefore I am actuated by any other than a proper motive 
in inquiring into his official conduct. I do not understand how 
= partisan friends can come to his rescue and undertake to block 

s inquiry. J 

_ This morning, when I introduced a resolution of inquiry, objec- 
tion came with the of lightning from the storm cloud, and 
under the rules of the Senate the resolution went over until to- 
morrow, and to-morrow will determine its fate, I suppose. The 
country will understand after fo-morrow, if that resolution shall 
be sent by a vote of the Senate to the Committee on Finance, that 
that is an end of the inquiry. That is the way we kill resolutions 
and kill inquiries here—send them to some committee dominated 
by the friends of the interest that the inquiry is to affect. 

Now, what do the letters constituting the correspondence be- 
tween the National City Bank of New York and the Treasury 
Department, which can not be disputed or questioned, establish? 
That correspondence demonstrates that the independent banking 
system, which was established by this Governmenta half century 
ago or more, is entirely broken. The banks have unrestricted 
and unrestrained rights, according to modern practices, to invade 
the Treasury Department and carry off the funds of the yers 
and conduct private business upon those funds, It establishes that 
these favors granted the National City Bank werein consideration 
of its political influence, and in consideration of the contributions 
£ na bank and its đirectors to the Republican campaign fund 
0 5 

Mr. Hepburn, in his letter importu the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make his bank the recipient of this tremendous sum 
of money, put it upon the sole and express ground that his bank, 
and the directors of the bank, were contributors to the Republican 
campaign fund of 1896. He did not put it apon the ground that 
his had better facilities than any other bank to transact the 
business. It was a quid pro quo: We helped the Republican 

in 1896 to get control of the Government; we contributed of 
our funds to corrupt and debauch the ballot box, and now we ask 
as our consideration for it that we be given the right to transact 
business upon the Government's money, upon the money of the 
taxpayers of this nation.” 

It establishes that shortly after the request was made the Gov- 
ernment deposits in that bank ran up from $200,000 to $24,000,000, 
and that for ten months there was carried of Government money 
in that bank, without any interest coming to the Government, in 
round numbers, between ten and eleven million dollars, Itestab- 
lishes the fact that the Treasury Department of the United States, 
under the control of Mr. Gage, is paying off the political debts of 
the Republican 3 

I asked yeste „and I ask you gentlemen upon the other side 
of the Chamber now, when you come to reply to me, if you do 
me that honor, to point out an instance in all the history of your 
party and its domination of national affairs where it has come 
to the assistance of the agricultural or the industrial interests of 
the country. You may say by putting money in the banks in 
New York it enables them to distribute it and sift it out through 
the country, and the people get the benefit of it. Thatis a poor 
way to distribute the funds of the taxpayers of this nation. : 

Sa a whole city were stricken with famine, and the Secre- 

of the Tr should select some one bank in that city in 
which to Cepora monay enabling the people to go there and bor- 
row of that at its own rate of interest, and thus become the 
victim of that organization, and when they appealed to him that 
the money belonged to them as much as tothe k he should say 
to them, I have complied with all the reasonable requirements 
of the situation in putting your own money into the hands of this 
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bank to loan to you.” Would that be right? The Secretary of the 
Trea: centralized this money in the ds of one organization, 
and in the hands of that organization solely because it had been a 
liberal 5 to the campaign fund of the party which he 
represents. 

is correspondence, Mr. President, establishes a direct connec- 
tion between the Treasury Department of the United States and 
the Standard Oil Company. There is an unbroken line that leads 
from the office of Lyman J. Gage to the office of John D. Rocke- 
feller, in New York; at aa one 3 7 oe this nation, sue 
a representative in part of a great agricultur -paying people, 
T 8 in the Senate of the United States that Mr. Rockefeller 
and the Standard Oil Company shall not have any influence or 
control over the Treasury of my nation. 

Mr. President, this correspondence discloses that even Mr. be by 
during these transactions, was a little shy about meetin by! 
Morgan. He did not like to be caught in bad company, I sup- 

ose. So when it was suggested that Mr. Morgan should meet 

im in Washington, he said no; that he was going to Philadelphia 
to enjoy a little dinner given by the Bank of North America in 
his honor, and when there he would meet at the Walton Hotel, he 
said, fixing the hour, Mr. Morgan and such other gentlemen as 
might desire to confer with him. 

I have always understood that Mr. . is a great financier, 
accepted as such not only in the city of New York, but in this 
country and in Europe. What was there about Mr. Morgan or 
the interest he represented that made the ee Gt the Treas- 
ury hesitate to meet him openly in the Treasury Department in 
this city? Did Morgan propose to come to him with a proposition 
that was reprehensible and that would excite the resentment of 
the opis or excite their distrust? Evidently so, or the Secretary 
of the Treasury would have received Mr. Morgan with the same 
graa and the same courtesy with which he should receive the 

umblest citizen of this nation. But he did not want to do that. 

So the correspondence establishes, what has been charged and 
what has been believed, that the Treasury Department is owned 
and dominated and controlled, throughout its length and its 
breadth, by the sharks and the gamblers of Wall street. The 
money of the people—the money of the 70,000,000 people who live in 
this land between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans and between 

Canada and the Gulf of Mexico, is put by the chief financial offi- 
cer of the nation into these banks as a gratuity, that they in turn 
may transact private business on it and enhance their fortunes. 

r. President, they were reaching out for everything in sight, 

and they will get it, too (it is only a question of time); and so 
they wanted the business of the United States with the Philip- 
pines. They wanted to handle all the money of the United States, 

I say to you, gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, that 
60 per cent of the money of the United States to-day that belongs 

in the Treasury Department is to be found in certain favored 

national banks as a gratuity to their owners. 

You may say the jaw Lie the Secretary of the Treasury a right 
to select a national b as a depositary, and in a qualified sense 
that is true, but not in the sense he would have us believe. He 
has a right to make a national bank a financial agent for the pur- 
pose of distributing money to the Army and Navy and contractors, 
and make other necessary distributions, to use it as a tentative 
means to the accomplishment of those ends. But it never was the 
intention of Congress or of the people of the United States that 
those banks should have the privilege of holding for an indefinite 
length of time unlimited sums of the Government's money. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? : 

Mr. ALLEN. I will; yes, sir. 

Mr.SPOONER. Would the Senator thinkit would better serve 
the public interest to have it locked up in the Treasury, out of 
circulation? 

Mr. ALLEN. It would serve the public interest just as well as 
to have it in circulation by the National City Bank, and it cer- 
tainly would be safe; at least it would be where the people of the 
United States suppose it is and where by law it ought to be. 
Why, Mr. President, the Senator is taking exactly the tack I ex- 
pected he would take, and he is capable of making the worse 
appesr to be the better cause. I say this in compliment to his 
ability. He will stand on this fioor and, with his magnificent pres- 
ence and his splendid eloquence, he will defend the conduct of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator did not answer my question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, I thonght I did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAx in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked the Senator whether it would be better 
for the public interest to have the money in the Treasury or all of 
it in a single bank. I simply asked him the question whether it 
would be better in his judgment for the public interest to have it 
in the national banks of the country or locked up in the Treasury. 
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Mr. 8 I do not think it would be anything for the pub- 
lic interest té have it in the national banks. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator would rather have it locked up 
in the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN. When it would have to go there and pay the 
banks interest on it. 

1 POORAN: Butif locked up in the Treasury they could not 
get it at all. 

Mr. AL . There is where it belongs. If you levy that 
money off the people it belongs in the Treasury Department. But 
the vice lies deeper than that, Mr. President, and the Senator can 
not escape through that avenue, You have taxed the people of 
the United States beyond all reason, and you have puta surplus 
in the Treasury of the United States that has no business there 
soa thatought to be in circulation among the people from whence 

came. 

By the sale of Government bonds, $200,000,000 of bonds, by the 
levy of a tremendous war tax, by the increase of duties under the 
Dingley Act, you have wrung from the people of the United 
States, the hard-working classes, almost 58300, 000,000, that are 
under the control of the Treasury Department to-day, the most 
of it in the national banks, in favored banks. There has not been 
astep taken to re or modify one of these acts, so that this 
tremendous sum of money may get out among the people again 
and there remain where it belongs. 

Until you repeal those laws or modify them and prevent this 
tremendous congestion of money you will not be able to deceive 
the people of the United States by saying that you have a large 
AAE there that ought to be in circulation, Repeal your tax or 
modify it and the money will not accumulate there, and you will 
not have the privilege of paying off your political debts by the 
use of public money. 

I realize, Mr. President, as fully as any man can realize that it 
is a hopeless and futile task for me to stand here and ask for an 
investigation, Ido not expect an investigation. I would be sur- 

rised if it came. The Republican party has a majority in this 

ber by some 13 or 14. It is as complete a political machine 

as was ever organized upon this continent. It stands together 

and obeys the dictates of the caucus. When any resolution comes 

before this body for an investigation of this or any other transac- 

tion of a questionable character, se will see that side rise and 
vote against it as one man, with absolute unanimity. 

The caucus has done the work. I thank God I am not the vic- 
tim of caucus dictation and I never will be. I have a party of my 
own, and we can hold our caucus in the elevator, ee must 
subordinate his judgment, his conviction of right and wrong, to 
the voice of a mere majority, and he must walk up and take 
his medicine whether he wants to or not if the caucus says so. 
I know that there are gentlemen on that side of the Chamber who 
think this matter ought to be investigated, but who will be com- 
pelled 1 caucus dictation to vote against the resolution. 

No, Mr. President, I am not foolish monen to suppose that any 
investigation will ever be had. This resolution in the course of 
time will be duly embalmed by the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and it will be taken into the political crypt, 
into the room of the Committee on Finance of the United States 
Senate, and there with befitting rites, Mr. President, with hymn 
and song and ceremony, presided over by the splendid genius of 
my friend from Rhode Island, it will be buried so deep that the 
music of Gabriel's horn will never reach it. The | will ask, 
What has become of thisresolution? They think the Senate of the 
United States is engaged in transacting the public business upon 
lofty ideas of the wants and demands of the country. They do 
not understand that the game of party politics opens with the 
opening of the Senate and closes with its adjournment, 

Mr. dent, it may be that there will come from the North 


and the South and the t and the West a storm of in ation 
that will drive the Republican membership of this Chamber into 
an investigation. If that time comes and the clouds grow dark 


and thesky ominous, then the chief of the ceremonials of interment 
will bring out the corpse of this resolution and it will be passed 
in an emaciated and emasculated form. 3 
Mr. SPOONER. The committee will not emasculate it, It 
will not be the committee that will emasculate the resolution. 
Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; the committee will do this work. It 
will be instructed by the caucus what to do, and it will never fail. 
It will execute its orders, as the old-time executioner executed the 
orders of the council of state. There will be no trouble about that. 
But, Mr. President, I propose to do my duty as far as I under- 
stand it. Iam in the minority, it is true, but before free debate 
is finally cut off in this Chamber, as this morning’s proceedings 
would indicate it is to be, I want to raise my voice in protest 
against this method of conducting the public business, There 
will come a time no doubt when we shall be cut off here entirely 
and a czar rule of procedure will be adopted to prevent the expo- 


sure of this and like public iniquities which are from 
time to time, 
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Mr. President, nothing is to be gained to me nor to the cause I 
represent by protractin discussion, and I do not pro to 
protract itany length of time. If this evidence were submitted to 
a jury on the question whether the Secre of the Treasury had 
violated the obligation of the discharge of his plain duty, under 

instructions to that jury as to an interpretation of the law, 
ere would be no question of the return of a verdict of guilty. 

But, Mr. President, the violation of statutes, the violation of 
their letter, the violation of their spirit, the violation of their pur- 
pose, has become so common and of such constant practice that 
we seem to think it is all right to do so, after all. 

A law, Mr. President, is made to be obeyed, not to be violated; 
and it is the spirit and policy and purpose of the law that is to be 
obeyed, for that is the law. When our ancestors established an 
independent Treasury Department for the purpose of divorcin 
the national finances from the banks of the country and required 
our money to be a in that independent Treasury, they intended 
that the law should be executed in good faith; and when a great 
officer, charged as a trustee with the custody of millions of dollars 
of the money wrung from the taxpayers of this nation to pay off 
its obligations and its current expenses, takes the money with 
which he is intrusted and goes ontside of the Treasury and places 
it in private institutions to advance and promote the interests of 
favorite corporations and favorite individuals, he is gully of an 
open and fi t violation of the law. I say this, as I said a 
moment ago, in absolute personal kindness to the gentleman who 
presides over the financial affairs of this nation. 

Who has ever heard of the Secretary of the Treasury going out 
to the people and talking with them on this subject? Has he 
called together the representative organizations of this nation, 
the great laboring organizations, the Grange, the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, the great organizations of agriculturists, and said anything 
to them? No; they are beneath his notice; they are not of his 
make; they are not of his class. They, Mr. President, are mere 
taxpayers in his opinion, and unworthy of notice. When this 

tleman wants to talk about financial matters he puts on his 
creas suit and goes to New York or Philadelphia and sits down 
to a little dinner” given by his friends, the bankers. There, 
without letting the people know anything about it, they parcel 
out the money of the taxpayers to the advantage of themselves, 
their friends, and their party. To this he willingly assents. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA—THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, for the ose of giving notice that on Monday, after the 
routine mo usiness is finished, I shall call up the resolution 
before the Senate in reference to the vacant seat in this body from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and I ask Senators who intend to speak 
5 that question to kindly prepare themselves as soon as con- 
venient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the notice given or sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall call up the Pennsylvania election 
case on Monday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At what time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. After the routine morning business. I 
think the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] may be 


ready at that time to speak on the question, unless the Senate re- 
fuses to consider the subject. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is aware that at 2 o'clock the 


unfinished business is made the order by the unanimous-consent 
agreement of the Senate; and I give notice that I shall object to 
ay Sot or business of any kind interfering with that order of 

e Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that. It is very possible that 
the junior Senator from Tennessee may finish before 2 o’clock. 
It is my desire that the consideration of the election case shall 
begin on Monday and that the junior Senator from Tennessee 
shall er on that day. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections that whenever that case is taken 
up for consideration it is desirable that its consideration be con- 
tinued without interruption until it is concluded. To take up the 
case on Monday and have an argument made upon it, and then 
another on Tuesday and so on, from day to day, and possibly from 
week to week, to have some remarks made upon the case, is not 
the best way to consider and determine it. I therefore hope that 
the motion will not be pressed by the chairman, certainly in view 
of the fact, as he knows, that we are engaged every moment in a 
hearing before the Committee on Privileges and Elections in an- 
other matter, which is liable to occupy the attention of the com- 
mittee every day next week. 

Mr. HAND R. I would be very glad to have the case taken 
up and considered in the way the Senator from Michigan suggests 
it ought to be- that is, by continuous consideration but no one 
knows any better than the Senator from Michigan that questions 


are never so considered in the Senate. They are taken up and 
speeches are made, and they are dropped until other speeches are 


ready. Every important subject that has ever been under discus- 
sion in this y, according to my recollection, has been dealt 
with in that way. 


We must begin to make some progress. Now, the junior Sena- 
tor from Tennessee informs me that he will be ready on Monday. 
I know the Senator from Michigan is thoroughly prepared to 
make a long speech on the same side. Weare very anxious to 
have those speeches before the Senate so that Senators may con- 
sider them before the vote is taken. I think it is due to the fact 
that here is a vacant seat in this body that we should make all 
the progress possible with that case. Therefore, I shall urge its 
consideration on Monday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator from Connecticut will pardon 
me, I ought to say, in reply to the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that he is of information which I do 
not have—namely, that I shall be prepared to speak on Monday 
and am anxious to do so. I am not prepared to speak on the case, 
and I shall not be prepared at that time, for the reasons I have 
already stated—that the committee has been engaged every day 
in the consideration of other matters, and it has been impossibie 
for me to give any consideration to that case. 

I repeat what I said, that in this case and in the consideration 
of any case of this character, involving the right of a Senator to 
his seat, the discussion ought to be, whenever it is entered upon, 
continued. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Has the Senator ever known of such a thing 
since he has been in the Senate? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know that I have; but if it never 
has been done it ought to be done now. A couple of days, prob- 
ably, will dispose of the case, and I would prefer that whenever 
it is taken up it be considered continuously until a vote is taken. 

Mr. C LER. Ido not object to that; but I shall cal! up 
the case at the conclusion of the routine morning business on 
Monday. The Senator from Rhode Island will please take notice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the intimation was made here 
this morning that because a notice had been given, therefore the 
Senate was bound to follow that notice. I will give notice to 
the Senator from New Hampshire that I do not intend to follow 
that course, and that at 2 o'clock on each day I shall insist that 
the unfinished business be considered by the Senate, to the exclu- 
sion of 5 else, until it is disposed of. 

Mr. C DLER. I do not want to interfere with that. I 
agree that as the financial bill is to be voted upon a week from 
next Thursday, if anybody wants to speak on that subject, he 
should have the preference. It is the universal experience in the 
Senate that we havetwo or three subjects running along together, 


and I intend that this privileged question concerning a vacant ` 


seat in the Senate shall have its chance, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are four vacant seats in the Senate, as 
I understand it; I presume one of them is no more privileged than 
any other and that it is a matter for the Senate itself to determine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator only fortifies my remarks. 
There are four vacant seats in this body which may be infiuenced 
by a decision of the question in the Pennsylvania case. There- 
fore it is of such ae Sabir that nothing should interfere with 
it except the bill which the Senator from Rhode Island has in 
charge, and that should interfere with it only because there has 
been an agreement to vote a week from next Thursday. If it 
were wisely disposed of, it would be indefinitely postza ned. 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know 
that it is of any particular importance, but I should like to say 
now, while this matter of procedure in the Senate is under con- 
sideration and may to some extent be affected by the notice which 
has been given by the Senator from New Hampshire, that I think 
there ought to be an opportunity given at the next session of the 
Senate for some observations, brief perhaps, in reply to the some- 
what remarkable attack which has been made during the last two 
mornings by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, both in his official and personal capac- 
ity. I do not know whether the Senator from Nebraska has con- 
cluded his attack or not. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that Senator to say he was 
through. > 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He certainly has not published 
his remarks which he submitted yesterday, and I do think that 
while that matter is before the Senate there ought to be a little 
opportunity given to say something upon that subject. 1 think 
i ought to be done on the next morning when the Senate shall be 

session. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will it not suit the convenience 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to call up the Pennsylvania 


1900. 


case on 8 An elaborate speech has been made here by 


the Senator from Nebraska, which has not yet ap in the 
RECORD, of course, arraigning the Secretary of the Treasury and 
challenging somewhat the integrity of the management of the 
Treasury Department, and I for one desire to submit to the Sen- 
ate some observations in reply to it. I think the case to which 
the Senator refers will suffer not at all by being postponed until 
Wednesday. 
SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, my attention has been called 
at this moment tothe notice given by the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] that on Monday, Feb 5, he would 
address the Senate with reference to the Philippine Islands. His 
address will probably take the morning hour. Under the circum- 
stances I agree to the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin 
and give notice that I will call up the Pennsylvania case on Wed- 
nesday morning after the routine business is finished. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gives notice as indicated. The next business in order is the 
unfinished business. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I greatly regret that there seems to be no one 
ready to discuss the bill which is the unfinished business. I hope 
that the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber are not 
going to abandon the silver question or the money question, as 1 
see it sometimes stated in the newspapers they intend to do, and 
I will certainly hope—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Rhode Island has made such 
a vigorous plea in favor of its retaining its place that I do not 
suppose there is very much need on this side. I understood the 
Senator in his various colloquies to insist that it was not put out 
of question by this bill. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. I insist that the bill shall remain before the 
Senate; but the time fixed for the discussion and debate and the 
final voting on the bill 8 in order that Senators on 
the other side might get ready to debate the question. 

Mr. CHILTON. We want some division of debate. Lou were 
going to make some speeches on the other side. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are quite content with the debate which 
has already taken place. 

_ Mr. CHILTON. Then the Senator ought not to be complain- 


ing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are quite ready to take a vote on the bill; 
and I suggest that if itis not the intention to discuss it further 
we come to an agreement to vote at once. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I am going to make a speech on the 
other side, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I expected that; it is well understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is perfectly well known that a 
number of Senators propose to make speeches on this bill. One 
Senator, for instance, has been wanting to speak for the last two 
or three aaya: but he is now out of the city, soppana that the 
Senate would, as usual, adjourn over Friday an turday. The 
Senator from Rhode Island need not distress himself about any 
failure to have his bill sufficiently discussed. It seems to me that 
it has 3 been completely torn to shreds, and if the Senator 
had followed the debate as far as it has gone he would not think 
175 was any necessity for anything else to be said to absolutely 
use it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The speeches to which the Senator alludes 
must have been made when I was absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Most of them have been made while 
the Senator was absent, as he usually is. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will let us go to the Cal- 
endar for a few minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is some executive business which I think 
ought to be attended to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go to the Calendar for thirty minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well; I will give way for thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw it, and will renew it at the expiration 
of half an hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Calendar be proceeded with in its 
regular order, 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, The first bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 
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JOSEPH W. CARMACK. 


The bill (S. 423) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was an- 
nounced as the first bill on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 

oses to pay to Joseph W. Carmack, late of Company A, Sixth 
Maa Cavalry, the pay and allowances of a first ser; t of 
cavalry from the 1st day of May, 1862, to the 30th day of tem- 
ber, 1862, less any pay received by him during such period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN S. NEET, JR. 


The bill (S, 424) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that there shall 
be paid to John S. Neet, jr., late a Doha in Company C, Third 
Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, afterwards Company 
L. Sixth Missouri State Militia Cavalry, $100, in full payment of 
the sum allowed him in October, 1878, by the Third Auditor of the 
Treas Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 425) for the relief of John M. Davis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to revoke and set aside the general order, headquarters Depart- 
ment and Army of the Tennessee, dated Huntsville, Ala., April 
80, 1864, issued by order of Major-General McPherson, approving 
and confirming the sentence of the court-martial dismissing John 
M. Davis, captain of Company Hof the Sixty-third Regiment Mli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and that there be issued to him an hon- 
orable discharge as of date of April 9, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EZRA S. HAVENS. 


The bill (S. 426) for the relief of EzraS, Havens was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to Ezra S. Havens, late captain of Company 
G, 8 Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, the pay 
and allowances of a captain of infantry in the late volunteer 
service from the 11th of March, 1862, to the 2d of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. F. FLEET. 


The bill (S. 427) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., was considered as 
in Committee of the ole. It directs the Secret of War to 
relieve A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the Missouri Military Acad- 
emy, Mexico, Mo., from all money responsibility for so much of 
the ordnance and ordnance stores issued to the academy under its 
bond dated August 13, 1892, as was destroyed by fire on Septem- 
ber 24, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA S. GILLINGW ATERS. 


The bill (S. 428) for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters, widow 
of J. E. Gillingwaters, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of War, notwithstanding the rec- 
ords of the proceedings and sentence of the court-martial in the 
case of Private James E. Gillingwaters, late of Company H, 
Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, to issue to him an honor- 
able discharge of the date of his release from military control; it 
also directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid to 
Mrs. Laura S. Gillingwaters, widow of James E. Gillingwaters, 
all pay and allowances forfeited by the processes and sentence 
of the court-martial and full pay and allowances up to the date of 
his release from military control, and restores to him all rights 
and privileges forfeited by the sentence of the court-martial. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. HOWELL. 


The bill (S. 432) for the relief of James W. Howell, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of War to revoke and set aside General Orders, No. 10, Head- 
quarters United States Forces, Pine Bluff, Ark., July 31, 1865, 
issued by G. M. Mitchell, colonel commanding, approving the 
pence: findings, and sentence of the general court-martial 

the case of James W. Howell, of Company H, Fifty-fourth Reg- 
iment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to him an honor- 
able discharge as of date July 31, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RICHARD C. SILENCE, 


The bill (S. 433) for the relief of Richard C. Silence was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of War to enter on the rolls and to ize Richard C. Silence 
as first lieutenant of Company I, First ent of West Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, from November 29, 1862, to March 7, 1863, and to 
issue to him an honorable discharge as of date March 7, 1863. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERRY J. KNOLES, 


The bill (S. 436) to correct the military record of Perry J. 
Knoles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of Perry J. 
Knoles, a private of 3 E, One hundred and first Regiment 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, by removing the charge of desertion, 
and substituting therefor, nted himself from Benton Bar- 
racks in January, 1863, and was enrolled under the name of James 
Maddux on July 29, 1863, at Camp Dennison, Ohio, and mustered 
into service A 5, 1863, as a private in Company B, Second 
Ohio Heavy ry Volunteers, to serve three years, and served 
faithfully until he was honorably discharged at Knoxville, Tenn., 
on May 11, 1865,” and 3 that no pay or allowance shall be 
given him during his absence without leave by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC M’CONNAUGHAY, 


The bill (S. 437) for the relief of Isaac McConnaughay, private 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, was consider 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to issue to Isaac McConnaughay a certificate of honorable dis- 
charge, to date from the 16th of November, 1862, as a private of 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, it having been 
esta ed that the service rendered in that company and regi- 
ment in the name of Isaac McConnaughay subsequent to that date 
was rendered by Thomas J. McConna y, and that Isaac Me- 
Connaughay shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
in the mili service of the United States as a member of said 
organization from the 14th of August, 1862, until honorably dis- 
charged from the service; but he s not be entitled to any pay, 
bounty, or allowances by any reason of the relief granted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend, in line 5, on page 2, by 
striking out the word “any,” before the word ‘‘reason;” so as to 


That he shall not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or allowances by reason 
of the relief herein granted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. CRABTREE. 


The bill (S. 438) for the corréction of the military record of 
James M. Crabtree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of War to correct the military record of 
James M, Crabtree, late private, Company D, Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Missouri Infantry, by removing therefrom the charge of 
desertion and substituting therefor ‘‘absented himself without 
proper authority on January 10, 1863, and remained so absent 
until June 18, 1863, when he was enrolled, and on June 23, 1863, 
mus into service in Company A, Eleventh Regiment Mis- 
souri Cavalry, and served faithfully to July 27,1865, when he was 
honorably mustered out with Company F of said regiment, to 
which he had been transferred,” and to issue to him a certificate 
acco ly, showing his service; but he shall not be entitled to 
any pay, bounty, or allowance by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R. LEONARD, 


The bill Ms 439) for the correction of the militaryrecord of John 

. Leonard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of War to correct the military record of John 
R. Leonard, private of Company D, -second Regiment Mis- 
souri Infantry, by removing therefrom the charge of desertion 
and substituting therefor ‘‘Absented himself without 8 au- 
thority on January 10, 1863, and remained so absent to July 26, 
1863, when he was enrolled, and on tember 10, 1863, was mus- 
tered into the service as a private in y E, Eleventh Reg- 
iment Missouri Cavalry, and was mustered out with his company 
July 25, 1865, serving faithfully during such term,” and to issue 
to him a certificate accordingly, showing his service; but he shall 


not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or allowance by virtue of this, 
ac 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PORT OF ASTORIA, OREG. 

The bill (S. 359) to extend the privilege of immediate transpor- 


tation of dutiable to the port of Astoria, Oreg., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It ores that the priv- 
ilege of immediate tion of dutiable goods, in accordance 


with the provisions of an act entitled An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, and the 
amendments thereto, be extended to the port of Astoria, Oreg. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MEDALS FOR GALLANTRY IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


The joint resolution (S, R. 51) recognizing the gallantry of 
Frank H. Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of 
his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for eflicient and meritorious serv- 
ices in command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila, was 
considered as in Committee of the ole, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and & 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that there may be published in the 
RECORD, in connection with the joint ution which has just 
been passed, the report made regarding it, so that the reason for 


its ge will a x 
Mr. MCMILLAN, I hope that will be done. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Sena foo be complied with in the ab- 
— of objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 

ered. 

The report referred to, which was submitted by Mr. McMILLan 
from the Committee on Commerce January 4, 1900, is as follows: 

The Committee on Comme: to whom was referred the joint resolution 
recognizing the gallantry of Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, 5 the 
revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel 


B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious 
service in command of the McCulloch at 


in the case fully oat in oe — of the Secretary of 
s in the are propon 0 r e 
papers, which are appended 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1899. 


g the ewcomb, command- 
ing the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; also ret Copy. 
t and meri- 


e same, 

eroic action Kue during the Spanish war than 
Lieutenant Newcomb, his officers and men, at the battle of Cardenas, 
cient and meritorious service than that per- 


There was no more 
that b; 


i by the th 
8 June 29, 1808. In this connection I anent herewith the follow- 
apers: 
Three reports by Lieutenant Newcomb on the part of his command at the 
battle of Cardenas, Cuba. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, commending the gallantry of 
Lieutenant Newcomb. 


-fifth Congress, recom- 
Hodgsdon. 
y, 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 
To the Congress of the United States: 
On the llth of May, 1898, there occurred a conflict in the bay of Cardenas, 
Cuba, in which the naval torpedo boat Winslow was disabled, her commander 
woundod, and one of her officers and a part of her crew killed by the enemy’s 


In the face of a most galling fire from the enemy's guns the revenue cutter 
n. by Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, United States Rev- 
the disabled Winslow, her wounded commander, 


of 
thongh in constant danger of going, ashore on ac- 


antry. 

I 5 that, in recognition the signal act of heroism of First Lieut. 
Frank H. Newcomb, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, above set forth, 
the thanks of Con; be extended to him and to his officers and men of the 
Hudson, and that a gold medal of honor be presented to Lientenant Newcomb, 
a silver medal of honor to each of his officers, and a bronze medal of honor to 
each member of his crew who served with him at Cardenas. 
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It will be remembered that Congress, by appropriate action, recognized 
Leni . Sa of ships of war for services in the battle of 

a K $ 

The e der of the revenue cutter vibe, 8 McCulloch, presentand inactive 
cooperation with the fleet under Commodore Dewey on that occasion ( 
Executive order, under the provisions of section 2557. Revised Statutes), 
the only commander of a national ship to whom promotion or advancement 
was not and could not be given, because he already held the highest rank 
known to the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

I now recommend that in ition of the efficient and meritorious serv- 
ices of Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, who 
commanded the Hugh McCulloch at the battle of Manila (that officer being 
now in the sixty-third year of his sa aiaia served continuously onactive 
ar deen ey tie 8780 Guitar Ber vie on the full duty pay of bis prado: 
or re e Revenu ice on the u o e. 
WILLIAM 4 ENEY 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1898. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, Philippine Islands, June 12, 1898. 
Stn: 1. I take pleasure in bringing to the attention of the Department the 
zeal and efficiency of Capt. Danicl B. Hodgsdon, Revenue-Cutter Service, 
commanding the McCulloch, while serving the squadron under my com- 


mand. 

2. The McCulloch steamed from Hongkong to Manila Bay in the squadron 
formation and ran the batteries at the entrance with the squadron, and, while 
not 3 in the line of battle at the battle of Manila Bay, was kept near by 
and in readiness to assist any vessel that ht be disabled. 

3. Since joining my command, and up to the time of his detachment, Sitar 
tain Hodgsdon has kept the MfcCulloch in a high state of efficiency and y 
to ie ie at a moment's notice, and made her a valuable — to the 

uadron. 
ay I request that the Department will communicate this report to the hon- 
orable the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
re tak e States Navy, 
Commanding United States Naval on Asiatic Station. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
7 Washington, D. C. 


NAvr DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 15, 1898. 


instant and to forward herewith a copy of the report n I regret 
that inadvertently a copy of this letter was not forwarded to you immedi- 


of a most galling fire, that First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, 8 


his offi d est 
tion. The Winslow wie riddled with shell, disabled, helplessly drifting onto 
the beach into the hands of the are Der captain wounded, her only other 
officer and half her crew killed, but Hudson courageously re ed by 
her in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, although in constant 
danger of going ashore on account of the shallow water, until finally a line 
was made fast to the Winslow and that vessel towed out of range of the 


R JOHN D. LONG 
T! yy “$ 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


U. S. S. HUDSON, 
Key West, Fla., May 13, 1898. 
SIR: In obeđience to 9 order of the 19th instant I have the honor 
to submit the following full detailed report of the part taken by my command 
in cooperation with vessels of the Navy in the recent action at Cardenas, 


At daylight on pak venti Boe the llth instant the Hudson was cruising on 
blockade duty off Carde: about 6 miles north of Cruz del Padre light-house, 
in SAE DRY. with the U. 8. S. Machias. The smoke of a steamer a) i 
from the eastward was discovered, and the Hudson was pointed for it under 
a full head of steam. As soon as near enough to asce: steamer to be 

was 


e. 

The Machias led the way in by Piedras Cay and up the outer bay, and at 
about 9 o'clock came to anchor 1} miles NNE. of Diana Cay, one of the islands 
guarding the inner approaches to Cardenas Bay. At this e three A ese 
gunboats were observed in the western part of the bay, 4 or 5 miles d t 
steaming slowly toward Cardenas, 
within hail the Hudson was ordered by the Machias to 


Upon app: 
proceed up toward two sunken sl in the channel on the east side of Diana 
y, look around, and see what could be found. As an imp: valled 
on oes had been planted in this channel, Iasked the Machias, 


The Hudson then orn very slowly up the channel, sounding con- 
stantly and * eeling the way, going ahead and backing on the engine 
ired. Oftentimes there was less than 6 inches of water under 
her. She was drawing 9 feet 4inches aft. In about an hour we had worked 
up to within 100 yards of the sunken sl Then, finding deeper water to 
ə eastward, we worked around inside of them and stopped, not feeling jus- 
TTT 
e came wi abou es of us, eviden 
watching our „ After lying still ten minutes about halfa mile Sa 
of Diana Cay, and ae that the enemy's gunboat was not disposed to come 
any nearer, we returned tothe Machias, reporting alongside about 11 o'clock. 
We were then ordered to report tothe Wilmington, which vessel and the tor- 
pedo boat Winslow had joined the Machias during our absence. By the Wil- 
min we were ordered to proceed with the Winslowand sound out the chan- 
nel between Romero and the largest of the Blanco Cays, and tosweep it with 
our small boats for torpedoes. Westarted igit away, following the Winslow, 
which by reason of her superior speed soon istancedus. When off the east- 
ern end of Romero Cay, while running at full speed, the Hudson grounded 
and — with only i feet of water under her. After several ineffectual 
attempts to back off, the 6-pounder ammunition in the after hold was carried 
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forward, and finally the Hudson was backed off into deeper water. We then 
sounded our — 9 down the channel about a mile, when we met the Wilming- 


ton coming slowly in. 
All three vessels then proceeded into the bay, the Wilmingtonin the center, 


with the Winslow on her port bow and the Hudson on the starboard. After 

roceeding in this manner for several miles, the Hudson was ordered to fall 
Pack upon the Wilmington’s starboard quarter, clear of her guns, supple- 
men by, When you get up there, gather in all you can.” Tho Wi 
occupied a similar tion on the opposi side. 

About 1 p. m., when nearly abreast of Cor Point, the Hudson was or- 
dered by the Wilmington to “Go outand look for small craft.“ Accordingly 
we started over to the northward, toward Diana Cay, and circled along the 
western shore of the bay, standing as near in to the land as the shoal water 
would permit. In . the main ship channel three black buoys were 
seen in line, about half a mile apart, which were avoided for fear they marked 
torpedoes or mines. y. at 1.35 p. m., not having seen vessels of any 
kind whatever on that side of the bay, we steamed at speed toward the 
Wiimin: and Winslow, now nearing Carde: 


ry 8 oe and tania ition about 1,800 yards from the 
at anchor, an g a position a N rom 
there, off the western end uf the city, opened fire with ‘her two 6-pounder 


maintained her original position when first fired upon. After firing several 
rounds from the ‘Hudson eS in line 


with the Wilmington 5 
rations. rs Pew hailof the 3 

ton, 1 asked, pointing toward Winslow, “Shall I go down there and pite 
in?’ The answer Was.“ Yes.” cae 

Up to this time I had received no official intimation whatever as to the 
object in view, nor what part the Hudson was expected to take in the affair. 
A signal had been fying from the Wilmington’s masthead for some time, 
which could not be e out from the Hudson. What it signified I have 
never been informed. 


The Hudson ran in at full speed until about 150 yards inshore of the Wins- 
low and a short distance to the eastward, when the engine was 3 and 
firing resumed with the two 6-pounders. Upon our original entry into the 
en mt the first two or three shells from each gun struck the water a 
trifle short of the city front, but after that all of our shells appeared to land 
in among the buildings on shore, some of them in close proximity to the 
enemy's guns. 

After having been in action a few minutes it was noticed that the Winslow 
was moving shout in a very strange and erratic manner, and it was found 


to y upon her it was concluded finally that she was being 
maneuvered in this way to avoid the fixed, concentrated range of their guns. 
It was learned that one of her boilers and the steering engine 


had 
either end of her offshore in order to withdraw. 
ells were falling and bursting all over and around the two 
y damaged by them is beyond 
that passed close over the top of our pilot 
house, strike the Winslow, but fortunately it failed to burst. Another shell, 


ntly a i 
the Wilmington, hs a mile outside, threw a column of spray nearly as high 
as her bridge. the enemy's guns 
made it — — to locate them; but their marksmanship was * poor 24 
e 


of the Winslow, and often between her and the enemy’s guns as we maneu- 
vered for position, when it was re 
abled. I immediately off assistance to her commandin, 


declined by a tiye shake of the head. Tenor fifteen utes later, when 
we were to and outside of i hereported his vessel as 
totally disabled, and 


ested 

This was the first definite information received on board the Hudson of the 
Winslow's condition. 3 

There was quite a fresh breeze blowing — 880 ely on shore from tho east- 
ward, and the Winslow was 1 so much leeway in consequence, and 
constant! acelin oe water, that I found it ve: cult to bring the Hud- 
son in ition to W a line to her. or ah oe er was constantly stirrin 
up the bottom, and steerageway was invaria F 


It 
hold of the Winslow's towline and started ahead with her. While making 
the effort the Wilmington had been Te cree us, and a number of her 
shells 3 upon leaving the guns, the ents striking the water all 


around us. 
We were within 100 feet of the Winslow when a shell exploded DENE En- 
sign Bagley and three men, and the sad casualty was distinctly visible to 
most of our officers and crew. The Wilmington fired the guns in the en- 
— — apparently silencing the enemy's batteries. When we started 
ahead with the Wi „the Wilmington was nearly a mile distant, steaming 
out to windward. The Hudson followed slowly with the Winslow. The lat- 

being disabled, she was yawing about wildly, and 


eek ter another towline, and then 
we went 55 fter a long and la ous chase dead to windward, 
we finally ove: 
be sent on board the Winslow. Bo 
the same m o to the Wilmington for some time previo 8 
After the and wounded been transferred to the Witmington, we 


d disabled main to the attempt was abandoned. About 4 p. m. we started 
out of the bay with the Winslow in tow astern, following in the wake of the 
Wilmington. We arrived alongside the Machias at dark, and at 9.80 p. m., 
Gorn the to o boat, started for ner ane with dispatches and the 
dead and wounded from the Winslow, arriving there at 7.30 on the following 


morning. 

While I may not particularize any individual act of heroism during the 
action without doing an injustice to others equally as meritorious, I take 
grea re in directing attention of the Department to the cooland 
effi manner in which each and every officer and member of the crew 
performed the duties intrusted to him. 
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Without the combined efforts of all hands on board this vessel, 


the Win- 
and the surviving members of her crew would have been lost. 
R ily, yours, 
FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. S., Commanding. 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


U. S. S. HUDSON, 
Key West, Fla., May 13, 1898. 


e Hudson was ordered by 


of Corre Point, 
the commanding officer of the U. 8. 8. Wilmington to go out and look at 
craft. Steamed over toward Diana Ca 


. Discovered no vessels, and. 
earing Card 


At 1.45, when a little over a mile distant from our vessels, saw firi: 
mence from shore, which was 8 returned b 
0 


com- 


Owing to the shoal water and the rapid drift toward shore of the Winslow 
hirty minutes before the Hudson suc- 
o Winslow and started ahead with reg a 


ngton, from which vessel a 
officer, who transferred the dead and wounded 


vessels steamed out of th 5 0 
dark joined the U. S. S. Machias outside, where the Winslow was anchored. 
At 9.15 p. m. the Hudson started for Key West with dispatches for the senior 
officer commanding that station, and carrying the dead and wounded from 
the Winslow. Reported to the senior officer commanding at Key West at 
7.10 on the morning of the 12th instant. The only damage resulting to the 
Hudson during tbe engagement was a few slight marks from small projectiles 
u two of the fire-room ventilators and a few bullet marks upon e out- 
site of the pilot-house plating. One hundred and thirty-five shells were 
from the two 6-pounders du 
Respec y, yours, 1 FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. S., Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 


Washington, D. C. 


g the action. 


U. S. S. HUDSON, 
Key West, Fla., June 16, 1898. 


plemeni ropes’ containing certain facts relating 
vessel in the late 
5 imo, which were omitted in the hasty preparation of my report of the 


tds tre th 
an 0 
evidently by a piece of 
hard word. TRA 88 
paint and 


on 


similar 

above the upper deck was struck four times, one only resulting in a perfora- 
tion three-fourths of an inch in diameter. The after ventilator on the same 
* was struck once and perforated, the hole being about one-half of an inch 


diameter. 
The after end of the pilot house was spattered with numerous small pieces 
hich was buried out of sight in the wood. Thetis oiner 
more or the of the 
after e while windows, lamp shades, and other articles were 


During the action 135 rounds were fired from the two 6-pounder guns. 
The Colt automatic gun on the upper deck was not used, its fire being re- 
gorroa for short range in case tho vessel became disabled and drifted near 


ore. 
Second Lieut. J. H. Scott was in UAT ES Cf the after 6- 
. he coolness 
fested by these 83 in handling their 
advantage of every favorable opportunity 
the enemy, 15 their efforts under the most try: 
0 bled 


i vamia mani- 
n * 
tive gun’s crews and tak- 
t in an effective shot at 
circumstan to 


Cu the 
e constant pie exact- 
rit unstinted 


tions was 
men under 


Whenever the services of md Assistant Engineer T. D. Lewton could 
be the engine and fire rooms he cheerfully repaired to the pilot 
house, where his aid in locating the other vessels and the direction of the 

in the midst of the dense smoke from the Hudson s guns which 

vailed, was of the utmost assistance. 
every member of the crew, from the boatswain down to Moses 
Jones, the colored boy, who attached himself $e the otter qua and never failed 
to have a shell ready when it was needed, did his whole duty cheerfully and 
without the least hesitation. This appears the more remarkable in view of 
the fact that none of them had ever been under fire before, and that 


were without protection or shelter of any kind. They 


the 
the most sub- 


F the Government for their heroic services 
upon occasion. 

I take pleasure in testifying to the remarkable bravery displayed by Lieu- 
tenant Hernadon and the men of the Wi „and — Frond i 2 rae the 
greatest privileges of my life to have been an eyewitness of their conduct at 

ed in — all Dope 
nation may well be proud of 


a time when many men would have felt 
narh such officers and such men the Amer: 
‘avy. 
Respectfully, yours, FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. S., Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PROVIDENCE, R. I. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of Senate bill 1590, for a public building at Provi- 
dence, R. I., which has been reported fayorably from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ELKINS. Can not we proceed with the Calendar? We 
have only about eight minutes left for its consideration. 

Mr. DRICH. Thope the Senator will allow the bill to which 
I havo referred to be passed. 

Mr. ELKINS. I must object. I want to get the bills through 
which I have reported, and two of them come next on the Calen- 
dar. If the bill of the Senator from Rhode Island is taken up, 
there will not be time enough left for their consideration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There will not be time to con- 
sider the bills referred to by the Senator from West Virginia 
within eight minutes, They are vi Tapore bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To which bills does the Sen- 
ator refer? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bills which are numbered 36 
and 37 in the Order of Business. 

Mr, COCKRELL, They are bills toextend the laws relating to 
commerce, navigation, and merchant seamen over Puerto Rico 
and the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Orders of Business 36, 87, and 89 
can not be considered within the time allowed this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Of course it will be impossible to consider 
those bills under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam ready to have any of those 
bills taken up at any time when they can be considered, but it can 
not be done this morning. 

Mr. ELKINS. Under the circumstances I withdraw my objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 


ALDRICH]. 
pro pore. Objection is withdrawn. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I inquire what is the order of business on 
eon of the bill in charge of the Senator from Rhode 
Mr. ALDRICH, It is not on the printed Calendar. It was re- 
ported w morning from the Committeeon Public Buildings and 
rounds. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
peers to consider the bill (S. 1590) for the erection of a public 
uilding at Providence, R. I. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to accept, as a donation from the city of Providence, 
R. I., a suitable lot of land situated in Exchange place, in that 
city, easterly of the east line of Exchange street extended, and 
cause to be erected thereon a commodious and substantial build- 
ing, with fireproof vaults, for the accommodation of the United 
States t-office, district and circuit courts, custom-house, 
internal-revenue and other Government civil offices in that city, 
and appropriates a sum not exceeding $1,500,000 for the erection 
of a building thereon. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House joint resolution No. 6, which is the last one on 
the Calendar, ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 
authorizing the 8 of War to use $60,000 of the appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1900, for the construction of a modern 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

Torone resolution was reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs with amendments, in line 4, after the word “dollars,” 
to strike out out“ and insert or so much thereof as may be 
necessary;” and in line 6, after the word hospitals,” to strike ou 
“mentioned in said act, or so much thereof as may be necessary” 
and insert ‘‘ by the act making appropriations for the support of 
the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 
10 1900, approved March 3, 1899;” so as to make the joint resolu- 

on read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, authorized 
to use the sum of $00,000, or so much thereof as may be 


1900. 
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necessary, of the amount appropriated for the construction and repair of hos- 
itals by the act making appropriations for the soyport of the and 
olunteer Army for the ral year ending June 


odern mili tal t the said Fost 
a Ə 

3 Kans., and the limit of cost . is flxed at said sum. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. ; 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


COMMUTATION OF RATIONS, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimons consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2727) authorizing payment of commuta- 
tion of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who served on de- 
tached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for 
a moment? I wish simply to offer a resolution, to lie over. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask that it may lie over—not on the table—so that I can 
speak to it on Monday. ` 

The PRESIDENT 70 tempore. It is simply offered as a reso- 
lution to go over under the rule? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas from the hour of achieving their own independence the 
the United States have regarded with thy the struggles of 
ple to free themselves from Euro 8 Therefore, 

Resbived, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle 
of the South African Republic against cruelty and oppression, and our best 
hopes go out for the full success of their determined contest for liberty. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under 


ple of 
er peo- 


e rule. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I notice that the Senator from Louisiana 1899 


[Mr. Carrery] has given notice that he will speak on Monda; 
next on the resolution in re to the ey Lyre If there 
be time after that Senator have concluded, I wish to speak to 
this resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator from Connecticut 


Pr PLATT] gave notice that he intended to make some remarks 

answer to Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Prag at age That may probably consume the time on 
onday, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the concurrent resolution of the Senate to 

rint 7,000 ad of somuch of the civil report of Maj. Gen. John 

Brooke, military governor of the island of Cuba, made to the 
Adjutant-General of the United States Army, etc., in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2431) to present to the city of Nash- 
ville, State of Tennessee, the cannon of the gunboat Nashville from 
which was fired the first shot in the Spanish-American war; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 

consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 


minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
at 4 o'clock and 5 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until 
onday, February 5, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. - 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 2, 1900, 
POSTMASTER, 


Harry 8. Edwards, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 
Bibb and State of Georgia, in the place of J. H. Hertz, whose 
commission expired February 1, 1900. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
First Lieut. Charles D. Palmer, Sixth Artillery, to be assistant 

1 with the rank of captain, January 31. 1900, vice 
uhlen, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1900. 
MARSHAL. 

Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 

States for the western district of Wisconsin. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
La Mesa, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, 
in Oklahoma Territory. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

Thomas B. Hildebrand, of Albia, Iowa, to be receiver of public 

moneys at Rampart City, Alaska. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 

the district of ord, in the State of Connecticut. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, December 8, 1899. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Camillo C. C. Carr, Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
January 23, 1900. 

Maj. Henry Jackson, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
January 23, 1900. 

0 Henry P. Kingsbury, Sixth Cavalry, to be major, January 


First Lieut. George L. Byram, First Cavalry, to be captain, 
January 23, 1900. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


To be majors. 
aonn Herbert S. Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, November 15, 


Capt. John C. Dent, Twentieth Infantry, December 15, 1899. 
Capt. George K. McGunnegle, Fifteenth Infantry, December 18, 


arts Edgar B. Robertson, Twentieth Infantry, January 12, 


Capt. Charles A. Booth, Seventh Infantry, January 15, 1900 
(subject to examination). 
To be captains. 
eo Lieut, Harry H. Bandholtz, Seventh Infantry, November 


5, 7 
EEN ae Henry T. Ferguson, Thirteenth Infantry, Novem- 
r e 
ver 15 Lieut. Henry G. Learnard, Fourteenth Infantry, Novem- 
First Lieut. John H. Wholley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, No- 
vember 20, 1899. 
First Lieut. Peter Murray, Twenty-first Infantry, November 


26, 1899. 

First Lieut. Paul A. Wolf, Fourth Infantry, December 2, 1899, 
5 Henry G. Lyon, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 8 Lieut. George D. Moore, Twenty-third Infantry, Decem- 

First Lieut. Willis Uline, Twelfth Infantry, December 18, 1899. 
on Lieut. Ernest B. Gose, Thirteenth Infantry, December 28, 
First Lieut. Charles C. Clark, Fifth Infantry, January 12, 1900. 
First Lient. Vernon A. Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Janu- 


15, 1900. 
st Lieut. Edmund L. Butts, Fifth Infantry, January 18, 1900. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
Maj. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 


colonel, Jan 29, 1900. 
z Capt. i is MoD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 

an 3 j 

First Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, to be captain, 
Second Lieut: Harley B. F. guson, Co 

md Lien e er of Engineers, to 
first lieutenant, Jannat 29, 1900. oe cheers, * 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William S. McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
colonel, January 29, 1900. 

Maj. Charles R. Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, January 29, 1900. 
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ag George B. Walker, Eleventh Infantry, to be major, Janu- 
ary 29, 1900, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
To be chaplain, 


Rey. Edmund P. Easterbrook (late chaplain Two hundred and 
second New York Volunteers), of New York, January 81, 1900. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be assistant Capen erento) i with the rank of lieutenant- 


Maj. Samuel D. Sturgis, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Volunteers (first lieutenant, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, 


To be inspector-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. Russell B, Harrison, inspector-general, United States Vol- 
unteers, January 24, 1900. 


To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


Maj. Engene L. Swift, surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers fopin and assistant surgeon, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900. 

THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 


Sergt. Frank I. Otis, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 25, 1900. 


TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY, 


Sergt. Maj. Clyde B. Crusan, Twenty-seventh Infan 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, J anuary 29, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Karl Ohnesorg, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 27th day of January, 1900. 


PROMOTION IN THE Navy. 


Gunner Frank H. Whitney, to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of January, 1900, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1899. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Stong, to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Tennessee. 

Edmund D. Hughes, to be 8 at Mountpleasant, in the 
county of Ma and State of Tennessee. 

Hayward H. Riddell, to be 8 at The Dalles, in the 
county of Wasco and State of Oregon. 

Lauriston H. Condit, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Missouri. 

Frederick A. Smith, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the 
county of New London and State of Connecticut. 

William M. Newell, to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 

Elizabeth J. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Howard and State of Arkansas. 

Clark H. Barker, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine. j 

W. N. Burdick, to be aster at Postville, in the county of 
Allamakee and State of Iowa. 

R. Clifford Tyler, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

Evert J. Pruim, to be tmaster at Zeeland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

Samuel E. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 
3 Bliss, to be master at Florence, in the county of 


United 


900. 


Ham and State of husetts. 
Harry L. Jaques, to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the county 
of Mid and State of New Jersey. 


Henry C. Wright, to be postmaster at Webster Grove, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

William G. Kitchen, to be master at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri. 

William E. McGuire, to be tmaster at Pawhuska, in the 
Osage Nation of Oklahoma Territory. 


O. H. Willard, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. a 

Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York. 

John Harvey, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
onene and State of Texas. A 

Elizabeth L. Bampfield, to be panam at Beaufort, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of South Carolina, 
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Isaac W. Rush, to be postmaster at Stroud, in the county of 
Lincoln, Oklahoma Territory. 

William H. Mosby, to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the 
county of Bedford and State of Virginia. 

Frank S. Huckins, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Eli Hawks, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Wisconsin. 3 

Charles E. Townsend, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Wilbur Sawyer, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 

William C, Balee, to be 3 at Guthrie, in the county ot 
Todd and State of Kentucky. 

Fred Slocum, to be tmaster at Caro, in the county of Tus- 
cola and State of Michigan. 

Frank A. Peavey, to be postmaster at Upton Works, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 

William H. Coffey, to be postmaster at Tufts College, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

William S. McLaughlin, to be a manser at Avon, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 

D. D. Cottrell, to be postmaster at North Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 

John M. Brown, to be ter at Port Jefferson, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Mary W. Chase, to be postmaster at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 

Peter H. Zimmerman, to be tmaster at Wayland, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York. 

Henry P. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 

Alfred H. Cole, to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county of 
Pleasants and State of West Virginia. 

Albert J. Munson, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Mason and State of Washington. 

James Lane, to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
titas and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRDAx, February 2, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
8 ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had ap roved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
i itles: 

January 30, 1900: 

H. R. 6777. An act relative to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street, in the District of Columbia. 

On January 31, 1900: 

H. R. 4602. An act to authorize the „Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res, 129. Joint resolution authorizing the Secret of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL PROPERTY, NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pens consideration of the bill (H. R. 284) which I send to the 


esk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That permission and authority be, and they are hereby, 
N to the Orleans levee board to move, without cost to the United 
tates, the existing line of levee in front of the United States marine-hospital 
. in New Orleans, La., in the square bounded by State street, Henry 
lay avenue, Tchoupitoulas street, and the Mississippi River; said line of 
levee to be moved outwardly in the direction of said river to the new line of 
levee established by the said Orleans levee board, and that the city of New 
Orleans be, and it is hereby, authorized to extend, lay out, mand to keep 
open, through the said marine-hospital property, the street known as Front 
8. t, 110 feet wide, e tom Penniston street to the upper limits of 
the city of New Orleans, a distance of about 5 miles, as provided for under 
ordinance of the city of New Orleans, No. 15080, council series, approved 


ch 1, 1899: 
Sego. 2. That jurisdiction, power, and authority be, and are hereby, seo 
nized by the United States as existing in the city of New Orleans to regula’ 
and o improvements in said street as thus opened and extended as fully 


1900. 


and completely as over any other portion of said street, or as fully and com- 
letely as said city of New Orleans now has, by her charter and the ws of the 
tate of Louisiana, pore and authority to regulate, to make improvements 
in, or govern any other street in said city. 


Mr. DAVEY. There is an amendment to the bill, which I also 
ask to have read. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Insert, after the words 1 in line 9, the following: 
“Provided, That in case the said city of New Orleans has granted, or shall 
t, a right of way orar said street to any railway company, corporation, 
or person, or that said street shall be used for railway purposes, such 
grant, privilege, or use shall be upon condition that no part of said street 
within the limits of said marine-hospital property (or within 1,000 feet from 
the same) shall be used for depot purposes, or railroad yard, or for the pur- 
ose of Switching, shifting, or parking cars, or making up or Longs 3 = 
Pains of cars, pi, — any other purpose than the ordinary transit, withou 
stopping, of railway Pn iy And provided further, That the inner line of said 
Front street shall not be located at any point nearer than § feet to the present 
iron fence inclosing the grounds of said marine-hospital property, and the 
violation of any of the provisions of this act shall, as to the person, com L 
railway company, municipal corporation, or other corporation so violating 
any of said provisions, cause a revocation of all rights and privileges given 
or granted ty this act.” $ £ 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation of the bill. 
Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, the letter which I hold in my hand 
I think will afford a f Ge i of the bill, and I ask to have 
it read from the Clerk's d 


The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 30, 1900. 
to your letter of the 20th 3 transmitting a copy of 
A * e suggestions as to its merits and the 
priety of its passage, I have to say that, understanding the bill to a 
necessity of commerce and that the leyee provided for is essential for the 
safety of the city of New Orleans, this Department regards it favorabl: 
withthe following proviso, which is necessary for the protection of the Uni 
States marine hospital reservation: 
“ Provided, That in case the said ci 

2 a right ot war ovar said street 

rm, or person, or t said street shall 


Sir: Repl 
House bill No. 


the shall be used for depot purposes, or 
u of switching, shifting, or parking c 
an 


of cars, or for any other purpose 


ns: A: 


as to 
com , railway company, municipal corporation, or other corporation so 
yiolnsing any of ald sae ons cause a reyocation of all rights e 
given or granted by this act.” 
Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. BURTON. Before consent is given, I would like to ask the 
tleman from Louisiana a question, 
Mr. DAVEY. Ishall be very glad to answer the gentleman. 
Mr. BURTON. Does the bill contemplate any interference with 
the navigable channel of the river as it now exists? 
Mr. DAVEY. None whatever. 
Mr. BURTON. This, I understand, refers to the marine-hos- 
pital 5 in Louisiana, on the Mississippi River? 
Mr. D L. Les, sir. 
Mr. BURTON. And does it not authorize the removal of the 
8 or existing line of the levee farther out along the line of 
e river? 
Mr. DAVEY. It authorizes the change from the present loca- 
tion 8 in the direction of the river to the new line of the 
levee, established quite recently, but it makes no change as far as 
the navigable water is concerned. 
Mr. BURTON, And leaves the Government still in control of 
the water front? 
Mr. DAVEY. Yes; and only authorizes the extension of the 
5 outwardly in the direction of the river as the levee has been 
uilt up. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce was considered, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DAVEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6063) to amend chapter 2 
of the laws passed by the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
of the United States, being an act entitled!“ An act making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 4, 1897. 7 i i 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That chapter 2 of the laws of the first ses- 

on of the Fifty fifth Congres: being an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes,” approved June 4, 1897. be, and 
the same is hanby amended by striking out the following words where the 
same appear in sa d act. commencing with the word “Before,” in line 36, on 

go W of volume 30 of the United States Statutes at Large, and ending with 
ths word “exists,” in the forty-third line of said volume and page, as follows: 
“Before such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the Cam- 
missioner of the General Land Office, for not less than sixty days, by publication 
in a newspaper of 3 circulation published in the county in which the 
timber is situated, ir any is therein published, and if not, then in a newspaper 
of general circulation 2 nearest to the reservation, and also in a 
newspaper of general lation 8 at the capital of the State or Ter- 
ritory where such reservation exists," and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: Before such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. for not less than thirty days, by 
publication in one or more newspapers of general circulation, as he may deem 
necessary, in the State or Territory where such reservation exists.” 


ee 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, before consentis 
given, I should like some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I would state, in reply to the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion, that the grown and matured timber, as wellas that whic 
is dead and fallen, under the laws of forest reservations may be 
sold under authority of the Secretary of the Interior; but before 
any such sale can be made notice must be given by advertisement. 
Under the law of 1897 no sale of this character of timber can be 
made without advertising for sixty days, and allows no discretion 
whatever to the Commissioner of the General Land Office or to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The sale of what? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I am s of dead and matured timber 
on forest reservations. At present the law provides that down, 

wn, and matured timber, as well as the dead timber, can only 
Fe sol by the Secretary of the Interior after sixty days’ adver- 
tisement been made, and permits no discretion whatever to 
the Interior Department. 

The necessities of the case are so dined and the inadequacy of 
the existing law so apparent that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in his annual report for 1899 recommended the amend- 
ment to thelaw. After conference with him the bill was intro- 
duced and is in the exact words proposed by him and approved 
It was brought before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and considered by that committee, and in 
its judgment so great a discretion as the bill proposed should 
not be lodged in the Department, but the committee believed the 
original law should be modified and amendedin the line proposed. 

After further conference with the Department an additional 
modification was recommended, and the amendment now pro- 

osed to this bill was drawn by the Commissioner of the General 
nd Office. It is offered in his exact language. It is approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not this amendment propose to remove the 
restriction of advertising as provided under the existing law? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir. It only reduces the time from sixt 
to thirty days. It also allows the Secretary of the Interior to se 
without advertisement matured and down timber for the use of 
miners, and for cord wood, when the value does not exceed $10). 
The necessity for the amendment is that frequently on account 
of delay and the length of time now provided for advertisement 
no bids are received, and the Government is put to an expense of 
not less than $50 in the way of advertising, and in addition to 
this the time of employees necessarily taken in the examination 
of the timber proposed to be sold, 

Under the amendment proposed the Government is entirely 
poe because advertisement must be made; but the salemay 

o concluded by the party agreeing to pay the full amount bid at 

the time of the sale. This provision will tend to expedite pro- 

gs. Nosalecan be made unless on application forwarded 

to the Department here and subjected to proper examination, 
Under the present system long delays frequently occur. 

I repeat, that under this provision the Government is fully pro- 
tected, and there is great necessity for the proposed modification 
of the statute. As Ihave said, it is strongly recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, as well as by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and is unanimously reported by the Commit- 


tee on Public Lands. 
Does this bill apply alike to all parts of the 


Mr. RIDGELY. 
United States? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; it is a general bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to do what may appear to 
be brutal in a matter of this kind; but I want to say that if I 
could have prevented the passage of the original bill, I should 
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have done so, and I now feel obliged to do what I can to prevent 


the of this amendment. 

. PACKER of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] whether it does not oftentimes 
happen that under the phrase ‘‘dead and down timber” large 
amounts of live timber are cut and in this way the Government 
defrauded? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That, bly, has sometimes been the case, 
but not under this law. I have heard of no such complaint as 
applied to the forest reservations. : 

r. PACKER of Pennsylvania. It is provided in this case, as 
I understand, that the value of the timber cut shall not exceed 


100? 
; Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; and if live timber is sold there must 
be advertisement. A sale may be concluded by the purchaser 
giving bond, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 

e Interior may prescribe, to pay the highest amount bid at the 
sale, so that the Government will be protected, and in this way 
delay may be saved. 

Mr. Speaker, if there is any question about the merits of this 
bill, I will ask for the reading of the report, which presents the 
reason and the justification for this proposed modification of the 
law and shows it is strongly recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior. Leg- 
islation of this kind is a great necessity in the forest reservein my 
State, I again assure the House that under the provisions of this 
amendment the Government will be amply protected. There is 
great demand from the people residing in the Black Hills forest 
reserve in my State for the proposed legislation, and I sincerely 
trust no objection will be made to its present consideration. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. LOUD. Most surely. If I could kill the whole law I would 


do so, and certainly Iam not disposed to enlarge its provisions, 
In my judgment it is one of the most vicious laws that was ever 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER AT GRAND ECORE, LA. 


Mr. BREAZEALE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction Company to build and maintain a railway and traffic 
bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natchi- 
toches, State of Louisiana, was read. 

eal i ge Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 
Mr. DALZELL. Is'the bill reported by the Interstate and For- 
Commerce Committee? 
r. BREAZEALE, Unanimously. 

There Leger, objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bi 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 


d to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BR. a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CUBAN VESSELS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. By direction of the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That vessels owned by citizens of Cuba and documented 
as such by officers of the United States shall hereafter be entitled in ports of 
the United States to the rights and 3 of vessels of the most favored 
nation, and they and cargoes be subject to no higher in 
ports of the United States than are im d on the vessels and cargoes of 
the most favored nation in the same e. 

f oa 7 5 a in 5 Er Esik propria — ee — 
und, out of any money e ry not o a upon 
a T t dues which 


application and satisfactory evidence, tonnage taxes an gh 

have been imposed on vessels o citizens of Cuba enterin. — 
the United States since April 11, 1899, w. have been in excess e ton- 
nage taxes prescribed by section II of the act of June 19, 1886. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I desire to reserve an objection for the 
present. I will state to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] that in my judgment this is a matter of too much im- 

tance to be brought up on a pr ition for unanimous consent. 
t involves a constitutional question upon which there may be a 
division of opinion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will permit, I will 
make a statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will reserve the point of order and let the 
gentleman make an tion to the Chair and to the House, 

Mr. CRUMPA! . The object of this bill is to put Cuban 
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vessels upon the footing of the vessels of other countries with 
which we have commercial relations. 

Under our navigation laws certain taxes are imposed upon 
foreign vessels. One section im a tonnage tax of 50 cents 
per ton, and another a tax, called light money, of 50 cents per ton, 
aggregating $1 per ton. Our commerce is carried on almost exclu- 
sively under the terms of treaties that have been negotiated, by 
which those impositions are removed, and no commercial coun 
on the face of the earth that has any regular trade relations wi 
the United States is required to pay this tonnage tax and the 
light money, amounting toa dollar a ton. 

The Spanish Government is exempt from that tax, and these 
Cuban vessels, as long as they floated the Spanish colors, were 
entitled to admission into our ports without being required to pay 
the tax. At theclose of the Spanish war the citizens of the island 
of Cuba owning the vessels preferred not to operate or navigate 
them under the Spanish colors. They chose not to transfer them 
to any other foreign nation, in order that they might obtain the 
benefit of commercial treaties negotiated by this Conni 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me right there: 
Cuba at the present time is under a military government. If 
there is any inequality or any injustice being done them, what is 
the reason that it can not be remedied by an Executive order? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will come to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can it be done in that way? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, it can not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It can not be done in that way, and that 
is the reason and the necessity for this legislation. o Cuban 
vessel owners determined to navigate their crafts under the colors 
or the flag of their own country, but it was determined under the 
treaty of peace that the island of Cuba had no flag that had any 
international significance; and on the 16th day of last June the 
President issued an order authorizing Cuban vessels to hoist the 
Cuban flag as a distinctive signal, to distinguish Cuban vessels 
from United States vessels, above which they were to float the 
American colors, in deference to the peculiar limited control that 
this country had over the affairs of the island; but in the order 
the President expressly stated that those boats should be subject 
to the taxes imposed by sections 4219 and 4225, the tonnage duty 
of 50 cents and the light money of 50 cents a ton. The President 
took the position that he could only modify the navigation laws 
and permit vessels of foreign countries to enter our ports by a 
treaty, and that Cuba had no such status among the nations of 
the world as gave her the capacity to negotiate a treaty, and, 
therefore, the ident took the tion that he was powerless to 
relieve the vessel owners of that island from this exorbitant tax. 

By the terms of the treaty of Paris this country became a party 
to an arrangement which disabled Cuba from availing herself of 
the privilege that is and has been for years extended to all com- 
mercial countries, even Cuba, and the object of this bill is to ac- 
complish that which the Executive determined that the Govern- 
ment is unable to accomplish by treaty, because there is no power 
competent to negotiate on the other side. 

Now, the Senate bill was passed as if there were but one section, 
putting Cuban vessels upon the footing of vessels that enjoy the 
privileges of the most favored nation clause. The bill as intro- 
duced in the Senate contained the section that we put upon it as 
an amendment, but it was stricken out, and the te treated 
the measure as if it originally contained but the one section. The 
Committee on Insular Affairs, on 3 the subject, con- 
cluded that the Cuban vessels had been unj required to pay 
this extra tax. They never had been 8 to pay it before, 
As I said a few moments ago, no other country that enjoys regu- 
lar trade relations with this Government is required to pay it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. As I understand it, then, this 
bill gives those flying the Cuban flag sovereign rights the same as 
pe nee pe power. 

r. CRUMPACKER. No; the bill gives those vessels flying 
the Cuban as a distinctive si under the Stars and Stripes 
the same privileges in our ports in respect to all matters of taxa- 
tion as vessels flying the Spanish flag, the English flag, the Ger- 
man, French, and Italian „and the flags of all commercial 
countries; that is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. You put Cuba back into the privileged posi- 
tion that she occupied while a colony of Spain. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That and nothing more. We put Cuba 
back into the position that she occupied before the treaty of Paris. 

Mr. HOP. S. Does it affect the relation of Cuba and this 
Spunky in any other respect than the one of which you have 
spoken 

Mr. CROMPACKER. It does not affect the relations of Cuba 
with this country in any respect except this one. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It does not carry to that island the custom 
laws or the internal-revenue laws, or the control of the govern- 
ment now existing there under Executive order. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. In no respect whatever; and this bill 
Was prepared by the Commissioner of Navigation, and in our 


1900. 
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report we submit a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury asking 
that the bill be passed, and that the second section be put in so 
that the money that has been collected from the owners of these 
small crafts shall be refunded now. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me ask the gentleman how much does 
it involve to return the money to those parties? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Approximately about $18,000. On the 
first day of this year the amount was $15,719, according to the 
official statement made by the Commissioner of Navigation. It 
was suggested that the Senate may have stricken out the second 
section of the bill, because the vessel owners might have imposed 
higher rates of freight and thus recouped themselves; but the 
Commissioner of Navigation made the statement to our commit- 
tee that the first entries, at least, were made without knowledge 
of this requirement and that the Government had some contro- 
versy with the vessel owners in respect to it; but I think, Mr. 
Speaker, gentlemen will readily see that by the imposition of this 
extraordinary taxation the discriminations against these small 
Cuban crafts were such that the money that we pro: to reim- 
burse them with will be but a equivalent for the loss of 
es that they must have sustained on account of the imposition 
of the tax. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Who own these boats? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Citizens of Cuba; and they must be and 
they are documented by Cuban authority. 
aire SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the 


1? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object for the present, until I have further 
time to consider the bill. 8 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not object. This bill 
was fully considered by the Committee on Insular Affairs, and it 
is unanimously reported. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is a pressing necessity for its 
passage. Boats are coming in every day or two, and it hampers 
Cuban trade. 

Mr. HOPKINS. AlI care is, I am not willing that any legisla- 
tion of this kind shall come in that will affect whatever may be 
done by the Government of the United States respecting the island 
of Cuba hereafter. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the gentleman can be assured 
that this in no way complicates the situation or embarrasses the 
Government in its relation with Cuba. It does not involve any 
question except the one I have mentioned, and it would be entirely 
just and proper for this Government to this bill. If Cuba 
were a forei wer, the necessity would not exist, because the 
right would be in the Executive to accomplish by treaty what we 
are now hoping to do by legislation. 

Mr. HOP. S. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment to the Senate bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say for 
the benefit of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber that this 
measure camefrom the Committee on Insular Affairs by the unani- 
mous report of that committee. I think that it is a meritorious 
proposition, and that it should pass now. I desire in this connec- 
tion to call attention to the fact that this emphasizes the impor- 
tance of the United States recognizing the independence of the 
Cuban people. This is but a forerunner of the piecemeal 1 
tion that Congress will be called upon from time to time to deal 
out in our intercourse with the Cu people and with reference 
to their affairs. This measure is rende necessary because of 
the fact that Cuba has not yet been admitted to the family of na- 
tions. It can not fly a ; it can not make a commercial treaty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. t me make an inquiry. I supposed, 
under the custom of the House, that I of course had the floor; 
and I would like to ask the gentleman how much time he desires? 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I think I have an hour under the 
rule; but I will say for the gentleman’s peace of mind that I do 
not intend to make a very long h. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course I have no objection to the 
8 discussing the question for a reasonable length of time; 

ut I wanted to understand the situation. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. In my ownright, I will consume 
as much time as I think necessary. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
Indiana that the action was going on with the Senate bill: the 
amendment was agreed to; the 88 from Indiana did not 
claim the floor; the gentleman from Alabama did, and controls 
an hour under the rules, as the Chair understands it. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, I think I have a legal advantage 
fairly gained, and I intend to assert it, [Laughter and applause. | 
The necessity for this legislation comes from the fact that we have 


entleman from 


not done our duty by the Cuban people. This great Government | . 


has not lived up to the declared purpose of driving the Spaniards 


out of Cuba and leaving the government of that island to its own 


popie contained in the resolution that passed Congress in April, 

If we had lived up to that, perhaps this question would not 
be before Congress now, and the other questions of which this is 
but a mere forerunner would not have to be met by the member- 
ship of this House, eh 

Mr. Speaker, if this Government had acted honestly, fairly, 
squarely, and e , as the facts of the case justify, in dealing 
with the ple of Cuba, we would not have such legislation as 
this here y. If the Cuban people were recognized as an in- 
dependent government, sey could negotiate their own commer- 
cial i treaties, and they would come under the benefits extended to 
the favored nations of the world. As it is, we are acting asa 
guardian for Cuba and her people, and we are not treating the 
ward fairly and justly. It is proposed in this half-handed, piece- 
meal way to meet what we, under the solemn obligation and pur- 
poes that we have declared to the world, we would meet in an- 
other way. 

Mr. S z er, no man, I believe, can read the report of General 
Brooke in regard to the affairs in Cuba but what he will be satis- 
fied that the time is ripe for the American Government to recog- 
nize the Cuban people as entitled to independent sovereignty. 
They are, 8 to that rt, according to the report of Gen- 
eral Lee, General Ludlow, and others, whose reports are embraced 
in General Brooke's report, and especially the report of General 
Wilson, a law-abiding, peaceful people, intelligent and capable of 
self-government. He pronounced the highest praise upon the 
municipal governments that exist throughout that island, and in 
that report you will also find that we need not wait until the 30th 
day of November next for dealing with these Cuban questions, 
for it is stated in that report that the census now being taken 
— — can be on leted in . moneo 7 : 

r. S er, ve no p speech on proposition. 
merely desire to call the attention of this House to what is to fol- 
low in the wake of this piece of legislation. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the time is ripe for us to deal with the Cuban 
question, and this measure, which is a just measure, merely illus- 
trates the fact that we ought to do the full measure of justice to 
the Cuban people by sag apy them and admitting them into 
the family of nations. is can be done if this Congress and the 
Administration will but say the word. The Cuban people will go 
to work and set up their own governmentin Cuba, and when they 
have set up their government there it will simply remain for this 
Government to it, and it will then be admitted into the 
family of nations. 

I hope this measure will pass, and I are at an early day the 
Administration and the majority in this House will live up to 
our purposes heretofore Beclared ive to the Cuban people 
their own government; and if, in the fullness of time, annexation 
comes, let it come at the request of the Cuban people. Let us 
strike from them the fetters of military government; let them set 
up their own government, and, if they please, let them in their 
own good time ask for annexation inthe regular way. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, the country and Congress will be pre to deal with 
that question when so nted; but let us not by piecemeal leg- 
islation deal out a measure of justice to them and hold them 
in a sort of subjection, and maybe make them submit to forcible 
annexation. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this measure will pass. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and being read the 
third time, was : 

On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


TO AMEND SECTION 1176 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have reprinted and a correction made of House Report No. 87, 
which accompanies the bill H. R. 911. Matter was inserted in the 
report that had no business there. 

eSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio asks to have stricken 

from the Report No. 87, on House bill 911, a portion of the report 

g with the words There are a class of pensioners,” as it 

was erroneously included in the report. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE ARSENAL GROUNDS, PITTSBURG, PA. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional 
right of way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company through 
the arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it en etc., That the All my Valle 
grr 77. an eee 


it is hereby, authorized to extend its tracks over and occu 

of the eny Arsenal property in the city of Pittsburg, Pa., which adjoins 

the pecan t of way of said Alleghen way, bounded and described 
‘ollows, to wit: All lot or piece of ground situate in the Fifteenth 


city of Pittsburg and State of Pennsylvania, bounded and described 
Bg i Ni ff a poor Ele apoint on the south building line of Fortieth 
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provi 
That the stone wall on the eny River front of the Alleghen 
Arsenal, which must be removed to permit the desired extension of the - 
way, be replaced, or its 2 on the new boundary line: And provided 
further, t the said egheny Valley ery i Company shall constrict 
for the use of the Government a siding about feet long through the said 


arsenal property, said siding alleling the said strip of ground hereinbefore 
described, all free of cost to the United States in addition to the price paid 
for the said property. 


uae the following amendments recommended by the com- 


Strike out all after the words “ to wit,” in line 8, page 1, down to and includ” 
5 d ling ie fel 3, the following: “all free of 
cost to the United States, and to be approved by the Secre ot War.” 
Insert, Government,” in line 3, page 3, the following: on 
the a of the Secretary of War.” 

8 e out the word “seven,” in line 3, page 3,and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “five.” 

The SPEAKER, 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it was almost impossible to 
hear the bill read so that we could tell what was init. I gather 
that it makes a contribution of the land at Pittsburg to rail- 
way company. 

Mr. DALZELL, I will explain it in a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will sus- 

nd a moment. The House will be in order, and gentlemen will 

ke their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwas about to ask whether this is the 


ny 5 of any committee. 
> DALZELL. The bill has been reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It was introduced at the sug- 
panon of the War Department. The Allegheny Valley Railroad 
mpany occupiesa strip of ground between the Allegheny Arsenal, 
in the cits of Pittsburg, on the one side and the A legheny River 
on the other. Thisisa aly e to sell to the Allegheny Valley 
i Company an additional right of way over the arsenal 
roperty. The value of the property sold is to be appraised by a 
3 appointed by the War Department, and the money is to be 
paid before occupation by the company is permitted. In addition 
to that the railroad company is to provide for the Government a 
siding extending throughout the entire length of the property. 
There is no cost inyolved to the Government; on the contrary, the 
Government is to receive the full value of the land parted with. 
As I said at the outstart, the bill originated in a suggestion from 
the War De ent. 
Mr. CANNON. If this right of way be obtained by the railway 
company, will there be left sufficient ground for all possible arsenal 


isc Sang hereafter? 

. DALZELL. There will remain probably 15 or 20 acres. 
The ground now p to be sold is a mere strip 12 feet wide 
taken off one end of the arsenal property. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] whether the right of way proposed 
to be given to this railway company divides the arsenal grounds 
into two portions? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no, not at all; it simply takes off a little 
strip. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
some further explanation. Is this to be an absolute grant by the 
Government without an wer of recall or revocation hereafter? 

Mr. DALZELL. It 80. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Would the gentleman object to an amend- 
ment leaving to the Government the option of reclaiming this 
property at any time when it may desire to use it? 

. DALZE Why, sir, this is to be a purchase; the rail- 
way company pays the money, the amount paid to be fixed by 
a board appointed by the Secretary of War. Itis to be a con- 
veyance for a consideration. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Has the measure received the approval of the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr, DALZELL, Certainly. As I stated at the outstart, the 
bill was introduced at the instance of the War Department; it 
was prepared pursuant to a communication from the Secretary of 
War to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


re RIDGELY. Howmany acres will be disposed of in this 
way 

Mr. DALZELL. A strip of land 577 feet long by 12 feet wide— 
about one-sixth of an acre. 

Mr. HULL. May I be allowed a word of explanation? This 


railroad company now has a right of way through these grounds. 
Tho first right of way was granted in 1853, and an additional strip 


in 1874, e Department states that the facilities there at pres- 
ent are not sufficient to enable the Government to Pen re- 
cave mma discharge the freight that it receives or sends out at this 
arsenal, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Oneother question, I understood the gentle- 
man to say that we pay for the land.” Whom does the gentle- 
man mean? 

Mr. DALZELL. The railroad company pays. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does this bill reserve to the Government the 
use of this track? Is the track to be a switch, or a part of the 
main line of the road? 

Mr. DALZELL. The company is to build for the Government 
an independent track through the entire length of this strip. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And the Government is to have the independ- 
ent use of that track for all time without charge? 

Mr. DALZELL. Les, sir; absolutely. 

Mr. McCLEARY. From what has been said I understand that 
this is for the benefit of the Government rather than the railroad 


company. 
Mr. DALZELL. The matter was so put by the Secretary of 
War in his communication. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
. being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to, 
and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS, 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. S er, at the time that the Committee 
on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
in Congress filed their report on House joint resolution No, 28 it 
was not understood by the chairman that some members of the 
committee desired to file a minority report. I now ask unanimous 
consent that such members of the committee as may desire to do 
so have until next Wednesday to file their dissenting views upon 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us hear the title of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing 
for the election of Senators of the United States. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Coruiss] 
asks unanimous consent that members of the Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress be allowed until Wednesday next to file a minority report 
upon Honse resolution No. 28. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and leave was accordingly granted. 


CUBA—CIVIL REPORTS OF MAJ, GEN. JOHN R. BROOKE, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the concurrent resolution that I send 
to the desk. 7 S 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be read, subject to the 
right of ei ep 

he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Ie gern concurring), That there 
be printed 7,000 copies of so much of the civil report of Maj. Gen. John R. 
Brooke, military governor of the island of Cuba, made to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the United States Army, with accompanying papers and documents, 
as is in the English language, together with a prepared index, of which 2,009 


copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House 


of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War Department. 

The Committee on Printing recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: Strike out the word “report,” in the third line of the resolu- 
tion, and insert the word reports.“ 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEATW OLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. BD fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washing- 
ton City, = 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 198. An act to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and pre- 
serving the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1884, 
1885, and 1886. 

S. 2354. An act enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma 
and Gulf Railroad Company. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

8. 198. An act to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and e 
ing the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1884, 1885. 
and 1886—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2368. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Randall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 35. An act granting a pension to Louise Donath—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 39. An act ting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 
English to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 240. An act granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 349. An act nting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 354. An act granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1003. An act granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1047, An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Grath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1059, An act granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1068. An act granting a pension to Jennie A. Kerr—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1489. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert C. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1533. An act granting a pension to David Carroll—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

S. 1713. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice S. Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Quint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
and ask its Moe consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That an additional official stenographer to committees of the 
House is hereby authorized, who shall be appoin by and be under the di- 
rection of the pens to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at 
the rate of $5,000 per year until otherwise provided f 


or. 

Mr. BULL, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following re- 
port, to ices | es resolution No. 114: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred resolution No. 114, 
providing for the appointment by the Speaker of an additional official stenog- 
rapher to committees of the House, to d out of the contingent fund 
of the House, at the rate of $5,000 par year, until otherwise provided for, 
have had the same under consideration and beg leave to report as follows: 

At present two official stonographors to committees of the House are em- 
poy ,at an annual salary of $5,000 each. They are required to report hear- 

gs before the — Jags and special committees, and to perform such other 
ere work as may be required by committees. Burig 
session of Congress the demand upon the two stenographers b 
has been greater than usual, and at many times so great that the calls could 
not be answered, necessitating the employment of outside help at large ex- 
pense. On many days six committees required the services of twostenog- 
raphers. These were the Committees on yah opera and subcommit- 
tees, Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the Special Committee on the 
Roberts Case. It is becoming more and more the custom to report the pro- 
ceedings of committees, as it has been found that the testimony then taken 
has proved of great value in subsequent proceedings, especially upon ques- 
tions involving appropriations of money. 

To meet the pep eee of all committees demanding such service is a 

at physical and mental strain upon two stenographers, the proceedings 

ing nical and informal, and the “takes,” or the time each 
tinually taking shorthand notes, being often five hours long without relief. 
To transcribe the notes requires additional labor and n tates the stenog- 
ad vl to remain on duty until midnight in order to keep up with the wor! 

t is obvious to your committee that an additional sten pher is abso- 
lutely necessary. e therefore recommend the adoption of the accompany- 
ing resolution. The salary is fixed at the same rate now paid the regular 
force, $5,000, for the reason that we believe the character of the work to be 
performed calls for an expert stenographer. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the resolution just read, 
I will say that this comes from the Committee on Accounts by 
unanimous de gts Provision is made in the resolution for proper 
assistance and attendance on the committees of the House where 
testimony must be taken. At present it is impossible to provide 
for that with the limited force at the dis of the House. This 
provides for the appointment of an additional stenographer for 
the committees, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, if the gentleman will permit me, 
there is no limitation, as I understand the reading of the report, 
apon the length of the employment or how long he shall be paid 

or. 

Mr. JOY. The matter is placed in the discretion of the House. 
He is to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House for this 
service, 


man is con- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it is contemplated that he shall be 
t during the entire session of Congress? 


r. JOY. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Would that be necessary? The work may 
not last but fox a very brief time. 

Mr. JOY. The report, I will state to the gentleman, is unani- 
mous, We have considered this matter very carefully and find it 
necessary to adopt the resolution as the committee has provided. 

Mr, BARTLETT. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the Committee on Accounts came to the conclu- 
sion, after very careful investigation of the matter, and of the 
work which was before the various committees of the House, after 
listening to members of the House as to the hearings before their 
various committees, that it was impossible to perform the duties 
with the existing force, and that an additional stenographer was 
absolutely required. 

The stenographic force of the House as it now existsis not able, 
as we all are wellaware, to comply with the demands of the vari- 
ous committees for assistance in their hearings from time to time. 
Of course, when these gentlemen are not employed in other com- 
mittees they are available for the committees which desire to have 
hearings. But in a session of Congress, especially atthe beginning, 
there is a great demand on their time and attention. ey are 
employed almost without intermission, and the hearings embrace, 
as gentlemen must be aware, many great and important ques- 
tions which are important in the legislation that Congress is ex- 
pected to undertake. Both the majority and the minority of the 
committee, after an investigation of the matter, have concluded 
that this request is only a reasonable one and should be allowed; 
and it is only after a careful investigation in connection with the 
whole matter that we found it absolutely desirable and, in our 
judgment, necessary to give this additional help. 

Representing the committee—or the minority of the committee, 
at least in part—l voted, after a full investigation, for the adop- 
tion of the resolution, and think it ought now to be passed. 

Mr. HITT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill a question. By what regulations are the stenographers now 
governed? Are they subject to the call of any chairman of a 
committee who desires to have testimony taken before the com- 


mittee? 

Mr. JOY. Iwill state to the gentleman from Illinois that if 
they are not otherwise engaged they are subject to the call of any 
committee that desires or needs their services, It is impossible, 
however, for them sometimes to attend to the demands of com- 
mittees which really need their services. 

These men are appointed by the Speaker and their duties are 
cee fixed. They are always at hand when their services are 
needed, and the only trouble is that the committees—many in 
number—requiring their services can not secure them when they 


are often absolutely Hoonen y 

Mr. HITT, By what regulation is that determined, and trhere 
is it to be found? 

Mr. JOY. I do not think there is any law with reference to it. 
They are under the direction of the Speaker of the House. They 


are appointed by the Speaker and are ordered to appear before 
comm * , when ed upon by the chairmen of committees, 
to repo pS 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thereisnolaw. You have to file your 


application and get them as best youcan. That is the rule. 

r. HITT, The employment of these officers, then, is limite? 
to the three persons? They are not required to have anybody 
else to = them, and when they are not called for their salaries 
run on 

Mr. JOY. The salaries run on. 

Mr. HITT. Well, under the authority of the Speaker, these 
officers being salaried continuously, could there be an arrange- 
ment made by which the current work of committees could be 
attended to without a chairman having to go and procure a ste- 
n pher himself, as has been done repeatedly? 

. JOY. That has been done for the simple reason that it 
was impossible for the two committee stenographers to meet the 
requirements of the different committees. It has been the prac- 
tice for many years to have two or morecommittee stenographers. 
There are only two now. They sit at a committee meeting and 
report the proceedings of the committee for perhaps three hours, 
They then have to write them all up and have the report ready 
for the next meeting of the committee. These stenographers are 
therefore busy night and day, and it is impossible after the short- 
hand notes are taken to get them transcribed into longhand for 
the use of the committee sometimes for a week or two after the 
hearing was had, and it has become 

Mr. HITT. I was simply calling attention to the singular in- 
aptitude of the method pro , Of having a man salaried by the 
year to do a kind of work that comes now and then, with a glut 
perhaps for four days, but no provision made by which two or 

persons, who are employed only a fourth of the time, could 
have an abundant force to dispose of that work as it arises 
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Mr. JOY. That would have to be done by a law and not by a 
resolution. n 

Mr. HITT, My question was whether there was any regulation 
or usage that determined that, so as to give a discretion to enable 


these men to have assistants to of the work rapidly when 

it comes instead of being compelled to put in a $5,000 officer here, 

i bet not have this pressure for more than a week at a 
0. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. JOY. I do. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs if he has ever made a call on the Speaker 
for an official stenographer or sent his clerk to the Speaker for an 
. when there was one not employed that he did 
not ge 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that that ever happened. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 


5 who will be employed will receive any additional com- 
pensation for transcribing the testimony that is taken before the 
committees? 

Mr. JOY. Not at all. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is all included in the $5,000 salary? 

Mr. JOY. That is included in the salary of the stenographer. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He is not authorized to have his assistants 
paid out of the Treasury? 

Mr. JOY. There is no provision for any assistants. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Now I should like to ask a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 


Mr. HEPBURN. I simply desire to make this inquiry of the 
gentleman: Would it not be better to provide for the employment 
of two stenographers ata per diem equal to that which you will 
pay to the officer proposed to be employed? I know there is very 
great difficulty in securing adequate service at these various com- 
mittee hearings, I know that in my own committee we have had 
to wait, sometimes very impatiently, because we could not secure 
a stenographer to report the hearings. The quantity of the work 
is so great that the two who are now authorized are entirely un- 
able to handle it. The gentleman must remember that in this 
Congress the demand upon the stenographers is very much greater 
than ever before. There are so many new questions that are re- 
ceiving attention. There are so many witnesses whose testimony 
we desire to preserve that I do not believe three stenographers 
of the committees alone will be able to meet the 


Mr. HEPBURN. No; I mean the two already employed with 
the one additional, and I was asking the gentleman if he would 
not prefer to have two stenographers instead of one, to be paid a 
per diem compensation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
me for a moment? I want to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa that so far as I am concerned, I was guided in voting for 
this resolution by a desire to meet the demands of the great com- 
mittees of the House, which are investigating questions which 

mire the services of official stenographers, and I am perfectly 

g. as far as I am individually concerned, to be guided by 

the reasonable wishes of those committees. And if the chairmen 

of these various committees believe that two stenographers at a 

pa diem are necessary for the pooper conduct of the business 

ore those committees, in order to preserve a record of the 

hearings, I for one am perfectly willing to accede to that request 
and grant it to them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not desire to criticise the committee. I 
think their proposition is in the right direction, only I feared it 
was not enough. I know there is great difficulty in getting ste- 
nographers to report these committee h under the present 
arrangement. 

Mr. JOY. I will answer what has been said by saying we have 
proceeded on the same lines that have always n followed in 
these matters. There is no law that provides for an additional 
sey ig $e If a law is passed, it might be much better to 

vide for two additional stenographers during the session of 

„at a per diem payment; but in order that all should 

stand upon the same basis, we provided for this additional one to 
be appointed and paid in the same way and the same salary that 


the others are paid, to meet the demands of the committees as 
resented to us by their chairmen. 
e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


8. D. NEWCOMB. 
Mr. JOY. I also present another resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed on Pee 
by 


S. D. Newcomb, the document and bill clerk of the House, as author 
resolution No. 11, passed March 3, 1890, his gal 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is the same ` 
person who has heretofore been employed. His assistance is ab- 
solutely necessary, and it is hoped that he will be provided for in 
the general bill by the proper committee, so that he may always 
hold that ition, or some one may always hold that position. 
The resolution as introduced provided that he should be provided 
for from July, but we have amended that so as to be from the ist 
of November. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Committee on 
Accounts had several resolutions referred to it at the beginnin 
of this session for extra clerks to committees. I want to say tha 
the Committee on Military Affairs has had to employ an extra 
clerk, as has been done for the past twenty years, and so far in 
this session the chairman of the committee has had to bear that 
expense. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Accounts if it is intended to give to those committees really need- 
ing it the extra force or not? For, if not, I want to relieve the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs from any further 
liability for the service of that committee to meet the demands of 
the members of the House. It will not be long until the House 
will demand the employment of an extra clerk. 

Mr. JOY. I will state, in answer to the gentleman, that the 
question that he has brought up has received a great deal of con- 
sideration in the Committee on Accounts. I believe, speaking for 
myself and nobody else, that the committee are to grant 
to every committee such additional clerical force as that commit- 
tee may need, andnomore. The question of discriminating and 
differentiating between the needs of the committees has been a 
very difficult one of solution, and the committee has not yet solved 
it. The chairman of thecommittee is not present. I am satisfied 
that the committee, in a very few days or within the next week, 
will make a report by which the committees will be properly 
provided with such clerical force as they need. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In answer to the gentleman from Iowa, I 
desire to say that the committee, without divulging anything that 
ought not to be divulged, has po a report to pass & resolu- 
tion proviđing for additional clerks. Ido not know whether the 
gentleman is informed about it or not. I will not indicate, but 
yet I think we are going to provide amply for the committee of 
the gentleman from Iowa and others that require assistance. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. ker, just one word more. By consentof 
the gentleman from Missouri, I want to say to the House that out 
of the first 6,000 bills introduced this session the Committee on 
Military Affairs had 1,460 of them; and in addition to the large 
number of these bills that require a great deal of attention we 
have the 9 bills. ere is an average of twenty to 
thirty people in the committee room every day asking the status 
of these bills. And with all that work we have only ono clerk. 
Ido not make any refiection upon other committees that have ad- 
ditional help, because I have no doubt they need it. The Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions has two annual clerks and a clerk de- 
tailed from the Bureau, and I think they need them. 

Mr. BARTLETT, And they are 3 another, in the shape 


of a ars, ROE 

Mr. HULL. Iam not criticising what is given to other com- 
mittees, but it is absolutely impossible for the Committee on Mili- 
ral ns to serve this House unless they have an additional 
clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say this about that. 

Mr. JOY. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, all this discussion is not ger- 
mane to the resolution before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
his coll ə from Georgia? 


Mr. JOY. I think we had better stop the discussion. 
fred BARTLETT. I will save what I was about to say for an- 
other time. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend: 
ment, x 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 
A. J. MAXHAM, 
Mr. JOY. Mr. er, there is one other resolution from the 
committee on which it desires to make an adverse report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution No. 88. 


Resolved, That A. J. Maxham, of Vermont, be appointed as special mossen- 
ger to serve in and about the House, under the divection of the Doorkeeper, 
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t ann to be paid out of the con t fund until 
ea r aa Seaia — 
Mr. JOY. That is adversely reported by the committee. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
The report of the Committee on Accounts was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSION ON AFFAIRS IN PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, ; 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, The message was ordered to be printed, the re- 
port being already in print: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report of a com- 

mission sopana by me on January 20, 1809, to investigate affairs in the 


hitippine islands. 
=e WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1900. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER announced the following change of reference: 
The bill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham, erroneously re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CONNELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
a for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation 


The motion was to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts in the chair) for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7483) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 2 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other 8 

The CHAIRMAN. e House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the Indian appropriation bill. 

LITTLE. Mr. irman, I desire to submit a request that 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who was unable to 
be present yesterday afternoon, be allowed roceed as in gen- 
eral debate for fifteen minutes. The time been allo to 
him and was not consumed by any other gentleman, and he was 
unable to be present. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Arkansas ts 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Geo: Dai T- 
LETT] be allowed to proceed as in general debate for fifteen min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears 
none. 


[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House, See Appendix.] 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the gentle- 
man from Georgia to-day, touching the subject of 97 k and 
I listened to his colleague, another gentleman from Georgia, yes- 
terday upon the same subject, and various gentlemen upon that 
side of the House. I want to say that, coming from Illinois, as I 
do, I admit that there have been in recent times a number of 
lynchings. There have been one or two in the last three or four 
years. Among others, one in the county in which I reside, the 
only one since its organization, seventy years ago. Now, when I 
say that, I want to say that no lynching has happened in Illinois 
that I do not exceedingly regret, and generally when the blood 
cools in the locality where the lynching takes place, our people 
regret it and reprobate it, And I trust the same thing is true in 
the State of Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly it is. 

A MEMBER. And all over the South. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend says, ‘‘All over the South.” 

The gentleman gave two instances in the State of Georgia. His 
colleague yesterday gave one instance. The bare recital of those 
incidents made the blood of every member who heard it hot with 
indignation. 

Sir, I understand that in the State of Georgia and in most of the 
Southern States that infamous crime, rape, is punishable, upon 
conviction 0 5 infliction of the death penalty. 

Mr. BARTLETT, In the discretion of the jury. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I believe that in every State of the South, 
as well as every State of the North, if is quite practicable to geta 
— of honest, intelligent people who ive to the acc the 

efit of a fair trial, with the privilege of being confronted with 
the witnesses against him; and while we cannot expect, perhaps, 
in an extreme case that human nature can always forbear to go 


outside of the law, yet it would be far better if human nature could 


forbear until the party accused could be brought to the bar of the 
court and if guilty convicted and if innocent uitted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Right on that line the gentleman will allow 
me to say that in my State, in the district represented by Judge 
Mappox and the one represented by my colleague, Mr. BRADLEY, 
and in numbers of other districts in that State, the people have 
recently shown a disposition when not worked upon by unjust 
denunciation to assert the majesty of the law and give these people 
accused of crime a regular trial. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I believe that the people of the State of 
Georgia have the capacity, if they will, to enforce the law—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. We are doing it. : 

Mr. CANNON. And secure to the humblest citizen a fair trial, 
whatever bad things people may say about them beyond the bound- 
aries of the State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would not have said one word buf that 
it seemed to me that the tenor of the remarks of some gentlemen 

a praa will say I do not believe they were meant in that way— 

ooked toward a justification of lynchin 1 have no justification 
of the violation of law by one individual or by many individuals, 
and it is necessary that the tone of society should be this way 
throughout the country if our civilization is to be maintained, 

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman permit me? 3 

Mr.CANNON. In one moment. Let me say before I sit down 
there have been lynchings in my own State. I have in my mind 
now a case which happened in an adjacent county to the one in 
which I reside, where within the last ten years an outcry wasraised 
against a helpless negro, and in the excitement of that outcry he 
was taken from the jail in hot blood by white citizens of Illinois 
and hanged. And the fact was developed afterwards that he was 

iltless of theaccusationagainsthim. Whatreparation can there 
in cases like this, where innocent men, without trial, without 
conviction, without hearing, are in hot blood put under the sod? 

Iam not now seeking to say that the State which I have the 
honor to represent in is without fault or to throw stones at 
others. But I do feel it my duty at this moment to say that all 
lynchings are unfortunate and that in my judgment nothing 

ht to be said by myself or anybody else inthis National House 
of Representatives that would be otherwise received by the coun- 
try than in reprobation of the violation of law, whether by one 
manor by many. [Loud applause. 

I will now yield to my friend on the other side, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to say to my friend 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Mlinois 


r. CANNON] has expired. 

OMe. SHERMAN. Thog the Committee of the Whole will ex- 
cuse me if I call them back to a consideration of the subject we 
are supposed to have before us. I do not wish the country to sup- 
pose, because so much time has been devoted here to a discussion 
of certain crimes, that they are crimes to which the’ Indians re- 
sort. The Indians do not resort to the crime of rape or to crimes 
against the elective franchise, 

Mr. Chairman, yesterday, under the head of ‘ Treaties,” we 
passed over informally a provision on page 10 to which the pm: 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cx NON] raised objection and for which 
he asserted there was no treaty provision. I have ascertained, 
Mr. irman, that there is a treaty provision, as I had supposed, 
but the exact place where it was to be found escaped my memory 
for the time—a treaty provision for these two items which were 
passed over by unanimous consent yesterday. 

I find by consulting the RECORD of one year ago that the Kian 
tleman and I at that time had some discussion, when the Indi 
appropriation bill was under consideration, in reference to these 
two items and that his construction and mine differed, the result 
of the difference being that finally we permitted these items to go 
outlast year. I believe that the gentleman is in error in his con- 
struction of the er Which is that after a period of thirty 
years from 1868 (which has now elapsed) there is no longer any 
obligation on the part of the Government in this matter. But in 
order that there may be no possibility of error in this t, I 
am willing that these two items should go out of the bill for the 
present. I will then call upon the law officer of the Interior De- 
partment for his opinion asto the right of these Indians under the 
sections of the treaty to which I will call attention; and if his 
opinion is in accord with that of the gentleman from Illinois, we 
will drop the subject. If not in accord with his opinion, but 
rather in accord with mine, I will ask the committee in the Senate 
to reinsert the item. I will now ask, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that on 10, lines 16 to 23, inclusive, be stricken out. 

The C MAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph which is 
pro to be stricken out. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
APACHES, KIOWAS, AND COMANCHES. 
For pay of employees, as provided by treaty of October 21, 1867, $6,000. 
CHEYENNES AND ARAPAHOES. 
For pay of employees, as provided in treaty of October 23, 1867, $6,000. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Thequestionis te agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think we read to line 4 on page 36 last 
evening, Mr. Chairman. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Indian Territory: For general incidental expenses of the Indian Servicein 
the Indian boat S, including incidental expenses of the Indian inspector's 
office and for pay of employees, $13,280. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a question. This is a provision for a clerical 
korog; I suspect, for the inspector's office in the Indian Territory, 

t not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; this is not for clerical help. It is for the 
general incidental expenses of the agents there that is, traveling 
expenses in going from one place to another, and in employing in 
and about the agency such help as is needed, and very often pro- 
vided for ifically in this and other appropriation bills. 

Mr. ©. ON. And I suppose it grows out of the anomalous 
condition in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the same condition exists in almost all 


States. 

Mr. CANNON. And yet there is no ial appropriation for 
this Indian service elsewhere like under this, is there? 

a atid . Yes; all these items under incidental expenses 
are e. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but is there another instance 

Mr. BROSIUS. Montana is just the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are all the same. J 
sn NON. I see the gentleman is correct, but this is for 

3,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is larger, of course, because it is a larger 
Territory than any particular Indian reservation, and because 
there are more Indians in the Indian Territory by three times, I 
think, than are found in any single State, not to say on any single 
reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. There are no agents, I believe, for the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There is one agent at the Union but 
there are other Indians in the Indian Territory not included in 
the Five Cixilized Tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ryred March #100, one March a ee. 
in the Indian Territory, $20,000: Pro 
5 tour. roar em for expenses of a clerk de- 
* — agen’ by Pere De . on duty with 
shall be paid therefrom; for clerical h. including secre- 
F . for contingent expenses of 
Mr, BURKE of Texas. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York in charge of this bill how much was the appropriation 
made last year under this head? 
Mr. 8 MAN. One hundred and twenty-three thousand 


dollars. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. I should like to ask the gentleman what 
is the necessity of increasing it about 150 per cent? : 

Mr. SHER . Ifthe gentleman send to the document 


room and get Document No. 220 of this Congress, he will find the 


estimate supplemental to the original estimate sent us through the 
8 8 an a riation of $641,000. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. I should no surprised at the extent 


of any e that commission calls for, so far as that is 
concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I should be greatly surprised if that 
commission called for any appropriation that was not entirely 


proper. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, if I re- 
member correctly, this commission was appointed about seven 


years ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; ten years ago. 

5 of Texas. The law was passed, I think, in Octo- 

r, 5 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the first act was a little earlier than 
that. IJ am not sure. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Well, it may be that it was a little 
earlier, It has been about seven years since that commission have 
been at work on the duties assigned to them; and what are those 
duties, Mr. Chairman? What duties have devolved upon this 
commission since their appointment seven years ago? To take 
the enumeration of the Five Civilized Tribes of the Indian Terri- 
tory preparatory to an allotment of land as soon as that enumer- 
ation can be taken. I state to the committee this evening that 
from the best information I have—and I believe it is correct—the 
population of the Five Civilized Tribes to-day amounts to about 


85,000 people, and, as a mathematical proposition, I should like to 
submit to the chairman of this committee and to the Committee 
of the Whole, if it takes these gentlemen, four in number, seven 
years to fix the status of 85, people—and they are not yet 
through with it—if the same course was pursued with reference 
to the census of the United States, that census would not be taken 
in one hundred and fifty years. 

I see that this commission have also duties devolving upon them 
in the way of establishing possible town sites. These four gentle- 
men, with their traveling paraphernalia, drawing a salary of $5,000 
a year each from the public e, of this country, traveling 
over a circumscribed area to take the census of 85,000 people, 
have been en in that service about seven years, and yet this 
House is confronted with the suggestion and the proposition com- 
ing from that committee that we shall increase the . 
heretofore made to that department about 150 per cent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? - 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care much about the bill, 
but is it not a large part of the duties of that commission, in ad- 
dition to making the enumeration, to find out who are entitled to 
have Bak of that pro down there, depending on questions 
of hei „ and all that? 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. On the question, as I understand it, of 
Indianship instead of heirship. 
coe CLARE of Missouri. Well, it means the same thing in 

e end, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes; I concede that that is a part of 
their duty, and in making that concession, Mr. Chairman, I sub- 
mit to this House whether it should not be an object of censure 
that a commission of four men should consume seven years’ time 
in determining the status of 85,000 Indians? And in that connec- 
tion I submit this further suggestion, whether or not this House 
ought to yield every point toward increasing the cost of this com- 
mission, with their traveling paraphernalia. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

. LACEY. The mar eee made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BuRKE] would be a very natural one if it came from 
some other locality, some distant State unassociated and unfa- 
miliar with the Indian Territory; but as my friend lives so near 
there 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Let me answer that. It comes from 
the gentleman from Texas” because I am close by, and I know 
and have heard enough to satisfy me that there ought to bea 
remedy somewhere for this thing. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman then pleads guilty to a situation 
in which he ought to have knowledge of the affairs of the Indian 
Territory, and my friend from Texas is always so fair and candid 
that I am surprised at his attack upon the Dawes Commission. 

I want to say in behalf of that commission that no more com- 
plex situation ever confronted ia! pong of men in this world than 
the problem that was laid upon them by the original act creating 
the commission and the subsequent acts passed from time to time 
enlarging their powers and 8 upon them additional du- 
ties. It was my duty asa member of the joint committee of the 
House and Senate to help frame what is now known as the Curtis 
ane We ran up against almost every conceivable proposition of 

W 


We found people there who claimed to be members of Indian 
tribes by marriage, by inheritance, by affinity in the most remote 
degree. They sought access to tribes, the richest almost in the 
world, tribes 3 areas of land, tribes which had rights 
to money deposited in the Tre: and many white men, some 
of them eyen from Texas, were to forego the claim of being 
Texans and to call themselves Choctaw or Cherokee Indians, or 
anything else, in order to become entitled to the benefit of the 
rights to which those tribes were entitled. 

ow, all these questions had to be solved in some way. When 
we commenced to draw the Curtis law an effort was made to 
respect all rights that had theretofore been granted by acts of 
Congress and all the various rights that had arisen growing out 
of the peculiar legislation of the Territorial legislatures of the 
tribes themselves. Also an effort was made to recognize the judi- 
cial decisions which have attempted to construe these multiplying 
and remarkable rights. te 

Now, the Dawes Commission has grown beyond its original 
scope. It has become a dignified commission, having the right to 
settle questions among these Indians in a Territory nearly two- 
thirds as large as the State of Indiana, and equally as rich and 
fertile. From 300,000 to 500,000 white people have moved in 
there. Railroads have crossed the country; town sites have been 
laid out; and the supreme court of Texas, t court as it is, in 
that Commonwealth in which it is situated, had no more diffi- 


cult problems confronting it in the last five years than the Dawes 
Commission has been compelled to meet and decide. 
That board has been bringing the tribes together, and has been 
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negotiating treaties with those tribes that have been rejected by 


in, remodeled, and afterwards ac- 
cepted. That commission has been headed by a man whose name 
is a household word among the Indians, It is known as the 
“Dawes Commission.” The Indians know that there is no more 
able friend of their race and no more fair and just man can be 
selected for the purpose of deciding those matters between them 
than this honorable gentleman, Hon. Henry L. Dawes, who heads 
that commission, and whose name is attached to that commission. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I have not the pleasure of a personal 
acquaintance with the gentleman at all, and doubtless he comes 
up to the whole measure that the gentleman has stated; but can 
he tell me how long it is since the chairman of that commission 
was in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. LACEY. I will state > 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask that the gentleman’s time may be 
extended five minutes. ; A 

Mr. LACEY. I hope my time may be extended. I think this 
is a question the House ought to understand. It is perhaps the 
most liying question embraced in the Indian bill. 7 

The CH MAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended five minutes, Is there objec- 
tion? ee a pause.] The Chair hears none. ; j 

Mr. CEY. Now yield to the gentleman for his question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I wish to state to the gentleman from 
Iowa I am informed by a reputable lawyer in the Indian Territory, 
whose name I can give if necessary, that the chairman of that 
commission has not seen the Indian Territory in over three years, 

Mr. LACEY. No doubt of it, sir. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Dawes, 
the head of that commission, and whose name attaches to it, is 
known as a tower of strength to that commission in all that Ter- 
ritory. He is one of that commission, and they confer with him. 
They meet with him. He appeared with them before the Indian 
Committee. He was present when the Curtis Act was framed, 
and he has been giving that commission the benefit of his wise 
counsel and influence all these years. He has become an old man. 
I suppose he is near 80 goas of age. 

A MEMBER. A) dade 

Mr. LACEY. He is a man that that commission can very illy 
spare, and his name is still attached to it; but the detail work, the 
work in the field—the appraisements, the allotments, and the 
making of these rolls—has been deputed to younger and more 
vigorous men; but it would be a very grave loss to the commission 
to be deprived of the wise counsel of Henry L. Dawes, the chair- 
man of the commission. It is true, as my friend says, he is not 
connected with the field work or the active work of making these 
various allotments and attending to the details of the duties of 
„ out in the wild West where these tribes are lo- 


cated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, more progress has been made in the ad- 
justment of these Indian matters in the last four years than in 
any previous twenty-five om: That is the unanimous report 
from everybody along the line so far as I know. Ask the gentle- 
men upon the Indian Committee whose districts immediately 
adjoin the Indian Territory, and ask others living out there, and 
who indirectly represent in a certain sense the Territory in which 
this commission is operating; and so far as I know the report from 
them has beer of the most gratifying character. 

I am satisfied if my friend from Texas would give the same close 
and careful examination to the question that those gentlemen have 
done—the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Benron]—formerly on the committee, who 
live adjoining the Territory, he would see that this commission is 
doing better work than has ever been done in the settlement of 
the Indian question. Now, the request is made for more money 
to expedite this work, the idea being to close this work out at the 
earliest possible moment, and the committee cut the estimate in 
two as made by the Dawes Commission, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to inquire, if 
any information on the subject, about how long will it 
moy es through with this work? 

. CURTIS. In four years. 

Mr. LACEY. I think it will take longer. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask that question because we want 
to take that Territory in as a State. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that it is said that it can be done in four 
years, but they have a very difficult problem there, and, n- 
ally, I only give my own view. While the committee think it can 
be done in four years, I think it willtakelonger. New difficulties 
are always arising; new questions arising constantly; and this 
Dawes Commission, in my judgment, will ultimately be the 
nucleus of a general government of that Territory, and instead of 
the commission going out in four pes its power will rather be 
enlarged instead of doing away with the commission itself. Itis 
a wise ea Sean of public money in this place, because they are 
men in whom the Indians have confidence in negotiating and set- 


Congress and then sent back 


ou have 
before 


tling up complex ee arising between the different Indian 
tribes and the white settlers there, and the various claims to In- 
dian ä : 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, this one fact must be borne in 
mind, that, as the gentleman from Texas states, they have been in 
existence a number of years. At the time the commission was 
created it was composed of five members, and for whom Congress 
appropriated $5,000 each for salary. They came back repeatedly, 
year after year, to Congress with the report that the jurisdiction 
conferred upon them by Congress was not acceptable to the In- 
dians, and year after year Congress sent them back again to see 
whether or not it was not possible to make agreements with them, 

That state of facts existed until two years a So that when 
the statement is made that this commission has existed six or 
eight years, and thatif it takes them that length of time to go 
ahead and do what small amount of work they have done, howlong 
will it take them to finish it, I am here tosay that the commission 
during the past two years has done more work than they pre- 
viously accomplished in six years. Why? Simply because when 
the Indians realized that Congress was in earnest and passed the 
so-called Curtis Act, the Choctaws and the Chickasaws at once 
made treaties with this commission, The Creeks and Cherokees 
made treaties also. Congress ratified the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
agreement, but did not ratify the Cherokee and the Creek, 

I live adjoining where this commission works. If the wish of 
many members of this House eventually becomes a law, this In- 
dian Territory, over which this commission now exercises its 
function, will become a part of the State of Oklahoma. I have 
made personal visits there, and I am here to say now that there 
was no commission ever created that accomplished as much for 
the amount of money appropriated as this commission has during 
the past two years. 

Now, another thing that was brought out before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. The statement has been made broadcast that 
all the commission desired was to have their job last so that they 
can draw their salaries. What are the facts? The recommenda- 
tion to your Committee on Indian Affairs provided that the ap- 
propriation for this year should be $640,000. Iasked the commis- 
sion whether or not that amount could be handled judiciously. I 
said that I had heard that all that they desired was to continue 
their places. The original item was $170,000. 

The Secretary, after consultation, said that they requested an 
appropriation of $640,000, but the committee, after going into the 
facts, decided that an appropriation of $300,000 would doubtless 
give this commission cient funds to put additional corps of 
surveyors and allotting agents in the field, and so the work could 
be advanced so much more rapidly. 

Iam familiar with the situation down there, and God knows I 
want it to terminate as quickly as possible, but you must realize 
that you can not measure the amount of work that is to be done 
by the work that has been done by the commission for the past 
six years, for the simple reason that Congress was insisting Phat 
they should make an agreement with the tribes, and the tribes 
refused to make agreements. 

I was at Musc last summer when the commission, acting 
under the Curtis Act—they did not have a treaty with the Creeks, 
because Con refused to ratify it—acting under the Curtis 
law, opened the land office at the town of Muscogee. I have been 
at all the booms and rushes that have taken place in the Territory 
of Oklahoma, but Iam here to say that the rush of Indians to this 
land office opened at Muscogee has never been paralleled in the 
history of the West. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask that the gentleman have five 
minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FLYNN. 1 was there, I say, when that land office was 
opened. The Indians have finally come to realize that Congress 
is in earnest and does not longer intend to allow the existing con- 
dition that has prevailed for the last fifty years to continue in the 
Indian 8 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. How long do you think, or in the opinion of 
the committee, it will take for this commission to do its work? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, the commission testified that if they re- 
ceived the $170,000, it would take them about five years. Then 
the question was asked them if they got the $640,000 how long it 
would take them, and, if I recollect correctly, it was stated two 
or three 1 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two years. I have the statement before me. 

Mr. FLYNN. Two years. Now, the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs reported with an enlargement of the old appropriation, meet- 
ing the desires of the commission halfway, and at the same time 
allowing an advancement of the work, so that when the commis- 
sion reports next to Congress they will have concluded not only 
the making of the rolls, not only the resurvey—and here let me 
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inform the House that the geological survey made in that Terri- 


tory was not a land-office survey e as we have it in other 
States. In the States, when a survey is made, the quarter-section 
lines are all marked out, but in the Indian Territory they are not 
so marked out, and they found it absolutely n to have 
additional surveys made, if I remember correctly, of about two- 
thirds of that entire area. 

Gentlemen must also remember that up to the time the treaties 
were made between this commission and the Indians the Indian 
Territory comprised five independent municipalities, each of which 
acknowledged allegiance to no man and no power outside them- 
selyes. Congress granted them the fee to the land and guaranteed 
that they should remain forever uninterrupted in their locations, 
in their customs, laws, and usages not inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution. So that when this commission was created it was nec- 
essary for it to deal individually and separately with each one of 
these five tribes. 

Each of them had its own constitution and set of laws, its own 
supreme court, its own house of commons and lords. There was 
nothing in common between them except an agreement as to citi- 
zenship. In other words, the Creeks would have one kind of law, 
the Cherokees another, the Seminoles another, the Choctaws 
another, and the Chickasaws another. This commission in dealing 
with those Indians has had as complex questions to solve as the 
Supreme Court of the United States was ever called upon to pass 
on, They are an 5 body and are doing good work. 

Here the hammer fe. L] 
. STOKES. I would like to put a question to the chairman 
= the committee. In line 21 of this section I find it provided 
t— 


The number of such commissioners is hereby fixed at four. 

I notice also that in the first line there is provision for the 
salaries of four commissioners under acts of Congress approved 
March 8, 1893, and March 2, 1895. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The commission originally consisted of five 
members; a couple of years ago we cut down the number to four. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I want to occupy just a mo- 
VC 
0 in the Indian Territory, for the purpose of sug; g 
the committee whether it would not be wise to increase this appro- 
priation to six hundred and some odd thousand dollars, scoordin g 
to the estimate, so that this work may be completed in from two 
to three years—three years, I think, was the statement of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill—instead of allowing it to drag alo: 
for five or six years. Of course I shall not myself make any su 
motion, because I have not given the matter such close investiga- 
tion as would authorize me to doso. But my object at this time 
is to draw the attention of the committee tothis matter and ascer- 
tain whether in their judgment it would not be wise to increase 
this appro iation to the amount of the estimate. 

As I understand, there could not be a worse condition of affairs 
than now exists in the Indian 8 It is patent that we are 
after a while to solve the problem in the Indian Territory so that 
we shall have local self-government there, so that the spec may 
administer justice in that Territory and pay for it, so that the peo- 
pe there may be eđucated and may pay for it. As I understand, 

ere is now. under the sun a better agricultural country, with 
a larger proportion of mineral wealth, than there is in that Terri- 
tory. But, as I understand, nowhere is there a condition of things 
coming nearer to “ organized hell” than there is in that Territory. 

A little farther on in the bill is a provision on which I hope a 
point of order will be made—a provision appropriating $75,000 out 
of the Federal Treasury for the education of children other than 
Indian children. If we enter upon an expenditure of that kind, 
it will grow and grow and grow. The people will be demoralized, 
and in one sense pauperized; for whatever may be the case with 
the Indians, you can not take white people and feed them without 
cost to themselves and educate them without cost to themselves 
without creating an effort on their part to perpetuate that condi- 
tion. And thereby the manhood of such people is demoralized, 
So that I in ask the committee in charge of this bill whether it 
would not be best to appropriate the full amount of the estimate 
t this work be brought to the most speedy conclusion pos- 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, as I have been closely connected 
with this work since my membership in Congress, I feel as if it were 
due tomy distinguished friend from Texas and to the House that I 


make a statement of the condition of things there as I understand 


em. 
The commission after its o tion and until June, 1898, had 
no power except the power of negotiation. It had no power to 
a census, no power to enroll the citizens, no power to make 
allotments. The sole function of the on was simply to 
secure treaty stipulations or ents between the United States 
and those tribes, looking to the opening of their country and the 
breaking up of their tribal relations. 
The act of June, 1898, known as the Curtis law, provided that 


this commission, after its . been reduced to four, 
should make a roll of the citizens. t involved an amount of 
labor which no man unfamiliar with the condition of things out 
there can appreciate. They at once set about their work, and in 
the first ninety days 7,000 applications were made that were con- 
tested by the tribe. Every case required a careful judicial inves- 
tigation and a hearing of much testimony. The work involyed 
in that one duty can scarcely be conceived. Appeals from the 
decisions of the commission to the Federal courts were after- 
wards allowed. Since that time the commissioners have, day in 
and day out, been bombarded with other applications of those 
claiming citizenship. 

The truth of the business is that this commission in the dis- 
charge of this duty are called upon to decide greater interests and 
more delicate interests than any commission that I have known 
of in the history of the country, at least so far as these people are 
concerned, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will my friend answer a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Do you not believe that it is better for 
the Indians and better for this country that this work should be 
expeditiously done? 

Mr. LITTLE, Oh, God bless you, yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then why not yield to the suggestion 
ot the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and get this work 

one? 

Mr. LITTLE. Just wait until I get through and you will 
think I will. 

a Mr. BURKE of Texas. All right; that is what I want to see 
one, 

Mr. LITTLE. But the statements made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURKE] have led me to make this statement, because 
the gentlemen who compose this commission I know want the 
e and the country to understand what they have done and 
are doing. 

Now, as I started to say a moment ago, the enrollment of this 
citizenship involves millions and millions of dollars to those who 
are claiming it, as well as to the tribes. Every human being ad- 
mitted to these rolls adds one more to share in the division of the 
land, and each share in some tribes is estimated to be worth at 
least $5,000 per head, some of them being entitled to from six to 
poron x eight Dupara agros ot ie 3 me ae It 2 

id and a great temp or people to a p procure citi- 
zenship in the tribe. 

In addition to that roll they are required to make certain rolls 
of colored le, freedmen and their descendants. Without any 
basis, practically, they must go back to the treaty of 1866. Ithas 
involved a vast amount of time in the hearing of testimony and 
the examination of the rolls, and the labor involved can scarcely 
be appreciated. 


isnosortof 2 about it, and they ought to be continued. Not 


hr lige 5 f the larger to 
ibes, ex in some of the wns, 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extend 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] asks unanimousconsent that the time of the gentleman from 
Arkansas be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITT. I thank the House. I shall hardly want to use 
that much time. This is the condition that is confronting us be- 
fore anything can be done, as is well gested by my friend Mr. 
Cannon. Before any definite plan can adopted these rolls of 
citizenship must be settled, these lands must be appraised and 
allotted to their respective owners, Then ths country will be 
ready for some form of government, whatever the Congress may 
deem wise to determine, and I do not believe they will make it in 
accordance with the views argrad by the gentleman from Okla- 
pe [Mr. FLYNN]. I hope it may never become a part of Okla- 

oma. 
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But let that go. Now, what is ahead of the commission is the | m 
appraisement of the lands. It is not like an ordinary allotment 
0 


dian lands on the reservations of the West. These lands are 
to be allotted according to their analy i ee and value, ne- 
5 the appraisement of every foot of land in that Terri- 
tory, involving, I believe, some 36,000 square miles, with houses 
and improvements, and with railroads running through it, anda 
great diversity in values of the land. But it is h that if 
the amount of money that was estimated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury was given to this commission the fundamental part of 
this work could be completed in two years, and I believe it can be. 
Yes, probably it may be completed in less time. The completion 
of the roll and the allotment of the land, I think, can be com- 
pleted in less time. Other matters may involve the time of this 
commission for a year or two, possibly longer than that, or what- 
ever power has the prepay of them. p 
But I agree distinctly with the distinguished gentleman from 
Dunois [a r. CANNON]. and the distinguished gouam from 
Texas . BURKE] that the money needed by commission, 
every dollar that is legitimately and properly. spent to complete 
this work, ought to be appropriated, and my view is that the 
amount carried in this bill ought to be more than it is. I finall 
consented to the amount carried in the bill, but I believe it woul 


be wise to increase it at least a hundred thousand dollars, if not | missi 


to give the entire amount. I feel quite satisfied that an increase 
of the amount by $100,000 would greatly facilitate the comple- 
tion of the work of the commission in that Territory. It will be 
wise economy to push this work to an early conclusion, and it 
will be a gross saving to the Government and a blessing to the 


people of that peut 

. SHERMAN. . Chairman, just a word in reference to 
the commission. I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
alluded to it briefly, This is not a commission which is desirous 
of continuing its work in office or in power. Senator Dawes has 
more than once asked to be relieved from further service upon this 
commission, and has been kept there only at the urgent solicita- 
tion of various Secretaries in power, by the earnest solicitation of 
men in and out of public life who are familiar with the conditions 
in the Indian Territor , Who are familiar with the power that Mr. 
Dawes’s name has with those Indians, and in compliance with the 
urgent request of these gentlemen and of the President Mr. Dawes 
has remained on the commission, and has given to it the full 
benefit of his plenitude of wisdom, Of course, he has not been at 
all times in the Indian Territory. His age and his infirmities will 


not permitit. But he has given his time to the work of the com- 
n. He has had no other business to occupy his time, as I 
understand it. 


The commission is not a partisancommission, One of the mem- 
bers, Judge McKinnon, of Arkansas, is a Democrat, and were it 
not for the very high opinion I have of the character of my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] I would say that no finer man lives 
in the State of Arkansas than Judge McKinnon. It is a non- 

isan commission. Judge McKinnon and Mr. Needles and Mr. 
ixby are in the Indian Territory all the time, except the few 
weeks when they are here in Washington in consultation with the 
committees of the two branches of Congress and with the Secre- 
tary. They have done most efficient and most energetic service 
down there. 

Now, in reference to this appropriation, as to whether it shall 
be $300,000 or a greater sum, the estimate calls for $641,000. Itis 
the desire of the Indian Committee, as I believe it is the desire of 
every committee in this House having charge of appro riations, 
to roy these 9 down to the very sm amount 
possible compatible with what is for the best interest of the Goy- 
ernment and of the service, and we ho that we might find it 
possible to appropriate a less sum than that called for by the esti- 
mates submitted. We asked the commission to come before us, 
and Mr, Bixby, the member of the commission most familiar with 
the details, was heard at length, as was also Senator Dawes, in 
reference to other matters. 

I will read the following from the hearing before the committee: 

Mr. Curtis. What is your judgment about how long will it take to com- 
Pipe cae work, if we make the appropriation as originally asked for by you, 

r. BIxnx. I think it would take in the neighborhood of four or five years. 
That is my ju ent. 
Mr. FLYNN. But do you think you could do it all if you get your $640,000 in 


year 
Mr. BIxBY. No, sir. In about two years we could do all the appraising 
and all the surve We gan not fix the date of closing the work until we 
1 Congress to fix the date for closing the rolls. 
‘ar T. 5 Do you say that with this appropriation you can finish 
wo years 

Mr. FUr. In two or three years. 

Mr. FLYNN. The shorter the time, the more money it will take? 

Mr, Brxpy. Theshorter the time, the less money it will take. If we have 
— —— —.— this next year, the following two years we would want very much 
Mr. FLYNN. Under the present system, you think you could finish in five 


oa Brxby. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LITTLE. The survey and appraising are important elements, which 


appraising 
actual allotment follows the appraising. 
r. SHERMA’ oing now is entirely satisfactory to 
you, is ue not? f ed with the progress you are making? 
r. BIXBY 


Mr. BERAMAN. And it is satisfactory to the Indians? 
Mr. BIXBY. I think it is reasonably so. I think the Indians are very well 
satisfied with the progress of our work. 

8 o you think the Indians would peg 
to have asmall army sent into their midst, as you wo have to do in case of 
this Fa ap a tion, to carry on their work, instead of going on as you 
are doing now 


Mr. Brxsy, I think the Choctaws and the Chickasaws would be 
to have us crowd the work. The other nations are saying nothin 
The Choctaws and Chickasaws aro ous to have the allotmen 
conditions are changing. The land is in good order and appraised in accord- 
ance with its value relative to its location, and the timber which may be ap- 

this month or estimated at a ce amount in two years from now 


Th 
You feel sa 


about It 
because 


. be S 2 — It may be stolen or burnt up. and that would interfere a great 
2 VF the final adjustment, unless it is crowded as fast as it is practicable 
0 
* + * * * * * 


Mr. FLYNN. Is it not a fact that the Creeks selected a delegation to come 
on here with full authority to so amend their ment as to meet the views 


of Cor and that authority has been den! to come here? 
been XBY. I understood that was so, but I understand that difficulty will 
overcome, 


Mr. SHERMAN. You can 


on with this $171,000 without much change, as 
you have been 8 th entire satisfaction to the Indians and the com- 
ean you n 


on 
Mr. BIX RT. I think the Choctaws and Chickasaws would not be entirel 
satisfied, and we are not entirely satisfied, for the reason that we wish to x 
through with this business, Of course, we are satisfied with whatever ~ 
gross dots, but when you ask usif we are entirely satisfied I would desire to 
o that we are anxious to get through with this work in a reasonable time. 
would think that it would not be good business judgment to give us less 


0 
than $300,000. We would like $000,000. 


Mr. Lrrrix. I want to see if I understand your pice correctly? If I 

understand you, the commission takes the tion t all the lands of each 

ticular Ariba musk be appraised before any allotment can be made? 
Tes, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed for five or ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now, Mr. Chairman, there is this about this 
work. There must, of course, be a survey, and then an a 
ment. The allotment follows. The allotment is not made in the 
manner that the allotments are made in an ordinary Indian reser- 
vation, where lands are drawn out by section or quarter section 
and allotted. 

The Curtis law porine that in allotting every Indian shall be 
allotted land which shall be the equivalent in value of the allot- 
ment to every other Indian. It is not necessary that each Indian 
receive 160 acres of land; but whatever amount of land he receives 
it shall be of the same value as the allotment every other Indian 
of the tribe received, be that 10 acres or 160 acres, After the sur- 
yey and appraisal which precedes these allotments are made, the 
allotments must then be made to the Indians entitled thereto. In 
order to ascertain to whom these allotments are to be made, the 
rolls must be completed; and, as suggested by my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], there are pending several thousand ap- 

as to whether or not the Indians are entitled toa place upon 
these rolls, which would give them that allotment. 

The Curtis Act provided the manner in which the Dawes Com- 
mission should ascertain what names were entitled to a place on 
these rolls, and it provided, and opa I think, that where 
any , be it man, woman, or child, or the Government, feels 
ag: by the decision of the Dawes Commission there should 
be an appeal to the United States court, and in many hundreds, 
if not in many thousands, of these cases these appeals have been 
taken; and many of these appeals are now pending. Of course, a 
single appeal in many cases will determine hundreds of cases, 
they being of like character; but many of these are now pending, 
and if the work of survey and appraisement were finished at the 
pens moment it would not be possible to go on and allot these 

ands in all cases. 

In the Seminole Nation the 5 the appraisement is al- 
ready finished, but the allotment not yet ar completed. 
That is the condition of affairs there. Now, Mr. Bixby believes 
that with this $641,000 he has asked for the work of survey and 
appraisal for the two great nations—the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations—could be completed within the next year, and that 
by the time that is done the rolls of those two nations will be 
practically completed, so that, following immediately on the com- 
pletion of that work, they could go on and allot to all the Indians 
of those two nations, and that in future years the work will be 
done in the same way for the Cherokee and Creek nations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that briefly gives to this committee 
all the information that the Committee on Indian Affairs had be- 
fore the committee. It is my belief that $300,000 was the least 
with which they could advan‘ ously work, and that they could 
work advantageously with $600,000, but in our desire to economize 
we took the less sum. Possibly, Mr. Chairman, it was not the best 
judgment to so do. Possibly the suggestion of my friend from 
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Illinois [Mr. Cannon] had better be followed, and we appropriate 


$641,000, If my friend from Illinois or any other gentleman of 
the committee feels inclined to make that motion, I shall not 


op it. 

Mr CANNON. Will the gentlemanallowmeaword right there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not feel well enough advised to make the 
motion, My remarks were in the shape of a question and sug- 
gestion. I could not for a moment antagonize what seems to be 
the best judgment of the gentleman from New York and his com- 
mittee; but if the gentleman is evenly balanced as to whether it 
ought to be $300,000 or $600,000, and believes that $600,000 would 
e ite this work, I should be in favor of the larger sum, Iwill 
follow the ongan as he may indicate in regard to the amount. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Of course, Mr. Chairman, I believe that more 
work would be completed during the next fiscal year with $641,000 
than with 8300, 000, but I very much doubt if the character of the 
work would be as satisfactory. That is my individual opinion. I 
have read from the minutes taken from our committee by our 
own stenographer, by the way, because we could not get one of 
the co ttee stenographers—giving you what was said before 
that committee. My present judgment is that $300,000 will insure 
sufficient service dur the coming year, a service which will 
insure the completion of the work in the Indian Territory within 
a maximum limit of five years. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. an, I wish to say that this Terri- 
tory borders my district its entire length, a distance of about 150 
miles. Very naturally a large number of citizens, amounting to 
many thousands, from my part of Kansas are now living in the 
Indian Territory under leases permissible by law, and are 
in business of various kinds, principally farming. These people, 
as well as others that have come from almost every State in the 
Union, are eng Se Congress and this commission, known as 
the Dawes Commission, that we shall make haste to establish order 
and law and rights to 8 

I am receiving letters almost every day from people living in 
that Territory, saying, In God's name, hurry up and do some- 
thing.” While each one has an idea as to what is best to do, the 
all upon one thing, and that is that we shall make haste an 
get this work finished as soon as possible, so as to establish rights 
to property, rights to citizenship, and give them the opportunity 
to regulate their own affairs, levy their own taxes, establish their 
own schools, and conduct a Civilized condition of society. 

Therefore, I offer my views and say that we should crowd for- 
ward in this work; and while I would not dissent from the bill, 
neither will I make the motion to increase the appropriation, be- 
cause I realize, as the gentleman from Arkansas says, whose State 
also borders this country, that there are such complex interests 
and so much involved that I should hesitate to doit. There is 
involved in it the rights of citizenship, the allotment and appor- 


tionment of the , not in acres or area, but in value, 
But let us crowd the work as fast as possible. I hope the dis- 
cussion and impression made on the commission will be that the 


tem: and sentiment of Congress is to crowd forward with the 
work, and if the chairman can consent to increase the amount 
I should be glad. As he said, he will not seriously op the 
judgment of the committee if we shall see fit to raise it; but real- 
the gravity of the work in hand and the danger that might 
result in putting a large army of inexperienced agents down there 
to take up the work, and from the fact that it might result in 
at injustice, I defer to the judgment of the chairman and mem- 
es of the committee. 

Now, while I have the floor upon this matter, Iwant to say that 
this Indian Territory problem will keep coming back to Congress 
for many years, e shall be called u to 1 te affecting 
the poe rights and the rights of citizenship by reason of the 

mditions under which they have developed that country. I want 
to impress npon the House that whenever legislation shall come 
up affectin d titles, to take good care to see that the appor- 
tionment of real estate in that Territory shall be fairly and equi- 
tably made at the time it shall be completed, and I urge that such 
a provision shall be made as will forever prevent the centraliza- 
tion of land titles in that part of our country at least. 

I think it well, gentlemen, that we should begin to apply this 
to our lands as a settled principle. We have long since fixed it as 
a national policy that the Government domain—the public lands 
of this country—shall not be parted with in tracts, And 


why? Because we want to provide homes for all our people, so 
that every family may be a home-owning family. But we have 


in every instance failed to oye a sufficient restrictive hold upon 
the title to our lands. We should be watchful to provide t 
when title passes from these Indians it shall be on conditions that 
will forever prevent the centralization of large bodies of these 
lands in any one ownership, for just in proportion as the acres 


shall cen in the hands of a few owners, in that pro ion 

shall we chemi! Ri renters. Let us at least provide P ta- 

tion in fixin e land laws and land policy of this Territory. 
[Here the er fell] 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I believe it would be 
economy, both of time and money, to change this appropriation 
from $300,000 to $600,000; and in view of the facts before me I 
shall deem it my duty to offer and prees a 5 to that effect. 
There are about 20,000,000 acres of land, of the value, probably, of 
$5 an acre, belonging to the Five Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
making a total valuation of $100,000,000. We find there are 
65,000 Indians among whom this land must be equitably allotted. 
If the lands were of uniform value, there would be little difficulty 
in making the allotments. 

But when the parties whose duty it is to make these allotments 
come to discharge that duty they will find that it will require a 
great amount of time to allot these lands equitably, because of the 
great difference in the value of the land, and in order to expedite 
the work a greatly increased force will be needed. Thesurveying 
has to be done, as 9, pS by other members of the committee, 
before the lands can be allotted. We can use as many surveying 
corps at the same time ag the appropriation will permit to be em- 
ployed; and if 9 the commissioners cony dg put to 
work a large force of surveyors, the surveying can finished 
within a few months. Then after the surveys have been made 
the allotting officers can determine the value of the land and give 
to each Indian his pro rata share. : 

In the Creek territory, under the provisions of the Curtis bill, a 

t many Indians have selected 160 acres of land, with the un- 
erstanding among them that when the final allotment is made 
they can continue to hold the lands they have selected. In such 
cases there will not be much work for the allotting committee to 
do. I believe that inside of two years, as stated by the commis- 
sion, this work can be accomplished and the whole business finally 


sos Hee 

.other matter of great interest to the white men living in the 
Territory relates to town sites. That subject belongs, however, 
to another committee; but let me say here that I hope a large ap- 
pores for that purpose will be made, so that all the town 
ots in the Territory may be speedily surveyed, valued, and sold. 
The citizens interested in town lots and improvements should be 
permitted without unnecessary delay to purchase those lots and 
improvements, and thus become the owners of the property in 
which they have invested their money and labor. When we have 
allotted these lands among the Indians and sold the town lots, this 
magnificent domain can be made a part of Oklahoma and will be 
well fitted to form one of the best States of the Southwest. 

I repeat that in my judgment we can save both time and money 
and accomplish a much earlier adjustment of all these questions 
if this appropriation be increased to $600,000. I therefore make 
that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “three” and insert six; “ so as to read 8600, 000; * 
and in the . strike out two“ and insert flve;“ so as to make 
the aggregate $576,000. 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, may I submit a parlia- 


mah AT RATAN, The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. ould it be competent or ope for 
me now to move an additional amendment to that of my colleague? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, Then I offer the following: 

And the commission shall finish the entire work allotted to them under 
existing laws within a period of three years from this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 
It was the impression of the Chair that the gentleman proposed to 
offer an amendment to the amendment of his colleague. But 
this is a separate or independent proposition. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then it would be proper to offer and 
vote upon this after the amendment of my colleague is disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few words 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STE- 
PHENS]. While I am very a us to see this work expedited in 
every reasonable way, I fear that if we adopt this rushing policy, 
providing that the work be done within a very limited number of 
months, we shall but pile upon ourselves and the country much 
greater expense than would be entailed if we should proceed a lit- 
tle more carefully in adjusting these complicated questions. 

I hope that this work may be pushed as fast as can possibly be 
done with safety and justice to all parties interested. But, sir, I 
fear that if we put a number of „green hands” upon this work 
and let them undertake to adjust these questions of title and these 
matters of citizenship, we shall get ourselves and the people there 
into such a complicated condition as will do great injustice and 
will in the end involve much expense, while operating to delay the 
real work of an equitable adjustment. I therefore, sir, fear the 
effects of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, and shall 
vote with the chairman of the committee against it, 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, STEPHENS 
of Texas, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said commission shall continue to exercise all authority heretofore 
conferred on it by law. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor some time 
since of introducing into this House a bill providing for the edu- 
cation and support of the children of the Croatan Indians of 
North Carolina. On yesterday the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs very courteously accorded to me an 1 
to address the committee upon the subject. Several of the mem- 
bers . me, on account of their interest, to present them 
to the House. : 

Mr, Chairman, the Indians of the United States are peculiarly 
the wards of the nation, and very juty they should be so regarded 
and so dealt with. They were once the proud rs of our 
soil, but to the inexorable decree of fate they have succumbed, and 
the Teutonic race, against which in its progress all less civilized 
peoples have given away and retired, has pressed them westward, 
and the plains and forests of the eastern slope: and seaboard of 
America, once their happy haunts and hunting grounds, is inhab- 
ited no longer by them, except +y the remnants of a few scattered 
tribes which almost have been; but not entirely, absorbed by con- 
tact with the white man and his allies. 

The white settlers of America, while they wrested from the 
ee. the soil on which they dwelt, which on account of the 
nomadic habits of the Indian tribes could hardly be said to be 
possessed by them, have been from the earliest period of our his- 
tory : with a laudable feeling that justice and humanity 
required that the Indians should receive Governmentconsideration 
and protection, that they might acquire fixed abodes, and by civil- 
izing influences they might, in the course of time, become co- 
sharers in the blessings of a free Government. 

The last tribe left lingering on the scene of these once royal do- 
mains is the Croatans or Hatteras Indians, inhabiting the State 
of North Carolina, about 60 miles from the seaboard, in the 
counties of Robeson, Scotland, Richmond, and Columbus, and 
there they have been for a period so long that the ‘‘memory of 
man runneth not to the ranked thereof.” That they have not 
claimed the attention of the National Government before isa 
matter which excites great surprise and is hard to be explained, 
unless the smallness of their number and the lack of education 
and enlightenment among them, and the want of proper philan- 
thropy among their neighbors, has caused them to entirely 
overlooked. And yet the public mind has been directed to them 
on more than one occasion when they have shocked the country 
by some atrocity which is incident to the Indian character. 

There are in the settlement in Robeson County, where they 
chiefly reside, about 3,000 souls, and with the scattered families 
in adjoining counties the number may run to 2,000 men, makin 
the tribe about 5,000 people. A number of them have migra 
to Georgia, genre de and Florida, where they have become ab- 
sorbed in the body politic. They are the most interesting people 
in America, and no tribe can appeal stronger to the tender - 
pathies and the generous beneficence of the American people 
the Croatan In of North Carolina. They, beyond cavil or 
doubt, are the descendants of the lost colony of Sir Walter Raleigh, 
about which there have been for over three hundred years so many 
sad reflections, 

Those at all familiar with the attempts at colonization made 
by our English ancestors may recall the efforts of that t 

ht and learned and ambitious favorite of Queen Elizabeth. 

ot only could Sir Walter throw his cloak on the wet ground 
that it might serve a footcloth for the dainty shoe of Elizabeth, 
but he sought to extend the domains of Her Most Gracious Majesty 
that her reign might become memorable in the annals of history 
and her Empire strengthened and enriched. 

In the pa 1584 Raleigh fitted out a fieet of ships under Amadas 
and Barlow and discovered the country that is now known as 
North Carolina, but then called Virginia, in honor of the virgin 
Queen. Soon thereafter he began to make efforts to colonize the 
new Eldorado, Two attempts failed; but undaunted, in 1587, in 
three ships under John White, whom he appointed governor, he 
sent over 117 persons, including 17 women, and of the fate of these 
people nothing is known or has been discovered with absolute cer- 
tainty from that day to this, unless this is shown by the remarks 
I shall now make, and which was first attempted by my old friend 
and preceptor, Hamilton McMillan. These 117 colonists were left 
on Roanoke Island, near the ‘‘ harbor of Hatorask,” and there, on 
August 18, 1587, the daughter of Governor White, the wife of 
Ananias Dare, gave birth to a daughter, the first white child born 
on American soil, and named and baptized, in honorof Her Majesty, 
Virginia Dare. 

The ships, leaving the colony, returned for supplies and recruits, 
but when they reached England the Kingdom was agitated by a 
threatenedinvasion from Spain. Afterwards the Spanish Armada 
was defeated, and when peace was once more restored Raleigh 


XXXITI——92 


looked around to provide for the relief of his colony which he had 


planted in the New World a few years before. But it was not 
until 1590 that Governor White was dispatched to their rescue, and 
when he reached Roanoke, in August, he found the island de- 
serted; no trace of a human being could be found, but at the site 
of the village where the settlers were left nearly three years be- 
fore there was found a tree which had been deprived of its bark 
and bore, in clear and well-cut characters, the word “ Croatan.” 
There had been an understanding by White with the colonists 
before leaving that if they should remove their location the 
should carve on a tree the name of the place to which they ha 
gone; and if they were in danger or sore distress they should 
carve a cross above the name on the tree. White finding the 
absence of the cross was buoyed with the hope of their discovery, 
but after all efforts to trace them had proved fruitless, he was 
forced to abandon the search and reluctantly returned to England. 
The lost colony was never heard of, and their sad fate is a mat- 
ter of deep and pathetic interest tothe American people. Whether 
they went to Croatan voluntarily or whether the men were mas- 
sacred and the women taken for wives, or whether both men and 
women intermarried with the Hatteras Indians is only a matter 
of conjecture. But one fact is known, and that is that Lawson, 
fe hia diskors of Carolina, written in the year 1714, imparts to us 
The Hatteras Indians, who lived on Roanoke Island or much frequented it, 


tell us that several of their ancestors were white le and could talkin a 


book, as we do; the truth of which is confirmed by gray eyes being found 
frequently am: 


ong those and no others. They ue themselves ex- 
tremely for their — the — — and are ready to do them all friendly 
offices. It is probable that the settlement miscarried for want of timely sup- 
plies from England or through the treachery of the natives, for we may rea 

sonably suppose that the English were forced to cohabit with them for re 

lief pein d conversation, and that in process of time they confined themselves to 
the manners of their Indian Siral bii and thus we see how apt human na- 
ture is to degenerate. 

Long prior to the Revolutionary war there was found settled 
near Lumber River, in Robeson County, N. C., a tribe of Indians. 
Many of them had blue eyes, and while possessing all other traits 
and characteristics of Indians—the copper color, the high cheek 
bone, the erect form—yet they lacked the nomadic habit. They 
were settled in a neighborhood where they still remain, then, as 
now, cultivating maize and potatoesand fruits. Their traditions 
then, as now, were that their ancestors, Indian men, married 
white women; that they came from Roanoke (in Virginia, they 
say); that they were driven away by bad Indians, and, as one now 
about 90 years of age told your speaker, that they were driven 
across the river. Most of them own their own land, which they 
either bought from the early settlers—who, on account of the In- 
dian being already in ion, quitclaimed it for a nominal 
consideration—or obtained it by an en and t from the 
Commonwealth. The names of the 117 lost colonists are still 
preserved in Hakluyt, Volume III, wherein is given an account 
of The fourth voyage made to Virginia with three ships in the 
year 1587, wherein was transported the second colony.” 

From the list of names are many now and from the earliest 
times borne by men of this tribe, such as John Sampson, Robert 
Wilkinson, Henry Berry, Richard Berry, John Burden, Henry 
Dorrel (Dial); John Cheven, William Berden, and many others. 
Thus it is seen that their blue eyes, the tradition of the white 
mothers, the locality from which they came, the lack of the 
nomadic habit derived from the infusion of English blood, the 
similarity of names, the tradition of being driven by the bad In- 
dians across the river, doubtless by the warlike and hostile Tus- 
caroras, who inhabited also the neighboring coast country, prove 
conclusively to the student of the question that the lost colony of 
Raleigh has been found. They are a remarkable people. Itis 
said by old residents that some of these Indians were volunteers 
in the Revolutio war. That they sent two companies to the 
war of 1812 is well authenticated. 

They made gallant soldiers, as a number of our oldest inhab- 
itants can ify. From the earliest times up to the year 1835 
they went to school with the whites, voted and shared in the 
1 of citizenship. But in 3 the constitution of 

orth Carolina was amended, and thereafter for a period of thirty- 
three years they were deprived, not only of the right to vote, but 
even of the privil of education, until the constitution of 1868 
was passed. whereby they became restored to citizenship and to 
school privileges of the most meager character, but such as other 
citizens enjoyed. 

They were not permitted to attend the schools for whites, and 
therefore were forced, if they received any education, to attend the 
negro schools. They refused to a very greal degree, on account 
of the intense antipathy they now have for the negro, the educa- 
tion in the n schools until, through the instrumentality of 
Hamilton Menlillan, esq., the legislature of North Carolina, in 
1887, gave them separate schools of their own. 

At the breaking out of hostilities between the North and the 
South in 1861 these people, grown up in ignorance, but quietly 
cultivating their little farms, were rudely awakened by the 
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Confederate authorities u | them and using them as lab- 
orers to build the immense sand fortifications at New Inlet, on the 
Cape Fear River, known as Fort Fisher; the same fortifications 
so celebrated as having been the scene of the greatest naval bom- 
bardment of the world’s history, as compared with which an offi- 
cer who was at Sebastopol said: 

The siege of Sebastopol as compared with the siege of Fort Fisher was but 
child's play. 

The work was hard, the Croatan murmured; he then deserted 
and fied to the swamps of his native heath. The ee bitin 
officers pursued them, Arresting an old Indian, they asked him 
why he deserted. He told them that he did not want to work or 
fight for a people who treated him so unjustly; that before 1835 
he voted, he went to school, but since then he been deprived 
of both, and that he would neither work nor fight for the Con- 
federacy. And thus it was they were and deserted. 
When at the close of the war many of them were in wing they 
committed acts of depredation, for which were properly out- 
lawed, and then arose the band known as the Henry Berry Lowery 
gang. For R regi they became a terror to the seep and in the 
early seventies this band of Indians shot down and killed 27 white 
men from first to last among the wealthiest, the bravest, and 
best men of that county. The leader, Henry Berry Lowery was 
finally killed, peace and quiet was again restored, and under the 
benign influence and rule of our people, inaugurated in the year 
1887, Lag tp becoming good citizens. 

There is still much ignorance and a strong propensity to vio- 
late the internal-revenue laws among some few of them, but it is 
because they know not the sinfulness of the violation of law. They 
from time immemorial have raised fine fruit and grain, and have 
arene distilled brandy and whisky, and, like some other citizens, 
they feel that it is an unjust interference with their natural rights 
to prevent them from converting their waste products into a sala- 
ble article. Many of the cases in our United States courts for 
manufac thout license are from among these people. 
They are and have always been a distinct people. They are true 
friends, but bitter and implacable enemies. 

They are brave, but rec They are honest in their dealings. 
They are intensely religious. They are restless, active, and ener- 
getic. Indolenceand sloth are not known among them. They are 
eager for education. They are capable of intellectual and moral 
development, as is attested by some among them. A number 
have become successful merchants. One of them filled the PY 
tion of United States Senator from one of our sister Southern 
States. The descendant of another has become a member of Con- 


Now, these are the people I commend to the kind consideration 
of the American Congress. Their school facilities are poor. By 
extending them aid you are ee See in substantial form 
to that noble sentiment of justice tin our people and which 
has ur; our Government to make large appropriations for the 
education and support of Indian tribes which passes each session 
of Congress. No tribe is entitled to more at our hands; and if in 
the providence of God they be elevated by a sound moral and 
sed training ina ated by the Government, history will yet 
say that Sir Walter Raleigh did not plant his colony in vain, and 
there will yet arise some American writer who will tu- 
ate in song and weave in fiction the story of the Croatan ans, 
the descendants of the Indian chief, Manteo, created the first Lord 
of Roanoke, and of Virginia Dare, the first white child born on 


American soil, [Applause.] $ 
D the de mepo the foregoing the foll: occurred: 
Mr. IUS. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
T MAN. The gentleman will state it. 


he CHAIR 

Mr. BROSIUS. Are we proceeding by unanimousconsent now? 

The CHAIRMAN, The understands the gentleman from 
North Carolina to move to strike out the last 

Mr. BELLAMY, Yes; I make that motion. 

Mr. BROSIUS, I desire to know, for my own purpose, how 
a time the gentleman proposes to occupy. 

: e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fiye minutes, under the 
rule, 

The time of Mr. BELLAMY having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent it was extended. 

Mr. BELLAMY then resumed and completed the delivery of 
the foregoing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on the 18th day of November, 1899, Charles Dennis, a Seneca 
leased to the Erie Preser Com; 


a certain piece of land near the of ng, Y.; and whereas on 

20th na of December, 1599, the said lease ering and ap- 

proved 7 — council of the Seneca Nation of toits 

and conditions: Now, therefore, the action of the said Charles and of 

said Seneca Nation, by its council, is ratified, confirmed, e aS 
Whereas the Seneca Nation of Indians, in the on the lith 

roa Ned September, 1897, entered into in writing with John 

Quilter, W. Nation I to the said John Quilter all t 

of the situate in the towns of South V. 
and Elko, Cattaraugus ty, N. ¥.,for the purpose of and 


—.— to burn that might be, perhaps, under exis 


said terri and oil under certain conditions set forth in 


said agree- 
‘ore, the action of said Seneca Nation, by its council, is 


ed. 

Whereas the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, in their council, held on 
the 13th day of January, 1899, entered into an agreement in writing with 
John Quilter, whereby said Seneca Nation leased to the said Quilter, his 
heirs, and assigns, the Cattaraugus Reservation, situate in th of 
Erie, ba tree Soe and Cattarau; 
said territory for gas and oil er certain 
ment: Now, therefore, the action of said Seneca Nation, by its council, is 
ratified, confirmed, and approved. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out beginning with line 8, 
page 41, down to and including line 13, on page 42. 


for 


e motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For increasing the amount hereinbefore 8 for the erection of 
said — lum for 8 Indians at Canton, S. Dak., the sum of $15,000, the said 
sum 


in addition to the amount by Fy: Senge for that purpose by the 
act entitled An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 1900, and for 
other purposes,” approved 1, 1899. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] to agree to the following amendment: 

And the limit of cost for said asylum is fixed at the amount heretofore 
and herein appropriated, namely, $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will be glad to agree to that. 

The amendment of Mr. CANNON was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the support of a school for the blind, to be provided for by contract b 
the Secretary of the Interior, in the Indian Territory, the sum of $10,000, 
And the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he 
l blind children of other than Indian 


may prese: „ may t to such schoo! 
blood residing in such Territory. So much of said expenditure as may be 
of the Interior to be incurred on bebalf of Indian 


found by the Secretary 
shall be paid out of the school funds of the tribe to which such child 


Mr. CANNON. Iam compelled to make the point of order on 
that whole paragraph, for the reason, as I understand it, that 
there is no existing law that authorizes the expenditure. 

As I read the paragraph, it provides by contract for a school for 
the blind, and not only for the Indians, but for the white children 
as well. I do not know of any treaty stipulation that would 
authorize the expenditure; I do not know of any law that author- 
izes it; and Iam quite sure that when under the guise of educa- 
tion and taking care of the Indian tribes we propose to take care 
of the blind of the State, there is pretty Jango departure; and 
without further discussing its merits, I make the point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. Which is that? 


Does the 


* of order? 

Mr. SHER: the gentleman from Arkansas desire to 
be heard on the point of order? I would be glad for the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to discuss it. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, appropriations are constantly 
made for the purpose of educating In children, Thatisafixed 
and definite policy of the Government, and it does not require ex- 
— law to tain a provision of that sort in the bill. We 
he de in almost every bill for buildings for the education of In- 

children. We provide for their instruction, and we a) 
priate not under treaty stipulations for a great many Indian tribes; 
and the only ible vicious character there could be in this pro- 
vision would be that it provides for the education of certain non- 
—— re wpa are 5 in = ee „ but 2 are not 
members o respective , and permi em charge- 
able against the fund appropriated. 

Now, passing from the legal status of the question, I would like 
to state that there is now a small school for the blind in the Ter- 
ritory, at Fort Gibson, being conducted by two or three young 
ladies, who are supporting it through charity collected not only in 
the Territory, but in the pha States. There are a great 
many applicants for admission. ə did not appropriate for that 
school, use we do not think it is the proper thing todo. By 
this provision we authorize the 5 the Interior to use 
this much for that purpose, and to draw the school fund of 
ther ctive tribes for the expenses of the Indian blind. 

I understand that there are in the Territory reek the pat 200 
blind children without any means of education at It appeals 
to me in the highest degree. So far as that is concerned, if it is 
not technically within the rules I should be glad to see it go 
through, because we can not do better than to extend our rg: to 
those blind people and give them a single school anyway, if it is 
only a iad mene and unostentatious affair, so that when we 
reach the time when the taxes can be levied for the support of 


these schools! y it may be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the tleman whether these ex- 
ceedingly wealthy Indians in the Indian Territory known as the 
Five Civilized Tribes, with their ttrust fund, with their great 


income from occupation tax, and especially from their income by 
way of royalties, from which there is money, substantially, almost 
law, known as the 
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Curtis law, withont legislation devoted to this p of educa- 
tion? And if it can not be done under the Curtis law, could not 
this money be devoted by legislation to the education of the blind 
as money from their trust fund is now devoted to the education of 
those that are not blind? 3 i 

Mr. LITTLE. I will say to the gentleman from Ilinois, if he 
will examine for a moment the provision he will see it is provided 
that the money expended for the education of the Indian blind 
shall be taken from their school fund. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, it seems to me I would take the whole 
amount from that fund. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iwill say, further, as to the whole condition, 
when we speak of rich Indians, there are not a great many of them 
in possession of their property. It has not been allotted to them. 
They are not getting all its benefits, and will not until final allot- 
ment; and, in addition to that, a large number of white people 
located there pay taxes. For instance, a lawyer $25, a doctor 825, 
the laborer from $1 to $5 a year, a noncitizen who lives in that 
country, on an average, $5 per year taxes—taxes that go to the In- 
dian tribes, taxes they do not get one penny’s value for in return. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not arata in the power of Congress to take 
from this magnificent trust fund, as well as from the annual in- 
come from the sources that the gentleman of, coming to 
the Five Civilized Tribes, as well as from the royalties, money to 
found and support these schools? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, of course, it is within the power of Con- 


ess. 

Sr ir, CANNON. Then much stronger am I, on the merits as 
well as on the rules of the House, inclined to insist on the point 
of order; but I would not insist upon the point of order toan 
amendment that will devote the money of trust fund to the 
pu e indicated. 

r. LITTLE. Now, just a moment. The trouble about the 
matter is that there are five of these nations, and we would have 
to confuse their funds or build five of these institutions in order 
to accommodate the blind children of those tribes, This amend- 
ment is only intended to meet the present emergency and to pro- 
vide temporary facilities, A charge is made a st each particu- 
lar one of these tribes for the expense of the education of the 
blind from the particular tribe that enters this school, to be pro- 
vided for under the supervisory power of the Secretary of the 


Interior. 
Well, I have no objection to the point of 


Ss ol CANNON. 
order 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not want to mislead my friend. I will say 
that all the money directly * by this act would, I have 
no doubt, be expended by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
benefit of the noncitizen class in the Territory—that is, those not 
members of the tribes. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I believe that Congress has the power, 
and I am inclined to think it is the duty of Congress to take from 
these trust funds and from moneys raised by taxation, royalties, 
and otherwise, money sufficient to educate all the children in the 
Indian Territory, and if buildings are needed take the sone 
amount for those. If there are five of the tribes, then one-fif 
from each tribe to construct the buildings, and give the Secretary 
of the Interior plenary power. I believe we certainly have the 
power, and I think we have the right to do so. But, later on, we 
come to a provision that I must antagonize, an appropriation of 
$75,000 for the education of noncitizen children; and as this is 
along the same ground I thought I ought to antagonize this with 
the hope that it will go out upon a point of order and that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, pending the completion of the con- 
sideration of this bill, may report or offer such amendment as 
will care for these children as well as they may be cared for in 
iher present condition, the expenditure to be borne by the trust 
unds. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have no doubt the point of order will be 

ainst the second amendment mentioned by the gentleman from 

inois, but the pe of this amendment is, where the Secre 
has got control of the Indian school, to admit into the same schoo! 
with the Indians the noncitizen children. It refers to what you 
might call a day school in the rural districts of the Territory, 
where you can get a teacher for $40 a month and a 20 In- 
dian and 20 white pupils. By this appropriation you will be able 
to compensate the teachers and have 40 pupils together in a day 
school. Although simple as it may be, it will be a great improve- 
ment over not having any. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Arkansas to contend that the point of order is not well taken? 

Mr. LITTLE. I do as to the present amendment, the one under 
discussion; but as to the one referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] further along I think it would be good. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is not informed as to what the 
present amendment is. 

Mr. CANNON. It is on page 43, lines 23 to 32, inclusive, 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand that to that pro- 


vision the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] raises the point 
of order? 
Mr, CANNON. Tes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Arkansas to contend that the point of order is not well taken? 


Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear what ex- 
isting law there is for that 8 

Mr. LITTLE. Istated to the Chair that the general policy of 
the Government having charge of the educationof Indian children 
warrants legislation along these lines without any express provi- 
sion of the statute. There has hardly an appropriation bill passed 
for a number of years that has not provided for the construction 
of independent school buildings, or the establishment of new 
schools at different points throughout the country. What I 
maintain is that this appropriation is in line, although it reaches 
a different class with the general policy of the Government, and 
is . to the bill. 

The C MAN. It is not contended that it is not germane. 
The point of order is that it is in violation of Rule XXI of the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. LITTLE. I used the word germane inadvertently; I should 
have said it is not new legislation within the meaning of that rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not contended that it is new legisla- 
tion; it is contended that it is an appropriation not authorized by 
any existing law, nor is ita public work in the progress of con- 
struction. 

Mr. LITTLE. The point I wish to make clear is this: Take, for 
instance, the Committee on Military Affairs or Naval Affairs. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs provides for the construction of 
half a dozen ships. That is not under any provision of statute, 
butit is carrying out the general policy of the Government. This 
is an appropriation of money to establish a school, and although 
there is no general law cnung for the appropriation, it is in the 
execution of a well-defined policy of the Government toward this 
class of people. While it may be new legislation technically speak- 
ing, I claim that it is carrying out the general line and purpose of 
the Government, and is not new legislation within the meaning 
of the rule, as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, this sectionis 
challenged under section 2, Rule XXI, and under the first part of 
that section, which provides that— 4 


Noappropriation shall be in any general appropriation or bo 
in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, in continuation of appropriation for such public 
work and objects as are already in progress. ; 

The paragraph appropriates a sum of money fora school for the 
blind of the white and Indian races. This kind of education has 
not been before undertaken by the Government. 

The attention of the Chair has not been directed to any particu- 
lar provision of law which would authorize this appropriation; 
but the gentleman from Arkansas contends that it is in further- 
2 750 of a general public policy which Congress has adopted in the 
es LACEY. I would like to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that there is an Indian educational fund which Congress 
controls, and out of this fund may we not make provision for the 
education of Indian children, whether they be deaf, dumb, blind, 
or otherwise? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa understand 
that this appropriation comes from that fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN Let me make this suggestion: I think I catch 
the idea of the Chairman as well as that of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. Isuggesttothegentleman from Arkansas thathemoves 
to strike out the appropriation carried in this section so as simply 
to provide that the etary, out of money appropriated generally 
for school purposes, may expend a sum not exceeding $10,000 for 
the purpose named in this section. I think in that way the point 
of order would be obviated. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that in any event the point of 
order is well taken, and would not be obviated in the manner the 
gentleman suggests. There is no difference in substance between 
the amendment in the form now suggested by the gentleman from 
New York pr SHERMAN] and the amendment as now pending, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. My point is that this is the first appropriation 
by law for this purpose, and that it is legislation—that it makes a 
charge upon the ae ae authorized by law, and is therefore 
not in o upon this bi 

The gentleman says there have been other appropriations that 
were not authorized by law; ergo, this appropriation should be 
admitted. Now, there may have been appropriations subject to a 
point of order upon which no point was made; but that does not 
militate inst a point of order on this provision. 

Mr. S MAN. The idea which occurs to me is this that this 
is simply a limitation upon an appropriation heretofore made; it 
does not make any new appropriation. My contention is that we 
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can limit the manner in which appropriations heretofore made 
shall be tenes 

Mr. CANNON. But does the gentleman claim 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it not be well to dispose of one pro- 
vision of the bill at a time before raising any question upon 


another? It is difficult for the Chair to undertake to rule upon a 
section which has no further existence than a suggestion by one 
member to another. 

Mr. LACEY. Let mecall attention to the fact that the point 
of order as raised is too wide. It strikes at the whole section. 
the gentleman would make his point of order against these words 
only, it might be admissible: 

And the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, may admit to such school blind children of other than Indian 
bi residing in such Territory. 

That is a provision which enlarges existing law. The other 
provision for the use of school funds for blind Indian children is 
certainly already embraced in existing law. Under existing law 
blind children could go to the KERA schools; or the appropri- 
ation for schools under existing law could be so used as to allow 
the blind to be taught in an institution by themselves. The only 
difficulty is as to allowing white childrentocomein. That would 
seem to be a modification of existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment the whole thing is subject to 
a point of order. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the question 

still presented for determination is whether the paragraph as re- 

rted in the bill is obnoxious to the point of order made under 

Rale XXI by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair will restate 
the question as he understands it. 

The objection is made that the paragraph isin violation of Rule 
XXI, which provides that 

No appropriation shall be reported in an eral a riation bill or be 
in order as an . for any — not previously au- 
thorized by law unless in continuation appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

No law authorizing this appropriation has been brought to the 
attention of the Chair by any gentleman. The Chair does not 
understand that it is contended that the appropriation is author- 
ized by any provision of existing law. But it is contended that, 
it being in furtherance of a great public object which the Con- 
gress of the United States has hitherto su , it comes within 
the exception to the prohibition of Rule XVI as ‘‘a public work 
and object 3 in progress.“ 

If the object of this appropriation is a 8 work and object 
already in progress, then it is in order in this bill. If it is not, it 
is not in order in this bill. It is unquestionably true that there 
are some decisions of previous presiding officers of the House and 
committee which sustain the construction of the rule for which 
the gentleman from Arkansas contends; the decision to which he 
refers, thata ee in a naval appropriation bill for the con- 
struction of ships is in order as a public work and objectin prog- 
ress because the policy of the Government is to construct and 
maintain a navy, is one of these. But although that decision has 
been followed always in like cases, it seems to the Chair that its 
authority has never been recognized as going beyond the exact 
facts of that case, and that it ought not to be extended. 

Perhaps, also, the decisions with regard to railway mail special 
facilities would support the contention of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. On the other hand, there are many precedents giv- 
ing to the words public work or object already in progress” 
a much more restricted oe It has been held thatan appro- 
priation for a dock for the Navy was not in order on a general 


appropriation bill, by Mr. Butterworth on April 10, 1890, first ses- 
sion Fifty-first Congress; by Mr. sake on April 13, 1892, first 
session Fifty-second Congress; by Mr. Hopkins on March 25, 


1896, first session Fifty-fourth Congress, and by Mr. SHERMAN on 
February 23, 1897, second session Fifty-fourth Congress. It is 
certainby difficult to distinguish in principle these decisions from 
the decision respecting the construction of ships. 

The maintenance of the Light-House Service is a public object 
to which the Government is as fully committed as to the mainte- 
nance of a PO Yet it has been held that an appropriation for 
establishing a light (June 21, 1886, Reagan, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress) or for the construction of a tender for that serv- 
ice (June 21,1886, Reagan, first session Forty-ninth Congress) was 
not in order, 

On April 25, 1890, first session Fifty-first Congress, a point of 
order was made against an appropriation for nine members of the 
board of ion appeals, the law constituting the board provid- 
ing oe or three members. It was urged against the point of 
order that the granting of pensions was a public work or object 
in progress, and that the appropriation, being necessary to the 
execution of that work or object, was inorder. Mr. Payson sus- 
tained the point of order. 

The latter class of decisions seem to the present occupant of the 
chair to be in better accord with the spirit and purpose of Rule 


XXI. Ik the rule has the meaning which the gentleman from 

Arkansas attributes to it and the ship decision gives it, there 

would be little or nothing of si, cance or restraint in it. The 

appropriations committees would have a broader power than the 
es intend to bestow upon them. 

Finding some general purpose of salsa well established, the: 
might appropriate for any instrumentality, however novel, which 
would promote that purpose. Such a construction of the rule 
would rob the legislative committees of their rightful jurisdiction. 
The Chair thinks that the words of the rule have a much more 
limited meaning; that the words “ public work and objeets already 
in progress refer to specific and tangible things whose construc- 
tion or support has heretofore been undertaken by the Govern- 
ment. Tested by this rule, the establishment of a school for the 
blind is not in order in this bill. Accordingly, the point of order 
is sustained. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
at the end of line 12. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 12 insert: 

“For the support and education at Whitaker Orphan Home, Indian Terri- 


eee of 100 destitute 5 children of white persons who have lived and 
died among the Five Civilized Tribes, $10,000: ided, That admission to 
said orphan home shall be under such restrictions and regulations as may be 
pe ver es 75 — * of oer Interior, who is authorized to make a ĉon- 

Mr. CANNON. I will just reserve the point of order, because 
I see my genial friend the Representative from Oklahoma is full 
of a speech, and I always like to hear him. 

Mr. FLYNN. I had thought to be able to present my speech 
when the bill was reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I desire to say that this was authorized by the committee 
as an amendment to the Indian eg ae syns bill, but by an over- 
sight of mine it was not printed in the bill. I do not deny that 
this is subject to the point of order. Iwill state that very frankly 
inthe beginning. But in support of the amendment I would like 
to have the Clerk read a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitting the amendment, and I think possibly then that the 
5 m Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will withdraw his point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 9, 1900. 


opor of the Commissi 
e United States Inđian ney, Ind. T., 
. Whi manager of the ttaker ome, at Pryor 
tory, requesting an appropriation for said home, which 
communication, together with de tal letter of January 28, 1899, is 
contained in Senate Document No. -fifth Congress, third session. 
The Commissioner recommended that an appropriation of $15,000 be made 
for the maintenance of 100 pupils, to be added as an amendment to the Indian 
appropriation bill, as follows: 
“For han Home, Indian Ter- 


the support and education, at Whittaker Orp 
ritory, of 100 destitute orphan children of white persons who have lived and 
died among the Five Civil Tribes, $15,000: „That admission to said 
orphan home shall be under such restrictions and re tions as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, who is authorized to ea con- 
tract with said home for these pu: = 

In concluding said 1 letter it was stated: 

There can be no question that the purpose of maintaining the school for 
orphan children in said Territory is a laudable one, and the pants welfare 
demands that proper facilities for education and due parental care be given 
to these waifs, who have neither homes, nor means, nor parents to care for 


them. 

“T have, therefore, to recommend that said amendment be made to the 
Indian appropriation bill, as set forth in said report of the Commissioner of 
Indian airs, the papers accom) W. are also herewith inglosed.“ 

The De the re of the Commissioner of 


ng an appropriati 

ich he invites the attention of tho Depart- 
ment to his report contained in said Senate Document No. 90, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, third session. 

A copy of said communication from said Whittaker is inclosed herewith, 
and the Department renews its recommendation that the sum of $15,000 be 
appropriated for the maintenance of said orphan home, for the reason set 
out in the letters contained in said Senate Document No. 90. 


all, * 
4 E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. FLYNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a pitiable and 
lamentable situation that exists down there. There are probably 
400,000 white children in the Indian Territory. is gentleman 
has started a home, and has been conducting it for years on the 
public charity that he could secure from the outside. People 
move in there and some die. Their children are left there help- 
less, They are not Indians, and consequently are not the bene- 
ficiaries of any Indian appropriation. The question arises whether 
there is not some way in which these little waifs can be cared for. 
The Department recommends that it be placed as an amendment 
on this bill. It rests now with the House as to whether it shall 
be done or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman places 
upon me the seemingly ungracious duty of making the point of 


order upon this provision. 


1900. 
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Mr. FLYNN. Oh, no; that was the very farthest thing from 
my intention. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman reads a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, and then states that there are 400,000 
white children in the Indian Territory. I perpen ce there were 
apanr. 800,000, adults and children, Indians and white people, all 
together. 

Now, the bare statement by a man who has started an orphan 
asylum down there that there are some orphan children in the In- 
dian Territory who need care is a statement that at once attracts 
sympathy; and it was in view of this anomalous condition in the 
Indian Territory, and knowing that when you once opened the 
Pandora’s box, with a continuation of that condition, you would 
have great trouble, that I a few moments ig eee asked the 
Committee on Indian Affairs if the $600, asked for by the 
Dawes Commission might not well be piven, and whether it was 
practicable to hurry the work by which we could do away with 
this condition in the Indian Territory, 

Now, it is easy to say that we can rac bert money from the 
Treasury to support orphan children in the Indian Territory. Yes, 
we can. It does not make any difference whether we have the 
right to doit; we have the power to do it, and it is a political 
power, and nobody can stop us if we want to doit, 

But I want to say to my friend from Oklahoma that the legis- 
lative power of this Congress can be invoked, and in my judgment 
ought to be invoked, to take the trust fund thatis piled up almost 
mountain high, in favor of and for the benefit of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, and the taxation that comes from royalty, and, if neces- 
sary, haying plenary power in the premises, doubleor multiply by 
three or by four the taxation, if necessary, and devote it to the 
care and education of all the children in that Territory. They are 
quite able to bear the burden, and that is the proper way it should 
be met, and I believe that this committee, having power to sub- 
mit the necessary legislation, can submit it to the House under 
the zmes, and for one I will vote for it and do what I can to 
enact it. 

But as one thing after another comes dropping along, and in- 
stead of applying the proper remedy it is . to take the 
funds from the ury, to last God knows for how long I do not 
know—and to make an incentive to have it last longer than it 
otherwise would for the benefit of the very ea re that the gentle- 
man’s amendment refers to, as well as the conditions generally in 
the Territory, with every sympathy that every fair man ought to 
have for the weak and def ess, I feel it to be the greatest kind- 
ness to all ies concerned that we should await the legislation 
enacted and not commence this method of support from the Treas- 
ny of the United States. 

hes Caen pace The point of order is sustained. The Clerk 
will read. 

Mr. FLYNN. Just one moment. I desire to disabuse the mind 
of the gentleman from Illinois of the idea that it was my desire 
to place him on record as making the point of order against this 
amendment. I frankly acknowledged that it was subject to a 
point of order. I presume if he had not made it, somebody else 
might have done so. 

I realize fully the duty devolving upon the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Nobody, mally, is a more 
kind friend and supporter of his than I am, but I am frank to 
acknowledge that by laches, poas on my part, the amendment 
failed to be printed in the Indian appropriation bill. Then, in 
justice to myself and the cause, I felt compelled to offer it as an 
amendment. I find no fault with the gentleman from Illinois for 
making the point of order, simply because he does so under the 
rules, But I, of course, would like to see the amendment adopted. 
It is a worthy cause. I have also referred a similar bill to his 
committee. I realize the burdens that devolve upon him, and I 
hope and trust that he will remove from his mind the idea that 
I desired to place him in a 2 of objecting to this, because I 
dare say if he had not, a half dozen other people might. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker haying taken 
the chair, the Speaker announced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the following title: 

S. 2431. An act to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot in the Spanish-American war. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay to Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, retired from the Army while 
5 us agent at the Uintah and Ouray Agency, Utah (as provided in 27 
United States Statutes, page 120), for six months and twenty-three days, at 
the rate of $1,800 per annum, the sum of $1,015. 

Mr. CANNON. Icall the attention of the gentleman from New 
York to the fact that this item is a deficiency, and that it was 


referred re ly to the Committee on A 8 by House 


Document No. 16. I think, perhaps, it would be better to go to the 
general deficiency bill, so that all matters of deficiency could 


stand together. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think the gentleman is correct about that; 
but it was sent to us by a subsequent communication from the 


Indian Office, with the request that it be put in this bill. It does 


not ag pet Mi here. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, by consent, let it be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, Mr. Chairman; the gentleman 
does not raise the point of order, but simply asks unanimous con- 
sent that it go out. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want to raise the point of order, but 
I will if I have to. I will ask unanimous consent that the item 
may go out. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS. 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of anarchitect, a drafts- 
man, and a laborer, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of In- 
dian fg. ihe $1,200,000, of which amount the Becretary of the Interior may, 
in his discretion, use $5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, on that part of the para- 
graph included in lines 9 and 10, providing for “pay of an archi- 
tect, a draftsman, and a laborer, to be employed in the office of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,” I desire to make the point 
of order. I think that the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs will agree that it may be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Well, it is identical with a provision that has 
been in the bill ever since the memory of man goeth not to the 
contrary; and I think it is entirely a proper provision in the bill. 
It would be proper also in the 5 bill, but it is not in the 
ay Pog hd but is here. 

. HEMENWAY. It can not be proper for both bills. It 
belongs to the legislative bill, and I make the point of order for 
that reason—that it is not germane to this bill and ought not to 
be here. Itis for the ns res of „an architect, a draftsman, 
and a laborer, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs” in the city of Washington. That ought to be 
carried by the legislative bill, and for that reason it is notin order 
on this bill. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I assume from the 
terms of the bill that it is for the employment of an architect aud 
a draftsman at work on school buildings. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And his work is done partly in the office and 
paty in the field. It is a provision which been carried in the 

ill for quite a number of years. My recollection is that a point 
of order was raised tit a year ago, or two years ago, and, I 
think, overruled; and 1 think it was allowed to remain in the bill, 
if not by unanimous consent, why, upona motion. Certainly the 
matter been brought to the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole heretofore in the consideration of this bill, and the item 
has always remained in the bill. 

So far as the point of order is concerned, I believe it is not ten- 
able, unless it in reference to the laborer only; and I do not 
think the point of order is sustainable against the proposition to 
employ an architect and draftsman to work upon school buildings, 
which is what this 1 18. 

The CHAIR Is the appropriation made from the general 
fund in the Treasury or from some specific fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is made from the general fund in the 
Treasury for the education of Indian children. As shown, it is 
for the support of day and industrial schools, provided for from 
the general fund in the Treasury. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itis certainly a part of the clerical force 
employed in this city, and it specially provides that these parties 
are to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. The office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is in 
Washington City. The only ial reason I have for making the 
point of order is that I believe all these employees ought to be 
5 provided for and draw salaries fixed by law. Under 
this appropriation their salaries may be fixed at any sum the 
Secretary of the Interior desires to fix. I think they ought to be 
carried by the legislative bill, and draw salaries provided for at a 
specific amount, so as not to leave the fixing of salaries at the dis - 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York made one 
statement that would have an important bearing. By a decision 
of the Speaker on an analogous point of order yesterday, that this 
had been carried from time whereof the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary in this bill, if the Chair were to make a deci- 
sion at this time it would seem to the Chair that according to the 
division of jurisdiction made by the terms of the rule itself this 
item would belong to the legislative bill, But the Speaker, at the 
instance of the Committee on Appropriations, laid down a rule 
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yesterday that in ascertaining the respective jurisdiction of the 
various committees the matter should be looked at historically, 
and that the identity of the bills when they were parted from the 
Siac gare of the Committee on Appropriations should be pre- 
serv 

Now, if it be true that this has always from that time to this 
been carried on the Indian eee bill, it seems to the Chair 


that the gentleman from Indiana would not contend, in view of 


yesterday’s ruling, that his point of order was well 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. I wil state that if the appropriation was 
carried in the Indian bill when that bill was given to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, then I would not insist upon the point of 
order. My understanding is that the items were not carried in 


the bill at that time, and have been pe on since. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Inthatthe eman is correct. They were 
not carried in the Indian bill at time the Indian bill was com- 


mitted to the Indian Committee, but it has come in since. Per- 
haps I made a pretty strong statement in saying that it went back 
to a point from which the memory of man runneth not to the con- 
trary. It has been in for several years, I can not say just how 
many years, but I have before me bills of the last three or four 
years, and it is contained in all of those bills. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, without the 
words including pay of architects,” under general law this money 
could not be — to pay i or laborers, because in 1885 or 
1886 there was legislation that no one should be employed in ra 
of the Departmentsin Washington unless specifically a 
for or provided for, and therefore coming in, as I recollect it, 
within the last four or five years, these words have been carried 
in the Indian bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I find it in the bill as far back as 1895, and it 
has continued in each bill from that time down. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the question is at all embarrassing to the Chair, and if the 
gentleman from Indiana will give me the same assurance that he 
gave in relation to an item on yesterday, that he will see that these 
officers are provided for in the legislative bill, I am willing these 
lines shall be stricken out. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iassure the gentleman that the matter will 
De looked into, and if they are necessary they will be appropriated 

or. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Mr. Chairman, I do not ask unanimous 
consent on that statement of the gentleman from Indiana. I ask 
for a of the Chair. 

The C MAN. The Chair understands this provision has 
been in the Indian bill since 1895, and there is no statement or evi- 
dence that it was in the bill before that time. Obviously it is 
within the mop of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. The Chair is quite familiar with that bill. It pro- 
FFF 

and a or yo e employees o 
the class to which these în question belo 
vides the 


of their eh regan It seems perfectly clear to the Chair that 

upon the q Oii an 1E A prono hora; ana WADO wo, inc 

sas than that suggested by the gentleman from New 
ork—— 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the Chair will on me, I find it in the 
bill two or three years back of that; I find it in the act of 1893. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not modify the opinion of the 
Chair. It seems perfectly clear that from its nature the eee 
priation belongs to the committee that has charge of other li 
9 and that there has been no settled practice which 

prevail against the words of the rule defining the jurisdic- 

tion of the two committees. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. Burke of Texas was 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 
to offer an amendment reducing the total amount in this para- 
gra 

Ir. BURKE of Texas. Certainly, I will yield. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. 1 in line 11, page 45, 
I desire to offer the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “two” and insert the word “ one," and after the word 
“hundred” add “ninety six.” 

So that it will reduce the amount of the total $4,000, that being 
about the amount for the services of these clerks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from Indiana proposes an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 45, line II, after the word “ millions,” strike out the word “two” 
and insert “one; ™ the 9 “hundred” insert the words 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, I must oppose that amend- 


ment. It meets W a t ain for oe kind, Lage 
ing an appro’ on o 000, pro or the care and edu- 
cation of thousands of 8 

Mr. z AY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not care any- - 
thing aboutit. If the gentleman thinks this total amount ought 
to be left in, I will withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana may be withdrawn, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it is with reluctance that 
I call the attention of the House to a system of education, sought 
to be enforced by the provisions on the next ten or fifteen es, 
that in my judgment is wrong from any standpoint. I way — 
Mr. Chairman, with reluctance, because my observation here has 
taught me one fact, if it has taught me anything, and that is that 
when a unanimous report comes from any committee in this 
House it is almost invariably adopted by the House, and I am will- 
ing to concede that that rule is right and proper; but while I rec- 
ognize that fact, and while I recognize t according to every 
reasonable expectation the report of this committee will be 
adopted by the House, I wish to call the attention of the House 
and the country to some of the appropriations under the head of 
5 81 or Indian schools,” w are sought to be established 
in t 8 

Mr. Chairman, there are 30 schools provided for under this head. 
In those schools poena is made for 6,230 children. The appro- 
priation carried by this bill for the support and maintenance of 
those 80 schools and those 6, 230 children amounts to the enormous 
sum of $1,797,117, an aggregate of more than 8288 per child. I 
submit to this House thata el can not be found in any State, 
in any county, in any municipality within the limits of this Union 
to-day. Over $288 per capra for every child! Iknow that there 
is in this bill a provision limiting the actual expenditure to $167 


page 49, for a school at Kickapoo, Kans. That n Car- 


result arees Wih the figures I have stated. 

Mr. C , we have in my own State a grand educational 
fund for the public free schools. We there distribute about $5 or 
$5.25 per capita for the support of the public schools of the State. 
The 8 from Iowa whom I now see in his seat informs 
me t his State appropriates less than $5 per capita for the 
maintenance of the public schools. 

3 the hammer fell. 

ROBINSON of In Lask that the gentleman's time 
be extended ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I thank the House, and I shall not abuse 
this courtesy. In the State of Iowa, as Iwas remarking, less than 
$5 per capita, according to my information, is sppr riated for 
the sustenance and support of the free schools of that State. But 
here under the proviakios of this bill, even according to the sug- 
gestion = the 2 who erp 
expenses for on an soppor 
for the education of each Indian child, 

Mr. Chairman, such legislation is unjust both to the Indian and 
to the taxpayers of this country. It is unjust to the Indian in 
that it tends to deprive him of that independence of character 
which is n ora standard of manhood, and makes 
him feel that he is an object of public charity. I notice, Mr. 
Chairman, that on page 54 of this bill there is appropriated $3,500 
to build a house for the superintendent of the school there provided 
for, and I believe a salary of $1,800 is given him in addition. 

Mr. Chairman, in going from the city of Washington tomy home 
in the Southwest I pass through eight or ten States of this Ameri- 
can Union. Through every one of them you can see on bothsides 
of the railway the public school buildings—insignificant as most 
of them are. You can see the children out in the fields from early 
morning till late at night at work, endeavoring to aid their par- 
ents in maintaining themselves and those dependent upon them. 
These are they, Mr. Chairman, who are taxed in conjunction with 
the t manufacturing, mercantile, professional, and agricul- 

interests of the country—these are they who are taxed to 
extend these extraordinary privileges to the Indian children of 
this country. The children of Texas, as I have remarked, receive 


of it, including all other 
dren, you appropriate 3167 
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8 ita from the pockets of the citizens of Texas; the chil- 
of the Indians receive $288 per capita from the pockets of the 
American people. 

I believe, sir, that such legislation as this ought not to be coun- 
tenanced by the Congress of the United States. I believe that if 
known and understood throughout the length and breadth of this 
country it would receive the disapprobation of the American peo- 
ple. It is enough that we put these children upon the same level 
with our own dren. ere is the necessity or justice of mak- 
ing these extraordinary appropriations to educate the Indian chil- 
‘dren of this country, when white children and the colored chil- 
dren, representing ses who pay the taxes to support these 
schools, receive not one-fiftieth part of the amount that we propose 

to appropriate for these Indian schools? 

This is a tem, Mr. i ; which has grown up in the 
manner which the chairman of the committee has suggested sev- 
eral times to-day. It is a system going back to the time whereof 
the memory of man runneth not to the contrary,” as he says. 
There is a certain legislative rut which we get into. It seems 
that all these committees follow the old ruts that have been 
marked out and followed for the past fifty years. I believe the 
time has come when the American people should do justice to 
themselves and at the same time do justice to the Indians by cur- 
tailing these extraordinary expenses sought now to be passed into 
law in behalf of the Indians of this country. ö 

Sir, I thank the House for its courtesy in — my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Ioffer the amendment which 
Isend to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Alaska,” in line 14, 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of 
5 Fw m of school 
age residing thereat, and to an extent not exceeding the number of children 
r= 8 at certain contract schools at the close of the fiscal year ending 

Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I ask the gentleman to with- 
hold his — 75 5 of order. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas reserves the 
point of order. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of New York addressed the committee. 
See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
under the leave given, and it now becomes necessary, under the 
rule, that the committee rise. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
that when the committee resumes, I may be recognized to con- 
tinue the discussion of this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no question but what the gen- 
tleman can haye all the time he wishes to-morrow morning. I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee must now 


rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7433) making Pi pig for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
Fals, for one week, on account of important business. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire leave of absence from 
the night session to-night, on account of my physical condition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that he be excused from attendance at the night session, 
on 3 of his disability. Without objection, that request will 


be en 
ere was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] will 
act as Speaker at the evening session. Under the rule, the House 
(at 5 o'clock) stands in recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. LACEY, as Speaker pro — gon 

The 8 pro tem . The k report the rule 
under which this session is held. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock 


2 . m. take a recess until 8 
S 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 min- 
u 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, upon the threshold of entering 
our work for the evening, I desire to unanimous consent be- 
fore we go into business along the line of pension legislation that 
I be allowed a few minutes to state my position upon the said 
business u: which we are about to enter—ten minutes, and 
possibly a little lo; I would liko to make my position known 
and plain, as I e some remarks some days ago on the subject 
in discussing the pension appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and no doubt a 


satisfactory ent can be made, 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for ten 
or fifteen minutes. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope that time will be granted the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina be allowed ten minutes in which to present his views on the 
pension question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that an extract from tho 
Washington Star of Fe 1 be read from the Clerk’s desk, 
I ask the Clerk to read it, ines and all. It deserves all the 
prominence that anything can give to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PENSION ORDER 1#—EFFORT TO HAVE FORMER COMMISSIONER'S RULING 
RENEWED—COST OF PENSIONS GRANTED UNDER IT. 


ee eee e. 
It has been contended by those who are in a position to know that the re- 


instatement of this order, which is sought by the Grand Army of the b- 
lic, would add to the pension a rene) ge pce emg and it t 
goto 575,000,000» Teer. FC er 164 was illegal; that 
t had no sanction and should never have been put upon the — 
books. FTF 

ment that issu 


w pension were It 
d TE parina SO ape scene nae ng pe SA gy and itis 
this is one of the reasons why they are so earnest now in haying this 


Mr. TALBERT. And still another, Mr. Speaker. Iwouldlike 
to have the Clerk read the headlines and all. It is from the Phil- 
adelphia Press, edited, I think, if I am not mistaken, by a Cabinet 
officer, Postmaster-General Smith, who is now E men- 
tioned as Vice- Presidential candidate on the Republican ticket 


this year. s 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HUGE PENSION GRAB IN CONTEMPLATION—SENATOR CULLOM INTRODUCES 
A BILL TO MAKE PENSIONABLE ALL MILITIAMEN WHO SERVED IN ARMY 
OR NAVY FOR SIXTY DAYS—WOULD COST $20,000,000 A YEAR. 
[Special dispatch to The Press.] 
WASHINGTON, January 27, 1900. 


of the U. This was introdu of Ilin 
who also introduced one which would have had the effect of making di 
pensionable. He whed the latter after its true character a been ex- 
EVANS SHOWS THE COST. 
Commissioner of Pensions had, est of the 
furnished a report on this Cullom bill for oning members of the militia 
companies. —— n list in 


y the war of the re e other wars in which 
the United States has engaged, but it is certain that this class of bene- 


would be very numerous. 
The greatest objection to this kind of legislation is that it does not dis- 


criminate in any eee the soldier or sailor who bore the heat and 
burden of the day, who was almost constantly for years e: to the hard - 
and dangers of active and who rend: no service at the 


ship 
front and who were never exposed even to the ordinary dangers of an active 
military campaign. 


INJUSTICE OF THE BILL. 
“Take, for instance, the cases of the militia izations of the different 


States, many of which served under the command of a United States officer 
for more than sixty days, and yet very few of them ever left their States or 
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K : = pe camp who render 

or four lo years V le: 

I fail to nae noe 3 the provisions of the present 
this 1 way, and I do not believe that the legisia- 

bill any way justified, for the reasons stated. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of these facts and 
the fact that we are en in a war at this time and the ion 
roll is increasing day r day, I want to say that now and hence- 
forth I shall insist upon a quorum of this House when pension 
bills are under consideration at the special Friday evening ses- 
sions. I want further to say that I have no apology to offer to 
anybody or to any pai in taking this position. I take it now, 
and it is my avowed determination to stand up to it. 

I give timely notice, and I mean it, that so long as I may be 
able to drag myself to the Copano pension bill—and there is no 
qualification to this ultimatum this House unless a 
quorum of the members are present. The abuse must stop. It 
ee 5 to stop. Innocent people will be hurt, ibly, but that 

ill only accentuate the responsibility; and let all the msibility 
rest upon those who will not come out to see that justice is done 
the old soldier. 

If legislation to meet exceptional cases is impossible or imprac- 
ticable, the claims should be treated as other claims are treated. 
This sort of legislation should be considered as other legislation 
is considered and acted upon in the light of investigation. So 
far as I can effect it, Mr. Speaker, hereafter the rules shall be in- 
exorably applied. I demand a fi See If the House is without 
a quorum, I shall ask an immediate adjournment. If that is re- 
fused, I shall insist that the House exhaust its power to secure a 
quorum, 

It is in the power of this Congress, Mr. S er, to restore and 
legalize order 164. If they want to do it, let them doit. There 
are enough Republican votes in this Con to pass the Cullom 
bill or any bill as iniquitous as it is. Do it, and take the respon- 
sibility. It is a Presidential year, and if I have read the signs of 
the times aright the Republican party will need every vote it can 
muster or buy to make even a decent showing on the election- 
night bulletin boards next November. 


get special 
ave been 
refused by the Pension Bureau, where they ought to go 


quoram s do business, and I am only acting in the capacity 


teas and poker and all that sort of thing in order to come here to 
— — the claims ought to 


is cg 
T. 
itself into Committee of the ole House for the p of con- 
sidering bills on the Private Calendar under the rule just read. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were 86 in the affirmative and none in the nega- 


tive. 
Mr. TALBERT. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
no 1 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Caro. 
lina makes the point that there is no quorum. The Chair will 
count the House. [After having counted the House.] Eighty- 
eight members present; not a quorum, 
r. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have a 
call of the House. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw that for a moment; he has taken all the time that 
has been occupied. We can not do anything else under the posi- 
tion he has taken except to make a few speeches, and let us make 
some speeches. 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
A call of the House was ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roil, and the following members 
failed to respond: 


Acheson, De Vries, Lentz, Rupper 
Adams, Denny, x Pahari 
Alexander, Dick, Levy, Ryan, N. Y. 
Allen, K Dinsmore, Lewis, Salmon, 
Allen, Dolliver, Littauer, Scudder, 
Babcock, Drisco! Littlefield, Shackleford, 
Bailey, Tex. Eddy, m. Shattuc, 
Baker, ott, N Shelden, 
Baricheaa, — Lo 4 nslager, Spo walter 
ude: 4 10 r, 

Barber, Faris, Loverin; Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, Mass. 12 
Bartlett. Fitzpatrick, cAleer, Slayden, 
Benton, Fleming, M th, II. 
prg, Fletcher, McCleary Smith, Ky. 
Bingham, Fordney, McClellan, Smith, Wa. Alden 
Boreing, Foss, M. 8 1 
Bontelle, Me Foster, cLain, Spich 
Bronte reall e gee e OS De 
—— Freer, Maddox, Steele.” 
Brewer, Gamble, May, Stevens, Minn. 
Bromwell, Gayle, Mesick, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brosius, Gilbert, Metcalf, r. 
Broussard, Gill, — — La Sutherland, 

Gillet, N. T. er, Swanson, 
Burke, S. Dak. ion, Mondell, Tate, 
Burke, G Moody, Oreg. Tawney, 
Burkett, Green, Pa. ‘oon, Tayler, dhio 
Burleigh, Griggs, Morgan, Taylor, A 
Burleson, Grosvenor, Morris, Terry, 
Burnett, Grow, Mudd, Thayer, 
Butler, Hall, uller, Thomas, lowa 
Caldw: Naphen, Thomas, N. C. 
Camp Hau 5 p. 
Cannon, Hawley, Newlands, Tom 
Capron, Hay, Noonan, Tongue, 

k, Henry, Conn. Norton, S. C. Turner, 
Catchings, Henry, 8 Underwood, 
Chanler, Henry, Tex. D Vandiver, 
Chickering, =p Parker, N. J. Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. H. Hitt, Payne, reeland, 
Clayton, Ala. Hoffecker, Pearce, Mo. Wachter, 
Clayton, N. Y. Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
= „ Mo. Howard, —. 9 — th 

mn ow: ‘owers, eymou 
Cooney, Hull, Prince, Wheeler, Ala 
Cooper, Tex. Jack, Pugh, eeler, Ky. 
———. Fin, nadel Williams, J. R. 
p ms, J. 
88 . Ree — William Mis 
e S, 
Cusack, 1 ree Ky. Wilson, 8 
8 5 ea, Va. ison, 
1 wine, 60 
on, g 
Davenport, S. A. Landis, Rixey, Young, Pa. 
Davenport, S. W. Lane, Robbins, Young, Va. 
Davey, Roberts, egler. 
S Latimer, Robertson, La. 
x Lawrence, Rucker, 


1 call of the House the following occurred: 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I notice members 
are answering present.“ Is not this a pending question whether 
we go into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the House is in prog- 
ress, and the mem answer present.“ 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, is it not proper to vote on the 
pending motion? 

The SPEAKER pro FET ETA There is no pending motion, 
The rule does not apply to Friday night sessions. 

Mr. CLARK of uri. Mr. S. er, a point of order. IS 
75 o motion before the House to go into Committee of the 

ole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not a proper answer to the roll 
call, either “aye” or no?“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. The rule which the 
gentleman has in mind has a special exception, That rule which 
calls for avote during the call of the House says it shall not apply 
to Friday night sessions. The rule so provides. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems that we have one rule for 
the day and another rule for the night. [Laughter.] 

After the call of the House was completed, 

Mr. TALBERT. If it is in order now, Mr. Speaker, I again re- 
new my motion to adjourn rather than have to send out for the 
friends of these people: I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DRIGGS. . Speaker, I trust that the gentleman will 
withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair can not recognize gen- 
tlemen until after the call of the roll is announced. One hundred 
and twelve members are pretense a quorum. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the notice given by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT] was not understood by the House before this evening ses- 
sion, I trust he will now withdraw his obstructive proceedings 
and renew them at a subsequent meeting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be withdrawn. The 
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absence of a quorum has been disclosed. The motion to adjourn 
has been made and lost, and a call of the House has been ordered, 
and the record shows that there are present only 112 members. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Spakar: I would like the attention 
of members justa moment. The 1 has availed himself of 
his constitutional right to demand that a quorum shall be present. 
As one I am sorry that he has done so, and yet I do not feel like 
quarreling. with him for doing it. As a member of the House, I 

o not know that we-have a right to say that any gentleman has 
done a wrong, although we may be very anxious for something 
else, if he is within the rules of the House. He is within the 
rules, and therefore I am not going to criticise the gentleman; 
but I want to say this: As a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions I have put in over four hours two days of every week in 
the examination of these ion bills. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that there is no danger, there is no 
5 of this committee, as it is now organized, ever report- 

ng in favor of the Cullom bill should it come from the Senate of 
the United States. I want to say to you and to the House that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions has most carefully scrutinized 
every bill, and I am ready to agree with the gentleman from South 
Carolina or any other . that if there was any lax legis- 
lation on this subject then we ought to t. 

We have not done any reckless legislation; the committee has 
not recommended any, but has worked long and faithfully to ke 
sent a few meritorious bills. I venture the assertion that no Cal- 
endar has ever presented bills that were more meritorious than 
this one, and we invite a careful consideration. The old soldier 
is entitled to a good deal of sympathy, but we are notasking sym- 
pathy; it is justice we demand as right. 

But, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, on this Calendar 
are about forty bills. The majority of them are most meritorious. 
Let me illustrate by referring to a particular case, that of an old 
soldier 56 years of age, who in 1861 was a little less than 15 years 
old, who went into the Army and expended four years and about 
six months fighting for a united country—fighting for the old flag. 
He has no means. ; 

He is to-day drawing a pension of only $6 a month, notwith- 
standing the fact that one of his eyes is entirely out, notwith- 
standing his diseased lung, notwithstanding his impaired heart; 
he is drawing the pintal sum of $6 per month because he is un- 
able to go back and prove that these various disabilities were the 
result of his army service. The bill on the Calendar proposes to 
give this old soldier the pitiful pension of $12 a month, and the 
want of a quorum of members preventsit. It is a shame. 

Another bill on the Calendar will illustrate the class of cases 
which this House is asked to consider. That is the case of a war 
widow, a woman who, as I happen to know, stayed at home while 
her husband was in the Army, where he gave up his life. His 
lifeless body was brought home to her. She had four little chil- 
dren. She went into the hay field and pitched hay; she went into 
the field and plowed corn; she went out into the field and carried 
in wood from the snow-covered ground to warm those little chil- 
dren, while the husband was away fighting the battles of his coun- 
try, the benefits of which we are now enjoying. Unfortunately, 
four years after the war was over, she was overtaken by a man 
and married him. He died a few years ago. 

Now that mother is homeless and pennies she is on the road 
to the poorhouse. Weask that this House give her a pension of 
$12 a month. These bills will illustrate the class of cases which 
are on this Calendar demanding action in this House. 

If the gentleman from South Carolina insists, as he has the 
right to do, upon the attendance of a constitutional majority, I 
ask members of this House who have not pat upon these bills the 
time that some of the rest of us have in the committee room—I 
ask you whether or not next Friday night we shall have the same 
occurrence as to-night—a sparse attendance—or whether we shall 
have the presence of a constitutional majori 

A MEMBER. You should talk to the fellows who are not here. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes; the gentleman is correct. Those 
are the men I want to reach. That is the reason I am doing this 
talking. I want it understood that when they go around, as many 
of them will do, professing to be the friends of the old soldier and 
the soldiers’ widows, I want it understood that they are not here 
to-night to vote, and many of them are never here to aid the old 
soldier, yet ever ready to profess friendship for the old soldier 
when it costs him no inconvenience. 

Let me say now that I am proud of the members who are here 
to-night. There are more members present than I have ever seen 
here on the occasion of a Friday night meeting. But when a con- 
stitutional majority is insisted upon, will those members who have 
stayed away to-night be here next Fridaynight? If not here, they 
should be brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms. If they are the friends 
of the old soldier, and want to see justice done where the ordi 
law can not give it, or has not given it, I hope they will be here; 
and if they are not here, I hope the roll call will show that fact. 


And not only that, but I hope that every member of this House ! Glark, Mo. 
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to act on these and to vote in favor of the meritorious ones, 
will not go round parading as the friend of the soldier, but will 
be marked down as his enemy. {Arplause.] 

These meetings are a part of the business of the House. The 
old soldiers have been crowded out of the day sessions and these 
night sessions set apart to consider ion claims, and this is the 
time when members can do something for the old soldier. The 
old soldiers have the right to expect the presence of their friends, 
and I demand that the member who is the 5 friend of the 
soldier show up or take the consequence of his absence. It is now 
a condition that confronts, and not a theory. We mean business, 
and will not be content until we pass some of these meritorious 
bills; and if we do not, the country shall know whose fault it is. 
Ar. Gain i 

r. G ES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
a question. We all know him, and we know that he speaks ex- 
actly what he believes to be true. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Thank you. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman seems to know the merits of 
these claims. 

—.— MIERS of Indiana. I believe I do, for I have investigated 
em. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, does not the gentleman, believing as he 
does, feel that he ought to be here next Friday night and insist 
on sending the Sergeant-at-Arms after members who do not choose 
to attend? If I knew the facts of these cases as the gentleman 
ap to know them, that is what I would do. 

r. MIERS of Indiana. I ya per any other members who 
may be here in insisting on a roll and on sending the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to bring members here to vote. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
motion now before the House is debatable. 

8 SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no motion before the 
ouse. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Then I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
$ Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. If the gentleman who insisted 
upon the vote of a quorum on the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole—desiring, as I understand, that there should be only 
the usual business quorum, the roll call having developed that 
there is present a quorum of the Committee of the Whole—if the 
aire mo = nao ae point oes now be ving to with- 

w it, is it no ectly competen un unanimous 
which has been A eee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. GAINES. I would not agree to that; I will say that right 
now, . Iam as willing as any other man to stay here to- night 
and wor 

The SPEAKER protempore. The record shows that there is 
not a quorum of the House present. Until a quorum is disclosed 
the House can take no action except to adjourn or to adopt meas- 
ures for securing the attendance of a quorum. 

Mr. GAINES. Regular order. 

Nhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
adjourn. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes appear to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division! 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. S er, a question, pending the vote, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 46. 

Mr. GRIGGS, Mr. NORTON of Ohio, and others demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 24, nays 89, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 237; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 
Adamson, Esch, Jenkins, Moody, Mass. 
Allen, Me. Finley, Jones, Va. Ridgely, 
Atwater, Gardner, Mich Lacey, Stok 
rham, Gillett, Mass. Linney, Sulloway, 

Bishop, Grout, ahon, bert, 

packer, Hedge, Mercer, Wanger. 

NAYS—89. 
Bailey, Kans. Cochrane, N. Y. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Jett, 
Bell, Cooney, aines, ohnston, 
Beliamy, per, W. Gardner, N. J. Jones, Wash. 
Berry. Cowherd, aston, b. 
Bontell. Il. Crawf Gibson, Little, 
Bowe: Cromer, Glynn, Lloyd, 
Brenner, Crowley, Gordon, Long, 
Brick, D, Graf, „ 
Brown, Cu Greene, Mass. Marsh, 
Brownlow, Danle, Wis. Griffith, Meekiso: 
Brundidge, Davidson, Hamilton, Miera, Ind. 
Burkett, De Armond, Heatwole, Minor, 
Burton, Graffenreid, Hemenway, Neville, 
Calderhead, Dougherty, Norton, Ohio 
vener, Jack, Otey, 
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Warner, 


Bog wo hac S Wate: 
erstreet, en > aters, 
Packer, Pa. R Pa. 5 g. ‘Weaver, 
Pearre, k, Weeks, 
Phillips, 5 Zenor. 
Ra p wart, N. J. 
Robb, Smith, H.C. Stewart, Wis. 
Robinson, Ind. Smith, Samuel W. Underhill, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4. 
Barney, Driggs, McDowell, Sparkman. 
NOT VOTING—237. 
Acheson, Dick, Lewis, R ME. 
Adams, Littauer, on, 
Alexander, Dolliver, Littlefield, Scudder, 
Allen, Ky. Livings' 8 o: 
Alen, Miss. Eddy, Lorimer, Sha 
Ba ee pond, Shelden, 
Bailey, Tex. erson, enslager, 
Baker, Epes, porering š Showalter, 
3 as 
Barbe Prea triak, McCall, * Sla: 
T. 
Bartholdt, Fleming, McCleary, TL 
Bartlett, Fletcher, McClellan, Smith, S 
Benton, Fordney, McCulloch, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bingham, Foss, McLain, S è 
Boreing, Voster, McPherson, Spight, 
Boutelle, Me. Fowler, McRae, Sprague, 
Bradley, Fox, Maddox, Stallings, 
Brantley, Freer, May, Steele, 
Gamble, Mesic Stevens. Minn. 
Brewer, Gayle, Me Stewart, N. X. 
Bromwell, Gil Meyer, La. Sulzer, 
Brosius, Gill, r. Sutherland. 
Broussard, Gillet, N. T. Mondell, Swanson, 
Bull, Graham. Moody, Oreg. Tate, 
Burke, S. Dak. Green, Ba. ‘oon, Tawney, 
Burke, Tex. Griggs, organ, Tayler, Ohio 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Morris, Taylor, 
Burleson, Grow, Mudd, Terry. 
Burnett, Hall, Mulier, Thayer, 
Butler, Harmer, N: Thomas, Iowa 
Cald w: Thomas, N.C. 
Camp Hawley, Newlands, Thropp. 
Hay. Noonan, Tompkins, 
Cay Henry, Conn. Norton, S. C. Tongue, 
Henry, Miss. O'Grady, Turner, 
Catchings, Henry, Tex. Olmsted. Underwood, 
Chanler Hep Parker, N. J. Vandiver, 
Chickering, Hitt, Payne, Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. Hoffecker, reeland, 
Als. Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. Wachter, 
os i, vo Howell, Powers, wee 
Hall, Prince, Weymou 
„Tex. Joy, Pugh, Wheeler, 
a E Fi 
err, 
Cox, Ketcham, Reeder, Williams, J. R. 
Cummings, Kitchin, Reeves, Wiliams, W. 
Cusack, Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. Williams, 
8 Klut tz, Rhea, Va. ‘Wilson, Idaho 
Daly, N. J. Kn j Wilson, N. Y. 
Dalzell, Landis, Riordan, Wilson; S. 
33 8. w Tantam, Robbins, yore 
Davey, Latimer, Roberts, Mass. Young, Va. 
Dare, — Packer ia 4 
De Vries, Lester, Ruppert, 
Y, Lovy, Russell, 
So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 


Mr. MERCER (having previously voted in the negative). Mr. 
Speaker, I have just been informed that a good many members 
were not aware that we were to have a meeting to-night, and, that 
being so, I desire to change my vote from no“ to ‘‘aye.” 

The Clerk having called Mr. Mznczn's name, he vo “aye.” 

Mr. DRIGGS. I desire to say that Iam paired with the tle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], and I desire to withdraw 
my vote. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's vote will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. S er, my colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR 
is ill, and asked me to state that fact to the House, and to reques 
that he be excused. 3 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Faris with Mr. May. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr, SPARKMAN. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. LANpIs with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr, WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. BroMWELL with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. LORMER with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. ZIEGLER. 

Mr. 8 with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 


Mr. Morris with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 

Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILsoN of South Carolina. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 


Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr, CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Rrxxx. 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. HAwLEY with Mr. KITCHIN, 

Mr. Boll. with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, 

Mr. LoUDENSLAGER with Mr, TURNER. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr, CONNELL with Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. LINNEY with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. Harmer with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRADLEY, 

Mr, BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. SPIGHT, 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. RUPPERT, 

For this day: 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois and with Mr. GRIdds. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. LENTZ. 

. BABCOCK with Mr. SULLIVAN, 

. FORDNEY with Mr. MADDOX. 

. WACHTER with Mr. LEVY. 

. CORLISS with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. LANE with Mr. MCRAE. 

. LITTAUER with Mr. MCCULLOCH, 

. Mesick with Mr. Terry. 

. KETCHAM with Mr, BARBER. 

. BURLEIGH with Mr. KLEBERG, 

Mr. BULL with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, 

. O'GRADY with Mr. KLUTTZ. 

. BROWNLOW with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

. GILLET of New York with Mr. DINSMORE, 
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Sms. 
Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr, CHANLER. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. WILLIAms of Mississippi. 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. FLEMING, 
Mr. MCCLEARY with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. BARNEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missis- 

sippi, Mr. ALLEN, and he not 8 I withdraw my vote. 

e 


SPEAKER pro tem $ Ə vote will be withdrawn. 
Mr. CLARK of I want that to show that it is 
me lor gone from New Hampshire, Mr. „Who is absent, 
and not m A 


self. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 

so shows. 

Mr. MCDOWELL. _I observe that I enparan with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. BROMWELL, and I to withdraw my vote 
and be as present.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's vote will be 


withdrawn. 
Mr. LINNEY. I understood the Clerk to announce that I am 
with my colleague, Mr. BELLAMY. 


The SPEAK ro tempore. Both gentlemen are present. 
Mr. LINNEY. en I will allow my vote to stand. 
The result of the vote was announ as above recorded. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer for adop- 
tion the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the t- at- Arms take into custody and bring to the 
bar of the House such of its members as are absent without leave. 

1 CLARK of Missouri. Does not that order come automatic- 

ally? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. No; it requires the resolution at a 
Friday night session. 

A, Sry K of Missouri. Is that a night rule or a day rule? 

aughter. 
: The resolution was to. 

Mr. MAHON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
pro 8 announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio and others demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 62, noes 35. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Twenty-two members have risen 
in support of the demand for the yeas and nays—a sufficient num- 
ber, and the and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, a liamentary inquiry. 

The 3 The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRUMPA! . I should like to know what basis is to 
be taken in determining the demand for the yeas and nays. The 
roll call shows 117, and there were not one-fifth of that number 
who voted for the yeas and nays. 

3 protempore. It requires one-fifth of the last 
vo 


1900. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER, 
The SP 


One- fifth of the rising vote? 

EAKER pro tem One-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. DRIGGS. As I understand, there were 97 on the last vote. 
One-fifth of that is 19, and there were 22, or more than one-fifth, 


who voted for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The last vote was 97. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty would be a snfficient 
number. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, does it have to be one-fifth of those 
present or one-fifth of those voting? 

The SPEAKER protempore. One-fifth of the last vote. The 
other side might have been called for, and it was not for. 

Mr. MERC Is it proper now to call for the other side? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is demanded, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 29, nays 84, not 


voting 241; as follows: 
Allen, Me. Dahle, Wis. Jack, Ri Cj 
Barham, Esch, J 
Bell, Finley, Jones, Va. Sulloway, 
Clark S S AA Wanger, 
o. on, anger. 
Crawford. Grout, Mercer, 
Crum: er, Hedge, Moody, Mass. 
Curtis, Hill, Pearre, 
NAYS—St. 
Atwater. Davidson, Lacey, Robinson, Nebr. 
ey, Kans. De Armond, Lamb, Rodenberg, 
ey, De Graffenreid, Lawrence, Ryan, Pa. 
y Dougherty, Little, 8 
Boutell, 1L Deen” McDowell, Smith, H. O 
Wi . 
Bowersock, Fitzgerald, N. Y. „ Smith, Samuel W. 
Brenner, Gaines, Snod 
Brick, Gardner, N. J. Miers, Ind. 
Brown, Gaston, or, 
Brownlow, Gibson, Moody, Oreg. Stark, 
Brundid Glynn, Neville, Step Tex, 
Burkett, rdon, Narton, Ohio Stewart, N. J. 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Otey, tewart, Wis. 
Calderhead. Griffith, Otjen, tokes, 
Cochrane. N.Y. i Overstreet, Underhill, 
Cooper, Wis. Heatwole, Packer, Pa. arner, 
herd, Hemenway, Phillips, Waters, 
er, BAT Weaver, 
Crowley, Johnston, b, Weeks, 
Crump, Jones, Wash. Robinson, Ind. Zenor. 
NOT VOTING—2AL 
Acheson, venport, S.A. Ketcham, Powers, 
Adams, Davenport, S. W. Kitchin, Prince, 
Adamson, Davey, Kleberg, Pugh, 
Alexander, Davis, Kluttz, goers, 
Zen. Nies ie Ta 
Allen, De Vries, Lan Reeder, 
Babcock. Denny, Lane, Ree 5 
Bailey, Tex. Dick, Rhea, Ky. 
Baker, Dinsm Latimer, Rhea, Va. 
cl Dolliver, Lentz, Richardson, 
D: Lester, Riordon, 
Barber, Eddy, ery: Rixey, 
Bartholdt, Elliott, Lew: Robbins, 
Bartle Emerson, Littauer, Roberts, 
Benton, Littlefield, Robertson, 
Bing! Faris, Li ton, Rucker, 
Boreing, Fitzgerald, Mass Llo; Ruppert, 
Boutelle, Me. Fitzpatrick, er, Russell, 
Bradley, eming, Loud, Ryan, N. Y. 
Brantley, Fletcher, Louđenslager, Baimon, 
a — Fordney, Scudder, 
Brewer, Foss, Lybran Shackleford, 
Bromwell, Foster, cAleer, Shattuc, 
Brosius, Fowler, McCall, Shelden, 
Fox, McCleary, Sh 
š Freer. McClellan, Showalter, 
Burke, 8 Dak. Gamble, McCulloch, Sibley, 
Burke, Tex. Gayle, McLain, 
Burleigh, il M Slayden, 
Burleson, il, McRae, 8: „III. 
Burnett, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Smith, K 
Butler, Gillett. Mass. Marsh, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Cald we: Graham, May, Sparkman, 
Camp Green, Pa. Mesick. 85 5 
Cannon, Griggs, Metcalf, Spight. 
Capron, Grosvenor, Meyer, La. 85 
Ww, Miller, 8 gs, 
Catchings, Mondell, Steele, 
ler, J Moon, Stevens, 
Chickering, Hau Morgan, Stewart, N.Y. 
ke, N. Hawley, Morris, ulzer, 
yton, Hay, Mudd, Sutherland, 
Clayton, N. Y. Henry, Conn. Muller, Swanson, 
0. Henry, Naphen, Tate, 
Connell, Henry, Tex. Ni Tawney, 
Cooney, Hepburn, Newlands, Tayler, Ohio 
„Tex. Noonan, Taylor, 
Cor: Hoffecker, Norton, 8. C. a 
Cousins, Hopkins, O'Grady, Thayer, 
Cox, Howard, Olmsted, K. 3 —— tows 
Cummings, ow: Parker, N. 
Cusack, Hull, Payne, 
8 Joy, Pearce, Mo. 
y, N. J. Kein, Pierce, Tenn. Tongue, 
Kerr, Polk, Turner, 


Underwood, Watson, Williams, W. E. Young, Pa. 
Vandiver, 8 Williams, Miss Young, Va. 
Van Voorhis, Wheeler, Wilson, Idaho Ziegler. 
Vreeland, Wheeler, Ky. Wilson, N. X. 
Wachter, White, Wilson, S. C. 
Wadsworth, Williams, J. R. Wright, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. BURKE of Texas. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. TALBERT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. S er. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. In view of the fact that a good many mem- 
bers have come to me and said that they did not understand that 
I had given notice and that it is not generally |known, while I 
stated two weeks ago that I would pursue this course; in view of 
the fact that I do not want to put any indignity upon members by 
having them brought in here from their ask if it would 
not be in order to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary 


nt inquiry is i 
. TALBERT. My parliamentary inquiry is if I can not 
withdraw the point of no quorum, 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, I should like to as 

arliamen inquiry, what has 
= me a short time ago? 

The SPEAKER 755 tempore. The resolution has been adopted. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Do I understand, then, that the order 
has been given to send out the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in ab- 
sent mem ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just signed the 
3 warrants. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that it will be utterly impossible for the order to be executed be- 
fore the hour expires, I move that all further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The gomon was taken, and the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. S er, I make the point of order 
that no business has intervened since the last motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point. 
There has been intervening business. 
tae 5 Mr. Speaker, I am still on the anxious bench. 

ughter. 

The SP. pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several BERS. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 32, 

Mr. BARNEY and others. The yeas and nays. 

The 8 Was taken, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. A parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it be in order to ask unanimous consent at this time? 


asa 
ome of the resolution offered 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The regular order is called for. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 33, nays 80, an- 
swered ‘‘present” 3; not voting 238; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Allen, Me. Curtis, Hill Shafroth, 
Atwater, Dougherty, Jack, Small, 
Bell, Jenkins, Stewart, Wis. 
Bellamy, Finley, Jones, Va. Stokes, 
Bishop. Gardner, Mich. Lloyd. Sulloway, 
Clark, Mo. Gordon, on, 
Cowhe Graff, Mercer, 
Crawford, Groat, Moody, Mass, 
packer, Hedge, Otjen, 
NAYS—80. 

Balley, Kans. Cromer, Hamilton, ` 

Crowley, Heatwole, Moody, Oreg. 
Barney, 888 . 1 eville, on 

Dahle, Wis. G orton, 0 
Boutell, 1. Davidson, Johnston, Otey, 

De Armond, Jones, Wash. Overstreet, 
Brenner, De Graffenreid, Lacey, Packer, Pa. 
Brick, Dovener, 8. Phillips, 
Bro Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lawrence, Ray. 

8 Gaines, Little, Rhea, Va. 
Brundidge, Gardner, N. J Long, Roh 
Burkett, Gaston, McDowell, Robt 
Calderhead. . —— Marsh, Boine, Nebr. 

e 

N. Greene, Mass. Meekison, Rodenberg, 

Cooper, Wis. Griffith, Ryan, Pa. 
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Sarg. . Southard, tevens. Waters, 
Smith, H. C. ding, Stewart, N. J. Weaver, 
Smith, Samuel W. Stark, nderhill, eeks, 
Snodgrass, Stephens, Tex. Warner, A 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—3 
Driggs, Sparkman, Terry. 
NOT VOTING—238. 

Acheson, De Vries, Lester, Ru; 
Adams, mny, Levy, — 
Adamson. ick, Lewis, Ryan, N. Y. 
Alten, Ky 8 Dolli ttauel Scudder 

à ver, uer, er. 
Babcock. Edd 1 Shasta af 

*. D, uc, 

Bailey, Tex. Elliott, Lorimer, Shelden, 

T, Emerson, d, 

Epes, Loudenslager, Showalter, 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Mass. we 
t, Fitzpa: cAleer, Sla; mi 
Bartlett, Call, Smith, 
Benton. Fletcher, McCleary, 5 
F 2 McClellan, Smith, Wm. Alden, 
Boreing. Foss, McCulloch, Sperry 
Bou Me. Foster, McLain, Spigh 
Bradley, Fowler, McPherson, Sp: e, 
——. Pres —.— 
Freer, Maddox, Steele, 
Brewer. Gamble, . Stewart, N. Y. 
Bromwell, Gayle, Mesick, Sulzer. 
Brosius, Gil Metcalf, Sutherland, 
Broussard, Gill, Meyer, La Swanson, 
Bull, Gillet, N. Y. er, Tate, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mondell, Tawney, 
Barke n 8 Moon. AETAT Ohio 
reen, organ, ayior, 
Bur Griggs, orris, Thayer, 
Burnett, Grosvenor, Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
Caldwe fail —.— ee iE 
aphen, ropp, 
Camp Harmer, N Tompkins, 
Cannon, .— — Newlands, Tongue. 
Ca Hawley, Noonan, ‘Turner, 
Germans . Norton. S. C. Underwood. 
Catchings, Henry, Conn. O Grad Vandiver 
Chanler, Henry, Miss. 8 Van Voorhis, 
Clarke Noi Hepat 5 Wachter’ 
urn. Ine. T, 
Cla; — t, Pearce, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Cla N. Y. Hoffecker, Pearre, Wanger, 
‘Conn 8 Polk” Wormonth, 

e 0 0 ‘eymou 
— Howell, Powers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coopers Tex. Lay Prince, bee Ky 
Cor oy, E ug. 

Cousins, Lahn, Jes, Will: J. 
Cox, Kerr, Ransdoi. Wiliams, W. E. 
Cummings, Ketcham, Reeder, W 
Qusack, Kitchin, Reeves, Wilson, Idaho 
Cushman. Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. Wilson, 
Daly, N. J. Kluttz, Richardson, Wilson, S. ©. 
Knox, Riordan, Wright. 

Daven 8. A. Rixey, Young, Pa. 
Davenport, S. W. Lane. Robbins. Young, Va. 
Davey, Lanham, Roberts, egler. 

vis, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Dayton, Lentz, Rucker, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. LANHAM, 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. James R. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mesick], and I wish to withdraw 
my vote. 

Tue SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s vote will be 
withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until to-morrow at 
12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Surgeon-General of the Army calling attention 
to the need of more hospital stewards—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of John 
Huff the United States to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Frances King, widow of Henry King, against the United States— 
to the Co ttee on War Claims, and ordered to be p dg 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Penelope Auzburn against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
3 copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah H. Lyddane, executrix of estate of Stephen M. Lyddane 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to he Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2936) changing place for 
holding court in the central division of the Indian Territory from 
Cameron to Poleau, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 188); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 92) toamend section 864 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to taking 
9 = e e 805. Soo pi 8 . ac- 
compani y are (No. ); w i rt were 
referred to the House Calendar. 5 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 548 
authorizing the construction by the Texarkana, ela pg an 
Natchez Railway Company of a bridge across Twelve-Mile Bayou 
near Shreveport, La., reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 190); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of Mary M. F. Flagler, widow 
of Daniel W. Flagler, late a brigadier-general, United States 
Army Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. yng araning oh aes to Martha A. De Lama- 
ter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6846) for the relief of Julia Nolan—Committes on 
ee Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6511) for the relief of Mary L. McCormick—Com- 
oe on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


ar Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of I. Winslow Ayer—Commit- 
tee oe Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Clai 

A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to David Carroll Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions harged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval record of Peter Provansha—Comumittee on Military Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7942) to increase the corps of 
cadets at the United States Military Academy at West Point, and 
to regulate the qualifications for admission—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. X 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7943) to authorize the reimburse- 
ment of officers and men of the Army and Navy for medical ex- 

nses incurred during leave or furlough—to the Committee on 


ar Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7944) for the relief 
of settlers in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 7945) to amend an act entitled 
“An act permitting the building of a dam across Rainy Lake 
River”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 7946) to authorize Frank 
Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge across Fishing Creek, 
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within the boundary lines of Edgecombe County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7947) to authorize receiving for- 
eign silvercoin as bullion and recoining as subsidiary coin, and fix- 
ing a limit for subsidiary coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7948) to increase 
pensions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7949) granting permission to the 
Batcheller Pneumatic Tube Company to sy Ma pneumatic tube 
from the Government Printing Office to the Capitol—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Co- 
tenia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7951) to extend the thanks 
of Congress to First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. Ells- 
worth P. Berthoff, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to be- 
stow medals upon them—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
5 Commerce. : 

y Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7952) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint a commission to investigate 
the commercial and industrial condition of the Empire of Japan, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7953) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission to investigate the commercial and 
industrial condition of the Empire of China, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) to authorize the building of a canal 
from Lake Superior to the city of East Grand Forks, and for other 
p to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

so, a bill (H. R. 7955) to amend section 2 of an act approved 
June 16, 1880, entitled An act for the relief of certain settlers on 
the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, 
poroka money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
ds”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7956) to provide for the im- 

rovement of certain waterways on the north side of Long Island, 
in the State of New York, and opening into Long Island Sound— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) to provide for the improvement of cer- 
tain waterways in New York State on the southern shore of Long 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7958) to protect the coins 
of the United States from destruction—to the Committee on 
8 Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SC DDER: A bill (H. R, 8005) to provide for the in- 
spection of the boilers of the Alvena and Ailsa—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OTEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8017) to authorize 
the condemnation of so much of the west end of Lysles street as 
is n to make an opening from Wisconsin avenue and 
corner of Grant road, in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8018) for the con- 
struction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of 
Mexico and tributary waters, headquarters at New Orleans, La.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, PARKER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8019) to supple- 
ment and amend the act entitled An act to incorporate the 
North River Bridge Company and to authorize the construction 
of a bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson 
River, to late commerce in and over such bridge between 
the States of New York and New Jersey, and to establish such 
bridge a military and post-road,” approved July 11, 1890—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 154) to ap- 

ropriate $10,000 for the maintenance of the channel of Newtown 
k, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) for im- 
rovement of Ohio River below the Louisville and Portland 
anal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A resolution (H. Res. 125) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be made a survey of Black River, South 
Carolina, with a view to improvement—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ina following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7959) to correct the military 
record of Martin Hope, of Morris Crossroads, Fayette County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Strawser, of Ohiopyle, Fayette County, Pa,—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) to correct the * record of Hays 
Gaskill, of Smithfield, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7962) to correct the military record of Sam- 
uel Crawford, of Independence, Washington County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Annie O'Neil and 
Mary O'Neil, of Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Capt. William 
McIntosh, of McKees Rocks, Allegheny County, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of H. B. 
Matteosian, doctor of medicine—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7966) granting a pension to Louise 
O* to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7967) for the relief of L. D. 
McCalman, administrator of Stephen Hurley, deceased, late of 
Cherokee County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) for the relief of John B. Hardman, of 
Cherokee County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) for the relief of A. S. Keener, of Blaine, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of the estate of A. Under- 
basi late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) for the relief of S. V. Biggers, adminis- 
trator of R. P. Big; , deceased, late of Cherokee County, Ala., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of ch 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7972) for the relief of Daniel V. Sevier, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Badin, of Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7974) for the relief of Theodosia E. Flourney, 
of Caddo Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Wil- 
liam F. Riley—to the Committee on Pensions. a 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7976) granting a pension to 
Louise O’Leary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 7977) to into effect a 
finding of the Court of Claims in favor of Pamella B. Finney, admin- 
istratrix of T. O. Finn e7, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7978) for the relief of G. F. Bul- 

, of Florida—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) for the relief of C. J. Hodges, W. R. 
Hodges, J. C. Hodges, and T. R. Hodges, heirs of Andrew E. 
Hodges, of Florida—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7980) graning 

nsion to James Winnie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7981) for the relief of D. Frone- 
berger, of Knoxville, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 7982) to pension James F. Charles- 
worth, late lieutenant-colonel Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Infan- 

Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HENRY of TA E A bill (H. R. 7983) for the relief 
of the heirs of W. H. Smith, deceased, late of Copiah County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 7984) nting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Von—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) to correct the military record of John 
Carroli to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. asa es increase the pension of 
Joseph Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

E Hen MANN: A bill (H. R. 7987) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of Oscar B. Knight—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 7988) for the relief of Harriet 
Shroeter, daughter of Jacob Krider or Creider, who was a Penn- 
sylvania soldier in the war of the Revolution—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7989) granting a pension to 
Rebecca L. English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of 
pension to John J. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 7991) for the relief of Jemima T. Olden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Cyrus Roberts—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) to correct the military record of James 
Affairs. 


* 

A. Murphy to the Committee on Mili 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7994) to grant a pension to 
Annie Allen, widow of Sylvester Allen—to the Commi on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7995) to pension Jane Hunter 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHEA of Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 7996) for 
the relief of the estate of R. M. Ely—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. RODEN BERG: A bill (H. R. 7997) for the relief of 
re Miller, of Coulterville, III. to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7998) for the relief of John Henry Miller, of 
Okawville, III.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7999) for relief of the heirs 
of J. L. Kirkpatrick, of Wilson County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) for relief of Howard Lodge, No. 13, In- 
dependent er of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, Tenn.—to the Com- 
ed ote on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8001) for the relief of Sampson D. Bridgman, 
a soldier of the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8002) for tho relief of William 
G. r- to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8003) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nehemiah W. M. Kitchens, of Beatrice, county of Gage, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A 75 es R. 8004) for the relief of Jacob 
H. May—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8006) to increase zio penaoa 
of James O. Whitehill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) pantog a pension to O, P. Warner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for the relief of Estalloee H. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of Helen Lasher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) paga pension to Harriett A. Tap- 
pan—to the Committeo on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8011) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hayes 
pirer G. K. 8013) or 8 nsion to Allen Neighbo: 

o, a bi R. n a pension en Neighbors— 

to the Committee on e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of Lucy M. Cleveland 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of the heirs of James L. 
Ord to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill A oe R. 8015) granting a pension 
to Caroline A. Whitcomb—to Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8016) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Joseph C. Stark, late of Robertson County, Tenn., 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following se poetry ee pers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: * 

By the SPEAKER: Papers in support of House bill No. 7884, 
gage pension to Mrs. F, Christern—to thə Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

alaa ii iaraa oF Doulon in Jolin Ch taradiey-—-ed D Coa. 

n an increase o on 0 . ey— 0 - 
writes on Invalid Pensions. f 
pk Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
r iO. slate io 6 po 
nav on and pilo 0 m, N. C., 1. à pro- 
T anchorage basin in the port of Wilmington, N. C.—to the 
mmittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of Edward C. Paine and other 
Leng r clerks of Middletown, Ohio, for the e of House 

“ bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Richard Lenox, of Springdale, 
Ark., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Hon. W. D. Morgan and other 
citizens of South Carolina, asking for the ay weber ey of Sampit 
River and 3 Bay at Georgetown, S. C.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. D. Morgan, mayor of Georgetown, and 
other citizens of South Carolina, for the extension of the Esther- 
ville Minim Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. D. Morgan and other citizens of South 
Carolina, in behalf of the improvement of Wee Tee Lake, South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of John W. Rowley and others, of 
Westville, N. V., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 


the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. as 

By Mr.GRAHAM: Resolutions of the New York Railroad Club, 
favoring an international railway congress in the United States 
in 1904 for the consideration of railroad interests—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of C. C, Bingham and 6 other drug- 
gists of St. Johnsbury, Vt., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade and Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of St. Johnsbury, Vt., as for the repeal of the bank- 
pie sae ager the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HALL: Petition of 60 farmers of Clarion County, Pa., 
SORA IAN taxing butter imitations—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Painters’ Local Union No. 
156, of Evansville, Ind., against the ceding of any more public 
poet to States or Territories—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of the heirs of W. H. Smith—to the Committee on 


8. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Jeremiah Mead and others, of 
Pawling, N. Y., for the of a bill relating to food and dairy 
products—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Thomas F. Rutherford and 
others, of Waddington, N. V., for the of a bill relating to 
dairy food and products—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of A. H. Witham and 6 other 
citizens of Denmark, Me., for the abolition of all customs duties 
between Puerto Rico and the United States—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. MCCLEARY: Resolutions of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring the route to the Philippines via Puget 
Sound—to the Committee on Interstate and Fo Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
urging legislation in aid of American merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Commerce, 
indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding and completin, 
specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadel- 

museums—to the Committee on 5 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany House bill to correct the 

. of Oscar B. Knight to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. MEEKISON: Papers 3 House bill No, 7704, 

nting an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers, widow of 

8. F. Myers, of Company K, Eleventh ent Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of the Gloucester 
Board of Trade, the Master Mariners’ Association, the Business 
Men’s Association, and of the city government, for the improve- 
ment and early completion of Dog Bar Breakwater, in the harbor 
of Gloucester, Mass,—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of citizens of North Platte Valley, 
to accompany House bill No. 7554, granting a pension to Frederick 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: ig ok toaccompany House bill No. 
7798, for the relief of Hewson L. Peeke, of 8 Ohio to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Pa; to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Mary Ragan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of James A, Murphy—to the Committee on Military 


Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 

pension tp veka J. Bowen—to the Committee on {nvalid Pensions, 
By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Francis H. Staples, to accom- 

pany House bill 7708, to restore him to the pension rolls—to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petitions of Connecticut chapters of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; citizens of Bridgeport, 
Stamford, Berlin, Middletown, Montville, New London, and 
Groton, Conn. and from officers of Yale University and Wesleyan 
University, favoring House bill No. 2577, for the preservation of 
Fort Griswold, a Revolutionary site in Groton, Conn. —to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the promo- 
tion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New Hay 
Conn., ‘favoring reciprocal tariff relations between the United 
States and Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of clerks employed in the post- 
office at Beaver Falls, Pa., in favor of the age of House bill 
No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 7948, to increase the pension for the loss of both legs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 
the pension of Nehemiah W. M. Kitchens, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Ross & Wagner 
and others, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax 
on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 8, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Counen, D. D. c 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is a 
special order that eulogies on the late Mr. ERMENTROUT, of 
Pennsylvania, shall begin at 1 o'clock to-day. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order be modified so as to provide that the eulogies 
be taken up immediately on the completion of the consideration 


of the Indian a propr aron bill, 

The SPEAKE . The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the special order set for 1 o’clock be so modified 
that it be taken up immediately after the completion of the Indian 


rad Pig ree bil 
r. GAINES. Mr. S er, the gentleman who has the eulo- 
gies more es ly in charge is not now in his seat. I think he 


would object to any modification if he was present. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think a half or uarters of an hour 
after 1 will be sufficient to 5 the ap riation bill. The 
messenger, however, tells me, . Speaker, that I am in error 
when I say that any time was fixed for eulogies. 

The SPEAKER. TheCalendarisincorrect. TheJournal shows 
Sir: SHERMAN, My collengue basses that Tee gang 

k My colleague sugg at Isom my 
request that the eulogies shall be taken up not later than 2 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was about to make that suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from New York modifies his 
request that the special order be 8 not later than 2 o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. . Speaker, unless that is ab- 
solutely necessary, I hope it will not be done, as it may incon- 
venience some of the speakers. The speaker who precedes me, 
Mr. Brostus of Pennsylvania, finds it necessary to leave early 
for his home. And Mr. ZIEGLER, also from Pennsylvania, states 
that he must leave by 8 o’clock. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I shall be here at whatever time it is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
oe title; when the Speaker sirnog the same: 

H. R. 6272. An act fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ington City, D. C. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
5 05 for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation 


The motion was to, 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Moopy of Massa- 
chusetts in the chair) for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7483) making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the 8 ent and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and for other pu: 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the Indian es ty er bill. 

Mr, SHERMAN. r. Chairman, Lask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] be 3 
to proceed without interruption for twenty minutes. The gentle- 
man is a member of the Committee on In Affairs and has not 
heretofore occupied any time, 

There was no objection. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of New York addressed the committee, 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. Chairman, I do not contemplate entering 


Mr. LITTLE. [ b 
into a general discussion upon this question, but I feel that the 
importance of itis sufficient to demand at least a passing attention. 

Committee on Indian Affairs have allowed every dollar in 
the appropriation bill that has been called for by the, Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I would like those members of the House who 
have not had occasion to investigate the question to know that in 
this school service there are three separate lines of schools under 
Government supervision absolutely—the reservation day school, 
the reservation foarding school, and the nonreservation koadig 
school, In addition to that, Indian children are sent to the free 
schools in the adjoining States where they are so situated that 
this can be done, ; 

Now, the Indian Commissioner states in his report, without any 
qualification, that the reservation boarding schools are ample for 
all requirements. I will quote his exact language: 

to meet all the re- 
sdvoninute of the BANTO bus tay ——— CLCH ROA Pet 

r equipped in others. 

Provision has been made for the children in our contract schools, 
of which we hear so much. The 2,000 people referred to are dis- 
tributed in about 17 different States and about 25 different schools. 
I do not believe that there is any necessity, even ifit werea proper 
appropriation, I do not believe that there is the slightest n 5 


for continuing this provision. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Will the gentleman permit 
a question 


. LITTLE. Why, certainly, though I did not interrupt the 
gentleman in his remarks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he will explain to the committee where the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs will put the 2,000 pupils in these schools? 

Mr. LITTLE. I? the gentleman will Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, he will get all the information in detail. The Com- 
missioner states that the school provisions in the reservation board- 
ing schools are ample and cient when the necessary repairs 
and improvements are made. 

This is no new ä Five years ago Congress deter- 
mined upon a settled policy that appropriations to sectarian schools 
should cease at the end of five years—a wise policy, I have no 
doubt. That policy, I do know, Mr. Chairman, met the uncon- 
ditional approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
there is no recommendation in any part of his report or that of 
the Secretary of the Interior asking an extension of this service. 
Now, the boarding schools have sufficient capai These 2,000 
pa are scattered in 17 diferent States. ey can be cared for 

the Government schools or they can go to the common free 
schools in the States in the various school districts in the States 
where these Indians are situated. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Iask the gentleman, Does 
not the Commissioner say that it has been a failure to attempt to 
introduce them into the schools? 

Mr. LITTLE, He says it has not been such a success as was 


hoped. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, And he has been doing it 
for about seven years? 

Mr. LITTLE, Yes, sir; but he states that he has ample provi- 
eet ri though the success has been less than he had hoped it 
wo 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me read a provision in the last appro- 
priation bill: 

That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
contract ools, apportioning as near as may be the amount so contracted 
for among schools of various denominations, for the education of Indian 
pupils during the fiscal year 1900, but shall only make such contracts at 
places where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian 
children, and to an amount not exceeding 15 per cent of the amount so 
used for the fiscal year 1595, the same to be divided ortionately among 
the said several contract schools, this final apy 


2 being the propriation for sec- 

It was a simple declaration of the policy that had been declared 
by Congress five years Ago; Darig the last Congress I remem- 
ber it was claimed that by a mistake the amount formerly con- 
templated had not been given the schools, and therefore this ad- 
ditional appropriation was given by the last Congress, with the 
announcement that this should end this service. 

These schools have had five years’ notice of the policy of the 
Government, that the 88 in its wisdom—and I might say 
without reference to its political division of opinion declared by 
its action, formal and deliberate, that they deemed it unwise that 
the public moneys of the Government should be appropriated to 
sec schools, and that the policy in the education of Indian 
children should be under the direct control not only of the Gov- 
ernment, but of Government officers, and that the public money 
of the Government should only be Spogen by its public officers’ 
ee ee it for their conduct. appreciate the good that sec- 

schools have done in these reservations for the upbuilding of 


of ee 
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these Indians; but, Mr. Chairman, there is another class of these 
schools, known as the mission schools—schools absolutely sup- 
ported by the churches, supported by charities—that do not ask 
any assistance of Congress. They have had at all times and will 
have at all times in the future, without d to their denomina- 
tional caste, all the opportunities that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs can afford them for the execution of their benevolent pur- 


Ses. 

Why, sir, I find that in the last five years these sectarian, be- 
nevolent, and charitable schools have increased from some 700 to 
more than 1,200 pupils during the present year, and if the benevo- 


lent le of this country want to engage in this work and put 
into it their extra means, we all say, ‘‘God bless you! Go ahead 
without regard to your denominational tendency.“ But we do say, 


and I intend so far as I am concerned, that it shali bethe settled pol- 
icy of this Government, that not one dollar of the public moneys 
of this country shall be expended to perpetuate sectarian schools; 
not one dollar of the panio moneys shall be used for sectarian pur- 
poses; that thereshall be a complete separation of church and state, 
which is the surest guaranty of religious liberty and of the 
future harmony of our great church organizations, which have 
in their keeping the great moral and eternal future of the people. 

I believe these saa song are now and always have been a 
detriment to the public service. It has been a source of constant 
friction and constant confusion, and that friction has not onl 
reached the reservation, but it has reached the Congress—reached, 
I might say, the political ies of the country—and after the 
most mature deliberation, I believe without any prejudice on the 

of Congress toward any denomination, it settled upon this 
terminate policy, that the public money should be appropriated 
only to public institutions for the education of these people. 

I remember that on my advent into Congress, during the last 
session of the Fifty-third Congress, Congress for the two years 
lia “fg over $19,000,000 for the Indian schools and Indian serv- 
ice. Nov it is reduced to a little over fourteeen million during the 
two years, a reduction having been made of more than $4,000,000. 
That reduction has been py, 5 upon the lines of policy indicated, 
and that is, that the public moneys can be more economically 
administered by the officers of the Government than it can be by 
placing it in the hands of any sect to be administered by them. 

the charities want to go hand in hand with the Government, 
I assure my friend from New York and the friends of sectarian 
schools that if they want ogo on the reservation as they want 
to go to India, China, the Philippines, or elsewhere, to spend their 
money and means in the enlightenment of mankind, the Indian 
road will welcome them and give them all the encouragement 
ey wish. 

Let the great charities go on hand in hand; but let the Govern- 
ment adhere to its ancient policy that the public money can only 
be expended through the public functionaries of the Government, 
and it will prove to be not only a blessing to the churches of the 
country, but a blessing to the public service, and at last a funda- 
mental blessing to the Indian children that it is sought to advance 
in civilization. It has been my constant effort to reduce the large 

mses as rapidly as possible, and it shall continue to be my 

ort during my public service here. There has been over four 

millions reduction in this expenditure, notwithstanding the vast 

amount we are compelled to expend in discharge of treaty obliga- 

tions meee in past years. I believe the point of order should be 
sustain 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairisreadytorule. The gentleman 
from New York offers an amendment to this section which au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to expend the appropriation 
under contracts with the present contract schools, with certain 
limitations upon his power not necessary to state. 

The gentleman from Arkansas makes the pons of order against 
that amendment under Rule XXI, and, if the Chair understands 
22 correctly, under the last clause of that rule, which is as fol- 

OWS: 

Nor law be in order in an: n 
„5 ay 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not like 
to interrupt the Chair, but I would like to call the Chair’s atten- 
tion to one decision before the Chair rules. 

Š The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear the gen- 


eman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. In the Fifty-fifth Congress 
the Post-Office appropriation bill was under consideration in the 
Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union. The 
Chair will find it on page 229 of Hinds’s Digest. The peers 
having been read from that bill, for transportation by mail by 
pneumatic tube, $225,000, the point of order was made that there 
was no law authorizing such an appropriation, and it was held 
that, the Postmaster-General having authority to transmit the 
mails generally, an amendment like that was a limitation upon 
the general power. 


Now, section 463 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and eee to such regulations as the President 
may prescribe, have the management of all Indian affairs and of all matters 
arising out of Indian relations. 

The rule has been promulgated for Indian schools and services 
under this section by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which 
has the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman refer to the decision 
5 by Mr. PAYNE, the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 


ouse 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Yes. I refer to the decision 
on page 229 of the Digest, section 514. I call the attention of the 
Chair to section 463 of the Revised Statutes, which I have just 
read, and under that provision regulations governing the Indian 
schools have been issued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and I think this 
amendment is on all fours with the case there cited, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that the gentleman from 
New York did not call his attention to the authority before, but 
will consider the effect of that authority in the decision which he 
is about to give. The question presented is not one of policy, but 
one of parliamen law. The legislation with reference to the 
particular schools began in the Fifty-fourth Congress. The Chair 
thinks that it is that the contract schools are sectarian 
schools. In the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, the Indian 
appropriation act contains this language: 

It is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to here- 
after make no appropriation whatever for education in any sectarian school. 


The act then proceeds to make an appropriation for contract 
schools in an amount not exceedin per cent of the amount 
used for the preceding fiscal year. e next Indian appropriation 
act, in the second session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, contains 
the same language with regard to the policy of the Government, 
and makes an appropriation for the contract schools in an amount 
not exceeding 40 per cent of the amount used in the fiscal year 
1895. Again, the appropriation act passed at the first session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress contains an appropriation for contract schools 
in an amount not to exceed 30 per cent of the amount so used in 
the fiscal year 1895. The appropriation act of the third session 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress makes an appropriation for contract 
schools in an amount not exceeding 15 cent of the amount so 
used in the fiscal year 1899, and concl with this language: 


This being the final appropriation for sectarian schools. 


What does that language mean, taken in connection with the 
declaration of policy in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress and the action of successive Congresses in reducing the 
amount of appropriation for that purpose? It seems Soe to 
the Chair—and he has given most careful attention to this ques- 
tion—that in effect it is a law forbidding appropriations for that 
purpose. In effect it is as if Congress had passed a separate act 
in substantially these terms: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be no appropriations for sec- 
tarian schools for the Indians. 

The language which Congress has used must be given some mean- 
ing. It is not to be supposed that it was a mere stump speech in- 
jected into the body of the statute. What meaning can the lan- 

which has been recited have except a meaning which will 
forbid such appropriations in the future? The Chair thinks it 
has that meaning. 

Now, some gentleman may say, One Congress can not bind 
another Congress.” That is true, A Congress can not even bind 
itself. A Congress may enact a law to-day and repeal it to-morrow. 
But that law can not be repealed upon a general appropriation 
bill, under the rules of this House. It is clearly within the power 
of the House, upon the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
in a suitable legislative bill to repeal the provision of Jaw which 
is now upon the statute books; but it is not within the power of 
that committee, under our rules, to report in a general appropria- 
tion bill a provision 3 that law; nor is it in the power of 
the House to re the by an amendment to a general appro- 
priation bill. Nolegislation, whether it is good or bad legislation, 
is in order on such a bill. 

Therefore, it seems clear, if the reasoning of the Chair is correct 
on this point, that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York is in effect a repeal for one year—and that is a repeal 
pro tanto—of a provision of existing law. 

The gentleman from New York cites to the Chair a decision in 
regard to pagers service. The Chair recalls very well 
that in the last Post-Office appropriation bill there was enacted a 
provision in effect similar to that contained in the Indian appro- 
priation bill—that hereafter there shall be no appropriation or no 
contract for pneumatic-tube service. The Chair remembers very 
well that the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] at that time 
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pointed out to the House that if that provision were made a law, 
the House thereafter, under its rules, could make no such a 
priation, while the Senate, underits rules, could do so—con 1g, 
apparently, that a point of order would lie against an appropria- 
on in the House for the further continuance of the pneumatic- 
tube service. That was the understanding of the Chair, as an 
individual member of the House, at that time; and itis his under- 
standing now. The question raised here is not the question raised 
in the precedent cited by the gentleman from New York, but 
would be the question raised if upon the coming Post-Office appro- 
riation bill an amendment were offered, against the provisions of 
aw, to appropriate further for pneumatic-tube service. 

The Chair is sustained by an authority created in the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress. The Chair in his own mind had come 
to the conclusion which he has announced before learning of this 
precedent. It is well, perhaps, to state it carefully. The law 
existing at the time of this precedent was as follows: 

hof June, 1 no money appro ted for chari- 
3 in The Bieter of Sean dig shall be Tala 3 — church or re- 
ligious denomination or to any institution or society which is under sectarian 
or ecclesiastical control. 

That in effect, although not in language, is the provision that is 
now law with regard to contract schoo The gentleman from 
Iowa Mr. HENDERSON] on the 13th of December, 1898, offered an 
amendment to the District of Columbia 1 bill provid- 
ing for an appropriation for the St. Joseph Asylum. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Grout] made the point of order under 
Rule XXI. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL 
wan 3 the chair, and after some discussion sustained the poin 
of order. 

The Chair thinks that this precedent is exactly in point. It 
confirms his views which were formed by reading the provisions 
of the successive Indian appropriation bills. e Chair thinks 
that the amendment of the tleman from New York would 
change existing law, and is therefore obnoxious to the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Arkansas, which is accord- 
ingly sustained. 

e Clerk will read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York rose. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I was about to call the 
attention of the Chair, before the Chair ruled, to the historical 
argument in favor of the amendment. I understood I was to 
have an opportunity to do so; but I do not care to continue this 
discussion at this hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not intend to cut the gentle- 
man off. The Chair supposed that the gentleman from New York 
had brought to his attention everything that he desired to call 
attention to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I fully understand that the 
Chair did not intend any ee, toward me. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there should have seemed to be such, the 
Chair would certainly apologize to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I understand that in the pre- 
vious acts, which I intended to cite, there were certain provisions 
which, I think, if read might have changed the view of the Chair. 
And this declaration of last year’s n bill can hardly, in 
my humble opinion, be taken as establishing a declaration of pol- 
icy when it has been ingrafted upon some laws and left out of 
succeeding laws. It is obvious that you can not make a declara- 
tion of policy by law one year and then declare a different policy 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York had the op- 
portunity of ing that argument before the Chair ruled. 

Mr. FITZG Dof New York. I am well aware that the 
Chair has not intended any discourtesy, and I do not wish to re- 
flect upon him in the least. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the education of the noncitizen children in the Indian Territo: 
oe $75,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order u 
just read, that it proposes to make an approp: 
ized by any law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
New York if there is any education of the noncitizen children in 
the Indian Territory now going on? 


„the 
In- 


n the paragraph 
tion not author- 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is not. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains no doubt about the 
question. 


Mr. LITTLE. Iwas just going to state to the Chair that I 
think there is no question but that the point of order is well taken. 
I agree with the gentleman from Illinois pr CANNON] in that, 
that it is subject to the point of order. I shall not contest that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
On following line 14, insert the following: 
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tary of the Interior is authorized and directed to issue rules 
and regulations governing schools in the Cherokee, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw Nations in the Indian Territory, to appoint such officers, teache 
and employees as in his judgment shall be 3 to the establishment an 
maintenance of good and efficient schools in said nation, and to pay said 
officers, teachers, and 8 for their services, and other necessary ex- 
penses of said schools, from the funds of said nation.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment, providing that the teachers in said schools 
shall be selected upon merit, and that their selection shall be non- 
partisan—that is, without reference to their politics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

at the end of the amendment the wor , 
tn tho selection of 88 shall be considered. 5 

Mr. CURTIS. We have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. CurTIs as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For N and education of 150 Indian popis at the Indian school at Car- 

ev.. 


son City, , $25,050; for pay of superintendent at said — ats for 
25850 repairs and improvements, $1,000; for erection of shops, ; in all, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the following amendment to this 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 47, strike out one hundred and fifty“ and insert two hun- 
dred;” line 5, 47, strike out “twenty-five thousand and fifty ” and insert 
“thirty-three thousand four hundred; line 7, page 47, strike out one” and 
insert three;“ lines 8 and 9, page 47, strike out “thirty thousand five hun- 
dred and fifty“ and insert “forty thousand nine hundred.“ 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I have sub- 
mitted this amendment to the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SHERMAN] and that he acquiesces in it. 

This amendment is intended to secure a total additional appro- 
priation of $10,000, intended to cover 50 additional pupils at this 
school. I will state {in this connection that in last year’s appro- 
priation bill an enlargement of the school was made for the pur- 
pose of accommodating this additional number of pupils, but in- 
advertentl Į in the appropriation bill, the number of pupils pro- 
vided was left the same as last year, leaving out of consideration 
the fact that the accommodations had been increased for the pur- 

of meeting the demands of this increased number. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. It was not 
through inadvertence of the committee that the number of pupils 
was left unchanged. It was because in framing the bill we fol- 
lowed the original estimate submitted by the ury. It was 
by inadvertence at the Interior Department that the amount was 
not cha: . Asamatter of fact, we appropriated $10,000 for the 
additional building there last year. The actual enrollment was 
186. There is ample accommodation now for the 200 pupils, and 
they ought to have the additional 3 I think the gen- 
tleman's amendment ought to be adopted. - 

The amendment of Mr. NEWLANDS was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a RE tate of nen pep Tae eke ere Toe 
N. + ; tor of su endent a 001. ; foi 
sewerage m, $ ice general Popairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to line 16, 48, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 16, page 48, the following: 

“That the sum of $5,000, N Tien for steam heating, and the sum of 
8 appropriated for electric light plant at the Fort Totten, N. Dak., Indian 

ool by the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1900, is hereby reap- 
propriated and made available during the fiscal year 1901.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this amend- 
ment is the fact that after the appropriation for this purpose was 
made last year there was so short a time left that the authorities 
have been unable to complete the work, and it is necessary to re- 
appropriate the money, so that the funds may be available after 
the end of the present fiscal year. Theschool is a large one, with 
extensive buildings. At present it is only heated by stoves and 
has no facilities for lighting except by lamps. These improve- 
ments are material and necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: Š 

For the su rt and eđucation of 125 pupils at the Indian school at Hay- 
ward, Wis., ED srs; ey, of superintendent, $1,900; general repairs and im- 
— $1,500; for the erection of a new school building, $15,000; in all, 


Mr. JENKINS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that section, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 6, page 49, the word erection and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “completion.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For collection and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and 


also for the tion of Indian pu from all the Indian schools and 
lacing of them, with the consent of th: mts, under the care and con- 
trol of uch suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified togive 
such — moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements 
in whic their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for 
their labor, $35,000. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


following amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 5, 55, after the word “dollars” add “ That wherever there are 
trast fu the Treasury of the United States to the credit of, or mone 


due under treaties or other agreements, any tribe or band of Indians, the 
principal of which cr any portion thereof, or the interest on which or any 
portion thereof, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized by law, in his dis- 
cretion, to use for the benefit of said Indians, and the nts or guardians 
of any children entitled to the benefit of such funds make choice of a 
school or schools where they desire their children or wards to be educated, 
then, and in that event, if in his 3 such schools are proper institu- 
tionsin which to educate their children, the Secret 

orized to use said funds so belonging to said Indians and set aside for 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is clearly legislation. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think this proposition is more vicious than the 
other one proposed by the gentleman from New York. I thinkit 
a greater wrong for the Government to suffer the paying out of 
the Indian trust funds withoutits supervision than it is to pay out 
itsown money. Therefore I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Isimply wish to say that it 
is a very poor policy that will prevent these Indians from spend- 
ing their own money for the benefit of their own children, in the 
way that everybody concedes is best for themselves and this 
country. 

Mr. LITTLE. If these Indians were capable of self-government, 
the position of the gentleman would be correct. Otherwise it is 
not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. My amendment leaves itto 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


That all expenditure of money 9 for —— oF ord gee in ae ay 


shall be 


school specifically a 
pean far accident, or other — 
a r expenditure is absolutely n 
affected, 8 Commissioner of 


diture to continue only so long as the said necessi 


exist: Tha 

of such school not be exceeded: 

shall apply to the fiscal years 1899 and 
Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. I would 

be glad to have the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


TIS]. 
Some little while we the section touching appropria- 
tions for schools in’ the Ree Terie In e with 
the gentleman from Kansas . CURTIS], I find that he has a 
statement of the trust funds and the income therefrom that will 
be devoted toeducation under the provisionthat has been adopted, 
and I should be glad to appeal to him, if it meets his approval, 
that he insert that information in the RECORD or state it so that 
it can go in the RECORD. 

Mr. CURTIS. Under section 19 of the act of June 28, 1898, a 
change was made in the manner of paying out the funds of the 
various Indian tribes in the Indian Territory, providing that no 
payment of any moneys on any account whatever thereafter be 
made by the United States to any of the tribal governments or to 
any officer thereof for disbursement, and by the provisions of the 
treaty made with the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations it is pro- 
vided that revenues from coal and asphalt lands, or so much 
thereof as shall be nec „shall be used for the education of 
the children of Indian blood of the members of said tribes. This 
money is to be collected under rules and regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

In view of these regulations, the Secre of the Interior ap- 

ointed a superintendent of Indian schools for the Indian Terri- 
ey, and he now has charge of the schools in the Chickasaw and 

W nations, but has not taken full control of the schools in 
the Creek and Cherokee nations, It will be found on investiga- 
tion that there are 9 boarding schools and 65 day schools in the 
Creek Nation; 2 seminaries, 1 orphan asylum, 1 high school for 


ed for the annual support and education of any one pupil in 
for, except when, by reason of 
ttendance is 


‘or the support 
„That this provision 


the colored, and 124 day schools in the Cherokee Nation. There 
are 10 seminaries in the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations, 13 day 
schools in the Chickasaw Nation, and 100 day schools now in 
operation in the Choctaw Nation. Thereare in the Indian Terri- 
tory about 20,000 Indian children of school age. This amend- 
ment is so drawn that the superintendent may take charge of all 
schools in the Indian Territory outside of the Seminole Nation. 

There is no question about the tribes having sufficient funds to 
pay the expenses of conducting their schools, The Choctaws have 
a school fund of $49,000, the Cherokees have a school fund of 
$850,000, and the other tribes use a part of the interest they receive 
from their vast trust funds for school purposes, The four tribes 
covered by this amendment receive in annual interest about 
$400,000. The school buildings have already been erected except, 
perhaps, in the Chickasaw Nation, the western part of which has 
no school accommodations for the Indian children. 

There are 50,000 white children of school age in the Indian Ter- 
ritory who are not accommodated, but I am advised that arrange- 
ments have been made for some of these children to be accommo- 
dated in the schools of the Chickasaw and Choctaw countries. 
No doubt the same arrangement could be made with the schools 
in the other nations if it were deemed best. In order that the com- 
mittee may be advised as to the trust funds of the various nations 
in the Indian Territory it will be found that the Choctaws have 
over $975,000, the Creeks have over $2,000,000, the Chickasaws 
have over $1,000,000, and the Cherokees have over $700,000. Ido 
not give the amount that the Seminoles have because they are not 
included in this amendment. 

The superintendent of schools, who has charge of the schools in 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations, says that they have had no 
trouble on account of lack of funds, e proposed amendment 
will put the schools in the hands of the Government, so there will 
be a uniform system of education among the four tribes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
made, exceeding in the aggregate in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex- 
cept in case of exigency, when, in the discretion of the retary of the In- 
terior, who shall make official record of the facts constituting the ee 


and shall report the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct tha 
made in open market in amount not ex $y 


for ting 


may, in the discretion of the Secre Interior, ~ expended in nopen 


market: Provided further, That in 
from In 


practicable, arrange for the manufacture, by Indians upon the reservation, of 
ms, 
e 


8 Interior may deem adveabl 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “advisable,” in line 23: 

“Provided Lurmen That the Indians to whom lands haye been allotted on 
the Yakima ryation, in the State of Washington, shall be permitted to 
lease such allotted lands for any term not exceeding ten years, u such 
terms and conditions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.“ 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the reason I pro- 

this amendment is because of the peculiar character of the 

ands on this reservation and the conditions there. Under the law 

at the present time these Indians are permitted to lease these 

lands for five years. This land is arid sagebrush land. A ditch 

was constructed several years ago under the control of the Goy- 

aromes that is proposed to water and irrigate about 20,000 acres 
of land. 

This land is yay productive when irrigated; but the expense of 
putting these lands in cultivation or clearing it of sagebrush and 
of leveling and putting it in alfalfa, which is the most productive 
and profitable crop, costing not less than $10 or $15 an acre, is such 
that it is almost impossible to lease these lands for the period of 
five years. If this period were extended, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, so that he could make these leases for a 
longer period of time, he could impose such conditions that almost 
the entire amount of this land could be required to be in alfalfa 
at the termination of the lease; and if certain other improvements 
should be required in the way of fences, construction of buildings, 
and improvements, it would be of great benefit to these Indians to 
have this done, because if this property can be turned over to them, 
at the expiration of the term of the lease, productive in alfalfa, 
fenced, and improved to a great extent, it is certainly far better 
and would benefit them more than if they should receive a certain 
amount of money pa annum, í 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question about 
the matter. I will state as a general proposition that I do not 
favor long leases in these matters, but I am not familiar with the 
situation of the reservation affected by the gentleman's amend- 
ment. I want to ask the gentleman if the matter has been sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and if he has the 
views of the Indian Office on the subject? i 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have. I talked with the Com- 
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missioner of Indian Affairs, and he said that whatever we deemed 
advisable he would approve, because he knew the conditions there 
somewhat, and knew that we were familiar with the conditions 
there; and it is such that it would not permit us to get these lands 
leased for five years, on account of this peculiar condition. 


Mr. LITT Do I understand the gentleman to say that it is 
impracticable, if not impossible, to secure a five years’ lease and 
open up and irrigate these lands? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is almost impossible to do that 
to any advantage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington. 

Tho question was taken; and the amendment was a; to. 

The Clerk read to the conclusion of section 6 of the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to save the time to be 
consumed in reading the seyenth section by raising the pans of 
order against the entire section from line 7, on e 59, to line 7 
of page 70, inclusive. I believe it is conceded t it is open to 
the point of order of being new legislation, Imake the point now, 
eo — to save the time that would be consumed in reading the 


ty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a treaty. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. It is a treaty, and I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw the point of order that he makes against it. 
If he understood the condition that exists in that country, I do not 
think he would insist on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ' The gentleman from Texas would not con- 
tend that the point of order is not well taken? 

Mr, STEP Sof Texas. I understand that under Rule XXI 
it is new legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman,I am quite in harmony with 
the gentleman’s proposition, I will say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, of not having legislation upon these appropriation 
bills. It has come to my knowledge, however, or I think it has, 
if I am correctly informed, that the development of a part of 
Oklahoma and the welfare of all the Indians concerned, as well 
as the white people, would be benefited by the ratification of this 
treaty. Ionly want to make a suggestion to the gentleman, if I 
am correctly informed, and I think I am, that while it is in the 
teeth of the rules, I admit, but possibly and probably, such as is 
my information, that the necessity is so great that the gentleman 
from New York might well appeal for unanimous consent, and 
that would include the gentleman, of course, to let it go on. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that there are 
bills pending at this time in both Houses of Congress, separate 
bills, for the ratification of this treaty. There are some reasons 
why this ratification ought not to e place in this way. Ido 
not care to go into them. I have a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but 1 do not care to raise any question. It is new legislation, and 
therefore obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will not permit it to go by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I can not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We passed the bill last Congress as a sepa- 
rate measure, but the Senate would not it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to refer 
to page 23 for an amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 

mous consent to recur to page 23 of the bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert in line 16, 23, after the word “dollars,” the foll 


lowing: 
“ Provided further, t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to said Sac and Fox Indians the sum of $50, 
to be immediately available, out of the amount of money now to the credit 
said Indians in the United States Treasury. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to ask the consent 


of the House that I may make a statement with reference to the 
necessity for this amendment. These Indians have had the small- 
pox. The Secretary, the agent, and the Commissioner all recom- 
mend this relief at once. Their houses, their beds, and their cloth- 
ing have all been burned up, and they are now living in tents, 
some of them three or four families in one tent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I o an amendment of 
a like character yesterday, or the day before, offered by the gen- 
tleman from m, because I am ay as the proponon at all 
times of taking from the Treasury funds of this trust, placed 
there for the benefit of the Indians. I have no doubt, from the 
statement of the gentleman from Oklahoma, that this is a case 
which presents a peculiar state of facts, and ne is unusually 
meritorious; and yet, notwithstanding that fact, Mr. Chairman, I 
can not refrain from opposing a proposition to permit any of these 
Indian tribes to withdraw from the Treasury of the United States 
any of their funds. If they are in a deplorable condition, let us 


ive them whatever is absolutely necessary as a gratuity. If we 
o not do it now, we establish the precedent of withdrawing 
money from the or permitting them to do it on their 
own application, and by and by the time may come when we shall 
be obli to support them entirely. The same principle is in- 
volved in this amendment as in that presented by the gentleman 
from Gregan, which was successfully o the other day. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I wo like to ask the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma about what is the amount of the fund belong- 
ing to these Indians? 

. FLYNN. When Congress treated for their land there was 
coming to them $485,000, which was tendered to the Indians, every 
dollar of it. The Indians said, No; we donot need it all. Place 
$300,000 to our credit in the Treasury.” For the first time in the 
history of that tribe all of the chiefs have united, notwithstand- 
ing they would not take the money when offered, and they say 
now, We have lost our houses, our beds; we have lost our 
clothes, and five or six families are living in tents furnished by 
the Government.” Now, something must be done for them. The 
Secretary recommends it, the Commissioner recommends it, and 
the agent recommends it. I will read the letters: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 2, 1900. 


committee, 
In FC.. ps TON TRO ner A Niel OE I MURDADO 
of Indians, in Oklahoma, and of a letter from their agent, asking an a 
T fund of $300,000, now to their credit 


ry at 5 per cent interest, to relieve them from the destitu- 
tion caused the epidemic of smallpox from which they suffered during 


the 7 
The Indians have asked that the sum of $100,000 be taken from the above- 
named fund and paid to them per capita, Which meets the favor of their 


agent. 
The Commissioner, however, is of the opinion that $50,000 will be sufficient 
for their immediate needs, and recommends the appropriation of that amount, 


N THOS. RYAN. 
ery y, . : 
Acting Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 2, 1900. 
Str: In view of the large amount of property necessarily destroyed in 
aa aigs oas the epidemic of smallpox Bu the Sac and Fox of Mississippi 
Indians, in Oklah: uring left 


now in the Treasury 
In support of this nest, 
counsel of their and also a letter from 


agent, forwarding their petition, with his approval. 
I recommend that $50,000 be paid them in lieu of their request 


for $100,000. will give them about apiece, w. in ini: all 

2 Pada gi 5 $90 ap: hich, in my opinion, è 

teat acer W. A. JONES, 
Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Sac AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., January 15, 1900. 
Tho — 2 application is herewith forwarded with my a val. 


bles, —— etc., inf 
and household effects of the infected people. This action has 


furnished them at the 
o g sufficient to more than keep them in food. 
Many of this tribe are in a condition to improve their lands if they had the 
means. A peyment to them of the amount requested will be a great assist- 
false believe that it will be good policy to pay this fund to th 
a) eve 1 policy to pay un em as soon as 
REMA and ređuce the amount of their annuities, and thus compel them to 
epend to some extent upon labor and not wholly upon their annuities for 
= T h bet 
ess some action is taken on this line they will incapacitated to care 
for themselves or their land at the end of the twenty-five ear trust period, 
of which eight ears have now ela’ f ə it is true that some of them 
will squander their share, the majority will make good use of it and are now 
much more capable of handling it than when they were the 000 eight 
years and were offered the full amount of the $185, g their re- 
quest will meet with your approval, I am, 
LEE PATRICK, 


Very A 
United States Indian Agent. 


cloi 


Sac AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., January 10, 1900. 


The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
A Washington, D. C.: 

We, the chiefs and council of the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians in Oklahoma, 
this day in council assembled to discuss and consider the destitute condition 
of our ein uence of that dread scourge, smallpox, which removed 
so many of our members the past year, and the necessity of the destruction of 
our property by fire to destroy the germs of the disease, 8 
clo’ bedi im: nts, harness, valuable trinkets, etc.; refore, we 
money in the hands of the Government remaining of the treaty with 
Cherokee Commission on June 12, 1890, to be disbursed per capita to the tribe. 

For which we ever pray. 
Chief McKosito (his x mark), Moses Keokuk (his x mark), John N. 
Big Walker (his x mark), Jefferson Davis (his x mark), David 


Wakole (his x mark), gar Mack (his x mark), Jack Bear (his ` 
2 perto William Shaw (his x mark), Alex. Connally. 


I certify on honor that the foregoing application was fully explained te 
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and understood by the chiefs and council before they signed the same, and 


unanimous vote of the council. 
IAM HURR, 
Interpreter and Secretary of Council, 
Sac AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., 


January 10, 1900, 


Mr. LITTLE. Are the Indians on their allotment? 

Mr. FLYNN. They are upon their allotment. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I differ with the chairman of the 
committee on the proposition that we ought never to invade this 
fund of the tribes. I believe that where there is a crying neces- 
sity, as in this case, based on the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior, that it is wiser to make to them a small payment out 
of the fund. If, when their funds are gone, it becomes the duty of 
the Government to make an appropriation, we can attend to it at 
that time. From what I have learned in regard to this case, I 
think it is a case of absolute necessity for the Indians. They have 
their allotment, and from the statement of the Secretary of the 
Interior a great many of them are capable of a proper use of this 
money. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, I do think that if any excep- 
tion is made in this case it ought also to be made in the case pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Oregon yesterday. If the commit- 
tee is to t the withdrawal in this case, we ought to permit 
them in I shall request the committee to do it in the case 
of the gentleman from Oregon if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. LITTLE. Does the gentleman from New York think the 
two cases stand on a parallel footing? Does he think the neces- 
ws Bg 2 in one case as in the other? 

A RMAN. The question of necessity? No. 
Mr. LITTLE. That is the ground upon which I base my favor 


of this proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are other reasons in the Oregon case 
which to my mind are stronger than those presented by the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma. Ithink if 3 is to be allowed 
in either case, it should be allowed in both. My individual judg- 
ment is against allowing it in either, but I do not ask anybody 
that is disinclined to do it to follow my individual judgment. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam not prepared to pass judgment against the 
amendment of the gentleman from m, but, as I view this 
case, I think it is meritorious, and if the Oregon case stands on 

ual merit when presented to the House, I shall not object. 

. SHERMAN. We will none of us di in reference to 
the necessity of giving some aid of some kind to these Indians. 

Mr. FL . Thisis simply a proposition that these Indians 
may be allowed to use their own money instead of the Government 


spending it for them. 
agent having indicated that this money 


that it expresses the true and 


Mr. CURTIS. The 
would be used for the erection of houses to take the place of those 
which have been burned, I submit it would be well to allow the 


amendment to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I seem to be alone on 
this question, so far as the committee is concerned; those of my 
colleagues who are present seem to take a different view from 
mine. They are doubtless wiser than Iam in many ways—perhaps 
in 8 and I am inclined to yield to their judgment. 

ughter. 
[ Mr.S HENS of Texas. I believe the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN] is correct as to the general principle; butin 
view of this present emergency I think the amendment should be 


oe 
The —— being taken, the amendment of Mr. FLYNN was 


Mr. TONGUE, Mr. Chairman, I now desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I explained to the House the other day 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
would not be in order to this part of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that we return to 
the ion of the bill to which the amendment would properly 
ap 


“4 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole return to page 31 
of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, The 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, at the end of line 24, page 31, after the word “cents,” the following: 

“ALSEA AND SILETZ INDIANS. 
“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and Cirected, on the 


— of this act, to pay to such Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz Res. 

ervation, in to an agreement made October 31, 1882, ratified 

— 4 75 7 Ma 1 approved August 15. 1804 (28 3 $23), as 
‘oun 


an care 
riated by the said act of A 25. 100. 8 fund of slop 
appr e ac 

appi opi 7 oi ugust and now 0 


Mr. RIDGELY. I have no wish to detain the Committee of the 
Whole, nor have I sought to avail myself of an op 
cut outthis amendment by my individual te taba 
appeal to the committee to reject the amen: 


rtunity to 
ut I again 
ent. The case is a 


very different one from that of the amendment which we have 
just permitted to go through. I think we ought not to begin to 
disburse these trust funds simply because in a business way some 


-members of the tribe may desire the money. 


Mr. TONGUE. I think if the gentleman will allow me to state 
my amendment he will not make any objection. 
Mr. RIDGELY. The gentleman made his explanation the other 


day. 

Mr. TONGUE. At the time I made that explanation the other 
day one very material fact had escaped me, as it had escaped the 
committee. My proposition was made then in pursuance of a 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, following a stat- 
utory enactment of the United States. I did not then know, as I 
do now, that the request of the Secretary of the Interior is in pur- 
suance of a treaty and is simply for the purpore of carrying out a 
treaty stipulation between the United States and the Alsea and 
Siletz Indians, In a treaty executed in 1894, which members will 
find on pe 325, volume 28 of the Statutes at Large, I find in 
Article this provision: 

That in case the Secretary of the Interior may at any time be satisfied 
that any of said Indians are fully competens and capable of managing and 
taking care of their full pro rata of 5 money, and that it 1 be 
to their interest to receive the same, and that other portions of said Indians 
are not so capable and competent, then he shall recommend to Congress that 
sufficient amount of such principal sum so held in trust as provided in section 
2 of this ment shall be 5 to rey the full pro rata of such com- 
Ee paul ask Se UNEAN tes PALASI by auch TAEA to N cose acon beaione 

have no further interests in said trust fund. 


Thatis the provision of the treaty stipulation between the United 
States and these Indians. It provides the manner in which the 
Government is to pay the purchase money to the Indians for this 
land which they sold to the Government. Now, the Secretary of 
the Interior, pursuant to that treaty provision, has stated that 306 
of those Indians are capable of taking care of themselves, and he 
asks Congress to pay this money according to the contract which 
we made with them. This is not a question for our discretion; it 
is not a question of what we may think best; it is simply a ques- 
tion whether we will carry out an absolute treaty stipulation and 
pay the money to these Indians according to the terms agreed upon 

tween them and the United States. 

Mr. COWHERD. When was this recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior made? 

A MEMBER. About a year ago. 

The N being n, the amendment of Mr. TONGUE was 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise and report 
55 bill as amended to the House with a favorable recommenda- 

on. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment, I desire to ask a 5 in regard to a provision in 
lines 23 and 24 of page 4 of the bill. There is there an appropria- 
tion of $1,400 for the Quapaw Agency, in the Indian 
I had understood that that agency been. abolished. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
LITTLE] that we allow this matter to pass; and if it be the desire 
of the Commissioner that this agency be abolished, a provision to 
that effect can be inserted in the Senate. 

Mr. LITTLE. My recollection is that the Commissioner said 
that the agency was not needed and that it would be abolished, 
and I thought the committee had taken such action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the subcommittee was at the Indian 
Office discussing these various agencies, this agency was among 
those which the Commissioner said might be done away with. 
The gentleman will recollect Commissioner said he would 
examine specifically into the facts in regard to four or five agencies 
which were under discussion, and would report later whether it 
would be feasible to do away with them at this time. The Com- 
missioner did not report in favor of dispensing with the Quapaw 
Agency, and therefore the provision has remained in the bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iwill not press the matter further, 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had directed him to re- 
port the same back to the House with sundry amendments, and 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Isa ay ge vote demanded upon any of the 
amendments? If not, the ir will put them in gross. 

The pene eri recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were e 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


erritory. 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1477 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TWELVE-MILE BAYOU, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. H Sepet I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the con- 
struction by the Texarkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway 
Company of a bridge across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreve- 
ort, La. 

> The bill was read. It provides that the Texarkana, Shreveport 
and Natchez Railway Company, a railroad corporation duly in- 
corporated under the laws of the State of Louisiana, its successors 
or assigns, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and main- 
tain a railway bridge and approaches thereto over and across 
Twelve-mile Bayou, in Caddo Parish, La., at or about 8 miles 
above the point where said bayou empties into Red River. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill is unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee and indorsed by the Secretary of War. J y 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ERMENTROUT, 


The SPEAKER. Thehour for the special order having arrived, 
it will be taken up. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GREEN] is recognized. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that some of the members of this House who desire to deliver 
eulogies to-day are unavoidably absent, I ask unanimous consent 
that such of the members as may so desire be permitted to print 
their remarks on this occasion, 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that members who desire to do so may print re- 
marks upon the life and character of Mr. ERMENTROUT, Is there 
objection? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. me aad I present the fol- 
lowing resolutions, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late a member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania, 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that opportu- 
nity may be given for fitting tribute to his memory, 

esolved, t the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy of the same tothe family of the deceased. 

Resol Hat, as an additional mark of respect, the House, at the conclu- 
sion of these memorial proceedings, do adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, since the com- 
mencement of this term of Congress the Hon. DANIEL ERMEN- 
TROUT, Congressman-elect from the Ninth district of Pennsylva- 
nia, comprising the counties of Berks and Lehigh, passed over to 
that ‘‘suburb of the life elysian, whose portal we call death.“ 

In his beautiful mansion of Graiistein,” surrounded by his 

wife, daughter, and loving friends, at the dawn of a beautiful 
autumn Sabbath morning—the 18th of September—he passed 
away peacefully. 
His death was sudden, entirely unexpected, and the news came 
as a shock to the community in which he lived. He died univer- 
sally lamented by the constituency he had served faithfully for 
many years. 

He left to survive him a ‘widow, Adelaide Louise, née Metzger, 
one son, Fitz Daniel, an attorney of the Berks County bar, and a 
daughter, Adelaide Louise. 

His remains were interred at the Charles Evans Cemetery, in 
Reading, on September 21, 1899, and were buried with Congres- 
sional honors. 

DANIEL ERMENTROUT was a Pennsylvanian to the manor born. 
His birthplace was the city of Reading, in the county of Berks, 
January 24, 1837. He descended from a long line of sturdy, in- 
dustrious, and substantial Pennsylvania German ancestors. They 
may be said to have been indigenous to the soil of Berks, for his 

t-great-grandfather, John entrout, in 1739 came from the 
alatinate and settled there, and his great-grandfather, Christo- 
pher; his grandfather, John E., and his father, William E., were 
all natives and lifelong residents, as was the deceased. True to 
the faith of his fathers and the traditions of ‘‘Old Berks,” the 
Gibraltar of Democracy, he was a Democrat of Democrats, 

No man there ever enjoyed for so long a time the confidence 
ma favor S the people, especially those affiliated with the Demo- 
cratic party. 

From his early manhood until his death, with but a few short 
intermissions, he represented them in some public capacity. 


Admitted to the bar August 3, 1859, he was elected district at- 
torney in 1862. From 1867 to 1870 he was thrice elected city so- 
licitor. In 1873 he was elected to represent Berks County in the 
senate of Pennsylvania, and reelected in 1876 to serve until 1880. 


In that year he was elected to the Forty-seventh Congress, and 

subsequently reelected to the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fif- 

tieth. In 1896 he was again elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress, 

and reelected to the Fifty-sixth. 1 

Such, in brief, is the record of his public career, and its iong 

riod sufficiently attests the high esteem in which he was hel 

y his constituents, as well as their opinion of the fidelity and use- 

fulness of his service. 

In his latter days, among his people and his many friends at the 
national capital and throughout the neighboring States—for he 
had a wide acquaintanceship—he was familiarly known as Uncle 
Dan,” a title not given him on account of great age, for at the 
time of his death he had not yet reached the -third milestone, 
but because he was affable and easily approached, without affec- 
tation, ostentation, or vanity. This easy and familiar manner 
marked his intercourse with everyone, and made him many warm 
friends everywhere. ; 5 

As his successor in this body I could not fail to be impressed 
with his ga popularity here, not only among those who hađ 
served with him, but among the whole line of employees, from the 
highest official to the humblest. And many a courtesy and kind 
favor has been cheerfully shown me here because of the love and 
friendship they bore him. 

3 at this Capitol seem to have loved him even for his very 
ngs. 

What greater testimonial could one have of possessing a kind 
heart than that of shedding rays of sunshine over his pathway 
and leaving the world happier for his having lived there? 

What greater encomium of praise than the fact that by his 
words of approval and encouragement he made the burden of his 
fellow-man lighter and easier to be borne? 

No one more dearly loved his home, the city of Reading, its 
beautiful location and surroundings. He often referred to it as 
a paradise on earth. Nothing gave him more pleasure than a 
ramble through the nooks and dells, over the craggy heights, and 
in the solemn woods of Mounts Penn and Neversink, twin prom- 
ontories which guard the city on the east and the rising sun.” 

Looking from their heights toward the setting sun, he saw the 
bright silver band of the beautiful Schuylkill, which forms that 
city’s western boundary, and stretching beyond for miles, until 
obscured by the mountains on the horizon, lay the broad, fertile 
acres of Berks, in the Lebanon Valley. Turning to the east, he 
saw another enchanting and, if 8 a more picturesque 
care the early home of the French Huguenots and those 
who fled Europe to escape oppression and settled in the deep, rich 
lands or the Oley Valley.” 

In the north loom up the mountains at the head waters of 
the peanya River, in whose bowels are the mines which pro- 
duce hundreds of millions of tons of the far-famed anthracite coal. 
To the south, here and there along the river’s banks, are scattered 
furnaces, mills, and manufactories, converting the ore into iron 
and its 3 ee On every side as far as the eye can see 
are scatter e towns, villages, and hamlets of the sturdy and 
industrious yeomen of Berks, among whom he counted a multi- 
tude of friends. 

Lines of steel rails are seen approaching the city at his feet 
from every direction. Long trains of cars at all times are in sight 
bearing their freight of grain, coal, iron, and merchandise to it 
and through it to tide water, to be ere long distributed over the 
civilized World. He has grown up with this city nestling below 
him. From an humble village of a few thousands it has grown 
from his boyhood days to be a great manufacturing metropolis, 
counting nearly a hundred thousand souls within its confines, 
The smoke of its many industries rises from innumerable stacks 
and hovers like a t,dark cloud over it. Every article of com- 
merce is produced there, from a paper bag to the huge ice plants and 
cotton and sugar presses scattered everywhere through the sunny 
South and the green isles of the Gulf. There are made the huge 
cannon and the steel shells which made our Navy the pride of 
this nation and the terror of our foes. The city’s growth has 
been as steady as are her people, and year by year has added toits 
wealth and commerce and to the happiness and comfort of her 
busy, bustling population. 

DANIEL ERMENTROUT will always be remembered as one of the 
men who have largely contributed to its great growth and pros- 


perity. 

What wonder is it that through all his life he so greatly loved 
and was so justly proud of his birthplace and of the people who 
made it their home? 

Believing as he did, that the progress and happiness of the Ameri- 
can ple and their future safety and success were dependent 
largely upon the education of the masses through the growth and 
expansion of the common-school system, he was a devoted friend 
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of that institution. His people were among the pioneers in its es- 
tablishment and earnest workers for its success. He taught a 
number of terms in these public schools, and for years was a 
school controller of Reading. His father for many years was also 
a school controller and at one time served as treasurer of the 


baro, His brother, John S., was superintendent of the public 
schools of the county and founded the Keystone State Normal 
School, serving in it as principal and professor. James N. Er- 
mentrout, now president judge of the county courts, not only 
taught school, but served as assistant county . 
„ and the record of the members of his immedi- 
ate family in the great cause of public education, which has so 
radically changed the character of the people of eastern Pennsyl- 
vania in the last two decades, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT not only received in his youth a good educa- 
tion, having attended Elmwood Institute at Norristown, Pa., and 
Franklin and Marshall College at Lancaster, Pa., but during his 
life was a constant reader of the works of the best authors. He 
had an intimate knowledge of English, German, French, and 
Latin and ke the Pennsylvania German dialect with the best. 
He claimed that it was often stronger and more expressive than the 
English, I know he was familiar with many of the gems of both 

lish poetry and proseand delighted to quote celebrated passages. 

hen Congressman ERMENTROUT came to the bar he gave great 

ise of being a strong and successful advocate, and it was not 

ong before his legal talents were recogni by his being chosen 

district attorney, the representative of the commonwealth in all 

criminal actions. As he pressed farther into the realm of politics 

he soon found that ‘‘the law was a jealous mistress,” and u- 

ally drifted farther away from the work of his chosen profession 
e became deeper immersed in politics and public affairs. 

In his case it may truly be said that a first-rate lawyer was sac- 
rificed to make a useful public official. He never 9 ve 
up the practice of the law, but during his whole life divided his 
attention between legal business and public work and political or- 
ganization and management giving to the latter the larger por- 
tion of his time and energy. 

Fortune blessed him by giving him a younger brother, who was 
a student, a man of remarkable address and acumen, who p 
not only a judicial mind and bearing, but had rare good senseand 
judgment coupled with great industry. The large practice he had 

ered his many friends and acquaintances he placed in 
is hands and it throve apace, and his brother was y called 
to fill a seat on the common-pleas bench. > 

It is a fact without precedent in tkat section of the State that 
at the same time and for some years brothers held the two highest 
pouan within the gift of the people. And in all fairness it must 

said of both that they held these places with credit and honor. 

To his colleagnes in this body who served with him in the halls 
of Congress I leave that part of his life and career. I am not per- 
sonall uainted with it, and they have promised to cover this 
period in their remarks following mine. 

I will of the man only as 1 knew him from his manhood’s 
prime to the time of his death. 

The picture that presents itself is that of a young man of robust 
physique, a strong face, rather careless carriage, with a strong, 
bell reliant air, dressed neatly but plainly, aggressive and force- 
ful in manner; in neither dress nor manner nor look did he show 
a single effeminate sign. 

He talked loud and volubly, and had always plenty of physical 
str and force back of him. He was a vigorous man, and you 
soon learned that by his hearty hand shake and often by the 
heartier pat he gave you on the back. He had equally strong 
feelings and convictions, and he was ingenuous rather than ingeni- 
ous. metimes he tried to practice the Machiavelian arts and the 
style of a diplomat, but he signally failed in such attempts. By 
nature he was frank and brusque and he never would have suc- 
ceeded as an actor. When he was about, one always felt the sus- 
picion of a stiff breeze blowing not very far off, and when he be- 
came excited it was very near. 

He never did anything quietly and easily, but energetically and 
vigorously. is was so in his work and in his diversions. 
There was no halfway about him. It was, Forward, right and 
left, through.” ji : 

At the bar and in the political arena these qualities made him a 
warrior, and he never suffered a defeat or e ienced a failure 
from lack of force, effort, or energy: Se aE oppona and 
competitors slept he worked, and the man he swords with 
found him a foeman worthy of his steel, and so he fought until 
the end. Ina political N never rested until the prima- 
ries were cl and the result wn, and not then if the verdict 
left anything in doubt. 

He was often charged with fighting hardest for himself, which 
was natural, and not fighting sufficiently hard for his friends, 
which, of course, was a matter of opinion. Yet no one had more 
lo friends and followers, nor did anyone hold them so long. 

than that, he had a faculty of making up with opponents 


and placating hisenemies. After the fiercest contest he was al- 
ways the first to offer to shake hands and make up, urge that by- 
gones should be bygones, and apologize for sharp personalities that 
might have been indulged in in the heat of the contest. In this 
way he won over many opponents, and held as friends those who 
had bitterly op: bim and his ambitions. 

As he grew older I can not say that this strong aggressive spirit 
was perceptibly tamed; and if so, only when the ravages of disease 
had marked him as their victim. He still retained his splendid 
fighting qualities, and when he died may truly be said to have died 
with his armor on. 

As his life was not like the deep, quiet, and sluggish waters, but 
like the active, splashing, rushing mountain torrent, his political 
and business career was not a pathway strewn with roses. In 
business, as he expressed it, he looked after number one,” and 
hence aroused many jealousies among his fellow-practitioners; 
his bluff qualities and often dictatorial manner made him enemies 
and his soaring ambition raised many competitors. Inside and 
outside his party he was forced into many a joust, but only on one 
occasion can I remember him to have been unhorsed, 

I have fought with him and e him, have won and lost 
with him and against him, and feel qualified to by the book, 
for I have felt the weight of his sword. In his heart he loved a 
hard fight and admired and respected a sturdy opponent, Such 
was his nature. 

He was the only man in all that county that ever survived a de- 
feat and again by native force forged to the front and gained a 
personal victory. 

He was a keen observer of people, an accurate reader of human 
nature. He had a fine memory for faces and names, and amon 
the more stable rural population knew almost every voter, an 
often their wives. He knew their history and traditions, their 
language, and their friendship, and often was able to tell a young- 
ster more of his father and grandfather than he had ever known. 
This, with his free and easy manner and plain, frank bearing, was 
one of his great secrets of success, if secret it was. Besides this, 
he ai only respected the opinions of his people, but their very 
prejudices, 

Like other men of his positive stamp, he never pleased every- 
one. He was often blamed for navne toostrong opinioni, atother 
times charged with having none. He certainly did try to follow 
the ideas of the people he represented, yet it can not justly be 
charged that he trimmed his sail for every ing wind. 

He never was a hypocrite and never tried by long face and sanc- 
timonious pretenses to gain preference or power. Yet I know he 
worshiped nature and revered nature’s God, and in his heart of 
hearts loved the handiwork of the great Creator. This made him 
a kind and indulgent husband and father and a warm friend. A 
very intimate and sympathetic friend said of him, ‘‘ He could pic- 
ture in words of eloquence the matchless beauties of our land- 
scapes and tell the silent story of stream and tree and wood—how 
the shifting scenery of nature reveals the handiwork of the Author 
of all beauty.” 

Mr. ERMENTROUT may not have been an orator, although at 
times in his speeches he reached the pont of true oratory. Hoe 
always made a vigorous speech, and, when well prepared, a speech 
which both by his manner of delivery and the matter it contained 
challenged attention and was a clear, logical, and forceful pre- 
sentation of his views. Ido not think it can be contended that 
he wus a great statesman, but he was generally acknowledged to 
be a useful public servant. 

Uncle Dan loved a melodious song and a good story, and was 
ever fond of good cheer. He never was brighter and happier 
than around a festive board thronged with merry companions, 
There he was at his best, and there you saw his sunniest smile and 
heard his heartiest laugh; there he unloaded his store of sparkling 
wit and the choicest tales gathered from his long acquaintance- 
ship with the brightest men of this land. 

When every other trait is forgotten, his bosom friends will call 
to mind the pleasant times and happy hours they spent in his com- 
pany. He had faults, but they, too, were convivial and injured 
none more than himself. Whatever may be said of him, he was 
a useful citizen, an incorruptible public servant, whose eis beeing 
was never assailed with even the suspicion of personal dishonor. 

To aman of his vigorous constitution fourscore years should 
have been his allotted time; but his intense nervous energy burned 
the candle of life at both ends. 

He fought a good fight. He has run his course; 

He tasted of life's bitter and its sweet; 

He was loved, 8 and honored; 
He was hated, reviled, and condemned; 
His virtues many outweighed his vices. 


And when we measure him by the Golden Rule it will be found 
that he did the work his hands found to do faithfully and well 
and that his useful life was a blessing to his fellow-man. He has 
crossed the dark river. His life’sservice has paid the obolus to old 
Charon, the ferryman of the Styx. He has entered the land of 
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the hereafter, in that other life of growth and to take 
up again the burden laid down in this and to struggle ever on- 
ward and upward in the realm of life eternal. 


[Mr. GAINES addressed the House. See Appeudix.] 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, when Leonardo da Vinci was 

ainting his famous fresco, ‘‘ The Last Supper,” on the wall of a 
Dominican convent the friar became impatient at the tardiness 
of the work and reproached the rimia. who, answering, said: 
“I still lack two faces, one of which, the Saviour, I can not hope 
to find on earth, and I have not attained the power of presentin 
it to myself in imagination, with all the perfection of beauty an 
spiritual grace demanded in a representation of the divine incar- 
nation: the other is that of Judas, and I hardly think it possible 
to render graphically the features of a man who, after receiving 
so many benefits from Him, deliberately betrayed his Lord and 
Master.” Similarly, he who undertakes to depict in words the 
extremes of goodness and badness in human character, like Leo- 
nardo, will be unable to complete his pictur; for no mastery of 
the art of characterization will enable him adequately to portray 
the radiant image of the divine in man at his best, or to graphic- 
ally render the dark incarnation of evil in him at his worst. 

he history of man has revealed him as a being compounded of 

diverse elements, including much that is common to other ani- 
mals; indeed, it seems scientific to hold with recent thinkers that 
every animal of forest, field, and flood has maintained a foothold 
in man and left the print of one or another of its features in every 
upright, heaven-facing creature. From this point of view he is 
a most inharmonious being. Compound of beast and angel, 
devil and deity,” said Coleridge. “‘The glory and scorn of the 
universe, said Pascal. A jewel of God,” said Parker. A 
Saal vulture,” said Cowley. ‘‘Half dust and half deity, 
alike unfit to sink or soar,” said Byron. How noble in reason, yet 
how prone to error; how infinite in faculty, yet how low in desire; 
in form and moving how express and admirable, yet how low he 
bends to vice and folly; inaction howlike an angel, in acts howlike 
a devil; in apprehension how like a god, yet in appetite how like a 
brute. This is man in his totality; but, as Emerson suggests, 
Man has been differentiated into men, good men, middling men, 
and bad men.” So we can conceive them in their several c C- 
ters and distinguish one from the other. 

The point of these reflections, obviously enough, is that man in 
his ascent outgrows the tiger, the bear, the serpent, the wolf. or 
whatever remnant of the animal that may have survived in him. 
He sloughs off the lower and baser and climbs to the higher and 
nobler, and develops by slow stages the highest manhood. A per- 
fect being does not exist. In every character there is the nt 's 
hiss and the bird’s song. It has been said that God could not 
make a perfect being in a day if he tried. Perfection is an evo- 
lution, and can only be reached by struggle and growth. What 
he does depends on what he is. He gives out what is in him. He 
is like the coal in the grate, of which science declares that in de- 
composing it gives out the same amount of light and heat as was 
borrowed from the sun by the antediluvian trees which entered 
into its composition. So the human creature gives out as much of 
one and another quality as he derives by heredity, as much of 

ess and gracious sunshine as he has drawn from the infinite 
sr 5 oi Hent and love. 1 a 5 
man o irit, purpose, ambition, and aspiration; in 
with difficulties, rrite adverse fortune; stumbling, f. er 
rising; renewing the struggle, falling again, and again rising; 
climbing with beak and claw, daring every fate and triumphin 
over all, is the grandest and most impressive object ever 8 
for our contemplation. He is a royal man, a nobleman of nature's 
own brand, who exemplifies the attribute which led the Greeks to 
call man “anthropos,” the upward looker. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT in his interesting career presents the figure of 
a straggling, striving, strenuous man, battling with the enemies 
of his high purpose and his ardent hopes, and whatever reverses 
overtook him served only as incentives to renewed exertion, for his 
purpose never wavered and his hope sprang eternal. In the words 
of Campbell, She could smile at the ruins of creation and light 
her torch at nature’s funeral tl 

My acquaintance with Mr. ERMENTROUT covered a long period 
or gaan: His origin was neither obscure nor distinguished. He 

ered the disadvantage of neither rank nor fortune. He came 
from that common level of worldly conditions and that high level 
of honor and respectability, that clean and wholesome atmosphere 
of piety and morals, which in all American history have consti- 
tuted the rich garden soil from which have sprung intellectual 
vigor and moral excellence. He was educated at Franklin and 
Marshall College, located in the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent. A beautiful and accomplished girl of my own city became 
his wife, and their home up to the time of his death was in a 
neighboring city,in the district which he represented on this floor 
for several terms. He was a man of light and leading in his com- 
munity. He was a diligent student; his reading took a wide range; 
he gleaned from every field of knowledge and possessed an eit: 
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tude of intelligence which made him a valuable acquisition to 


any social or professional circle. For nearly forty years his time 

was divided between the legal profession and public life. He was 

a success in both. He was a masterful politician. His ability, in- 

dustry, tact, and the high esteem in which he was held gave him 

al ponines enjoyed by no other man in the politics of his dis- 
c 


His devotion to his constituents was a conspicuous feature of 
his public life. He knew most of them 7. He took them 
into his confidence, watched their interests, guarded their rights, 
anticipated their wants, and served them in all needful ways with 
a fidelity as beautiful as his industry was tireless. He believed, 
what the career of every successful public man teaches, that the 
only way for a public servant to securely hold the confidence and 
affection of his constituents is in the demonstration of his worthi- 
ness by integrity, fidelity, industry, and efficiency in their service. 

Our friend was the architect of his own career. The spurs he 
wore in the tournament of life were fashioned by his own effort 
and buckled to his heels with his own hands. He early learned 
that the genius of success is the genius of toil. The only Alad- 
din’s 3 ever knew was a heroic soul that no difficulty could 
daunt. His courage never sank before an adverse cast of fortune. 
When inspired by conviction and commanded by duty he turned 
neither to the right nor left. He wasa hard fighter. The man 
who broke a lance with him when at his best was sure— 

To know the joy that warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 

But our friend has gone to his rest, leaving behind him for our 
instruction such lessons as his life teaches. Tocontemplate them 
and profit by them is the suggestion of wisdom. 

As the shadows steal at evening over the earth, softly closing 
the flowers and touching them to sl silently and lovingly in 
the promise of a bright waking,” so he fell asleep. Nature, with 
no rudeness in her touch, but softly and gently, disengaged the 
vital cord, and he passed serenely into rest on the other shore of 
that mysterious sea that never yet has borne on any wave the 
image of a homeward sail.” 

Death had no terrorfor him. He besought those nearest to him 
not to mourn but to rejoice when he was called home, for to him 
his demise was only a transit to a higher state of being where life 
is in its completeness. For him death had no sting, the grave no 
victory. He into the unseen, I can easily believe, with the 
exultant words of Whitman's death song upon his lips: 

Joy, shipmates, joy; 

Our no an 4 38 life begins; 
The long, long anchorage we leave. 
The = is clear at last; she leaps, 
She quickly courses from the shore; 
Joy, shipmates, joy. 

Now, as we leave the contemplation of our departed friend, 
those who loved him best can carry with them the consolatory re- 
flection ‘that, while green grass will cover his grave, blue skies 
bend over it, sweet birds sing near it, and the p will be hal- 
lowed ground, yet greener the , fairer than the skies, 
sweeter than the birds, more hallowed than the grave itself will 
be his fragrant memory enshrined with supreme sacredness in 
their heart of hearts.” 


Mr. ZIEGLER. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad privilege to join with 
other members of the House in paying brief tribute to the mem- 
ory of DANIEL ERMENTROUT. 

I am led to from the natural and instinctive prompting of 
a heart that bore a sincere friendship and regard for the deceased. 
It is an occasion when human passions are hushed; when political 
differences are laid aside, and when, in the midst of the solemnity 
that pervades the scene, we give expression to serious and solemn 
thought. It may truthfully be said that no one finds the least 
degree of pleasure in standing by the open grave and witnessing 
the funeral ceremony. All such occasions are characterized by a 
display of sorrow and grief. However sad the occasion, however 
3 — 5 sorrow and grief, it is the duty of the living to bury 

the dea 

I was t at the funeral services of our deceased friend, 
DANIELERMENTROUT. Iheardthelearned minister standing beside 
the cold form eloquently extol his home, social, political, business, 
and religious life. The good and kind words spoken by him, as 
well as by those in the funeral cortege and by many who crowded 
the public streets of the city as he was carried to the grave, were 
as Lak, pe cheerful, and comforting as the rays of the sun that 
dispelled the rainfall and clouds that overcast the morning of the 
day of his burial and flooded the open grave and charming scenery 
surrounding the place of his burial with its brightness and glory. 

No human life is entirely exempt from sorrow, grief, trouble, 
anxiety, fault, or error, and let me express the hope that what- 
ever sorrow or grief may at any time have crossed the pathway of 
our friend's life, whatever trouble or anxiety may have been his 
portion, whatever fault or error, all have been effectually blotted 
out in the sunlight of God’s presence, 
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Mr. Speaker, we have with great proprie 
period from the discharge of our legislative duties to deliver be- 
coming and commemorative remarks concerning our deceased 
friend, DANIEL ERMENTROUT. The discharge of this duty is not 
only customary but appropriate, and at the same time or 


paused for a brief 


mournful, Eloquent have been all the eulogistic tributes whic 
the members of this House have placed upon our friend’s grave. 
In the midst of our sorrow it is comforting to have heard him so 
well spoken of. After the splendid addresses of those who have 
ed me, touching upon the life, character, and public serv- 
ices of DANIEL ERMENTROUT, it will be for me a difficult if not an 
impossible task to express new thought or gather flowers as bright 
as those already gathered and, weaving them into suitable and 
thoughtful design, place them upon his graye as a tribute to his 
memory. However, I would emphasize, if I may or can, several 
traits of character which stood out prominently in his life. Kind- 
oe and goodness of heart, twin virtues, were his in a marked 


egree. 
A few days after my election as a member of this House I re- 
ceived a letter from him of whom I speak. This letter is an index 


of the man’s character. It breathed words of congratulation. 
He felicitated himself upon the fact that he would have more 
company from his own State in the Fifty-sixth Congress than he 
had in the Fifty-fifth Congress, referring to the election of more 
members of his political faith from Pennsylvania. Alas! how 
vain and fleeting ofttimes are our hopes and expectations. He 
will not meet with us, as he fondly =) pase in this assemblage. 
Death claimed him with startling suddenness, and he has passed 
over into that mysterious realm where each shall take his cham- 
ber in the silent halis of death.” 

All sorrow at his demise, and Jae I find constrained pleasure in 
bearing brief witness to his kindness and goodness of heart, not 
only as 8 to me 8 „but as shown in speaking of his 
friends in Congress and of the officers of this House. 

I knew the deceased during many years. I met him in the beau- 
tiful city where he lived. I frequently saw his commanding and 
influential presence in State conventions, and while our relations 
were not very intimate, still I must say that the kindness of the 
man’s heart and his disposition to be of aid and assistance con- 
stantly manifested itself. 

The letter to which Ia moment ago referred spoke of his ex- 
3 as a member of this House, and how from that experience 

e could be of assistance to newly elected members of this body, 
and then followed information and suggestions that proved very 
valuable to me. 

He expressed the pleasure it would be to him to serve me in 


any way in his power, and hoped that our intercourse would be | d. 


pleasant and agreeable. He spoke in the highest terms of his 
* associates, regardless of political creed, and I remember that he 
referred in the kindliest terms to the Clerk of this House and his 
willingness to t any assistance in obtaining useful informa- 
tion on the routine business of this House and the various Depart- 
ments of the Government, In this way, therefore, were reflected 
the kindness and goodness of the deceased, and I may say these 
traits of character have been characteristic of the man during his 
entire ip bigest political, and public life. 

Again, he was noted for his great onal devotion in the per- 
formance of duty. He was singularly sincere and conscientious 
in all his undertakings, and whatever his hands found to do he 
did with all his might. He was never faithless in any cause. 

Whether at the bar in the trial of a case or in the struggle for 
the attainment of his political ambition; whether in the State sen- 
ate or as a servant of the people in this House, it can truthfully be 
said of him that every energy of his tireless nature was thrown 
into a desire to creditably perform every duty. He was a good 
citizen, an assiduous lawyer, a faithful State senator and Con- 

essman. His private and public record have been honorable. 

have never heard anything to detract from his reputation as an 
pr eee and faithful public servant. This reputation was 
richly earned, but only through ceaseless energy and conscientious 
pee eanas of duty. He has gone from us forever. He lies 

uried beneath the soil of his native State, in a beautiful location 
in the cemetery where he expressed a desire to be buried and rest 
from his labors. 

We do well to cherish the legacy of the kind and generous heart 
he has left us, and the fame of an honest and faithful public serv- 
ant, gained by his earnest nal consecration to duty. 

What lesson is there in this sad death and in this solemn occasion 
for us who survive? It seems to me the lesson may be appropri- 
ately learned by heeding the injunction: 

So live, that when thy summons comes to join 
The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 


Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night. 
to his 88 but auetained and soothed 


Sco 

By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 
Like one that 5 the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit 
this opportunity to pass without paying my tribute of respect to 
the memory of my neighbor, the late Hon. DANIEL E. aah 
TROUT, of Reading, Pa. 

When my colleague, Hon. Henry D. GREEN, announced to this 
House the death of his distinguished predecessor, Mr. ERMEN- 
TROUT, a tomblike silence spread over this Chamber, and expres- 
sions of sorrow and regret fell from the lips of all who knew him. 

His unblemished character and high standing as a citizen, a 
lawyer, and a statesman was well and favorably known through- 
out his native State, and as their Representative in the Congress of 
the United States he discharged his duties faithfully and consci- 
entiously. So marked was his attention to the interest of his dis- 
trict and the country he loved that his colleagues, members of the 
Congress of the United States, upon hearing of his demise, through 
respect to his memory adjourned the House of Representatives 
and later set apart this day that suitable tribute might be paid 
W the memory of the honored gentleman, late a member of this 

ouse. 

Mr. Speaker, what greater tribute can be paid to the memory 
of the deceased than that bestowed upon him by the people of the 
Ninth Congressional district of Pennsylvania? 

There on his native heath he was best known, and his life work 
so commendable that he was intrusted with the cares of State and 
nation; and in all his official career never violated a trust, and 
quick to respond to the needs of his district. 

Well may it be said of him, he was kind, generous, and chari- 
table, aggressive and sincere in his convictions, and to serve his 
i rit 1 eyes of 8 g ; 1 8 

s honesty of purpose, Mr. Speaker, impressed all who knew 
him, and recalls the admonition— 
To thine own self be true; 
And it will follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

Nothing that I now say will add to the good name and fame of 
the deceased, so well and richly earned by him through life. 

He erected for himself a monument that time can alone de- 
stroy, and as I listen to the many eloquent and touching tributes 
of respect paid to the deceased my heart is filled with gratitude 
toward mankind. Again may 1 ask, what greater monument to 
perpetuate the memory of DANIEL E. ERMENTROUT could be 
erected than that raised by the records of the Congress of the United 
States, presenting to the present and awaiting the perusal of future 
generations resolutions and memorials penring upon theillustrious 
character and life work of the deceased? I knew him for many 
891735 respected, honored, and admired, he passed from life to 

ea 


Mr. ERMENTROUT had many qualities which endeared him to 
all who had the pleasure of his acquaintance. A gentleman of 
amiable disposition, who met his friends with a frank and cordial 
greeting; 8 almost to a fault, ready to assist and remove 
the obstacles and burdens from others. Such a man, Mr. Speaker, 
could not live in a community without its being improved and 
bettered by his life. His sunny disposition and kindly nature 
attracted me to him, and in a short time our acquaintance rip- 
ened into friendship. 

Shortly after my election to the Fifty-sixth Congress I received 
from him a message of congratulation, and later a personal call, 
a which time he spoke of the business to be transacted at this 

ongress. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, he was in the very vigor of manhood, his 
powers fully developed, ripened by study, observation, and expe- 
rience. At that time he presented to me his views on several 
questions since acted upon by this Congress; and I know how 
pleased he would have m to take an active part in debate on 
these questions. He was a partisan, a Democrat who never fal- 
tered, ready to ge forth and spread the principles of Democracy. 
It has been said of him on the floor of this House that he never 
seare an opponent and admired a man who gave him vigorous 

ttle. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, that was characteristic of Mr, ERMENTROUT, 
for I now recall that in conversation with him a short time before 
his demise he said, Jim, some boys in my district are looking 
about for 1 to me. They want fight. Just wait till you 
see what old Uncle Dan will do;“ and he said it in such a wax as 
to leave no doubt about his ability to take care of himself. i 
firm will, courage of conviction, and generous nature brought to 
his support a host of friends who respected, honored, and admired 
him, and general were the romea among the people of his Con- 

essional district when they heard of hisdemise. Faults he may 

ave had, for none are perfect, yet his virtues were many. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Mr. ERMENTROUT did not gain all his lau- 
rels in public life. At home with his family, his neighbors, and 
his le he was an inspirer of happiness, ever ready to ex- 
tend friendship and assist his fellow-man. Long will the people 
of his district fondly cherish his memory. There and here his 
genial company will be missed for all time, and while the country 
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he loved mourns his loss, we must not torget that his loving wife 
and children. have sustained an irreparable one; and while we 
deeply sympathize with them in this, their hour of bereavement, 
we pray that He who doeth all things for the best” will 
strengthen and support them in a full resignation to the will of 
the Creator, for— 


God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform. 


[Mr. DALY of New Jersey addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MULLER. Mr. Speaker, my personal acquaintance with 
our honored colleague, whose sudden and untimely death about 
six months ago startled and shocked his friends and whose virtues 
we to-day commemorate, commenced in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
I had served in prior Congresses—the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth— 
and so was considered a veteran, and we naturally became friends 
at once. Mr. ERMENTROUTcameintothe Forty-seventh Congress 
of which I was not a member—as the successor of Hiester Clymer, 
a notable man, who achieved prominence and distinction in the 
House during his eight years’ service, as he had previously attained 
high personal and political distinction and position in the party 
councils of the Democratic party of Pennsylvania and the nation. 
Mr. Clymer’s predecessor, Hon. J. Lawrence Getz, was also a man 
of prominence and influence in his State, having, in addition toa 
high standing at the barof Pennsylvania, been editor of the Read- 
ing Gazette and Democrat for over a quarter of a century, and 
pior to his election to Congress having served with credit in the 
poner of Pennsylvania, being in 1857 the speaker of its lower 

ouse, N 

So it will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that the old Berks district”— 
as it was familiarly called—has a reputation of sending strong 
men tothe House of Representatives of the National Con 7 
DANIEL ERMENTROUT proved no exception to the rule which pre- 
vailed in “ the old Berks district.“ Mr. ERMENTROUT was born at 
Bading on January 24, 1837, and his death occurred there on 
September 17, 1899. Mr. ERMENTROUT was a strong, brave, and 
earnest man. He had as positive convictions on every great ques- 
tion of public concern and moment as anyman I ever knew. On 
nonessential questions, where men might honestly differ, he was as 
generous and kindly tempered as a woman. 

He was as loyal to his convictions and friends as any man that 
ever lived, and he hated and despised hypocrisy, treachery, and 
ingratitude, whether in private or public life, as it was possible 
for a man to do. He was not only intensely loyal to his State and 
district, of which he never ce or hesitated to boast with par- 
donable pride, but he loved his party with an affection which might 
be equaled but never surpassed, and in that regard his life and 
record is one which may well be emulated by all members of the 
great party of which he was an honored member, without regard 
to State or local lines, 

Mr. Speaker, it was never my good fortune to be associated on 
the same committee with Mr. ERMENTROUT, but from others of 
my colleagues from New Vork and other States who were I learned 
much of his character, abilities, and work. He was a close and 
careful reader or student of public affairs and kept in close touch 
with the beliefs, wishes, and sentiments of the people of his dis- 
trict and State, and he never wavered in the least or swerved a 
hair’s breadth from the line he had marked or map out for 
himself as to his duty in regard to any important public question. 

It was his boast on one notable occasion that he stood shoul- 
der to shoulder with ‘Sam’ Randall in defense and support of the 
tariff interests of Pennsylvania until his party in national and 
State conventions decided upon a new policy, and then,” said Mr. 
ERMENTROUT, with solemn uplifted hand, I go with my party, 
and if necessary will go out of Congress for so acting and voting.” 
His vote for the Mills bill,” which was made a party question, 
in the Fiftieth Congress lost him the Democratic nomination to 
the next (Fifty-first) Congress, but he was amply vindicated b 
his nomination to the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses. It 
is true that he had formidable opposition in his own party to his 
last two renominations, but he insisted that as a loyal Democrat 
he must follow his party flag and that its national platform, un- 
der the leadership of a Democratic President, was binding on him 
until a new policy was decided upon. 

In that matter he followed the advice and action of his col- 
leagues, Messrs. Buckalew, Scott, Maish, Hall, and Lynch, rather 
than his colleague, Mr. Sowden, who voted ‘‘no,” ex-Speaker 
Randall, who was ill and unable to attend, being paired against 
the bill. It was this quality of self-sacrifice, Mr. Speaker, which 
endeared Mr, ERMENTROUT to his colleagues, whether they were 
Democratsor Republicans. He had their respect, though he might 
differ with and vote against them, but all had confidence in his 
rugged honesty, integrity, and purity of purpose, and that was 
the secret of his great personal popularity in the various Con- 
gresses in which he served. 

pi pba and social life Mr. ERMENTROUT was one of the most 
popular members of the House during his service here. At many 


social gatherings he was the life and soul of the party. He had 
an inexhaustible fund of reminiscences and anecdotes, and his 
keen and ready wit was a match for all who ‘‘crossed lances with 
him.” At one of these dinners the brilliant Blackburn, of Ken- 
tucky, then just recently elected to the Senate—and who will soon 
return to it—speaking of the contest over the Mills bill” in the 
Fiftieth Congress and of the division in the House thereon, said: 

Mr. Chairman, in the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress 
party lines were rent asunder. Under the brilliant ee Haag man- 


ment of Speaker Carlisle and the distinguished gentleman from Texas 


who sits on my right [Mr. ls} the House passed a bill—known as the 


“ Mills bill "—to reduce taxation and simplify the revenue laws. It was sup- 
ported by every Democratic member of the House save five, three of whom 
were from New York and two from N e hoses That bill received the 
pon ry and votes of six Republicans, one of whom [Mr. NELSON, of Minne- 
sofa] is now a member of the Senate. 


allj, who has “crossed to the farther shore” after a long, 
orable service, handsomely rounding out his career 
er of the House of Representatives, captured one 
of his colleagues, while another distinguished member from Paty kg oe 
who sits on my left Mr. ea Ae aarin four, the delegation standing five 
for and two against the II.“ Mr. Chairman, it was once said that 
the Pennsylvania Democracy was divided into three factions—the Thomas 
Jefferson and Andrew Jackson Democrats and the Pennsylvania Dutch— 
thousands of votes being cast in that State every four years directly for 
Andrew Jackson, who was still thought to be “very much alive.“ But, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to add to that list; I would class them as the Pennsylvania 
Democrats, the Pennsylvania Dutch, the Randall Democrats, and DANIEL. 
ERMENTROUT. 
This sally created great laughter, and quick as a flash Mr, 
ERMENTROUT was on his feet: 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky for 
the compliment he has senate to pay me by making me “ flock by myself.” 


But, Mr. Chairman, I want 
occasion I “flocked” with the Democratic President of the United States, 


er of the House of Representatives, and, with five ex- 


55 flocking” with my, party and standing on its last national platformif I have 


Three rousing cheers and a apor were given Mr. ERMENTROUT 
and during the last visit he paid to Washington in the summer o 
1899 he related the incident to a mutual friend with all the fervor 
of vigorous youth. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, was the character of our departed friend. 
He had all the nerve, courage, and stubbornness of his race, and an 
iron will which fought to the bitter end. He hated intrigue and 
despised all shams. He was open, frank, honest, and manly to 
his opponents. He wore no mask, He had as positive convic- 
tions as any man who ever held a seat upon this floor, and he was 
always loyal to his convictions. He was not a great debater or 
orator, but in the committee room or upon the floor of the House 
as a careful, conscientious, and painstaking worker he had few 
equals and no superiors. He was a great ‘‘persuader,” and in his 
easy, offhand, and friendly way he brought men to side with him 
where the highest of eloquence would have failed. 

He was a fine student of human nature, and it is said of him by 
his closest friends that he could go into any community of his 
district, or in the city of Philadelphia, among a great number of 
men, and call a large maoniy by their first names. It was in 
this way, Mr. Speaker, that he kept himself thoroughly posted as 
to the condition of affairs in his district and State, and it hag 
also been said that he personally knew more voters than any other 
single man in public life in Pennsylvania. In his ear A = 
sonality he embodied many of the traits of his ancestry. He 
a most remarkable ability and capacity of meug friends, who 
always remained true to him, and he died as he had lived, a serv- 
ant of the people.” 

It is related of him that his last public sppearanoo was on the 
Wednesday previous to his death, when at the banquet given b; 
the Reading Press Club to the officers of the Thirty-ninth Uni 
States Volunteer Infantry he responded to the toast ‘‘ The press 
in politics.” But five minutes were allowed each speaker, and 
Mr. ErMENTROUT said that justice could not possibly be done the 
subject in that brief period. He stated that in his judgment the 
press could make or break a man in political life; that it exerted 
a great influence, which, as a rule, was always exerted on the 
side of right and justice. 

Mr. Speaker, some of his colleagues from Pennsylvania will give 
more minutely the details of his private life, but it is proper for 
me to state as a matter of interest that Mr. ERMENTROUT is the 
seventh Representative from theold Berks district” who did not 
serve out his term of office and that he is the third Representative 
from that district who died in office. 

Ican not, Mr. Speaker, close my tribute to the memory of DANIEL 
ERMENTROUT without saying that his death was to me almost a 
personal bereavement. had come to look upon him as a safe 
counselor, whose judgment and friendship could almost always 
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be relied upon with absolute confidence, I have met many of 
chess s prominent citizens of all political ies, and that 
was the opinion always expressed of him. e Philadelphia 
Record, the leading Democra per of Pennsylvania, contained 
a notice of his death which so aptly describes his life and character 
that I give it herewith: 
en ers per. Sheen of 222 native 5 ae many Ry 
t Pennsylvania. Since his election to the State senate in 1873 he 
in the public affairsand politics of this Common- 


C his repeated elect 
an amply a ons 
to Gon — tho E Eighth and e ha Ninth Congressional 


His temperament and sturdy and honest for the public inter- 
est eared him to his constituents in Berks and Lehigh counties, and his 
unfaltering and ye adherence to the Democratic party rendered him 


a favorite and influential figure in the conventions and other public gather- 
ot the agro y ret his extended Congressional career he served 
th ability and fidelity. 

Mr. S. er, we shall miss DANIEL ERMENTROUT, and his dis- 
trict and State will greatly miss him. Men come to and go from 
Congress and pass out of sight like a disa; sail on the vast 
ocean. Inthe years to come Pennsylvania will send to the National 
House of Representatives men of ability, eloquence, and learning, 
but in my judgment she will never send a Representative who 
loved her with a devotion less selfish or will ever serve his State 
and constituency with more courage, constancy, and fidelity than 
did DANIEL ERMENTROUT. 


Mr. SULZER, Mr. 8. er, with all that has been so well and 
so eloguently expressed here to-day regarding the public life and 
character of the late lamented DANIEL ERMENTROUT, of Pennsyl- 
vania, I sincerely concur, and I would be false to myself and to 
every dictate of my nature if I did not at this time place on record 
oy. humble and heartfelt tribute to the memory of our departed 

end and colleague, 

The sad and sudden death of Mr, ERMENTROUT was a terrible 
blow to his bereaved family, shocked the community in which he 
lived, and 1 beyond expression his numerous friends all 
over the U No one expected it and its announcement came 
like a thunderbolt from a clear sky to his constituents and to the 
country. 

As a member of this House 1 knew Mr. ERMENTROUT well. He 
was my friend and I was his friend. He was a man of strong in- 
tellect, of vigorous character, and of high and noble imp 
He was a man, an honest man, a kind man, and the friend 
of h ty. I early learned to know him and to love him, to 
admire his good — and to respect his sterling worth as a 
public spirited citizen and faithful servant of the people. He had 
a warm and a sympathetic heart, a genial, sunshiny nature, and 
he was always happy when he was trying to help a constituent or 
doing some , generous, and charitable act for a friend. He 
was 2 plain man, and he loved the plain people, He understood 
them and they understood and loved him. He believed with Jef- 
ferson in equal rights to all, special privileges to no one. He 
fought the or 8 gling humanity in its onward march 
and upward progress, public and private life did all he 
could to make the avorld better and greater and happier. Thou- 
sands and thousands whom he knew and whom he mourn 
his loss, and his departure to the undiscovered country has made 
the world sadder and poorer. 5 

He came from the grand old Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
He was born and he died on her soil. He was proud of his State, and 
his State has every reason to be proud of him, to revere his mem- 
ory, and to point with just pride to the noble record he leaves 

d as an incentive to her toiling sons and a priceless legacy 


to her people. 
Lives of great men all remind us 
Wo can make our lives sublime, 
And, departing, leave behind us 
Footprints on the sands of time. 
ts which perhaps another 
o'er life's dreary main. 
A forlorn and shipwrecked brother, 
Seeing, may take heart again. s 
As a esentative in this House Mr. ERMENTROUT was an 
able, an active, a conscientious, and a conspicuous member. He 
was always in his place, and never shirked a responsibility or 
dodged an issue. He was an indefatigable worker, and the rec- 
ords and the reports of our proceedings testify in silent words to 
his tireless industry and his great ability, learning, and research. 
He was generous to a fault, kind and considerate of the feelings 
of others, and always a courteous, ian gentleman. He sym- 
thized with the weak, the helpless, the poor, and the distressed. 
e commended and applauded success, yet his heart went out to 
those who struggle and fail. I never knew him to make a dispar- 
ing remark of a coll e, and he was ever ready and always 
ng to aid a new member struggling to pass a bill for the peo- 
ple of district. He was no fault-finder; he looked at the bright 
side of the picture of life. 


We will miss and mourn dear old DANIEL ERMENTROUT here as 
the days come and go as much as he is missed and mourned at 
home. When he died a and kindly light went out, and we 
and all the world are sadder for it. As the days come and go we 
will look in his place on this floor and— 


Long for the touch of a vanished hand, 
And the sound of a voice that is still. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if there are no 

other members prepared to make remarks, I move that the House 
do now adjourn as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
my. redecessor. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Miers of Indiana). That 
being provided for already in the resolutions, asa further mark of 
respect to the late lamented Mr, ERMENTROUT, of Pennsylvania, 
the House will now stand adjourned. 

And accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 
A letter from the president of the Washington and Gettysburg 
report—to the Com- 


Railway W vee transmitting his annua 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to an ap- 
ropriation for reestablishing certain range lights on the Delaware 

a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rin 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of T. E. 
Davis, administrator of estate of J. D. Davis, against the United 
ow 09 the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printe 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Crystal River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sampit River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS: AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally d from committees, delivered to 
oe seed and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 996 ponang for free 
homesteads on the public lands for actual an ma fide settlers, 
and reserving the public lands for that purpose, ae the 
same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 195); 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River within the 
boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C., rted the same with- 
out amendment, 5 by a report be 196); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JENKINS, from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 5137) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to convey a certain lot in the District of Columbia to John H. 
Gause and others, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 194); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7881) for the relief of D. Froneberger, of Knox- 
ville, Knox County, Tenn.—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
c , and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 7597) to restore Mary Welch to the pension roll— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 


i 
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A bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Henry §; n—Comumittee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7750) granting an increase of pension to John I. 
Fleming—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Bat the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8020) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to provide condemned cannon and carriages for 
ornamentation purposes in the national cemetery at Knoxville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8021) to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect of 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are produced—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8022) for the purchase 
of a site for a hall of records—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

y Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 156) pro- 
viding for the publication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 157) providing for the pub- 
lication of 200,000 copies of the ears Report on the Diseases of 
the Horse—to the Committee on ting. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
“a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 8023) to increase pension of 
Mrs. M. E. Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. wayne, for the relief of Pardon 


Worsley, his heirs or assigns—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 8025) ting a pension 
to Mrs. J. J. Woods, of Oswego, Kans.—to the ttee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of Mack 
Fulton, of Morristown, Tenn.—to the Committee on War i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) to pension William R. Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of certain persons who 
volunteered to serve as members of Tenth Regiment of Tennessee 


Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8029) to out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Orville P. Hawkins, admin- 


aitor of Mary Harpool, deceased—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8030) for the relief of the 
estate of Benjamin D. Gates, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8031) for the relief of the 
estate of John Hebron, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

555 Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8032) to reimburse J. A. B. Miles, 
E. D. ras 5 Rawlings Webster to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8033) granting a pen- 
sion to Mahala Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8034) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Woodford White—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8035) to grant a pension to James 
A. Stein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8036) for the relief of A. B. 
Coit, colonel Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry in the 
Spanish-American war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of Capt. Geo B. Dona- 
vin, quartermaster, on behalf of the regimental band of the Fourth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the Spanish-American War—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

s Ri LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to 
William H. Zombro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8039) to correct the mili record of Francis 
M. Ingersol—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8040) for the relief of the heirs 
of William Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War 


IN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8041) for the 


By Mr. MEEKISO 
relief of Harrison Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8042) to correct the mili record of Harri- 
son Wagner—to the Committee on Military irs, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R, 8043) an in- 
crease of pension to Patrick Riley—to the Commi on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to 


James M. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to 
Wilford Cooper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Louis W. Crain— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of 
Robert T. Shipley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8048) granting a pension to Alfred Hayton, 
late of Company G, Eighty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 8049) granting pension to 
Theodore Bach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8050) to cor- 
rect the military record of W. A. Mole—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8051) granting a pension 
to David A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) granting a pension to John A. Collett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) for the relief of Jesse Rhea—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8054) to pension Isaac Daniel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8055) to pay to the estate of Margaret S. Bu- 
rem for popes taken during war of rebellion—to the Committee 
on War © 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 8056) to cor- 
rect the military record of Hiram B. Willson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) nting a pension to Abraham Shoff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham D. W. Decker to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, ths following A and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCR: Petition of 110 citizens of Fort Scott, 
Kans., 9 bill 5 for the reclassification of the 
Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade for cable facili- 
ties between the United States and Cuba—to the Committee on 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of the National Board 
of e for cable facilities between the United States and Cuba 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting in St. Louis, Mo., 
expressing sympathy for the Boer Republic in its present war—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
certain deficiencies in the collector’s office of the First district of 
New York, Internal-Revenue Service—to the Committee on 


Claims, 
By Mr. ESCH: Petition of clerks in the ffice at La Crosse, 
No. 4351—to the Com- 


Wis., in favor of the ae of House bi 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of P. H. O'Donnell and other 

ffice clerks at Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of the passage of 
ouse bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 45 citizens of Putnam County, Mo., 
to accompany House bill granting a pension to James A. Stein 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7704, 
for an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers, of Van Wert, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i Also, n of J. . and Lotara, of W bassana, 
owa, against the parce t bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 1 85 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of T. H. Johnston and other 
druggists, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, RAY of New York: Paper to accompany House bill to 
rg narod the pension of J. M. Barrett—to the Committee on Inva- 
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Also, petition of citizens of Owego, N. V., for legislation relat- 
ing to dairy or food products—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of David P. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Letter of W. C. Brown, of 
Winchester, Ind., in favor of the passage of Honse bill No. 4478, 
to adjust the pensions of those who have lost limbs, etc.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade, 
in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. THROPP: rapes to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Theodore Bach-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Griffith and other kee ak of Johns- 
town, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, perfum- 
ery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 5, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

WAR-REVENUE EXPENDITURES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 8th ultimo, a consolidated statement show- 
ing the net amounts allotted by the President to the Secretary of 

ar and the several bureaus of the War Department, the net 
sums withdrawn from the Treasury by each,and the unexpended 
balance remaining to the credit of the War Department and its 
bureaus in the Treasury, together with the statement in detail of 
the bureau and office responsible for the disbursements, showing 
the objects for which the expenditures were made, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

HENRY W. LEE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 9th ultimo, certain information rela- 
tive to the action taken by him under the act of August 23, 1894 
(28 Statutes, 1013), for the relief of Henry W. Lee, together with 
copies of pa in the case; which, with the 1 pers, 
was refe to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


be printed. 
. CUR D'ALENE MINING TROUBLES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair. lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, advance sheets of the 
annual report of the Major-General Commanding the Army for the 

- year 1899, Part I, pages 28 to 29, inclusive, the same being the re- 

of Brig. Gen. Henry C. Merriam, U. S. A., On miners’ riots 

n the State of Idaho,” etc. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri . COCKRELL] to this communication. 

Mr, COCKRELL. e original resolution was submitted by 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], and there 
was simply a substitute rted by me from the Committee on 
Mili Affairs, I think the communication ought to be printed 
and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered, The Chair observes that the Senator from South Da- 


kota is present. 

Mr. L. I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Dakota to the fact that the Secretary of War has made a 
report in response to the resolution which was introduced by the 
Senator and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
reported back by the committee and passed. I have just asked 
that it Sy tae ee and laid on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, there 
being no objection. 

WASHINGTON AND GETTYSBURG RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company, of 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. ; 

BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY, 

The PRESIDENT pro pe laid before the Senate the annual 

report of the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company, of 


Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 

The PRESIDENT ays tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from R. J. Bright, the late Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate, submitting statements of receipts from sale of condemned 
property made in compliance with law; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from R. J. 
Bright, the late Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a full and com- 
plete account of all property in his possession January 31, 1900, 
belonging to the United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 

MILITIA FORCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an abstract of the militia forceof the United States, accord- 
ing to the latest returns received at the Office of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, for the year 1899; which, with the accompa- 
nying paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A me from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the reso- 
lutions of the House adopted as a tribute to the memory of Hon. 
DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late a member of the House of Representa- 
tives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
an amendment the bill (S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The meer further announced that the House had passed the 
. bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. 284) granting permission and authority to the 
Orleans levee board to move, without cost to the United States, 
the existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital property 
in New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction Company to build and maintain a railway and traf- 
fic bridge across River, at Grand Ecore, in the parish of 
Natchitoches, State of Louisiana; . 

A bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the construction by the Texar- 
kana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7483) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the ent and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right of way to the Al- 
legheny . Company through the arsenal grounds 
at Pittsburg, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the post- 
master at Washington, D. C.; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of Buffalo 
Harbor, No. 41, American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels of New York, relative to the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice as now conducted at Buffalo; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 132, Cigar 
Makers International Union of America, of Brooklyn, N. V., 
praying that all the remaining public lands be held for the benefit 
of the whole people, and that no grants shall be made except to 
actual settlers, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of a 
inaw, Mich., praying that all the remaining public lands be held 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants shall be 
made except to actual settlers, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. NELSON 88 a resolution adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the construction of a 
Government route to the Philippines via Puget Sound; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a memorial of the mber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., relative to the granting of subsidies to American 
vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation of $200,000 be 
made to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 
seum; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Marshall, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 
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Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the construction and control by the 
5 of the Nicaragua Canal; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Stock- 
ton, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation fixing the pay 
of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, Cal., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Chinese restric- 
tion law, allowin e wives of all Chinese Christians to come into 
this country; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Federation of Labor 
of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the cession of public lands 
to the several States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Druggists’ Associa- 
tion of Chicago, III., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Garden City Branch, No. 11, 
National Association of Lake Carriers, of Chicago, III., remon- 
strating against any alteration being made in the eight-hour law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Education of Chi- 
cago, III., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the census 
law which will include all the deaf, dumb, and blind in the coun- 
try in the census returns for 1900; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Cairo, III., 
praying for the e of a river and harbor appropriation bill at 
the present session of Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Petersberger and 43 
other citizens of Dixon, III., remonstrating inst the of 
Senate bill No. 1020, for the consolidation of third and fourth 
class mail matter and for the establishment of a parcels post with 
free collection and delivery in country and city, with indemnity 
in case of loss or damage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the reorganization of the Weather Bureau; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an 9 be made to con- 
tinue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition of the New Orleans com- 
mercial, railroad, steamship, and steamboat interests, and of the 
commercial, railroad, and other interests in the States of the Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, and Ohio valleys, and of the conventions held in 

ichita, Kans., Peoria, III., Louisville, Ky., Memphis, Tenn., 
and Washington, D. C., praying for the deepening of Southwest 
Pass, at the mouth of the Mississippi River, and for the continued 
maintenance of the South Pass until it shall be open; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, to accompany the bill 
(S. 595) for the construction of a wide, deep channel from deep 
water of the cere River to deep water of the Gulf of 
Mexico, b vere Southwest Pass. 

Mr, THURS ON presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Hastings, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post- offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


ces and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of the Wool 
Growers’ Association of Fergus County, Mont,, remonstrating 
against the ratification of any treaty whereby the duties on wool 
or the manufactures thereof will be affected; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Board of Sheep Com- 
missioners of Montana, remonstrating Aka nat the ratification of 
a reciprocity treaty with the Argentine Republic, allowing a re- 
duction of 2 per cent of the duty imposed upon wool by the act of 
1897; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MASON prente sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Maywood and Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks 
in first and second class post-offices; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dixon, III., 


remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1020, for the 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter and for the 
establishment of a parcels post with free collection and delivery 
in country and city, with indemnity in case of loss or damage; 
which was refe to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 4 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of sundry 
pro-Boer citizens of St. Louis, Mo,, relative to the struggle of the 

eople of the South African Republic; which was referred to the 
Jommittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I present a petition in behalf of the 
Choctaw Nation of Indians, praying that the Indian G. e 
bill be amended so as to pay the Choctaws and Chickasaws the 
full value of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation. I 
move that the petition be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is in connection with the same 
case a brief by counsel of the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations ob- 
jecting to certain proposed legislation which before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and I ask that the brief may be printed 
as a document for the use of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a United States court building at that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the National Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting subsidies to American ships in the 
foreign trade; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of Filomino Sanchez, a citizen of 
Mexico, preying that indemnity be granted him for losses sus- 
tained by depredations committed by the Navajo Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 601) to amend the laws relating to ob- 
structions to navigation and for the protection of life and poai 
from dangerous practices, reported adversely thereon; and the bi 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted areport, accompanied by a biil (S. 2926) to prevent 
dange to navigation from rafts an the Pacific Ocean; which was 
r twice by its title. 2 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1671) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Mitchell 
Smith, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1873) to provide for the purchase 
of certain properiy for school purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of 
Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 509) for the relief of Elizabeth Dicker- 
hoff, widow of Louis Dickerhoff, deceased, of Company A, Cape 
Girardeau (Mo.) Home Guards, submitted an p 1 report 
mermon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2622) granting a pension to Maria Thompson, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 853) granting a pension 
to Jane E. Augur, to report it adversely and to recommend its 
indefinite postponement, a similar bill, introduced by another Sen- 
ator, having been favorably reported from the committee. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1996) reyoking and annul- 
ling the subdivision of Pencote Heights, in the District of Colum- 
o reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1981) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2399) to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled An act to incorporate the convention of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church of the diocese of Washington,” reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 851) to redeem certain outstanding certificates of the 

of audit of the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 122) to amend the act 
entitled An act to amend the criminal laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved July 8, 1898, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Geolog- 
ical Survey, to whom werereferred sundry petitions praying that 
an appropriation be made to prevent the discontinuance of the 
hydrographic work of that Survey, to ask that the committee be 
pant al the further consideration of the same and that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to 
be considered in connection with estimates approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, now before that parako 
drographic surveys. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the peti- 
tions will be so referred. 

Mr. ELKINS. 1 am also directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in to a resolution of the 9th ul- 
timo, a report on to 2 55 and geologic insular surveys, to 


move that the co from the further consid- 
eration of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Coast and Insular Surve 

The motion was 3 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. FORAKER. From the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico I rt back favorably with an amendment the bill 
(S. 2264) to provide a government for Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and I also submit a report on behalf of the majority of 
the committee, t 
ee T pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 

endar. 

Mr. FORAKER, I ask that the bill and report may be printed, 
the usual number of copies, and that there also be printed 2,000 
extra copies. There is quite a demand for the same. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that 2,000 additional copies be printed of the bill and the report. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ialso submit, in support of the bill just re- 
ported, the testimony of certain witnesses taken before the com- 
mittee, and I ask that that testimony be printed for the use of the 
Senate—the usual number of copies. 

I also submit in support of it a compilation of the organic laws 
of the Territories, compiled under the direction of the Senate, 
and I ask that the usual number of copies of that be printed for 


the use of the Senate.* 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio sub- 
mits certain documents ref g to the bill just reported by his 
committee, and asks that the usual number be printed. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


. GALLINGER, In connection with the report made by the 


Senator from Ohio on the bill providing a government for Puerto 
Rico, I rise, not to make, properly za minority report, 
but to t certain dissenting views, which are signed by my- 


self and the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I ask that 
the views of the minority be printed in connection with the re- 
port made 5 the Senator from Ohio. 

The P ENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 


so ordered. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division 
in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee, to report 
it favorably without amendment. The committee are satisfied 
that the arrangement will be a saving of expense to the United 
States instead of being an increased expense. The first of the new 
terms of the court is to be held the fourth Monday in February. 
— it 18 8 3 the 75 ae pass a ae in oe 

prevent ure o y wron, 
ask, therefore, that the bill may be now 5 $ ~~ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ttee, relative to hy- October. 


COURTS IN TEXAS. ; 

Mr. CHILTON. From theCommittee on the Judiciary I report 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first 
section of an act to change the time and places for the district and 
circuit courts of the n district of Texas, approved June 11, 
1896. in it is a formal matter entirely, I ask that the bill be put 
upon 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments were, in line 6, to strike out the words “ as to 
read as follows” and insert the words “ to provide;” and in line 9, 
after the word “ Texas,” to strike out the words shall be com- 
posed of the counties hereinafter named, and the terms of the said 
courts;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it en gto., That the first section of an act to change the time and 
places for the district and circuit courts of the northern district of Texas, 
approved June 11, 1896, be, and the same is, so amended to provide: 

` That the United States district and circuit courts for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas shall be held in each year at the time and places as follows: At 
Dallas, in the county of Dal on the t Monday S January and the 
fourth Monday in May; at Fort Worth, in the county of Tarrant, on the first 
Monday in March the fourth Monday in November; at Abilene, in the 
county of Taylor, on the first Monday in April and the fourth Monday in 
September; at San Angelo, in the county of Tom Green, on the third Mon- 
day in Apriland the third Monday in November; at Waco, in the county of 
McLennan, on the fourth M y in April and the second Monday in 


Szc. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2477) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa. It is a bill 
local in its character and will take but afew moments, There 
will be no objection to it, I think. It was reported by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] from the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, age 3, line 1, after the 
word “c „to strike out “ or rem: and in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘as,” to strike out Congress and insert the Secre- 
tary of War;” so as to read: 


And the said structure shall be changed at the cost and the expense of the 
owners the X time to time, as the Secretary of War may direct, so 
as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, 


word “river,” to strike out the remainder of the section, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


And the authority to erect and continue said shall be subject to reyo- 
cation and modification by law when the public in the ju ent of Con- 
gress, so requires, without any ae or cha to the United States; that 
weak ieee cane 5 babe inte oih rights and privileges h 
w. necessary er ae nto e: 0 an * ere 
K 
obstruction, to the free na the cause may be tried 
fore the circuit court of the United States in and for any district in which 
any portion of said bridge or obstruction is located. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 2, 1 22, before the 
„ to strike out “ two” and “ three;” so as 


between the Iowa shore and Nee islands on the 


e 3, line 5, after the 


shall 
river,and shall give a clear width of waterway not less than 850 feet, and 
vi th Of paid span of not lees in any case 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, line 2, before the 
word feet,“ to strike out seven and insert ten;“ so as to read: 

The spans shall each give a clear width of waterway of not less 
than 200 feet andaclear headroom of not less in any case than 10 feet between 
extreme high-water mark and the lower chords of the superstructure. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STATUE OF DANIEL WEBSTER, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Hoar on the 30th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed immediate use as a public document 11,000 copies of the 
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roceedings in connection with the reception of the Webster statue.on J: 1 
Te 1900, as reported by the committee of arrangements, of which 1,000 
be for the use of Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the Senate, and 
6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; also 2 — 1 in the 
form prescribed by law for printing 2 atag, 1000 
shall be for the use of Mr. Hutchins, 3,000 delivered to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of the States of New pshire and Massachusetts, 2,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the useof the House of Representatives. 


ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. PERKINS on 
the 24th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of Howard M. Kutchin, special ams of the Treas- 
ury Department. for the season 1899. on the protection of the Alaska salmon 
fisheries, be printed; and that 500 addition ies be printed and bound in 
paper covers for the use of the Treasury e A 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed bythe Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] relative tothe printing of 
the report of the commission appointed to investigate certain facts 
with reference to the establishment of a free public highway into 
the Yosemite National Park, to report it with an amendment; and 
I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 23d ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of the commission appointed, pursuant to an act 
March 3, 1899, to investigate and determine certain 


th illustrati d thereof, be to- 
VF the sald —— as a — ace 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after the 
word “Senate,” in line 7, to strike out the remainder of the reso- 
lution in the following words: 

And that the photogra ying th illustrati d 
part ee De — — jor me i Pa to RODOEEDADS — — 
as a part thereof. 

eae 5 Now let it be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. The resolution will be read as 
proposed to be amended 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the commission appointed peremen to an act 
of Con approved March 8, 1899, to inv te and determine certain 
facts with reference to the establishment of a free papaa highway into the 
Yosemite National Park, heretofore submitted to the Secretary of the In- 
terior pursuant to law, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the proposed amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


COMPILED STATUTES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
136) providing for the distribution of the Compiled Statutes of the 
District of Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, to report it with amendments; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, after the word “‘standing,” 
to insert the words and select,” so as to read “to standing and 
select committees of the Senate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 7, to strike out the words not 
now supplied therewith for its use,” and insert: 

On the requisition of the chairman of such committee and to each justice 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia on his written request. 

Mr. HOAR. There is another court in the District of Colum- 
bia, is there not now, the court of appeals, which should also have 


ea 
155 PLATT of New York. Does the Senator propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that it read to each justice of the sev- 
eral courts of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Very good. I have noobjection to 
that amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts suggests an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in the committee amendment the 
words the supreme court” and insert the words several 
courts;” so as to read: on the requisition of the chairman of such 
committee and to each justice of the several courts of the District 
of Columbia on his written request.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the joint resolution be read as it 
will stand if amended. 


The Secretary read as follows: = 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver, from the number now inhis care, one 
of the Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to each 5 
select committee of the Senate and of the House of Representatives on the 
requisition of the chairman of such committee, and to each justice of the 
several courts of the District of Columbia, on his written request. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Thé amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. y 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 4 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a concurrent resolution amended by the House of Representa- 
tives. The resolution and amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as passed by the 
Senate on the 9th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 7,000 copies of so much of the civil Fie sgh of Mai: n. John R. 
Brooke, military governor of the island of Cuba, e to the Adjutant-General 
of the United States Army, with accompanying papers and documents. as is 
in the lish language, ther with a prepared index; of which 2,000 cop- 
ies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War Department. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 3, 
to strike out the word “report” and insert the word reports.“ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate concur in 
the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LANDS ON THE ISLAND OF OAHU, HAWAIIL 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 
76) withdrawing certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, 
from the public domain, to report it favorably, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that a joint resolution in regard 
to certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, has been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. I was not aware there was 
any such resolution pending before the Senate. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a report from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FORAKER. When was that joint resolution introduced? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was introduced some like 
a week ago, when it was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and it has been unanimously r from that com- 
mittee. It is with reference to the withdrawal from the public 
lands of the royal mausoleum, containing something like 120,000 

are feet in the outskirts of Honolulu. 

. FORAKER. I must certainly have been absent from the 
Senate when that joint resolution was introduced and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. As chairman of the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, I shall insist that all matters 
affecting those islands shall be referred to the committee having 
control of that yep 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly the Senator from Ohio 
will see the justice of having referred this matter to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, when by resolution and a proclamation of 
the President the public lands of Hawaii have been taken over to 
the United States. It seems to me that there is but one commit- 
tee to which that joint resolution and that subject should have 
gone. It certainly was not such a reference of the joint resolu- 
tion as 5 have been objected to, I think. 

Mr. FOR It may be as the Senator from Wyoming says; 
I have no doubt it is; but I did not happen to be present when the 
joint resolution was introduced and was not aware that any such 
resolution had been introduced or any such reference been 
made. 

I only want to say, as chairman of that committee, that every- 
thing affecting those islands the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico will feel inclined to claim should be referred to it, 
If everything affecting the public lands in those islands is to go 
to the Committee on Public Lands, if everything referring to 
finance is to go to the Finance Committee, and everything refer- 
ring to 5 to go to the Committee on Commerce, we 
might as well dispense with the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico. We shall claim the reference of everything of 
this character, in the first instance, to that committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I had no thought of discourtesy to 
the Senator or tothe Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am sure of that. I am not disposed to make 
any question on this joint resolution; but, as I have already said, 
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I want to serve notice that our committee will make claim to every- 
thing connected with those islands in the way of legislation that 
5 brought before the Senate. 


PR ENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 
Mr. ALLEN. Iobject. I think morning business ought to be 
transacted before anything else is taken up. 


ADMISSIONS TO GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE, 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs agreed to 
report favorably the bill (S.2383) to amend section 4843 of the 
Revised Statutes, but at thesame time we received from the House 
of Representatives exactly the same bill, word for word. I move 
that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut to postpone indefinitely the bill 
named by him. 

The motion was ed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now ask the Senate to take up and concur 
in 8 the House bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 
4843 of the Revised Statutes, which I report favorably from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 4843 
of the Revised Statutes by inserting the word Pay“ in line 8 
= the word Quartermaster's;“ so that the paragraph will 
read: 

Second. Civilians employed in the Quartermaster’s, Pay, and Subsistence 
De ts of the Army who may be, or may hereafter become, insane 
while in such employment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

REVIVAL OF THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a hearing taken before the sub- 
committee on 5 and shipping of the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce on the bill (S. 727) to promote commerce and increase the 
foreign trade of the United States and to provide auxiliary cruisers, 
transports, and seamen for Government use when n 1 1 
move that the hearing be printed and that 1,000 extra copies be 
printed for the use of the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S.2927) making further pro- 
vision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2928) for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch 
ot the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot 
Springs, in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2929) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Amon A. Webster; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2930) for the 
relief of William Dugdale, postmaster at Noroton Heights, Conn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the 
American National Red Cross, and for other purposes; which was 
Spc oo by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ons. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2932) to provide for mac- 
adamizing Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook, Nebr., 
to Omaha, Nebr., and he whet ag money therefor; which was 
JEN twice by its title, and referred to the mittee on Military 


‘airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2933) to divide the district of Ne- 
braska into two divisions, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2934) providing for the transfer to 
the Adjutant-General’s Department or the Inspector-General’s 
Department of the Regular Army of officers of the line serving in 
the Volunteer Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Isabel 
B. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2936) authorizing the ap- 
eee of James A. Hutton to a captaincy of infantry in the 

nited States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
by accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2937) granting a pension to 


Mary B. Burdick; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 2938) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Longmire; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2939) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Burns; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S, 2940) for the relief of the estate 
of John Hebron, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert Gamble, 
jr., (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2942) granting an increase of pension to William Pad- 
gett (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to James J. Hol- 
land (with accompanying papers). : 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
a. read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ims: 

A bill (S. 2944) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administrator 
of Thomas P. Blair, deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2945) for the relief of the city of hiladelphia; 

A bill (S. 2946) for the relief of William H. Wanamaker (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military servico 
by rod, governor under the proclamation of the President of June 

5, R 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2948) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Milton McPherson; which was read twice by its 
title, and refe: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
lle also introduced a bill (S. 2949) to correct the military record 
of Thomas Bullman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
me accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
gan read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2950) granting a pension to Flora B. Hinds; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Harriet Shroeter; 

A bill (S. 2952) granting a pension to Margaret Krider Hare 
(with accompanying papers); - 

A bill (S. 2953) granting a pension to Hannah Dunlap (with an 
3 paper); ; i a 

A bill (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Elam Kirk; 

A bill (S. 2806 granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt; 

A bill (S. 2956 ting a pension to Eliza White (with an ac- 
. paper); 

A bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to Mary B. Douglass; and 

A bill (S. 2958) granting a pension to Charles Forrest (with an 
9 paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2959) to compel the intro- 
duction and use of fire protection on passenger trains engaged in 
interstate commerce; which was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2960) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Kershner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Lochard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Blades; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2963) granting a pension 
to Nelson Utley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2964) for widening and extending 
Warder avenue, opening a highway through Whitney Close, alon: 
Soldiers’ Home grounds, and for other pur ; which was rea 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2965) to increase the corps 
of cadets at the United States Military Academy at West Point, 
and to regulate the qualifications for admission; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. x 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2966) in regard to brevets in the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2967) granting an increase 
of pension to Florence E. Stuart; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2968) granting 
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an increase of pension to Marie J. Blaisdell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Radcliffe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


aims: 

A bill (S. 2970) for the relief of Moise Dormenon, administrator 
of the estate of Francois Dormenon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2971) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Badin (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill 8. 2972) for the relief of Whitty S. Mille, administrator 
of Whitty M. Sasser, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2973) for the relief of Francois L. Bouillotte, Louisa L. 
Bonillotte, Mary A. Crowley, born Bouillotte, and Lausa M. Price, 
born Bouillotte, children and only heirs at law of Joseph Bouil- 
lotte, deceased, late of Rapides Parish, State of Lonisiana. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2974) for the relief of Oliver 
H. Perry, administrator of the estate of Mary Scott, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2975) for the relief of the heirs of 
Ann H. Shaler, of Campbell County, Ky.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2976) for the relief of Vir- 
inia K. Wachsman and Mary E. Carroll; which was read twice 
y its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2977) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob P. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2978) granting a pension to William 
E. Mathews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2979) for the relief of the 
estate of William Johnson, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2980) granting a pension to 


Mary A. Lamb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to gr 


the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Kate 
M. Dawson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom nune paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MASO introduced a bill (S. 2982) for the relief of William 
R. McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 


Lynn; 

A bill (S. 2984) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Switzer (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2985) granting a pension to John Erb (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2986) grantiffg a pension to Edward D. Birge (with 
an accompan ing paper). 

Mr. A introduced a bill (S. 2987) to correct the military 
record of Harrison Wagner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2988) in regard to brevets in 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ho also introduced a bill (S. 2989) for the relief of the widow and 
children of the late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the 
late John M. Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2990) granting pension to Milford 
W. Oxley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2991) confirming two 
locations of Chippewa half-breed scrip in the State (then Terri- 
tory) of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2992) granting a pension to Mary E. Radcliffe; 

0 A 5 2993) granting an increase of pension to Edward Mad- 
en; an 

A bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to Fanny F. Robertson 
(with an accom panyang paper). 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2995) for the relief of William 
T. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2996) for the relief of W. H. Mor- 
ris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing eer referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. IKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2997) granting a pension 
to J. W. Shepherd; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the petition of J. W. Shepherd, 
Company F, Third Regiment Kansas State Militia, together with 
the affidavits of Dr. Perkins, Dr. Thrush, and Dr. Nelson, and also 
of Comrades Curless, Bowen, Hindman, Wheadon, and Crutch- 
field, and a paper giving the military record of the petitioner. I 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2998) granting a pension 
to Maria V. Sperry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT TALLADEGA, ALA, 


Mr. MORGAN. I present the memorial of the Andrew Jack- 
son Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution, of 
Talladega, Ala., asking the assistance of Congress in the very 
patriotic and noble work of removing the remains of 15 soldiers 
who fell in the battle of Talladega, November 9, 1813, under the 
command of Gen. Andrew Jackson. A limestone wall was built 
about the remains, which are all buried in one grave, and upon 
that the early pioneers in that part of the world erected a super- 
structure of wood, which has all fallen down. The walls have 
tumbled, and within a hundred yards of this place there has been 
established a very large and extensive iron works, so that it re- 
mains no longer a proper place of sepulture for those soldiers. 

The ladies of Talladega who belong to the chapter I have men- 
tioned have already raised some subscriptions for the purpose of 
reinterring the remains of those soldiers and building over them 
a modest monument of Talladega marble, 

There is a very interesting piece of history connected with that 
struggle in the destiny of man, amongst whom was Lieutenant 
Barton, a man of conspicuous lantry, and also a man whose 
name I can not recall, who died by the side of David Crockett, 
Crockett afterwards having married his widow and come to Con- 


ess. 
Lask that the memorial may be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I also introduce a joint resolution, which is 
based upon the memorial. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 82) for erecting a monument to the 
soldiers who fell in the battle of Talladega, Ala., on the 9th day 
nal November, 1813, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 

CA 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and the memorial 
which the Senator has presented will be referred to the same com- 
mittee and printed as a document, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

THE NATIONAL WHITE CROSS. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the bill (S. 2581) to incorporate 
the National White Cross of America, and for other purposes, 
which was reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia some days ago with the recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, be now referred to the 
latter committee. I hope that the change of reference will be 
made, as it is satisfactory to all Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment directing the Auditor 
for the Interior Department to reexamine the disbursing accounts 
of Charles D. Rakestraw with a view of allowing certain expendi- 
tures for sleeping-car fares made by him, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $40,000 for the purpose of rebuilding the Winnehago school, 
at the Winnebago Indian Agency, Nebr., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
claims; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

_Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment relative to the ratifica- 
tion, confirmation, and approval of certain agreements made with 
the Southern Ute Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was refe to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


R  <—_ 


FEBRUARY 5, 


He also submitted an amendment relative to the ratification, 
certain 


confirmation, and approval of agreemen 
Northern Ute Indians, intended to pO proponga 
dian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was. 

Ordered, in gran pension to Martha 
A. Buell R — —— havy- 
ing been made thereon. 


ts made with the 
by him to the In- 
the Committee on 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I give notice of a proposed 
amendment to the rules of the Senate, which I ask shalt be read 
and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gives notice of a proposed amendment to the rules of the 
Senate; which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. GALLINGER gives notice that he will, on to-morrow or some subse- 
quent Sy Gp sos pon peepee to paragraph 5 of Rule XIV, so that, if 

“All resolutions shall be referred without debate to their appropriate com- 
mittees, unless the Senate by unanimous consent orders otherwise. 


EXCHANGE OF DENUDED LANDS, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


VTV 
‘orm * on! ro 
the nt in the ma moana — lands in Government . 


tions for other lands on the public domain, and to enable him to adjust in 
such exchanges the relative value of the lands authorized to be exchanged 
under existing laws. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 


tingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to em t fund 


loy an assistant clerk, to be paid from the con 
ie rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 3d instant Lac and signed the act (S. 2431) to pre- 
sent to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the cannon on 
the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the first shot in the 
Spanish-American war. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
A DHI (EL, E. 284) granting permisi fan d authority to the Or 
on and a y eOr- 
leans levee board to move, aci out cost to the United States, the 
existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital property in 
New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction Company to build and maintain a railway and traffic 
bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natch- 
itoches, State of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. e the ee the Tex- 
arkana, veport atchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shre rt, La. 

The boa R. Urged making approp tions 5 and 
contingent expenses of the Departmen or fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
erred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Allegheny Valley Railway Com: 
at Pittsburg, Pa., was read 8 its ti 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CUBAN VESSELS. 

The PRESIDENT E tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 734) relating 
to Cuban vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


the Senate, at ed by law. 


SOIL SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing ai from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Secre ure, Covi 


from the tary of 
PTE ce chs DTE OTA huriontione tain 
its kind ever undertaken. 


Executive MANSION, February 5, 1900. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


ds they have alwa; 
, and ref to the’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. Are there ony, peers with the message? 
ere are none, 


the other House. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The message ought to be printed, and we 
ought to have the other documents printed with it, if possible. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the message of the President be 
printed, with the accompanying documents sent to the House, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT TAX DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. L ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration at this time of the bill (H. R. 5042) to provide for improve- 
ments in the tax departments of the District of Columbia. 
ae PLATT of Connecticut, From what committee does that 

come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that, to enable 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enlarge the 
rooms now occupied by the assessor and collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia, and to the space so as to better 
accommodate the public who have occasion to transact business 
with those offices, and to provide fixtures and pay other necessary 
expenses incident thereto, and to put in operation the card sys- 
tem for the improvement of the business methods of those offices, 
including the temporary hire of clerks, the sum of $4,000 shall be 
appropriated, one-half out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated and the other half out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, to be immediately available. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


of | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
a poyrie day, which will be read. - 

e Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Pertus Feb- 
ruary i, 1900, as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
whether the Navy Department has or has not refused or refrained to com- 
municate to the Court of Claims any information concerning proceedings of 
naval courts-martial, on the call of said court, under section 1076 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; and if so, his reasons therefor. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, this resolution asking for infor- 
mation as to the practice in one of the great De ents of the 
Government was offered in the utmost good faith and without in 
anyway reflecting or intending to reflect on anyone. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy, so far as I know or have ever heard, is an 
honorable gentleman, intending to discharge his duties according 
to law, but he might make a mistake.e It has never been my 
habit to make charges or insinuations inst officers, and I hope 
I never will make any such charges wi t the best foundation 
for making them. e all know that sailors on our men of war 
are subject to the most rigid discipline. It has always been so, 
and it is believed to be n that it should continue. The 
commander of a ship of war at sea is almost a monarch. His or- 
ders must be obeyed for the safety of the ship and the good of the 
service. Thus subject to the iron rule of necessity, do not these 
sailors need and deserve your most diligent protection? 

The American sailors deserve your protection. Since 1776 
> been on the danger line, whenever there was 
danger, either from the wrath of the sea or our national enemies 
on the great waters. And from Paul Jones to George Dewey the 
sailors, commanded by American naval officers, have been the 
equals of any other sailors who ever went down to the sea in ships 
and the riors of all sailors mentioned in history who did not 
speak the lish 2 These American sailors, under edu- 
cated, brave, and faithful officers, have protected this Republic 
from its birth to its present full-grown and glorious manhood, 
and for such services they deserve your most watchful and scru- 
tinizing protection, and they need that kind of protection from 
the Congress of the United States. We all know that the sailors 
as a class are imprudent evento recklessness in what merely con- 
cerns their personalinterest. They know nothing of the maxims 
of caution or ‘‘ill-timed prudence” or the gathering of pounds 
shillings and pence, by hook or by crook, or what the moralists 
call overreaching. They are even said to entertain no sufficient 
Veneration for the tem ce societies. In short, they do not 
know how to live, but they know how to work the ship under or- 
ders and how to stand to their guns, and more than all, these 


1900. 
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American sailors know how to die—how to die for their country 
as heroes and patriots die. 

These American sailors deserve and need your protection. They 
can not protect themselves. The law of the land is the only pro- 
tection they can have. Thus under necessarily stern control and 
subject to punishment by naval courts-martial, more or less se- 


vere, but regulated by law, how are these sailors to be properly 
protected unless they can procure easy access to the p ngs 
of naval courts-martial, under the findings and sentences of which 
they are punished? The law makes copies of those proceedings 
legal evidence if relevant, and the law gives the Court of Claims 
the power to call on the Departments for pa; and information 
and makes it the duty of the ents to what is called 
for by the court unless the officer called on by the court believes 
that to do so would be against the public interest. This was evi- 
dently so provided so as to guard state secrets, as they are called; 
but I am unable to conceive how the proceedings of a naval court- 
martial by which a sailor has been tried, after the finding has 
been approved and after the sailor has been punished, can be a 
state secret or ought to be a secret of any kind. I am satisfied 
that such proceedings should always be open to the inspection of 
every person interested and to the pono, under proper regula- 
tions, like the judgments of all civil courts of the ted States. 

Mr. President, we need a strong Navy, and the United States 
ought to have a strong Navy, with or without the permission of 
those who manufacture steel plates. Our Navy ought to be 
strengthened now or as soon as practicable. We ought to have 
better and more ships. We ought to have our Naval Academy 
improved and enlarged, so as to have educated officers sufficient 
to command the ships which we ought to build. We ought also to 
have a regular system by which all the officers of the Navy and 
others who, for skillful conduct and for level-headed daring, stand, 
like Saul, head and shoulders above their fellows, can be rewarded, 
They ought to be rewarded by honors. Honors ought to be 


hue on them. What for? To encourage others to go and do 
e wise. 
Mr. President, these officers, when thus enco , learn how 


to, and they will solve the great problems of war. en we were 
discussing the war and after the war had commenced, do not 
Senators remember the one serious, the one alarming problem that 
was introduced into that war which had never been found before? 
The question was, How are we to protect our naval vessels from 
the power of the Spanish torpedo boats? That was the question. 
It was really the oy alarming question there was in it, and that 
question was solved like a problem in Euclid by one of our naval 
officers. Wainwright solved the problem. It was mer simple. 
Get a fast yacht and the best crew you can get and stand to your 
guns, and that solved the problem, That was the en real, sub- 
stantial danger that we feared, and it had never been solved before. 
This one officer solved that great problem, and we want an edu- 
cated number from Annapolis to solve others as pee ope present 
themselves. Mr. President, but all these officers and all these guns 
and all the ships that you can build are of no substantial value 


unless you have sailors to stand by 3 These sailors need 
your protection. They are, as it were, infants and helpless in them- 
selves to protect their own rights. 


All I want to know by this resolution is whether the sailors can 
go to that Department or send to that Department and get a rec- 
ord of the proceedings of a court-martial by which Sor were tried. 
That is all I want to know. The court orders it. I do not know 
of my own knowledge whether it has been furnished or not, but 
I have reasons for the inquiry, and I should like to add a line to 
the resolution by way of amendment, if the Secretary will be kind 
enough to write it down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
has a right to modify his resolution. 

Mr. PETTUS. I wish to insert the words: 

And the Secretary of the Navy will also inform the Senate as to the prac- 
tice of the Navy in reference to the examination of proceedings of courts- 
martial on the application of parties interested or authorized agents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it gives me great pleasure 
to concur in the eulogium ponon by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pettus] upon the American sailor, and to thank him 
for the sentiments which he has so appropriately expressed in be- 
half of a newer and larger and better Navy. 

With reference to the pending resolution calling upon the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to inform the Senate whether or not he has re- 
frained from answering calls for information made by the Court 
of Claims, not believing that the Secretary had for insufficient 
reasons omitted to comply with any such request, I communicated 
with him and received from him certain co dence, which I 
submitted to the Senator from Alabama. That correspondence 
shows, I think, that there has been no omission or 8 to trans- 
mit information required by the Court of Claims in cases pending 
before them, and that the course pursued by the Navy Department 
with reference to calls supposed to be either frivolous or proceed - 
i 1 ulterior motives was approved by the Court of Claims 


Mr. President, not wi that this information has been 
furnished to the Senator from bama, there can be no objection 
. passage of the resolution, if the Senator from Alabama so 


The PRESIDENT pro tem . The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama as modified. 
The resolution as modified, was agreed to. 


TRANSACTIONS BETWEEN TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND BANKS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 2d instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee, consisting of nine members of the Sen- 
ate, be immediately appointed by the President pro tempore to make a thor- 
ough and err ep investigation of all dealings and transactions between the 
9 of or the ry Department of the United States 
and the National Cit the Hanover National Bank, of 
New York, or any other national bank of the United States, from the 4th day 
of March, „to the present — 45 and y in 


men or documents between partm 
Unt we oy cog rson connected therewith, and the National City 
ver 


ited States, or any 

Bank and the New York, or any per- 

son acting for them, or either of them, since the 4th day of March, 22 clat- 
or 


Government 
ro or any portion thereof, for any pu since the day of sale, and 
E oxi ue and all facts relating to said transaction, and all other mat- 
ters in connection therewith or in any wa teva thereto; and said com- 
and agreements, administer oa’ ons, 
e in any place in the city of Wash n, New York, or hoo My 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sena x 

acting for him, shallattend said com- 
mittee and carry out its mandates; and said committee is instructed to make 
a re its, with all convenient 


Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to disappoint the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] who has given notice of his intention 
to speak to-day. So I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. SPOONER. so the other resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is another resolution, 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 
which is in the same position. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 


GREW] is not here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that take the same course. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senater from Nebraska 
asks that the tworesolutions coming over from a former day may 
go over without prejudice, retaining their place. 

Mr. SPOO There is another resolution which was offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska and which he discussed the other 


day. 
Rr. ALDRICH. That has gone to the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That resolution had its day 
and is on the Calendar. 
Mr. SPOONER, It can be taken u by unanimous consent, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. erə objection to the re- 
uest of the Senator from Nebraska? In the absence of objection, 
order is entered. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I wish to announce that to- 
morrow, after the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], I shall ask the Senate to hear me 
makg some remarks on the bill now pending as the unfinished 


ess. 
POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I ask that Senate joint reso- 
Intion 45 may now be read. 4 
of the 


The joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose 
United States with reference to pine Islands, introduced 
by Mr. Bacox December 18, 18. read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Governmentand people of the United States have not 
Sigh territory, but solely for the varposes ect forth ia the reslation of Gon: 
ory, solely for the purposes set forth in the resolution of Con- 
4 5 the 9 of ae ition ee such ne ae — 

nd or rs as may be n ‘or ernmen n 

deemed inconsistent With A same. Ai eos : 

Seco. 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands it is not the purpose of the Government of the United States to secure 
and maintain ent dominion over the same as a part of the territory 
of the United 3 or to permanently inco: te the inhabitants thereof 
as citizens of the United States, or to hold inhabitants as vassals or sub- 
by disclaim any dis- 
Jarisdiction, or con- 


jects of this Government; and the United States here 
ition or intention to exercise 


Son niet permanent sovereignty, 
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ted States therein 
and 


ion until the power and du 
transferred ra gik 


d duty. 
That when armed resistance to the authority of the United States 
shall have ceased within said islands, and peace and order shall have been 
restored therein, it is the purpose and intention of the United States, so soon 
thereafter as the same can be practically and safely accomplished, to provide 
the 1 and prescribe the method for the formation of a govern- 
ment by and of the peo le of the eg pone Islands, to be thereafter inde- 
ndently ex and controlled by themselves, it being the design of the 
nited States to accord to the people of said islands the same measure of 
liberty and independence which have been pledged by the Congress of the 
Uni States to the people of Cuba, 

Sec.5. That when a e pahpir gr H shall, by the method aforesaid, have 
been duly formed and erected in said islands, competent and worthy, in the 
judgment of the United States, to exercise the powers of an inde 

vernment and to preserve peace and maintain order within its jurisdic- 

jon, it is the parpors and intention of the United States, reserving to them- 
selves only such ‘bors and tracts of land as may be needed for coaling sta- 
er governmental 


ndent 


to transfer to said government, upon 


terms which be reasonable and just, all rights and territory secu in 
said islands under the treaty with 8 and to thereupon leave the domin- 
jon and control of the islan 


to their people: 


Mr. CAFFERY. Let the Secretary now read Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 53. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the Philippine Islands, introduced by Mr. Bry- 
ERIDGE January 4, 1900, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Philippine Islands are territory belonging to the 
United States; that it is the intention of the United States to retain them as 
such and to establish and tain such governmental control throughout 
the archipelago as the situation may demand. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, these two resolutions in regard 
to the Philippine Islands, one by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] and the other by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVER- 
IDGE], embrace the opposing views held by members of the Senate 
and the people at large in the United States on this very difficult 
and embarrassing question. 

The joint resolution of the Senator from Georgia substantially 
poraa for the abandonment of the Philippine Islands by the 

nited States, so far as its sovereignty is concerned, and the es- 
tablishment there conjointly by the United States and the Fili- 
pinos of a pani form of government, an independent gov- 
ernment under the control of the Filipinos themselves, The 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana, which is very short and 
very comprehensive, is as follows: 

That the Philippine Islands are territory belonging to the United States; 
that it is the intention of the United States to retain them as such and to es- 
tablish and maintain such governmental! control throughout the archipelago 
as the situation may demand. 

Here is the ition boldly stated that the Philippine Islands 
belong to the United States, and that they shall be held for all 
time as Territories and shall be governed in such manner as the 
Congress of the United States may deem proper. So, therefore, 
we have the question presented by these two resolutions as to the 

wer of Congress to establish within the Territories of the United 

tates just such a government as they may please to adopt, and 
that government to be maintained indefinitely. 

From that proposition I dissent, and, Mr. President, in view of 
the substantial adoption of that proposition by the Secretary of 
War and in view of the proposed regulations which I am told are 
being prepared to establish in Puerto Rico different tariff rates 
from those observed throughout the United States, I deem it 

roper to consider the questions of constitutional right assumed 
1 the: resolution of the Senator from Indiana and in the report of 
the Secretary of War. a 

No more momentous question has ever occupied the attention 
of the American Congress. No more momentous question can 
Pek ul it. ‘The question is, broadly presented, whether or not, by 
implication from an obscure section of the Constitution, the Con- 
gress of the United States can exercise sovereign jurisdiction and 
porer over whatever territory may be acquired by the United 

tates. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. C. ERY. 555 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what theory does the Senator from 
Louisiana call any provision in the Constitution of the United 
States an obscure provision? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I call it an obscure provision because I be- 
lieve it is only a provision for administration of Territories, and 
nota provon conferring any such power as is assumed. I be- 
lieve that the provision in the Constitution giving power to Con- 


gress to make rules and regulations for the government of terri- 
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tory is simply a power to administer the laws of the United States 
so far as they may be applicable to that territory, 
The question as to who may, in a Territory, for a temporary 
pu , administer such laws is secondary. 
r. President, I will quote from the report of the Secretary of 
War, page 26: 
I assume, for I do not think it can be successfully disputed, that all nig ond 
ch bø- 


sition of territory under this treaty was the exercise of a power whi 
lon to the United States, because it was a nation, and for that reason was 


po in respect of a territory which it has thus 

and the inhabitants of that territory, which any nation in the world 
respect of Pertany watan it has acquired; that as between the people of the 
ceded islands and the United States the former are subject to the complete 
sovereignty of the latter, controlled by no legal limitations except those 
which may be found in the treaty of cession; that the people of the islands 
have no right to have them treated as States, or to have them treated as the 
territories previously held by the United States have been treated, or to as- 
sert a legal right under = 88 of the Constitution which was estab- 

e 


lished for the people of States themselves and to meet the condi- 
tions existing upon this continent, or to assert against the United States any 
legal right whatever not found in the treaty. 

I now skip a portion of it, 

The 1 the ceded islands have uired a moral right to be treated 
by the Un States in accordance with the underlying principles of justice 
and freedom which we have declared in our Constitution, which are the es- 


sential safeguards of every individual pennas the powers of government, not 
because those provisions were enacted for them, but because they are essen- 
tial limitations inherent in the very existence of the American Government. 

In another part of this report it is stated that there is no consti- 
tutional right upon the part of the Puerto Ricans to have freo 
trade with the United States, but that the United States may es- 
tablish whatever duties it pleases upon the import of articles from 
Puerto Rico into the United States and the import of articles into 
Puerto Rico from the United States and foreign countries, and 
that regardless of our revenue laws. He says further that on 
account of the financial and industrial conditions existing in 
Puerto Rico the tarift ought to be modified and that the Puerto 
Ricans ought to be dllowed to import into the United States their 
pronun free from any tax or tariff on the part of the United 

tates, but that is only in consideration of the deplorable indus- 
trial condition that prevails in the island. 

Mr. President, even the natural rights of man, rights which 
belong to him without constitutions, are denied as constitutional 
“oe to the people of the Territories. By grace, by the infiuence 
of moral considerations, by the inspirations of constitutional lib- 
erty we may be impelled to grant to the ce le of Puerto Rico the 
exercise of the rights guaranteed in the bill of rights of the Con- 
stitution, but there is no constitutional guaranty; there is nooper- 
ation of the Constitution in the territory of Puerto Rico proprio 
vigore. Those rights inherent in mankind have been denied and 
abused by tyrants. They may be abused and denied again. 

So we have this broad question to consider. I do not deny that 
the United States is a nation; I do not deny that the United States 
possess all the rights of nationality in every way and in every re- 
gard, but I do deny that the Congress of the United States pos- 
sesses the sovereign rights of the sovereign people of America. 

I claim that the fountain of all supreme right, the foundation 
of all sovereignty, is in the political unit called the people. I deny 
that there is any expressed grant of the sovereign power assumed 
nor any by reasonable or necessary implication, and 1 deny that 
there is anywhere in any department of the Government an un- 
limited, sovereign, despotic power. The people of the United 
States framed the Declaration of Independence and announced a 
principle in the beginning of their national life which is the founda- 
tion stone of all republican government. We violated that ele- 
mental principle in taking over the sovereignty of the Philippines 
without their consent. Afterwards the people of the United States 
formed a representative government, A representative govern- 
ment is necessarily based upon the consent of the governed, I 
contend that there is no power anywhere outside of the people of 
the United States, no power in any branch of government or in 
all the branches combined to make any other than a representative 
government in any territory which may be acquired by war or by 
cession. : 

Now, Mr. President, I will first inquire what is meant by citi- 
zenship of the United States? Who is a citizen of the United 
States? Have we alien subjects in the Territories and citizens 
within the confines of the present Union? Does it not necessarily 
follow that everybody who owes allegiance to the United States is 
a member of the political community of the United States, and 
therefore a citizen of the United States, and therefore entitled to 
ser i privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United 

es 

That proposition, Mr. President, I propose to discuss. I quote 
from Cooley’s Constitutional Law, pages 254, 255: 

Citizenship in State and Union: The fourteenth amendment re 
the fact that there is a citizenship of the United States and also a citizenshi 
of the several States, and that the two coexist in the same persons. Bot 
8 owe a duty of protection to the persons who are subject to 


eir jurisdiction and both are entitled to the allegiance of such persons. and 
of this allegiance. It is impossible to conceive of such 


cognizes 


may puuish breaches 
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a status as citizenshi 
Sta or of citizens! 


of a State unconnected with citizenship of the United 
State unconnected 


States unconnec 
Now, Mr. President, after stating broadly the distinction be- 
tween citizenship of a State and citizenship of the United States, 
and that both of these different kinds of citizenship may coexist, 
Cooley lays down the et that the citizens of the Terri- 
tories are citizens of the United States exclusively and not citi- 
zens of any State. Of course that needs no argument to prove. 
Now, then, he continues, on the same page: 
Naturalization may be effected, by special laws which confer the 
i ; secon: , by proceeding under general laws, 
individuals renounce any fore ce and take u them- 
20 tions of citizenship; third, by the acquisition by the United 
States of fore territory, with its le, Who thereby become citizens of 
the United States. In this manner the citizens — a within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Union by the acquisition of Louisiana, Florida, and portions of 
Mexico became citizens. The second method above named is that provided 
by acts of Congress, and the first and third must always be exceptional. 

Now, Judge Cooley does not say that in the cases cited the citi- 
zenship was conferred by treaty. Judge Cooley says that the 
citizenship was obtained by the mere acquisition of these Terri- 
tories, and that principle, in my mind, is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know whether the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana desires any interruption or not. I will not 
interrupt him if he does not desire it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr, CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What Judge Cooley says there 
was written since the acquisition of Alaska. Now, why was it 
that Judge Cooley, in referring to the Territories, omits any refer- 
ence to Alaska? i 

Mr. CAFFERY. I suppose that that was a mere lapsus of 
memory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I guess not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Judge Cooley has stated enough to embrace 
Alaska within the principle. Judge Cooley need not have cited 
any case at all. Thecitizenship of Alaska, I believe, was provided 
for in the treaty between Russia and the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It differed from the other treaties 
in that it did not provide that the inhabitants were to be incor- 
porated into the Union. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If they were citizens of the United States, 
Mr. President, rac would, soon after arriving at a position or 
condition of statehood, be admitted as a State without any pro- 
vision in the Russian treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

5 Now, Iwill quote Judge Bradley (16 Wallace, 

age * 
5 But even if the Constitution were silent— 
Speaking of these individual and personal rights— 


e pri of citizens—the privilege of buying, se and enjo 
property: the privilege of engaging in any la employment for a liveli- 
; the privilege of resorting to the laws for redress of injuries and the 


they would ba whether they were 

erritories and new 
citizens, made such by annexation of territory or na ization, though 
without any status as citizens of a State, could, nevertheless, as citizens of 
the United States, lay claim to every one of the privileges and immunities 
which have been enumerated, and among these none is more essential and 
fundamental than the right to follow such profession as each one may choose, 
subject only to orm regulations equally applicable to all. 

Now, then, Mr. President, Judge Bradley says nothing of citi- 
penship conferred by treaty 5 He broadly says that 
we make citizens of the United States by the acquisition of terri- 
tory, and by the fact of annexing of territory to the United States. 
In the course of the decision he says that citizens of the United 
States enjoy the fundamental rights of citizens of States without 
the necessity of these being incorporated into the Constitution by 
amendment, In my opinion, inhabitants of Territories me 
citizens of the United States by the very fact of the United States 
claiming and exercising Porere y over them. They may be 
unwilling citizens; they may be forced into the United States, as 
they have been by the annexation of the Philippine Islands; but 
they none the less become citizens ipso facto by reason of the 
United States flag floating over them, and the paramount sover- 
eignty of the United States, made good over them by fire and 
sword, 

Mr. Chief Justice Waite, in United States vs. Cruikshank, page 
549, says: 

We have in our 
ee of eac. 


litical system a Government of the United States and a 
of the several States. Each ese governments is 


Quoting from Judge Bradley— 
but his 4 — of citizenship under one of these governments will be differ- 
ent from those he has under theother. (Slaughterhouse Cases, 16 Wall., 74.) 

Citizens are the members of the political community to which they belong. 
They are the people who compose the community and who, in their asso- 
ciated capacity, have established or submitted themselves to the dominion of 
a government for the promotion of their general welfare and the protection 
of their individual as well as their collective rights. In the formationof a 
government the people may confer upon it such powers as 5 choose. The 
government when so formed may, and when called upon should, exercise all 
powers it has for the protection of the rights of its citizens and the people 
within its her ermine but it can exercise no other. The duty of a ee 
ment to afford tection is limited always by the power it possesses for that 
purpose, 

And Mr. Chief Justice Fuller, in Boyd vs, Thayer (143 United 
States), says: 

Manifestly the nationality of the inhabitants of territory ig by con- 
quest or cession becomes that of the government under whose dominion they 


yous, sah ect to the right of election on their part to retain their former na- 


ity by removal or otherwise, as may be provided. 

Now, the proposition is distinctly asserted that citizens are mem- 
bers of the political community to which they belong. What 

litical community do these territorial inhabitants belong to? 

ey have no community. They had a community, but we have 
destroyedit. There wasa Filipino government. ere was,in my 
opinion, a de facto government, possessing all the essential ele- 
ments of government. But that government has been destroyed 
by fire and sword. The forces of the United States, unequaled 
the world over for valor and military skill, have, as we all knew 

Tey would, vanquished the Filipinos. 
ow, then, if these Filipinos are not members of our political 
5 are uey waifs floating about in the political world 
without a home, without a nationality? If they should be tres- 
pasma upon by a foreign pen if Great Britain to-day or any 
oreign power in the world should mola or oppress the Philip- 
pine people, would we not be compelled, by reason of their nation- 
ality, as members of our political community, to redress the wrong 
and prevent the oppression? Could we claim that they were citi- 
zens of the Uni States for the purpose of protection and dis- 
claim this 9 for the purpose of any participation on their 
in the rights and immunities of citizens of the United States? 

o, sir; they are citizens entirely, completely, absolutely. A sub- 
ject and a citizen are the same. Citizenship is only one of the 
terms applied to a member of a political community. the Fili- 
pinos are not members of the po itical community of the United 
States, what are they? And if they are members of the political 
community of the United States, the Constitution, proprio vigore, 
carries there in the Philippines every single one of the rights guar- 
3 to American citizens in all the amendments to the Consti- 

ution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. C RY. Carni 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator knows that I have always 
great respect for his 9 and I certainly always listen to him 
with great interest. I should like to ask him his view as to this 
particular phase of the question he is discussing. As I under- 
stand it, the Senator contends that where foreign territory is ac- 
quired by tresty any provision in the treaty as affecting the status 
of the inhabitants of the acquired territory so far as citizenship 
is concerned is inefficacious. 

Mr. CAFFERY., I think it is surplusage; yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. But as a matter of law, the inhabitants be- 
come citizens of the United States. = 

Mr. CAFFERY, That is what I assert. 

Mr. SPOONER. And are entitled to the individual rights guar- 
anteed by the Constitution to citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, assuming, for the purposes of the argu- 
ment, that to be true, does the Senator go further and insist that 
they are thereby entitled under the Constitution to any particular 
form of government—— 

Mr. CAFFERY, Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. Provided that the form of government which 
is given to them does not interfere with those rights essential in 
a citizen to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not exactly understand the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say a little while 
ago that the inhabitants of a Territory belonging to the United 
States are entitled to a representative government. 

‘ Mr. CAFFERT. They are; that is just exactly whatI contended 
or. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator regard our government of 
Alaska as unconstitutional? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I do not. - 

Mr. SPOONER, Isita representative government in his view? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It isnot. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it must be unconstitutional. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; [begyourpardon. When we acquire 
territory that has not at the moment of acquisition or for some 


time after the character and the condition of statehood, Congress 
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must exercise a kind of tutorship over that territory. There is a 


kind of intermediary condition. Congress is the of that 


territory. But the ees ee possess the ingredients of rep- 
resentative en ul tely. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will permit me, I was not 
speaking 
Made PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 


Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 4 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not have in mind in the question I put 
the subject of statehood. I was referring to the form of Terri- 
torial or quasi Territorial government. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If you mean by your question that Congress 
can impose upon the Territories any other than a form of free 
government—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I did not mean that. 

JJ 

wer. gress has heretofore ously guar o rights o 
Be citizens of the Territories. 

The Terri of Louisiana has been quoted as an evidence of 
the power of Con to impose just what sort of government 
they pleased, but that case does not bear out the contention. It 
is not necessary to clothe the inhabitants of a Territory with the 
political right of franchise until they are fitted for it. But I do 
contend, and that goes back to the original contention that we 
had when the treaty with Spain was pending, that whatever ter- 
ritory the United States acquires it must govern that territory 
under the constitutional limitations, not by grace, as the Secre- 
tary of War says, but by the binding and coercive force of these 
constitutional rights. 

There is no grace about it, sir. Every man who belongs to the 
political community of the United States is constituti y under 
the protection of the Constitution so far as individual rights go. 
They can not be infringed; they can not be set aside. There is no 
implication about it, as Ju Bradley says. There is no grace 
about it, as my friend from C spe ih pc PLarr], I believe, 
advocated. But there is the constitutional prerogative and right 
to these different constitutional privileges guaranteed in the Con- 
stitution itself. : 

Now, Mr. President, what particular rights of citizenship have 
been recognized e Supreme Court? The right of free loco- 
motion is one. e right of trial by jury is another. These 

ts have been upon by the 8 Court and recog- 
as constitutional rights; and if the Constitution exten 
proprio vigore in the matter of these personal rights, how can you 
curtail its operation in the great principle of representative gov- 
ernment? 

Are you going to carry one part of the Constitution to the Phil- 
ippines and leave another at home? Are you going to guar- 
antee to the Filipinos the right of trial by jury, the right to bear 
arms, the right of free access to the United States and of free 

th m, and are you going to deny them, after granting 

han these rights, the right of a representative form of govern- 

ment? ‘The rights are one; they are ble and indivisible 

‘hts. You can not divide them. You can not separate them. 

e Constitution aro vigore, goes everywhere that the United 

States have established their power. In Murphy vs. Ramsey 
(114 U. S. Reports, page 44) Mr. Justice Matthews says: 


cured to them, as to other les 
restrain all 


satisfi y Measures 

which prepare the to become States in the Union, 
still the conclusion can not be avoided that the act of here in ques- 
tion is clearly within that justification. 

So again, in The Mormon Church vs, The United States (186 U. S., 
page 44), Mr, Justice Bradley says: 

Doubtless Congress in the Territories would be subject to 
those fundamental limita‘ 
lated in the Constitution and its amendmen 
exist rather by inference and the general rit of the Constitution from 
R coe derives all its powers than by express and direct application 

Now, Judge Bradley does not say that these provisions of the 
Constitution guaranteeing personal rights do not exist in the Ter- 
ritories, but he says they do not exist there by direct application 
of these rights, but rather by inference. Now, then, Justices Ful- 
ler, Field, and Lamar dissented from this proposition, and stated: 

Congress possesses such anthority over the Territories as the Constitution 
expressly or by clear implication delegates. * * * but the power of Con- 


to legislate over the Territories is mted in so many words by the 
Gonstitution. (Article IV, section 3, ane a) 


In my opinion Congress— 
In e re wr restrained; nof — by the e ex- 
pressed e Cons tion, also absence an er 
implied, in that k. 2 2 et vital con 


express or A instrumen e I conse- 
quence that absolute — gt should noran as — = ng Sadee 
our system governmen'’ any one e epartmen legisla’ 
power of — delegated and not inherent. and is therefore limited. 


There is a great deal of difference between the inherent power 
of a nation and the inherent power of one of the functionaries of - 
that . e 8 18 de of tha Unt of — — of enu- 
merated, 0 e e 0 When 
they formed this Constitution, {ia not grant to any one of these 
departments of Government or to all combined any absolute au- 
beet Absolute authority and absolute sovereignty only exist 
with the people of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How can the people of the United 
States exercise that sovereign authority except though Congress 


or by amendment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The people of the United States have granted 
to the Congress of the United States sufficient sovereign power to 
govern these United States and all terri that the United 
States may acquire. The Congress of the United States can not 
exercise any other authority than that contained in the Constitu- 
tion. There is no inherent power anywhere in any of the de- 
partments of the Government. That is a false and a pernicious 
principle. That principle has been denounced from the com- 
mencement of our Government until now; that principle is a 

rinciple of d tism and arbitrary rule; that principle creeps 
into republics when they take the downward course of empire. 
The Congress of the United States is given unlimited power to 
make laws for certain purposes only. e Congress of the United 
States can make laws to govern the Territories. I quite agree 
with my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who advanced 
the proposition that the power to acquire necessarily involved the 
power to govern even if the Constitution had been silent. Iagree 
with that proposition. But govern how?_ Govern according to 
the caprice or according to the unchecked volition of Congress? 
No, sir; govern according to the Constitution of the United States; 

overn in that way, and in that way only; give to the Territories 
just that sort of a government under the Constitution that their 
condition requires. But Congress can not impose upon the Ter- 
ritories any sort of government they choose. 

Let me suppose a case, Mr, President. Suppose the cession of 
the Northwest Taro to the old Confederation in 1787 had had 
no provision that that Territory was to be carved into States, and 
when Congress became the heir of the Confederacy they erected 
governments in that Terri „ and governed the inhabitants 
without regard to the Constitution or the amendments, and offered 
them no hope for a government of their own, I want to know 
whether or not the Congress of the United States could have estab- 
lished such a government there? I want to know if the treaty 
between France and the United States providing for the incor- 
8 of the Louisiana territory into the Union and providing 

or citizenship of the inhabitants had not contained those provi- 
sions, whether an empire could have been established in the States 
carved out of that territory; whether Congress would have had 
the unlimited power to govern that territory as it chose under 
any laws that it might desire to adopt, and to exercise all the 
rights that are now claimed to be inherent? 
hat are inherentrights? Where do they come from under our 
Constitution? You can not locate one single inherent right in any 
one of the branches of the Government of the United States. 
There is nothing contained there that the fathers and framers of 
the Constitution have not given either by direct grant or that does 
not spring from the direct t by necessary implication. 

I take no part or lot in the new doctrine of empire. The Con- 
stitution has given to the branches of the Government all the 
power necessary to govern a free and enlightened nation, and that 
isenough. Nobody has ever yet dreamed of inherent powers un- 
til the glitter of empire obscured our vision and blinded our judg- 
ment. This doctrine of inherent powerin any one of the branches 
of government sprang from the desire of the advocates of this 
theory, to govern these dependencies and colonies other than ac- 
cording to the Constitution; and it can not be done. We have 
either got to govern them by the Constitution, or Congress must 
usurp power to govern them. 

Mr. ident, there is another part of the Constitution that 
seems to stretch proprio vigore over the Territories without any 
legislative action on the part of Congress. That is the provision 
that duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution 
provides that— 

m. shall have power to lay and collect duties, im 
„„ oy the Gable and rovide for the pork une defense and ge — 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and Sroa shall be 
uniform throughout the United States. 

There are two cases that I have examined with reference to this 
subject. The first is the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, and the 
second is the case of Cross vs. Harrison. The first case arose in 


the District of Columbia and the second in California. Chief 
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Justice Marshall, in deciding the case of Loughborough vs, Blake 
(5 Wheaton, 643), used the following language: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Co the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. 

Senators will pardon me for reading this decision. I know they 
are all very familiar with it, for it has been quoted so many times 
that it has become almost a household word: 

This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It ently ex- 
tends to all places over which the Government extends. If could be 
doubted, the doubt is . the subsequent words which modify the 

nt. These words are, but duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
orm throughout the United States.“ It will not be contended that the 
modification of the power extends to places to which the power itself does not 
extend. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, 8 and excises ma’ 
be exercised and must be exe: throughout the United States. Doest! 
term designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 

This learned judge uses the word ‘‘empire.” He must have an- 
ticipated the acquisition of the Philippines— 

Certainly this ee can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to our t Re lic, which is composed of States and Territories. The Dis- 
trict o Columbia, or the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the 
United lvania; and ee is — less — nga bs 


in the one than in the other. 


that the power to impose 
States. 


Notwithstanding this clear, unambiguous, and pertinent deci- 
sion, an attempt is made to minimize its weight by the advocates 
of imperialism, on the ground that it is obiter. 

Before I quote from Justice Wayne, in the case of Cross vs, Har- 
rison (21 Howard, e82), I will briefly state the facts of the case. 
The taxes, which had been paid under poue, were disputed by 
the plaintiff (Cross) upon the ground that the collector had no 
right to demand and receiye them because there were no collec- 
tion districts in California. There was a of those taxes that 
was due under the de facto government of the Territory of Cali- 
fornia, and a part due after the ratification of the treaty of peace 
between the United States and Mexico. It appears that after the 
ratification, and before the notice of the ratification had been 
given to the collector in California, the taxes imposed by the mili- 
tary government were exacted, and after that period the revenue 
duties of the United States were exacted, and paid under protest. 
Justice Wayne, in deciding the case, said: 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 
States. And as there is nothin ‘erently oes poe a the treaty with re- 


spect to commerce, it became instantly boun by the laws 
vaos Congress had passed to raise a revenue from duties on imports and 


Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, does not that 
2 simply imply that there is power to stipulate in a treaty 
that might have some efficacy? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a remote inference that might be 
drawn. Such things have been done, but I believe unconstitu- 
tionally done. I do not believe that a treaty can stipulate for any 
other duties than those that the United States imposes; that is 
if they are different from the duties that are required to be d 
under the revenue act, it would violate the uniformity of taxation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not that where the Senator seems to differ 
from the Supreme Court? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; I do not think so, 
tinues: 

It has been sufficiently shown that the plaintiffs had no right to land their 


foreign goods in California at the times when their ships arrived with them, 
lations which the civil government 


The decision con- 


were authorized to enforce, first under a war , and under 
the existing of the Uni States. By the last, foreign as 
they are enumerated, are made dutiable; they are not so because they are 
brought into a collection district, but because — aeo ito the 
ted States. The tariff act of 1846 what t duty shall be. Can 
any reason be pren for the exemption of f goods u 
they have not n entered and collected at a port of delivery? The last be- 
come a part of the consumption of the country as well as the others. . 8 — 


e 

into it from the pa 

ble e other ports of the 

denial of the aut iy of the Pr 
ted 


We will here risi notice those objections which preceded that which 
has been discussed. 


eign commerce with the 
instituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 


Mr. President, the Pc pag of Judge Wayne in decid- 


ing this case is that Califo by treaty, became a part of the 
United States, The next is that the tariff-revenue act of the 
United States then operating immediately attached to that Ter- 
ritory, and that the duties to be demanded and collected were 
those imposed by the revenue act, and in consequence of the prin- 
ciple of uniformity which must obtain in the imposition and col - 
lection of taxes throughout the United States. 

These two decisions, in my opinion, ought to carry weight. 
They are not obiter; they are directly upon the point. They de- 
cide, first, that Territories are a part of the United States; then, 
that our tariff laws operate there by the principle of uniformity 
established in the Constitution. I can myself see no escape from 
these decisions. I can not see how it . to exact on im- 
ports from Puerto Rico into the United States any taxes what- 
ever. One of the grounds of the formation of the Union was the 
embarrassment and difficulty arising on account of hostile tariff 
laws imposed in one State of the Confederacy against another. 

It is obvious, Mr. President, that if our Constitution has any 
power whatever over the Territories this principle of eee 
taxation must apply. There can be no duty levied upon the P 
ippine products imported into the United States, and there can be 
no export duty levied upon any exports from that country; other- 
wise you will establish another government; you will establish a 
different revenue system; you will have a government of colonies 
entirely distinct from the Government of the United States; you 
will have tariff duties laid according to the wisdom or un m 
of Congress, at least according to its volition, . in the 
colonies in a different way from that provided for the balance of 
the United States and without any regard to the Constitution. I 
do not see how this can be brought about. 

The Constitution 5 in this particular proprio vigore. The 
Constitution of the United States takes hold of the im from 
these distant possessions and mare upon them the tariff duties that 
are charged everywhere over the United States, and none other. 
There can be none upon the imports into the United States from 
those countries and there can be no other upon imports from for- 
eign countries into the Philippines than is exacted from the bal- 
ance of the nations of the world. There must be an absolute 
uniformity, or this lan of the Constitution is meaningless, or 
Congress has the unlimited powers which are claimed for it. 

Mr. President, I have diverged somewhat from a discussion of 
the Constitution working of its own vigor in the matter of carry- 
ing these penal guaranties to the Territories into a discussion 
of the uniformity of taxation as applicable to the Territories, led 
into it to some extent by the question propounded to me, 

There are a number of decisions on the matter of the right of 
the people of the Territories to have the constitutional guaranties 
of trial by jury applied to them. In the case of Callan vs. Wilson 
(120 U. S., 547) the constitutional ty of trial by jury 
was applied to citizens of a Territory. e decision of the court, 
Justice Harlan delivering the opinion, is as follows: 
notarea to him the right TO be tried by s jury, and thas, the right Daving 

o a ju an A 
been denied, the police court was without jurisdiction to im me 3 
him, or order him to be imprisoned until such tine was paid. This precise 
question is now, for the first time, presented for determination by this 


The third article of the Constitution provides that ‘ the trial of all 22 
except in cases of im ent, shall be by jury, and such trials shall be he 
in the State where the said crimes shall have been committed; but when not 
committed within any State. the trial shall be at such place or places as the 
Congress may by, law have directed.” The fifth amendment provides that 
no person “be deprived of life, liberty, or rty without due 
W.“ By the sixth amendment it is declared 


— the shall enjoy the right to Yana public trial, 
cu @ e as an m an 
of the State and district wherein the crime shail ial, by an 


„Which district shall have pona been ascertained by law 
Foe Da Ragnar OE e DNTS AS cones . 
fron: tnesses against him, ave compulsory process for 9 
ee See as sin his favor, and to Dave the assistance of couneel for his 

The contention of the Goverrment is that the Constitution does not ro- 
quire that the right of trial by jury shall be secured to the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.. 


1 . of opinion that it can 
rie sustained without violence to the letter and spirit of the Constitu- 
of this District ma 


full 
ved of the benefit of any of the constitutional guaranties of life, liberty, 
ury in criminal cases. 


which framed 
ion of Article XI read + “the trial of all criminal offenses . 


was, by unanimous vote, amended 80 as 
cept in cases of 
in committed; but when not 
the trial shall be at such place or places as 
(Id., 270.) “The objectof thusamending thesec- 
“was to provide for trial b jury of offenses com- 
any State.” (3 Madison Papers, 1147 * * We can not 
the people of this District have, in that less rights than 
to the the Territories of the Uni States. 


So in Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., page 708) the question 
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was upon the unanimity of a verdict. 

tice Fuller delivering the opinion, say: 
In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a 

verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the 


act of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule, 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


The act of Congress was set aside as unconstitutional because 
it piminen for a verdict that was rendered by a less number than 
twelve. 

The case of Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., page 346) is to the 
3 effect. The court, Mr. Justice Harlan delivering the opin- 

on, say: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 


right of j in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United Aaron A ta ale an open question. 2 


On page 350 the court say: 
It must co: uently be taken that the word jury and the words trial by 
United 


The court, Mr. Chief Jus- 


jury were p in the Constitution of the tates with reference to 
e meaning affixed to them in the law as it was in this country and in Eng- 
land at the e of the adoption of that instrument; and that when Thom 


son committed the offense of grand larceny in the Territory of Utah—whic. 
was under the complete jurisdiction of the United States for all purposes of 
government and legislation—the supreme law of the land requ that he 
should be tried by a jury composed of not less than twelve persons. 


I would not cite these opinions were it not that this unlimited 
power of Congress to dispense with the guaranties of the Consti- 
tution in the matter of jury trials had been urged in this Cham- 
ber. I believe the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ross] quoted a case 
in In re Ross which he thought established the fact that even in 
the matter of jury trials the Congress of the United States could 
set aside the guarantiesin the amendments to the Constitution. 


~ The decision in In re Ross is found in 140 United States, and this 


is the opinion of the court: 


Hy she Constitution a government is ordained and established “for the 
States of America” and not for countries outside of their limits. The 
uaranties it affords accusation of capital or infamous crimes, except 
indictment or presentment by a grand ory, and for an 5 trial by 
a jury when thus accused, apply only tocitizens and others wit the Unit 
States, or who are brought there for trial for alleged offenses committed else- 
where, and not to residents or Nmap siento! sojournersabroad. (Cook vs. United 
States, 138 U. S., 157, 181.) The Constitution can have no operation in an- 
other country. When, therefore, the representatives or officers of our Gov- 
ernment are permitted to exercise authority of any kind in another country, 
it must be on such conditions as the two countries may agree, the laws of 
neither one being obliga upon the other. The deck of a private Ameri- 
can vessel, it is true, is dered for many purposes constructively as terri- 
tory of the United States, yet persons on of such vessels, whether 
officers, sailors, or mgers, can not invoke the protection of the provisions 
referred to until brought within the actual territorial boun es of the 
United States; and, des, their enforcement abroad in numerous places 
where it would be highly important to have consuls invested with judicial 
authority would be impracticable from the impossibility of obtaining a com- 
tent grand or petit cee The uirement of such a body to accuse and 
try an offender would in a majority of cases cause an abandonment of all 
prosecution. The framers of the Constitution, who were fully aware of the 
necessity of having judicial authority exercised by our consuls in non-Chris- 
tian countries, if reial intercourse was to 


ri comme: e their people, 
never could have sup d that all the guaranties in the administration of 
the law u inals at home were to be transferred to such consular es- 


tablishments and applied before an American who had committed a felony 
there could be accused and tried. 

What were the facts in this case? An American ship in a har- 
bor in Japan had on board a seaman who was a British subject. 
He then and there committed the crime of murder within the 
territorial jurisdiction of Japan. He was arrested, tried, and 
condemned before a consular court established by treaty between 
the United States and Japan. He was condemned to death. He 
appealed to the President for a pardon: His sentence was com- 
muted to life imprisonment, ile in prison at Albany, N. X., 
I believe, he sued ont a writ of habeas corpus and the judge in 
rendering his decision, from which I have quoted, refused the 
habeas carpas: 

Mr. President, does that establish the point sought to be estab- 
lished by the Senator from Vermont? Not only does it not estab- 
lish the contention of the Senator from Vermont, but it drena 
refutes his contention; for it is asserted in this judgment, whic 
is true, that the United States has no jurisdiction in foreign coun- 
tries; that it is only by the comity of nations that it is allowed in 
these non-Christian countries to establish consular courts, This 
man could have been tried by the authorities of Japan, who pri- 
marily had jurisdiction. Notwithstanding the constructive ex- 
tension of our PERONY over the ships that sail under our flag, the 
actual jurisdiction and the actual territory were in the foreign 
Government, and the United States only stipulated in behalf of its 
citizens for a fairer trial, one paying more respect to law and 
justice than would otherwise be obtained in such non-Christian 
courts. 

But, says the judge, after the criminal is brought within our 
territories he is subject to trial according to the Constitution of 
the United States, and the Constitution of the United States guar- 
antees to him the right of presentment by a grand jury, the right 
of trial b W jury, and a verdict of the whole jury in cases of 
felony. is contention of the Senator from Vermont falls. 
This decision establishes precisely the reverse of unlimited power 
upon the part of Congress, and it does establish that any citizen of 


the United States coming within the Territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States is entitled to a trial by jury here, Mr. Presi- 
dent, will these sper powers end, if a citizen of the United 
States can be jerked up and tried without a jury? 

Mr. President; I had a quotation from Webster, whose 
great argument with Mr. Hayne almost broke down, if not quite 
broke down, the theory that the Constitution was the resultant 
of a compact between the sovereign States and not the result- 
ant of the will of the people. As I can not now lay my hani on 
the quotation, I will read one from a contem of his who 
held precisely the opposite view about the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. The opposite view? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, in regard to the nature of Federal Con- 
stitution; one who was equally as emphatic as Mr. Webster. I re- 
fer to the t statesman of South Carolina, Mr. Calhoun. I 
quote from his speeches, page 411 of his works, volume 4: 

That it would be contrary to the poan and character of our Government 
and subversive of our free popular institutions to hold Mexico as a subject 
province isa propono too clear forargument before a body so enlightened 
as the Senate. You know the American Constitution too well—you have 
looked into history, and are too well acquainted with the fatal effects which 
large provincial possessions have ever had on the institutions of free states— 
to need any proof to satisfy you how hostile it would be to the institutions of 
this country to hold Mexicoas a subject province. There is not an example 
on record of any free state holding a province of the same extent and popula- 
tion without disastrous consequences. - The nations conquered and held. asa 
province have, in time, retaliated_by destroying the rty of their con- 
8 through the corrupting effect of extended patronage and irrespon- 
sible power. Such, certainly, would be our case. The conquest of Mexico 
would add so vastly to the Beg Revo) of this Government that it would 
absorb the whole powers of the State; the Union would become an imperial 
power, and the States reduced to mere subordinate corporations. But the 
evil would not end there; the "process would go on, and the power trans- 
ferred from the States to the Union would be transferred from the legisla- 
tive department to the Executive. All the immense patronage which holding 
it asa province would create—the maintenance of a large army to hold it in 
subjection and the appointment of a multitude of civil officers necessary to 
govern it—would be vested in him. The t influence which it would give 
the President would be the means of controlling the legislative department 
and 8 it his dictation, especially when combined with the prin- 
ciple of proscr 8 which has now become the established practice of the 
Government. Thestruggle to obtain the Presidential chair would become 
proportionably great—so great as to destroy the freedom of elections. The 
oun biker be anarchy or despotism, as certain as Iam now addressing the 

I believe those words are prophetic. I believe that the end of 
empire is destruction, I believe when the Constitution of the 
United States is wrenched from its moorings and carried into 
these remote seas and is established there in despotic sway, that 
it is the beginning of the end of the Republic. All these evils 
spoken of by Mr. Calhoun would necessarily flow, all the vast pat- 
ronage which proconsular appointments to those distant posses- 
sions would give, all the innumerable jobs which would spring 
from such possessions,-would necessarily corrupt the people at 
home just as the proconsuls of Rome corrupted the Roman citi- 
zens and destroyed that great Republic. 

Mr. President, we have heard a groas deal about Congressional 
power. We have heard a great deal about the limitation of our 
Constitution to our present dimensions. It has been stoutly de- 
nied that the Constitution extends over our new territories. It 
has been stoutly denied that any of these people whom we take in 
are people of the United States, and all this in line with the im- 

erial policy of the present. The Declaration of Independence 
been set aside as a worn-out ent. It is one of these 
parochial guenons spoken of by a distinguished member of the 
Cabinet which ought not to claim our attention at all, but we 
ought to set our eyes upon those heights where glory-crowned 
American freedom sits. here that is I am net now able to say. 
We are invited to go upon a voyage to Cathay and explore all the 
riches of the ancient Empire of China; and in order to do this we 
must set up an imperial sway in the Philippine Islands. 

I believe that it is not inopportune to uss the principle of 
governments being founded on the consent of the governed. Ido 
not believe the Declaration of Independence is a dead letter. I do 
not believe that it has no connection at all with the present poli- 
cies of the Government. I do not believe that it can be set aside. 
I believe that it is and Hrs of the Constitution of the United 
States. This great nationality contended for by the Senator from 
Connecticut I concede, but, sir, the American nation sprung into 
existence before the American nation ordained the Constitution 
of the United States. The people who framed the Constitution 
of the United States, acting by their delegates to the Constitu- 
tional Convention, were the same people who announced as the 
living principle of American liberty that all governments derive 
their just powers from the consent of the governed, And who 
were they? They were the people of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and the delegates to the Continental Congress spoke in behalf 
of that people. 

When that Declaration was sent abroad as a principle of gov- 
ernment it was sent by and with the authority of the American 
people. It was as much the voice of a nation as the voice that 
proclaimed the Constitution of the United States. Nationality 
then came into birth. That same nationality, however it might 
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have been scattered and dissipated poe pare the 13 original 
colonies, existed throughout the war of independence; and when 
the war was over, the same people who framed the Declaration of 
Independence framed the Constitution of the United States, and 
there has never yet been a statesman of Aay mena or distinction 
in the United States who has ever held t the people of the 
United States were not theultimate foundation of all sovereignty, 
that the people of the United States themselves did not constitute 
sovereignty. And who are the 8 of the United States, Mr. 
President? For whom was the Constitution of the United States 
framed? Was it framed entirely for the people then living and 
the heirs of their body? When the representatives of the people 
sent forth the Constitution of the United States, they declared 
that they ordained and established that Constitution for them- 
selves and their posterity in order that they might enjoy the 
blessings of peace and liberty. 

And who, Mr. President, are the posterity of the framers of the 
Constitution? The Constitution provides for naturalizing foreign- 
ers. Will anyone say that the 10,000,000 Germans in the United 
States are not our ‘‘ posterity ” in the sense that word is used in 
the Constitution of the United States. Have they not been 
“adopted” by naturalization? Will anyone deny that any human 
being taken within the jurisdiction of the United States is the 
posterity spoken of by the framers of the Constitution? When 
the population of the province of Louisiana were taken in by 
adoption they became heirs to all the privileges and immunities 
and rights granted by the Constitution of the United States to 
freemen coming within the i epg of its provisions and coming 
under the jurisdiction of its flag. 

Mr. President, I am not entirely without popport in the con- 
tention I make that the Declaration of Independenceis a part and 
parsel of our organic law. Sir, that Declaration stated the foun- 

ation of government. It stated that all governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. That is the living, 
energizing principle of the Declaration of Independence, and that 
is incorporated as a part of the Constitution of the United States. 
In pursuance of that Declaration the Constitution of the United 
States was framed so as to give representative government, and 
= = the consent of the governed could be had in an unmistaka- 

le form. 

In this connection I will state that it does not make any differ- 
ence whether the consent of the governed is expressed in one form 
or another. Any government of civilized people which is toler- 
ated by that people, which is acquiesced in by that Reople, is pre- 
sumably the government of their consent. Would anyone say 
the constitutional monarchy of Germany is not a government 
founded upon the consent of the governed? I think not. Would 
anyone hold that the voluntary obedience of a half-civilized peo- 
ple to their rulers, that their acquiescence in a government for 
ages, for instance, the ancient Empire of China, is not a govern- 
ment founded on the consent of the popie I think not. Butin 
order to give the consent of the peop e an active form, the Consti- 
tution of the United States, modeled and grounded upon the Dec- 
laration of Independence, provided for a representative form of 
goroni I quote from Pomeroy on Constitutional Law, page 

6, section 52: 

Again, the Declaration of Independence was not the work of thirteen 


rate colonies, each acting in an assumed sove: — gg but of the uni 
colonies, acting in a national capacity, through their delegates in Congress 
assembled. This Con did not propose the tion to the States and 


recommend its adoption by their local bey fame ia nor did it need such in- 
dorsement to give it validity. State ratification. when made, was a work of 
supererogation. The Declaration was finall and forever established by the 
whole independent political society, o the means which they had ap- 
pointed. The language of the instrument itself indicates its nature and its 
origin. Nothing is said of the independence of the several States, but the 
operative clauses indissolubly combine the idea of organic unity and nation- 
a ny with that of independence. We. therefore, the representatives of the 
United States of America, in general Con; assembled, appealing to the 
Supreme 1 5 F of the world for the rectitude of our intentions, do, in the 
name and by the authority of the people of these colonies, solemnly 
2 and declare, that these united colonies are, and of right ought to be, 
and independent States— 

This Declaration is made by and in the name of the good people 
of the colonies, declaring their independence of the British Crown— 
“that they are absolved from all allegiance to the British Crown. and that 
all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain is, and 
ought to be, totally dissolved.” 

* * * * * * „ 

There never was, in fact, a moment's interval when the several States 
were cach independentand sovereign. While colonies they unitedly resisted, 
revolted, declared that combined political society independent. The blow 
which seyered the connection with the British Empire did not leave a disin- 
tegrated mass made up of thirteen communities, now independent; it lefta 
united mass, a political unity, a nation possessing the high attributes of sovy- 
ereignty, which it had just exercised. The United States was then a fact, 
and no pawer but that which called it into being—the people—is competent 
to decree the national destruction. 


Here is the opinion of a very distinguished constitutional author 
who can not be of any desire to limit any of the powers of 


the Federal Government—that is manifest from an examination 
of his writings—who declares that the Declaration of Independ- 
ence was the act of a political unit, the people of the colonies in 


their ee national capacity, and that Declaration has as 
much strength and bearing as if it were incorporated as an article 
of the Constitution of the United States, for that Constitution is 
framed upon this Declaration. The Constitution only carries into 
execution the general principles of government announced in the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator carry his contention under 
the Declaration of Independence to the extent of asserting that the 
United States has no constitutional power at the end of a war with 
a foreign government, and in settlement of it, to exact and to ac- 
cept inhabited territory as a ceded conquest without the consent 
of its inhabitants? Does the Senator apply the doctrine for which 
he is contending to such a case as that 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido. I contend, in answer to the question of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, that we can w: no war of con- 
Norges I contend that every line and word of 
1 2 United States only authorizes us to make war for the common 

efense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator contends that the acquisi- 
tion of California from Mexico at*the end of the Mexican war was 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator admits that we may take at 
the end of a war, justifiable in its inauguration and conduct, in- 
habited territory as indemnity, accompanied by cession, without 
the consent? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, that depends upon the nature 
and character of the territory and its inhabitants, and its inhab- 
itants y- If there is a people, if there is a nationality, if 
there is the germ of 5 must procure the consent of 
that people or you violate the fundamental principles of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER, Then, if the Senator will permit me, his con- 
tention is that we have no constitutional power at the end of a 
war between ourselves and another government to accept by way 
of indemnity and take a cession of the territory of another gov- 
ernment, or another nation, not a party to the war. ThatIagreeto, 

Mr. CAFFERY,. I did not contend that we could not take by 
agreement the territory of another nation not at war. I said we 
could not take the territory ot a nation with whom we were at 
war if that territory were inhabited by a people with the germ of 
nationality and with a capacity to give national consent. 

Mr. S NER. Oh! 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I see 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will permit me. Do not almost 
every pe have the germ of nationality? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. A wane: nomadic tribe has no 
nationality. A scattered, roving band of Indians have no nation- 
me or any step or progress toward apres 

. SPOON ER. I said the germ of nationality, That is what 
the Senator from Louisiana said. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Theyhave not the germ of nationality. They 
have no starting point and they end nowhere. = 

But, sir, under the Constitution of the United States, in my 
opinion, the Declaration of Independence forming a part and 
parcel of that august instrument, you can not take any people 
who have the capacity to form a government and have the germs 
of nationality into the territory of the United States without their 
consent. You can not take the Canadians without their consent. 
if a war was waged against Great Britain and the United’States 
triumphed, as everybody knows she would triumph, and Canada 
was sought to be taken by the United States to indemnify the 
United States for the expenses incurred in that war, I do not be- 
lieve, without a violation of our organic instrument, without a 
violation of our traditions of government, without a violation of 
that Declaration made on the 4th of July, 1776, that you could 
take those people and force upon them the Government of the 
United States without their or consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. CAFFERY, That is the position that I assume, 


Mr. SPOONER. Why? Will the Senator say why not? 
Mr. TELLER. Give us a reason. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Because it is repugnant not only tothe genius 
and the spirit of our Constitution, but it is repugnant to the very 
letter of that document, which, though not contemporaneous, is 
linked in with the Constitution and becomes a part of the Con- 
stitution, and is the corner stone of the Constitution which you 
have adopted in every ordinance that you have made, which per- 
vades the American mind, which is a pers of their political rights 
and political heritage, and which when it departs liberty will 
de and free government de That is what I believe. I 
believe that our ancestors in that Declaration of Independence 
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did more than to announce a principle of government for them- 
selves directly; they announced it for the world, and the world 
has profited by it. 

I believe in no war of aggression. I do not believe you can ab- 


sorb any poe who are a people against their will and consent; 
and I believe, from the facts as detailed by our own officers and 
observant travelers, that the Filipinos are such a nation and have 
the germs of a national life, and that we can not, without violation 
of our Constitution itself, kill them to civilize them, slaughter 
them to give them liberty. That is what I do not believe you 


can do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. inly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The Senator said, in answer to the ques- 
tions of the Senator from Wisconsin, that it all depended upon 
8 or not krogi people had the germ of nationality or were 
in ty a ¥ 

Mr. AER L. Les, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Who is to determine whether they have the 
germ or not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is! y to be determined by the con- 
science and the judgment of both parties. We can not assume to 
deny a nationality that exists as a matter of fact. Suppose we 
had taken Spain. From all accounts the Filipino government is 
quite as 8 that of Spain. The Filipino ost as much 
liberty as the individual Spaniard. Now, su that instead of 
taking the Philippines we had chosen to e the Kingdom of 
Spain as indemnity, could we assume to say that they did not 
have a national life 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me? 
Suppose we had chosen, after a long and expensive war with Spain, 
to take a portion of the Spanish domain as indemnity, would we 
have been obliged to have asked and obtained the consent of the 
inhabitants of that portion? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I think so, 

Mr. SPOONER. Andif they did not consent, would we be pre- 
cluded from any indemnity by way of territory? 

Mr. OAFFERY. I think so, sir, If they are a part of that 
nationality, you can not segregate them. You could not destroy 
the nationality piecemeal, You could not take of Barcelona 
or Cadiz, a part of Castile and alittle part of Andalusia, and leave 
the Spaniards confined to the middle of the territory. 


Mr, SPOONER. Did we not destroy the nationality of Mexico 

oe when we took a part of Mexican territory and its in- 
tan 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think not. 


Mr. SPOONER. We did not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator would say we would have 
had no power to take Puerto Rico as indemnity if any of the 
Puerto Ricans had objected? 

Mr, CAFFERY. I am not aware that the Puerto Ricans had 
national life. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not know whether they had or not. I 
rather think they had. I think they had more the Cubans. 

Mr. SPOO Then the germ of nationality is a little dif- 
ficult to define? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, it is. I admit that. Every case de- 
pends on its own circumstances. 

et at the Senator’s views. 
no power to exact as in- 


Mr. SPOONER. I only want to 
Does he say that we would have h: 
demnity at the end of the war Puerto Rico if it had not been entirely 


agreeable to its er 

Mr. CAFFERY. In this cular war we had no right to ex- 
act any indemnity from anybody. 

Mr. SPOONER. But leave that out. On general principles? 


Mr. CAFFERY. On general principles I would state that I do 
not think we would have the right. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator would say that the United 
States, unlike any other nation in the world, is precluded by the 
Declaration of Independence from accepting or exacting at the 
end of a war as indemnity inhabited territory unless it is inhab- 
ited by nomadic tribes without a germ? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. Well. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, people who never could become, 
under any circumstances, a nationality. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I would them like I would 
a hot 2 if they had the germ of imperi , Whatever sort 
of nationality they had. I think that is one of these microbes 
that eats its poisonous way into the vitals of republics, But this 
isa tion, Mr. President. Of course I am only laying 
down the general ee 

Mr. S NER. Oh, I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not object, as a matter of course. 


Mr. 3 I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator seems to think if there is an organ- 
ized society, then it must be consulted. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Wastherenotan organized societyin Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. You say there was not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will put the question as to other sections 
that I think you will have to admit, although I could challenge 

our statement that there was not an organized society there. 

hey had a FS pays . 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a difference of opinion about a matter 
of fact. I do not think there was. 

Mr. TELLER. Take the province of California, which was a 
political organization and had been for many years. The same 
was true of New Mexico. Both of them had governments and all 
the appliances of civilized governments, of course, under the gen- 

power of Mexico. Now, was it necessary to consult them? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it was not. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us why? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Because they had nothing but a municipal 
life. They had ro national life. 

Mr. TELLER. But they were a part of a national life, 

Mr. CAFFERY. The 8 was so vast, the population was 
so scattered, that it was 3 ein that particular instance that 
there should have been either an incipient or a complete national 
life. Now, then, if we do, under the stress of circumstances, take 
territory inhabited by a sparse bopalasion, and that population has 
no I to give or to withhold a national consent, I do not see 
any objection to taking them within our territory. Now, in the 
case of Louisiana—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. CAFFERY. Permit me to state, Just pardon me for a 
moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr, CAFFERY. My friend from Colorado has stated that he 
thinks that there was a national life there. Now, in that whole 
territory, from almost the Canadian border to the Gulf 
and west of the ippi River to the territories of Spain and 
California, the whole number of inhabitants, according to the 
census report taken by a United States collector of customs, I 
think, in 1803, amounted to but 49,000 people. 

Mr, TELLER, That is quite right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There were about 8,000 of that population in 
the city of New Orleans. The parishes—they were then called par- 
ishes, for the subdivisions of my State instead of being called 
counties are called parishes—were very thinly settled. All of that 
territory, 1,800,000 square miles of territory, larger in area than 
the whole of the Northwest Territory with the original thirteen 
States, was only inhabited, black and white, by 49,000 people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? They were not 
nomadic tribes, were they? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They were not exactly nomadic, but they were 
mostly pioneers, adventurers. The mass of the population was 
congested in the city of New Orleans. But here was this immense 
territory, big enough for an empire. You can not say there was 
a national life or any approach to a national life in that territory. 

Mr. SPOONER, Those the Senator mean to say that pioneers 
have no right to come in under the Declaration? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; I do not mean any such thing. Pioneers 
have as much national life as anybody, if they get together into 
an organized society, as a matter of course, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to say that 49,000 peo- 

le have not as much right to consent and to govern under the 
laration? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not say any such thing. I say that the 
49,000 people, inhabiting an area of 1,800,000 square miles, was a 
population practically so small in comparison to the area, having 
nothing but a municipal government under the authority of 
Spain, they had no national life and could not have any national 
lif 


©, 

Mr. SPOONER. That depends not only on the number of peo- 
ple, but upon the size of the territory? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not, sir. If there are 49,000 poopie in 
any little republic on God’s earth or any little empire or kingdom 
that has an organized government, that have their courts, their 
system of government, that society is protected against American 


on under the Declaration of Independence. 
ut that sort of a society is by no means paralleled by the con- 
dition of Louisiana. Here wasa vast territory, most of it uninhab- 
ited. I believe that that territory was properly acquired, and any 


* 
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pot 3b territory under the same conditions would be properly ac- 
ui 


Mr. TELLER. So do we. We believe that. A 
Mr. CAFFERY. And I believe the mass of the le there, if 
a vote had been taken, would have voted to come into the United 
States; all, perhaps, except the French residents of the city of New 
Orl 


eans. $ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, may I ask the Senator a 
question? ¢ 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 7 ISN, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is yer kindin yield- 
ing. But suppose Mexico makes war upon us, and we carry the 
war into Mexico and conquer Mexico? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Have we got to consult the peo- 
ple there as to what we will do? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. Lou can not wage any war of ag- 
gression. It is not only in into our political framework of 
government, but there is the authority of the United States Su- 

reme Court maintaining that position, the case of Fleming vs. 
e, and also in a case in which Mr. Justice Clifford rendered 
the opinion of the court. 


{Fleming vs. Page, 9 Howard, page 614, Chief Justice Taney.] 
But the genius and character of our institutions are peaceful, and the 
power to declare war was not conferred upon Congress for the purpose of 
gression or . but to enable the General Government to vin- 
diente p arms, if it 


should become necessary, its own rights and the rights 
can never be presumed to be bag hae 
ition of territory; nor does the law 

to the President to eg the limits 
eenemy'scountry. The United States, 
es by conquest or treaty, and may demand 
of in order to emnify its 

the Government 


declaring war impl 

of the United States by subjugatin; 
it is true, may extend its boun 
the cession th 


his conquests donot 3 the boundaries of this U: 
nor extend the operation of our institution and laws beyond the limits before 
assigned to them by the legislative power. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE, Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said in answer to the question 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the whole thing di ds upon 
whether the individuals have a germ of nationality, and in answer 
to my question the Senator said that whether they had this germ 
of nationality would have to be determined by consulting the con- 
science of both parties, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ithink so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, passing over the rather pertinent 
query as to how you would find out what the conscience of both 
parties answered, suppose that the conscience of one party an- 
swered one thing and the conscience of another party answered 


was this: Whether if Mexico should war u us in the 
prosecution of a war originating in self-defense, which oftentimes 
and nearly always involves aggression, that course were pursued, 
and we should insist upon a of Mexico, whether we would be 
obliged to consult the inhabitants? A 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will answer that codon precisely as I 
answered the Senator from Connecticut. Ves.“ 

Mr. SPOONER, If we took it as indemnity? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We can not take it as indemnity against the 
consent of the Mexicans. I answered that question distinctly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, what is there left to the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, we have an empire left. We 
covet no other portion of God’s earth than that we possess. Re- 
publics have been weakened by these extensive dominions stretch- 
ing abroad in every direction, Our strength lies in maintaining 
our institutions at home, Our strength lies in developing our 
own resources. Our stren did not come from distant foreign 
acquisition, and it never come from such acquisitions, Weak- 
ness rather, Mr. President, comes from extensive and distant for- 
eign dominions. We have an instance of it right now. The great- 
est power of the earth is trembling to her very center in a war 
waged against less than a million of men in the Transvaal; and 
if England's weakness is ever demonstrated to the world it will be 
through her extensive dominions abroad. She trembles to-day at 
the specter of the Russian Bear crawling over the Ural Moun- 
pains, and well she may tremble at the result of the contest in the 


There the whole power of that mighty empire is unable to 
subdue 1,000,000 people, and half of them black. There is no 
strength in these extended dominions. There was no strength in 
them to the Roman Empire. Her downfall was precipitate, sud- 
den, and crushing when she went beyond the seas, the Adriatic, _ 
the Mediterranean, and the Atlantic, to subdue the nations of the 
earth. The very moment you take insuch people as the Mexicans 
and the Filipinos and these unassimilative nations, that very mo- 
ment you have inoculated our own Republic with a poison which 
will circulate through every vein in its political body. 

I do not believe that there is any warrant, any constitutional 
warrant anywhere, to take foreign territory as an indemnity or 
any other way against the consent of the people from whom you 
take it, if they are in a position to give a national consent; and at 
that doctrine I do not halt, whether it is a little republic or whether 
it is a vast empire. 0 

Now, Mr. President, look at the condition of the world to-day. 
Germany, France, England, and Russia are all y and yora- 
cious, ready to gobble up the Chinese Empire and partition it out 
among them as a piece of personal property. The Declaration of 
Independence says to us, Beware, beware of such uisitions 
of territory.” Not only I do not believe that the acquisition of 
foreign territory and an unassimilative people against their con- 
sent is weakness, but I believe it is an outrage andacrime. I 
believe it was weak and atrocious to take these people in the 
Philippine Islands who are fighting for their ee an and, 
under the Pecksniffian garb of humanity, to murder and butcher 
them in order that they might enjoy the benefits of American 


the other thing, then where are you? Are you not simply at the | liberty 


point where you are going to do just what the conscience of the 
party that is the stronger says? Is not that where the Senator’s 
argument ends? 

. CAFFERY. No, sir. My arguments never end in force. 


It is the argument of force, Mr. President, that has been pushed 
forward before the Senate to vindicate the action of the United 
States in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. ident 

Sin PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield? 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator, if he will pardon me for 
saying it, did not answer the question put by the Senator from 
Connecticut. The Senator from Connecticut—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Connecticut is perfectly 
quiescent. He has not complained, and the Senator from Wis- 
consin is not his brother's keeper in this regard, 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; but I am seeking for information, 
and I value the Senator's views. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I regard him as a very able lawyer; I have 
never known a man anywhere who had stronger convictions or 
exhibited more moral courage in adhering to them than the Sena- 
tor, and I should be very eek | if he considered any interruption 


by me as other than res 5 

Mr. CAFFERY. I beg pardon of the Senator; I do not think 
so at all. It is only alittle bit of pleasantry. I am much obliged 
to the Senator for his highly complimentary phrases. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, they are sincere. question which 
the Senator from Connecticut put to the Senator from Louisiana 


Now, Mr. President, my amiable friends have diverted me a 
good deal. I want to say that there is warrant in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to justify the position I assume—that 
every particle of territory that we take in the United States, 
whether unduly or not, becomes a part and parcel of the United 
States; that the whole Constitution, not only the Bill of Rights, 
but the whole Constitution, proprio vigore, extends to that kind 
of acquisition. The Constitution declares that— 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shetl be made 
in pursuance thereof and all treaties made or which shall be made under the 
authority of the United States shall be the supreme law of the land. 

Of what land? Of any land, all lands, every possession over 
which the jurisdiction of the United States extends. Youean not 
limit that phrase at any one time to certain boundaries, If the 
Constitution is supreme over all the land, how are you going to 
circumscribe the land which you yourself have brought within 
the jurisdiction of the Constitution. Whether ex invito, whether 
by their free will and consent or not, the Constitutien, proprio 
vigute, works there. 

hy, sir, pe peers is made here that Congress not only 
have power to rule despotically, but they have power to create a 
new form of government, founded on a new principle. The de- 
duction of my friend from Connecticut, for whom I have the great- 
est respect, that because the nation is supreme therefore Congress 
is supreme is to my mind a monstrous deduction, not warranted b 
the premises, one repugnant to every line and letter of the Consti- 
ee and to the spirit that breathes through that whole instru- 
ment. 

Mr. President, the power given to Congress to make all needful 
rules and regulations for the government of the Territories is 
nothing but a grant of an tive power. Can Congress 
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ee any and every rule and regulation it deems wise and proper? 
0, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does it mean, then, if the Senator will 
permit me, P sayma ‘all needful rules and tions?” 

Mr. CAFF. It means just what it says. It means that 
the Congress of the United States can only administer these Ter- 
ritories under and by virtue of the provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States, and it means nothing else. But the mean- 
ing of the imperialists is that side by side with this Republic you 
erect an empire. Taking this Republic as a foundation, you erect 
on its base a superstructure of tyranny and despotism. That is 
the principle; that is your argument—govern at will; govern un- 
limitedly; we have the inherent power; there is nothing to re- 
strain us; the Constitution has given it tous. I deny that propo- 
sition. You can not infer absolutism from a grant of administra- 
tion. That grant must be confined to the purpose for which it 
was given, and that purpose is to govern these Territories under 
the A forge of the Constitution, and no other purpose. : 

I not say anything, Mr. President, in regard to the consti- 
tutional pu: for which we can take territory. Notwithstand- 
ing the decision in the Dred Scott case is belittled and derided 
that part of the decision which says that the only constitutional 

urpose for which we can acquire territory is to make new States 
bee nee been controverted, and can not be successfully contro- 
verted, 

The opinion of Mr. Webster and Mr. Calhoun and I believe the 
opinion of every distinguished man of their period was that there 
was no power in the Constitution of the United States for Congress 
to take and to hold as subject colonies the territories acquired by 
the United States. 

What do you doif you carry out the doctrine of the brilliant 
-iunior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]? You make a new 
kind of government; you establish a tyranny, a despotism, in the 
Philippine Islands; you hold them p S in sway; you es- 
tablish a proconsular government. It is a delightful piece of in- 
formation to be told that our foreign governors will be highly 

ifted men, so much so that their government will have a bene- 

cial, reflex action upon us at home. It is very delightful to be 
told that; but I had rather confine myself as to the consequences 
of that sort of government to the experience of all past ages, to 
the experience of all republics, proving that sort of government 
was absolutely destructive of the republic which undertook it. 

You can not create a government byimplication. Is it not won- 
derful, sir, that the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States should have undertaken to guard so sedulously, so carefully, 
the liberties of the people against our on governors here at home, 
our own functionaries right here, where a vigilant people and an 
enlightened press could take note of every departure from the 
principles of liberty, and should have given Congress the power 
to establish in distant lands beyond the sea an empire beyond con- 
trol of the le, without any of the safeguards that our fathers 
provided for the security of our liberties? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
tell the Senate what he means by our establishing an empire in 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I mean this, Mr. President: I mean that the 
power is contended for that Congress can establish in the Philip- 
pine Islands, or in any other territory that we may acquire, just 
such a government as Congress pleases, and that that government 
shall be made permanent if Congress shall please, That is what 
I call an empire. That is what I call despotism. That is what I 
call a government created by Congressional action without the 
warrant of the Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question, as he has very kindly yielded to the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. X 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator was speaking about safe- 
guards. How would the establishment of such a government as 
that take away or affect ony of the safeguards with which the 
Senator says we are surrounded here? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is ver oaar Rg ety Se the Rowe ofa 

intment to rest with the sident of the United States. 0 

nited States Constitution would be inoren in the government 
of such a territory. The President could appoint one man as goy- 
ernor, one as captain-general, another as judge; and the whole 

overnment, in fact, would lodge in the hands of the President of 
the United States. That government is not a government con- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States. That is the 
government of Spain. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not that system substantially 
now apply in all the Territories of the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ah, Mr. President, that is simply in the tute- 


lage of those Territories; that is not a permanency, 


` Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been. 

Mr. CAFFERY, When the President of the United States ap- 
points the governor of a Territory, he appoints that governor as 
the initial step toward statehood. He does not appoint that gov- 
ernor to continue during life, another governor to follow him 
and another governor to follow him, down to the last syllable of 
recorded time. Your permanent plan establishes empire. You 
have assumed greater power than the German Kaiser exercises, 
He has no such power in Germany, and there is nota despotismin 
Europe—there are very few now there—there is not a government 
of Europe that would leave such unlimited power in the hands of 
the President as that contended for by the gentlemen who advo- 
cate the policy of imperialism. Govern those people perpetually, 
permanently, without representation, without any voice in the 
Government—if that is not d tism, Mr. President, I should 
like to know what despotism is; if that is not tyranny under the 
American view, I should like to know what tyranny is. 

The truth is, if the Senator from Indiana is to be taken as an 
authority on that point, we had no business ever to take those 
islands. If those people are incapable of self-government, as he 
says they are, then you have ingrafted 8 upon the 
American Government a foreign growth, to be controlled, neces- 
sarily, by some central despotic power here; and that, I say, is 
8 not only to the letter, but to the spirit of our Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator to say that if 
those people are incapable of self-government, then itis necessary 
that t ney should be governed by a central and, ashe says, despotic 
power 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; but let that central and despotic 

wer be one established by themselves, if they want it; let us 

eep our hands off of all despotism, and let some other hands en- 
Joy Hay beneficent pleasure of ruling a subject people. 
R r TELLER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 


Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 


Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from Louisiana contend that 
pe 5 of the United States is in force in the Philippine 

an 

Mr. CAFFERY. The military arm of the Constitution is in 
force; not the 1 arm of it. 

Mr. TELLER. But I want to know whether the Constitution 


is there 3 ive of any restriction? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is there constructively; it is not there ac- 
tually; and you do not propose to put it there actually. À 

Mr. TELLER. But how can we put it there actually? That is 
the question. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Colo- 
rado knows just as well as I do that the Filipinos and we have 
been waging war against each other ever since last February, just 
a year ago, and that it has been impossible for us to have an actual 
possession of that territory. I do not see any point in stating 
whether the Constitution is actually there or not in view of the 
ya a! 1 going on in that territory. i 

Mr. TT of Connecticut. I desire now to ask the Senator 
a question, for which I have 8 obtained his consent. 

r. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I assume two things: First, that 
we are in possession of the oe Islands and have a legal 
title there; second, that the people there are not capable of self- 
Sa ponent What, under those circumstances, shall we do? 

hall we get out, or shall we try to bring them up to a condition 
where they will be capable of self-government? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I would say to the Senator 
from Connecticut, turn them loose as soon as youcandoso, That 
is just my idea about it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that would 
be better for those people? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or is it better to try to bring them 
up to the enjoyment of the blessings and the privileges of free 
government? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us to turn them loose 
as soon as we could, considering all the circumstances. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me, would it not bea 
great deal better for us, whether it would be better for the Fili- 
pinos or not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us; and what would be 
better for us would be better for them. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal of the humanitarian 
idea of subduing people to civilize them, of killing them to Chris- 
tianize them, of murdering them to give them the benefit of 
good government. I should like to know, Mr. President, what is 
the condition of the provinces of England? I should like to know 
whether all history does not teach us that no people have ever 


wrought out civilization except of themselves, through themselves, 
and by their own efforts? 

There was atime in the history of the world when these dark 
races, whom we are now oppressing in the Tropics, had more of 
civilization and 3 than the Aryan race, which is now 
oppressing them. The Mongolian races in China had a civiliza- 
tion antedating ours. There was a time when our ancestors were 
roving in the forests ee aed a nomadiclife, when these 
peoples mae partially civilized and enjoying the blessings of gov- 
ernmen 

In this transition of human affairs we now have arrived at the 
highest degree of excellence in civilization that the world ever 
saw. But does that civilization give us any charter toimpose upon 
people with fire and sword our particular civilization, our partic- 
ular views of government? No, sir. If we will continue in the 
plan that we have heretofore adopted of disseminating the princi- 

les of our free government in peaceful methods, we may and will, 
believe, in God’s providence, live to see a plentiful harvest 
reaped from the seed of liberty we sow abroad. I believe that by 
3 methods we can instill our principle of government into 
lf-civilized and semibarbaric peoples better than by the Moham- 
medan principle of fire and sword. 

There is not a nation of the world to-day that holds subzect 
5 Britain particularly that does not feel the danger, 

e calamity, of insurrection among her subject tribes and the dis - 
memberment of empire in consequence. e people of India are 
sullen and discontented. They have not forgotten that the Sepoys 
were shot at the mouth of the cannon in the great mutiny of the 
fifties; and, sir, when they are civilized up to that point that the 
English propose to civilize them according to their not very sin- 
cere humanitarian declarations, that will be the signal of the in- 
dependence of the Hindoos and the absolving of any allegiance 
that ores have to the British Crown. What good are those 
people er? 

This thing of commercial greed, this thing of seeking foreign 
markets in semibarbaric countries is no justification for the ag- 
gressive war we are waging against the Filipinos. The game is 
not worth the candle. The trade statistics show that civilized 
nations deal mostly with civilized nations, and that the vast 
mass of our exports are to-day to civilized and not to savage 
peoples—more than nine-tenths of them. All this glittering, 
showy panorama of empire and riches amounts to nothing. It is 
an empty bauble; it is 5 perhaps may enrich a few 
promoters and a few exploiters, but it will not benefit the mass 
of the American people; it never will benefit them, because that 
country is not capable of settlement by any white race. 

Notwithstanding the statement of the Senator from Indiana of 
the healing seas, of the delightful breezes, of the fertile soil, of 
the excellent health enjoyed by the 2 there, the fact remains 
that there are not in the Philippine Islands 10,000 Spaniards, after 
three hundred years of occupation by them. There is no place 
on the globe where the white race has ever flourished in the Tropics 
or in the sub-Tropics; and if the prize is held out to the American 
yeoman that that distant country will afford him a home, will 
afford an oP. rtunity for him to work up, as our ancestors did, 
from the wilderness into Tong Daca and cities, that promise 
isvain. It is a promise that will bring nothing but disappoint- 
ment; and if we expect any addition to our strength bre great 
increase of our trade from the acquisition of the Philippine 
Islands, we shall be a very much disappointed people. 

I believe it was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], or 
perhaps it was the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who 
asked me whatI would do with those people, Mr. President, I have 
thought but little on that point. i think that the great error was 
committed when we ratified the treaty of peace. I think that was 
the beginning of our woes, and I think the quicker we can get rid 
of the complications and embarrassments attendant upon the rati- 
5 of that treaty the better it will be for the American Re- 

ublic. 

Mr. STEWART, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator vote for the passage of a 
law at this time to dispose of those islands—to give them away, to 

ive those people their independence to get rid of them? Would 

e Senator withdraw our Army there now and let the islands go? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not think now is the proper time for that. 

Mr. STEWART. When will the proper time be? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. As soon as we have restored the status quo. 

Mr. STEWART. Then the Senator— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Permit me to answer your question. As soon 
as we have restored the condition of affairs to such an extent that 
those people can be assured of their independence, I believe that 
the same declaration that we made in regard to Cuba ought to be 
applied to the Philippine Islands. I believe from the facts I have 
read that those people are much more capable of self-government 
than are the Cubans. I believe those people have every muni- 
ment and had every muniment of a republic when the coopera- 
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tion of Aguinaldo was used, if not invited, to crush the Spanish 


army. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator from Louisiana dissatisfied 
with what is being done now? - 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator dissatisfied with what is being 
done and what has been done for the last month? Is there any- 
thing which has been done since Congress convened of which the 
Senator disapproves? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Filipinos are in scattered bands, in insur- 
rectionary bands, and we insist upon imposing our Government 
upon them at the point of the bayonet. at is all. We continue 
to do just what we started out to do. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator stop the war right now? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I would call for an armistice; I would promise 
the Filipinos independence; and there never would be a gun fired 
afterwards. You can give these 8 peace the very moment 
vou declare peaceful intentions, the very moment you declare 
your intention not to absorb them permanently and not to govern 
them despotically. Then you will not use any weapons; you will 
have no need to use weapons, but peace can be had by peaceful 
declarations. As I said, however, it is idle to talk about peace 
reg both sides have arms in their hands and both sides are 

ghting. 


g: 

Mr. STEWART. Then your idea is that the soldiers of the 
United States should lay down their arms? x 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have explained my ideas sufficiently, and 
there is no use catechising me upon such quibbling points, That 
is perfectly idle. My proposition is perfectly plain. 

r. STEWART. ot to me. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, then, I can not give the Senator com- 
prehension of my bad points. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if 
it will not be ont of the way. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says that we made a mistake in 
ratifying the Spanish treaty. I want to know what the Senator 
would have done instead of ratifying the treaty—what his course 
would have been? I do not what he said about the treaty 
at the time it was pending? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I exerted my utmost powers 
to procure from the Congress of the United States a declaration 
in a joint resolution, just as was done in the case of Cuba, that the 
Filipinos are, and ought to be, a free and independent people. 
That is what I think ought to have been done, and I think the 
resolution of the Senator from Colorado—which was a most ad- 
mirable resolution, and which he himself says, if he had thought 
of it at the time, he would have made apply to the Philippines— 
if applied to the Philippines, would have covered the case ex- 
actly; it would fill all the requirements of the situation. If we 
had promised the Filipinos just that sort of autonomy, just that 
sort of freedom that we declared we would give to Cuba, we would 
not have had a ripple of excitement, nor would there have been 
the slightest insurrection in thosé islands. 

Mr. TELLER. Would that have taken the place of the treaty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We should not have ratified that treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. What right would we have had there unless we 
ratified the treaty? What amendment would the Senator have 


proposan to the ee 
. CAFFERY. Just the amendment that my friend the Sen 
ator from Missouri offered to the treaty, substantially embodying 
the same proposition that the Senator from Colorado inserted in 
the Cuban declaration. 

Mr. TELLER, Then the Senator would have made a treaty 
with Sgan 5 we should guarantee to those people freedom? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We would have amended the treaty. It was 
the easiest thing in the world todo, Spain would have done any- 
thing we wanted her to do. 

Mr. TELLER, We did not want her to do 2 

Mr. CAFFERY. Spain was compelled to cede the Philippines 
almost at the point of the bayonet—everybody knows that—and 
Spain would have signed a treaty in which there was incorporated 
the same declaration in regard to the Philippines that we incor- 
porated in reference to Cuba. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir: 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator, if he believes, as he 
has asserted several times here this afternoon, that at the time of 
the ratification of the treaty there was a de facto government over 
there, and that the people are capable of self-government, would 
he have voted for such an amendment to the treaty as to the Phil- 
ippines as he voted for as to Cuba? What business would we have 
had then to 2 2 there a day or an hour? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We declared in regard to Cuba that the 
Cubans were virtually independent; that they were and ought to 
be a free and independent people. That is what we declared, and 
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that is what we had a right to declare in regard to the Philippines. 
If we did not want to wage this war of extermination on the Fili- 
pinos we could have amended the treaty. It was sought to be 
amended, but the amendment was defeated and thrown ont. If 
we had embodied in the treaty of Paris the declaration to which 
I refer, the Filipinos would have been free—just as free as the 
Cubans. Of course we would have been bound to see that that 
declaration was not an empty phrase. We would have been bound 
to see that that declaration was carried out in good faith, and that 
they did establish there a free government. After that we would 
have retired, as we propose to do in the case of Cuba. 

Mr. CARTER. ill the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARTER. I understood the Senator to state that the Fili- 
pinos are unfit for self-government. I will ask how he reconciles 
to that statement his assertion that he believes we should have 
caused those people to be declared a free and independent people, 
charged with the responsibilities of an independent govern- 
ment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, we speak of self-government 
after the manner of our self-government—a representative gov- 
ernment. I do not believe that those people are capable of that 
sort of government any more than I believe that most of the South 
American States are capable of that sort of government; but I 
believe they are capable of making a government of their own on 
their own consent, not entirely upon the representative 


principle. That is what I believe. I have never stated that they 
were incapable of some kind of government. I have stated, or 
intended to state, that they were pable of that sort of govern- 


"i 


ment which we enjoys and there are very few people in the world 
who are capable of the kind of 8 we enjoy. 

I do not consider the facts in regard to the condition of the 
Philippine Islands at the time of the destruction of the Spanish 
fleet and prior and subsequent to that time as being of the high 
5 of the great principles of our Government, applicable 
to territories that we 5 da to acquire. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC (Mr. Kran in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Louisiana please suspend? The hour of 20’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R.1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
9 the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
aside temporarily to allow the Senator from Louisiana to complete 


his speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. CAFFERY resumed his speech. After having spoken al- 
together two hours and forty minutes, 

. GALLINGER. The Senator from Louisiana suggests to 
me thet he would 2 to conclude his argument in the morning, 
and if he will yield the floor, I should like to ask consent to have 
a little bill passed. to which I think there will be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana y 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
consider the bill (S. 26) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State 
of New Hampshire, A similar bill has passed the Senate three 
times already. A 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury to acquire a site and cause to be erected thereon 
a suitable building for the use and accommodation of the United 
States post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Nashua, N. H., the cost of the site and building complete not to 
exceed $100,000, which sum is appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC LANDS AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
6073) to amend section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 
1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a 
city park, and for other purposes. It is now on the desk. Ire- 
ported it this morning. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EVANSTON, WYO. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive business. 3 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Minnesota 


yield one moment, Le bill which I am v. 
1 = t W +i A similar bill passed at the last session. 
r. 8 
Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. ask leave to call up at this time 
the bill (S. 329) to provide for and purchase a site and the erection 


of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of Wyoming. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to uire a site, and cause to be erected thereon a 
suitable building, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States courts, t-office, land offices, and for other Government 
purposes, at Evanston, Wyo., the cost of the site and building 
complete not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CUSTER COUNTY, MONT. 

Mr, CARTER. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will. 

Mr. CARTER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 704) for the relief of the county of Custer, 
State of Montana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the eee pay to the board of county commissioners of Cus- 
ter County, Mont., $4,350, in full settlement of all demands against 
the United States for the construction of a steel bridge across the 
Tongue River for the accommodation of the Fort Keogh Military 
Reservation, in Montana. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Minnesota withhold 
his motion for a moment longer to allow me to have a little bill 
passed? I do not think it will lead to any discussion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is it about? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is about a soldiers’home. Iwantan appro- 
priation for my country. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 1018) to establish a branch home 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Castle 
Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, or some other 
eligible site in or near that city, for the use of disabled officers and 
enlisted men of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the United States. 


2 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 
The Secre read the bill 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I ha ed to be out of town 
when this bill was taken around the C ber to obtain the con- 
sent of the Military Affairs Committee, and I am not sure that I 
am satisfied with it. I ask the Senator from South Carolina to 
let it lie for a day, or possibly two, and then we can consult the 
proper authorities of the War Department and see what is really 
in the proposition, for I have my serious doubts as to whether 
those islands are healthful. They were unhealthful to some of 
us when we were living around Charleston. I ask that the bill 
vas! Spe over a day or two. 

. TILL Very well. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS. I renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive iness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
in executive session the doors were ed, and (at 4 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 6, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1900. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Joseph O. Smith, of Cortez, Colo., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Southern Ute Agency in Colorado, vice Louis A, Knack- 
stedt, whose nomination has been withdrawn. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Mr. Thad A. Thomson, of Austin, Travis County, to be a sup- 
ervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Tenth supervisor's district 
of Texas, vice Edward R. McLean, resigned, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander John F. Merry, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 29th day of December, 1899 (subject to the examination re- 
quired by law), vice Capt. Edwin White, retired. b 

Lieut. William F. Fullam, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
nations arenes by law), vice Lieut. Commander John C. Wilson, 
promo’ 


1900. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry H. Caldwell, to be a lieutenant in 


the Navy from the 29th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Wil- 
liam F. Fullam, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Uriah R. Harris, to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 81st day of December, 1899, vice Commander James 

Carlin, deceased. 

Medical Inspector William G. Farwell, to be a medical director 
in the Navy from the 22d day of January, 1900, vice Medical Di- 
rector Grove S. Beardsley, retired. 

Surg. Daniel N. Bertolette, to be a medical in tor in the 
Navy from the 22d day of January, 1900, vice Medical Inspector 
William G. Farwell, promoted. 

Pay Inspector Daniel A. Smith, to be a pay director in the Navy 
ne 20th day of January, 1900, vice Pay Director Edwin May, 
retired. 

Rey, L. Paul Rennolds, a citizen of Maryland, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy from the 81st day of January, 1900, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that corps, 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 5, 1900. 


Louis A. Knackstedt, of Colorado, who was appointed during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the South- 
ern Ute Agency in Colorado, 


—— 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1900, 
POSTMASTERS. 

Leander W. Dutro, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Tennessee. 

Richard M. Norment, to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the 
county of Robeson and State of North Carolina. 

Robert P. Caldwell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county 
of Catawba and State of North Carolina. 

Millard F. Kepner, to be postmaster at New Rockford, in the 
county of Eddy and State of North Dakota. 

George B. Tretbar, to be n at Lamberton, in the county 
of Redwood and State of Minnesota. 

Jesse A. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota. 

Leonard S. Calkins, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the 
county of Nevada and State of California. 

Moses C. Thomas, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, 

William iam H. Holt, to be postmaster at Graham, in the county of 
Alamance and State of North Carolina. 

John H. Crowder, to be postmaster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, February 6, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
i aoe of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
ro 
5 LEAVE TO PRINT IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, on the 19th of last 
month I submitted some remarks, ponding the appropriation bill, 
on the Gage resolution, I have engaged since that time 
trying cases in my State, and did not submit the remarks—— 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will d until the House 
isin order. It is impossible for the Chair to hear what is being 
said. Gentlemen cease conversation and resume their seats. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. DALY]. . 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. r. Speaker, on the 19th day of 
January I submitted some remarks to the House on the G 
resolution, and held the same for revision and extension in the 
RECORD. Immediately thereafter I was called home to some 
causes and was absent until the latter part of last week and failed 
to submit the remarks within the time limited under the rule, I 
now ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD these remarks, 


I ask for five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks upon the Gage resolution, 
having failed to do so within the time ted. He asks for five 
days’time. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the order is made. 


JOHN ANDERSON, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 6493) for the relief of 
, and adult children, 


John Anderson, a Pottawatomie In 


\ 


The bill was read, as follows: 


to issue a fee yy ra 
wing adult children of said John erson, to wit, Julia Anderson, 
C . Bates 
0 no’ em an 
under t the act of May 23, 1872, ie, located in Pottawatomie County, Oklahoma 
ry. 

2 5 1 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 3 
A soe a I hope that we shall have some statement, Mr. 

peaker. 

Mr. FLYNN. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. FLYNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult 
children, beg leave to report that they have had the same under considera- 
tion and report that the bill do pass, and attach as part hereof the corre- 
spondence had with the Interior Department concerning said bill. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 26, 1900. 

Sin: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th 
3 report on the accom H. R. “A bill for the 
relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie In: „and his adult children.” 

This bill provides for the issuance of a fee-simple patent to John Anderson 
and his five children to all the land now held by them and p from 
the Unive! States under the act of May 23, 1872, and located in Pottawatomie 


, Okla. 
mse thereto I transmit herewith a copy of a report, dated the 24th 
oner of Indian Affairs, in which recommendation 


instant, the Commissi 
is pg TOF nd pene of the bill. 
thes joner’s recommendation meets with my approval. 


for 
ery respectfully 
gi ; E. A. HITCHCOOK, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFIOB OF INDIAN APFATRS, 
ashington, January 24, 1900. 
SIR: I have the honor to acknow. the receipt, by your reference, for 
consideration, report. and recommendation, of a letter from Hon. J. S. SHER- 
MAN, dated January 17, 1900, submitting House bill No. 6493, entitled A bill 
of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult chil- 


n. * 
In as fe have to state that the said John Anderson is a bright, intelligent 
man, o e business qualifications, upon whom this office ly depends 
for information as to members of the tribe, their identity, and, in case of de- 
Pottawatomies, who are their sole heirs and how they became such— 
important data required of a business committee of six members of the Pot- 
tawatomie tribe in the consideration of deeds of conveyance of land in Okla- 
homa Territory by the several allottees of the Pottawatomie Nation under 
act of Congress approved August 15, 1894. 
Mr. Anderson and his children took their allotments under the act of mar 


for re relief 


y John 
passage of this bill. 
I return herewith said bill and submit a copy of this report. 
Very ally, your obedient servan 
. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause. ] e Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHATTUC, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 

REPRINT OF A BILL, 

Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for areprint of 500 copies of House bill No. 15, intro- 
duced by Mr. Brosius, providing for a retirement fund for clerks. 
The suppl is exha , and there is much demand for it. 

The BAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. GIL- 
5 5 asks unanimous consent for a reprint of House bill No. 15 of 

copies—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the 
ee for 500 copies and let it stand simply for a reprint. 

o SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for a 
reprint of House bill No. 15. Is there objection? [After apause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


POLLUTION OF WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5) to 
appoint a commission for the brags Aren of the pollution of 
water supplies where such pollution affects or threatens to affect 
the sanitary condition of the people of more than one State. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., Thai i 

000 
Stato is affected or threatened to be affected by el 5 Buga, Eg Smit 
sion to — 


the then Indian Terri ~ 
5 intelligence and fru; 
his land, s 


consist of five members, to be by the President, by and 
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with the consent of the Senate, whose compensation 2 time when 


actually engaged in the performance of their duties under act shall be $10 
per diem each and reasonable expenses. 
Src. 2. That the commission 1 meet in Washington, D. C., within 


persons as it may judge most competent by reason of their s knowledge 
and experience to afford it correct information on the subject of its inquiry, 
as well in formulating its methods as in carrying them into effect. It shali 
meet thereafter from time to time at such places as it may consider best 
suited for the furtherance of its inquiry. 

Sec. 3. That the commission shall repoti to Congress at its next session the 
progress made in the investigation undertaken under this act, and shall sub- 
mit such suggestions as may seem desirable, with the view of remedying any 
insanitary conditions that have been develo by its work. 

Suc. 4. That the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby Apooraa to pay the salaries and expenses of said commission and 
carry ou e purposes of this act. 

With the¥ollowing amendments recommended by the committee: 


5 In line 3, page 1, insert, after a“ and before commission,“ the word 
*scientific.” 


In line H, page 1, strike out the words “$10 per diem“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words at the rate of $5,000 per annum.” 

In lines 2 gael 8, page 2, strike out the words * of this acb” and in- 
sert in lieu the: ə words date of its appointment.“ 

In line 13, page 2, insert, after “report and before“ to,” the word finally.” 

In line 1 page 2, strike out progress made in and insert in lieu thereof 
the words“ results of." 

— = 16, 2, strike out insanitary“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
2 Iine 18. page 2. strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “forty.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that I am opposed 
to this bill, but I demand a second, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 1 a pause,] The Chair hears none. The gentle- 
man from Missouri has twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill unanimously 
recommended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. It provides for an investigation of the pollution of water 
supplies, e investigation is to be conducted by a nonpartisan 
scientific commission to be a eg by the President, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. This, together with a small 
e begs is all that is asked for in this measure. I believe 

ere is no member on this floor who is not interested, from a due 
regard for the health and lives of his constituents, in the success 
of this legislation, and a mere statement of the object of the bill 
seems to me to be sufficient to commend it not only to the mem- 
bers of this House, but to all thoughful and well-meaning citizens 
of this country. 

In our country, as everyone knows, it is the universal practice 
to discharge the waste of manufacturing establishments and the 
filth and sewage of cities into the rivers. The question presented 
in this bill is whether this can longer be permitted to be done 
without injuriously affecting the health and lives of our people 
and whether, if the pollution is found to threaten life, it will not 
be advisable to stop this nefarious practice by legislation. We 
must remember that it is one of the inalienable rights of the peo- 
pe to have the water for drinking, for watering stock, for manu- 

acturing, agricultural, and domestic uses come to them in its 
natural and accustomed flow, free from sewage and pollution; 
and since it is a notorious fact, known to everyone, that this right 
has not been properly Bc prc such protection becomes the 
legitimate object of legislation and a ed and necessity. 
ight here, Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read an extract from 
consular reports which were made in the year 1895 in response to 
an inquiry of the State Department upon this very subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The soil of many of our cities, saturated with the putrefying contents of 
cesspools and | ing sewers, emits at certain seasons the poisonous emana- 
tions which N typhoid fever, yellow fever, diphtheria, dysentery, and 
cholera, w. the waters of our principal rivers are too often converted into 
open sewers teeming with ential exhalations. The government of every 
State, whose du id should be to superintend and watch over the health of 
the community at large, would do wisely to lay down and carry out an effi- 
cient, complete, and common-sense plan of Graluage and sewerage for every 
town and city of the commonwealth. 

Were the fearful conseq 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S er, the reports following these 
introductory remarks show that the large cities of nearly all 
civilized countries have long ago discontinued the barbarous 

ctice of dumping filth and sewage into their running streams, 
ither the sewage is subjected to a process of purification before 


it isso discharged, as in London, or it is utilized for irrigation pur- 
poses, as in Berlin and other cities, Is it not high time that this 
subjectistaken up here? There is no difference of opinion amon 
sanitary er che and physicians as to the supreme necessity o 
the case. They are all agreed that the high death rate of typhoid 
fever in nearly all our large cities is directly traceable to our 
penis methods of sewage dis l, and especially to the pol- 
lution of our river water, For the present we are not asked to 
inquire into the methods of remedying the evil, but we are asked 
by the people and the press to provide for an investigation, an in- 
quiry as to the extent and the nature of the evil; then Congress 
can make the official reports on this question the basis for further 
legislative action, 

hat are we doing? We have city boards of health and State 
boards of health, but what has been done for the protection of 
health nationally? By quarantineregulations, itis true, we have 
endeavored to protect our people against infection from outside, 
and our Marine-Hospital Service has been very efficient in this re- 
spect. But when itcomesto the question of infection from within 
our borders, very little, if anything, has been done. It may be 
argued that under our system of government this is left to the 
several States, but how about cases where one State suffers from 
the practices of another State? Shall the District of Columbia 
make war upon Maryland because the people of that State are 
polluting the water of the Potomac? Shall the people of Ohio 
invade the State of Pennsylvania with an armed force to stop the 
people of e 1 factory waste end their 
sewage into the Ohio River? Shall Missouri read the riot act to 
the people of Chicago and Illinois because the nasty contents of 


the Chicago ah seer Canal, recently opened, are being emptied 
into the 8 Ah, you say the Federal courts will provide 
a remedy in such cases. e, but this surely does not acquit us 


of our responsibility and duty. Legislation is had to prevent liti- 
tion by establishing certain general rules of conduct and by 
urnishing at the same time an authoritative measure according 
to which justice is meted out to all alike. Official reports of a 
Government commission will largely obviate the necessity of tak- 
ing expert testimony in court and will be instrumental in each 
court proceeding in determining the facts, Every consideration 
or pab w welfare demands the speedy enactment of legislation of 
nd, 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to add that this bill has been recommended 
by the legislatures as well as the State boards of health of a large 
number of States, and its has been strongly urged by the 
National Medical Associa on, an organization of physicians ex- 
8 every State of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if he undertakes to claim that under the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States no remedy can be invoked 
by a State where such pollution exists as that to which he refers? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have just stated, Mr. Speaker, that the 
remedy did exist to a certain extent in the Federal courts. But 
this does not acquit Congress of its duty and responsibility to the 
people of the country to pronos them against this pollution. 

. ROBINSON of Indiana, But yop are speaking now of the 
enactment of legislation for a commission to go all over the coun- 
try and investigate the pollution of rivers without reference to the 
demand of the poopie of localities for protection in that regard. 

Mr. apr a T. mere oe blessed is used for arining 
purposes or cultural purposes or domestic purposes this com- 
mission can be called upon to proceed to the locality indicated and 
make an investigation and make its report upon the subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But what about the conflict of 
jurisdiction between the United States and the States? You estab- 

ish here at once a policy which necessarily leads to a conflict of 
jurisdiction on matter of State polity. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thegentleman is mistaken in that. That 
point has been already settled by the enactment of the national 
quarantine law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But this is evidently an enlarge- 
ment of the quarantine laws, although there is no question of any 
pollution affecting a whole section, such as the quarantine laws 
usually apply to. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman desires to occupy some 
time, I will yield to him. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Not just now. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I promised to yield to the senior gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. I now yield him five minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S er, this seems to be a proposition to 
appoint a commission of five persons—a scientific commission—to 
investigate fully the subject of the pollution of rivers and other 
natural sourcesof water supply. The pay of thesecommissioners 
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is to be $5,000 each, and the bill appropriates $40,000. It is true 
the bill makes provision that a final report shall be made to the 
next Congress; but I think I may fairly prophesy that if this com- 
mission be organized its work will be extended for the next year, 
and the next year, and the next year, and for many years to come. 

Now, if this be an important inyestigation, and if this be the 
best way to make it, well and good; then let us make it in this 
way. But, in my judgment, if this investigation should be made 
at all, there are better ways of making it. I know it is not worth 
while to talk about economy, and I will not talk of this question 
from that standpoint. 

I repeat, that if there is no other way to do this important work 
us it ought to be done than by the appointment of a commission, 
then let us appoint a commission. But I think that if this work 
is necessary, there is a better way of doing it under existing law. 
We have a National e Gg Sciences which, for the bare pay- 
ment of traveling expenses, done better work on great ques- 
tions than any or all of the commissions that have ever been ap- 
oo We can under the law refer this matter to that eminent 

y—nonpartisan, patriotic, capable—and we shall get a prompt 


report, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but five minutes. I will yield to the 
gentleman at the conclusion of my remarks if I have any time left. 

That is one way to do this work—through the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences. There is another way to do it. We havea 
Marine-Hospital Service engaged in investigating questions of 
this very kind. That body expends $100,000, $200,000, $300,000, 
$400,000 a year in the investigation of sanitary questions. Now, 
let me say, measuring my words, that I believe that this Marine- 
Hospital Service is more competent than a dozen commissions 
would be to do this work. If it is important to have this investi- 
gation and to arrive at the facts, the ine-Hospital Service al- 
ready has the material, the laboratories, etc., for doing this work. 
It is already doing work along the line of these investigations. 
Let us refer this matter to that body, if it is necessary to have an 
investigation, and we shall in that way get the facts. 3 

Commissions, after they investigate, make reports, which are 
printed and which then sleep the long sleep of death. Nobody 
reads them. Why, sir, you can find about this Capitol reports 
of commissions by the cord which have been made during the 
last dozen years on subjects which most of us did not know were 
being investigated or reported upon. 

Now, as I understand from the i pace there is a case pend- 
ing that meets my friend’s view. What moves him, I apprehend, 
is the question of sewage from Illinois that may reach Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave but five minutes, andthe gentleman must 
excuse me. I presume that is what moves him. Under the law 
and the Constitution, if the dispatches can be trusted, there is 
already pending in the court of last resort—the Supreme Court of 
the United States—this very question. They have got to take the 
evidence; they have got totry thecase; they have got to settle this 
case of pollution of the national water courses and how the public 
health in the various States would be affected. And when they 
come with a judgment it will cover the whole ground. What is 
the use of vexing the atmosphere with this commission and that 
commission? If it is wise at all to make an investigation of this 
sort with this litigation pending, then let us, as I have suggested, 
utilize the National Academy of Sciences, which can do the work 
without expense ably and fairly, or, if you will not utilize the 
National Seeger let us utilize the Marine-Hospital Service, 

Now, that is I want to say; and if I have any time left I 
yield it to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 


expired, 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Very well; I will take my own time. 

Mr. CANNON, I had no wish to be discourteous. If the gen- 
tleman will yield to me a minute or two I will answer any ques- 
tion he may wish to pe 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 

r. Hopkins] for five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If agreeable to the Chair, I will allow the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] to yield to my colleague, 
in order to answer his question. 

Mr. CANNON, I did not intend to be discourteous, nor did I 
want to dodge any question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is understood that this does not come 
out of our time. 

The SPEAKER. It comes out of the time of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman from Illinois has stated 
that St. Louis is interested in this question. I say yes. If he 
wants to put the matter in that way, I am perfectly willing to 
admit that I speak for the people of St. Louis and for the protec- 
tion of their health and their lives. 

Mr, CANNON, Is not the matter being litigated now? 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman wants to be put in a po- 
sition of defending the claims of Chicago, I have no objection to 
his pursuing that course; but, if Iam correct, a gentleman repre- 
senting Chicago on this floor [Mr. MANN] is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and he has no objec- 
tion to this bill. The drainage commissioners in Chicago have 
unanimously passed a resolution advocating the passage of this 
bill, so that not only in St. Louis and in Chicago, but all over the 
country, we may have a fair examination by bacteriologists of the 
highest reas upon this very important question. 

. CANNON. I should like just a minute. 
fe DRON: I yield a minute to the gentleman from 
inois. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say to my friend that I do not 
represent Chicago as against St. Louis, or St. Lonis as agains’ 
Chicago, two great, powerful cities; butIstand here asa Represent- 
ative in Congress do not know what the drainage district 
wants, nor what the Representative from Cook County wants, but 
I Sof in the interest of the public service, in my judgment, no, 
good result is to be had from the organization of this commission. 
and upon my own authority, independent of everybody else, 1 
record my protest against it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS} 
has five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the answer just made by the 
gentleman who introduced this bill to my colleague [Mr. Can- 
NON] discloses the motive that prompts him to ask Congress to 
ps this bill, which is to practically appropriate $40,000 for the 

efit of the city of St. Louis and the State of Missouri. 

Now, gentlemen will observe that the bill creates a commission 
composed of five members and gives each of these members a 
salary of $5,000 per annum, thus absorbing, if they take a year, 
$25,000 of the proposed $40,000. 

In addition to that they are allowed also their reasonable ex- 
penses, which, in my judgment, would more than double the 
amount of the salary, because no commission can investigate the 
rivers of this country for the Pane of $15,000. They will be 

uired to charter a vessel of some kind or character, to go u 
and down these various rivers, at a large expense to the Gene: 
Government, so that when they come to make their report, instead 
of taking $40,000 out of the Treasury of the United States, it will 
cost from one hundred to two hundred thousand dollars. 

Is there any necessity for this, from a national standpoint? 
Every gentleman familiar with the legislation of our country and 
the powers and authorities delegated to these various bureaus and 
departments knows that the Marine-Hospital Service of the Gov- 
ernment has absolute control and jurisdiction over this subject. 
The Marine-Hospital Service is to-day engaged in this very ques- 
tion that is embodied in this bill, and the ine-Hospital Service, 
Mr. Speaker, can control revenue cutters, with which they can go 
into any of the rivers or bays or inlets at a less expense to the 
Government than would be incurred by this proposed commis- 
sion, and their investigations are of a nonpartisan character and 
will be much more important to the general public and to Con- 
gress than any investigation that might be made by a commission 
of this kind. 

Then we come back, Mr. Speaker, to this proposition: There 
being no reason from a national standpoint why an extra com- 
mission should be appointed and this extra epena incurred, is 
there any reason from a State standpoint? The States of this 
Union have absolute jurisdiction within their limits, and the cities 
within those States have jurisdiction likewise, and you will find 
that not only the States, but all the great cities have commissions 
appointed to look out for and protect the general public from the 
pollution of any of the rivers, inlets, or bays, and they have, as I 
say, plenary power within the limits of the State. Now, as be- 
tween the city of St. Louis and the city of Chicago, is there any 
reason for this legislation? Why is this newborn zeal of my 
friend from the . — St. Louis, one of the Representatives from 
Missouri? He has been in Congress here, to my knowledge, six or 
eight years, an energetic, pushing, able Representative, but until 
recently he had never thought that there was any necessity for 
such legislation as this, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker. I desire to 
say to my friend that this bill was 5 in the Fifty-third 
Congress by myself, long before anybody thought of the Chicago 
Drainage Canal ever becoming a danger to the city of St. Louis and 


its dt i 
. HOPKINS. Well, I will say, Mr. Speaker, that that bill 
has been buried with the mass of proposed legislation that has 
never been brought to the attention of the House. Tomy knowl- 
edge, this is the first time in the history of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] that it has ever been pressed upon the 
attention of Congress in the manner now proposed. 
Now, as has been said by my coll e . CANNON], there is 
on this question of drainage between the State of Tllinois and the 
State of Missouri a case pending in the Supreme Court of the 
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United States. The State of Missouri has commenced a suit in the 
Supreme Court, under the visions of ‘the Constitution, to test 
this very question of the pollution of rivers, streams, etc., and the 
State of Tilinois, in due time, will make response to that. That is 
the issue ted, and evidence will be taken in that lawsuit as 
to whether any of the rivers in IIlinois or those in Missouri or that 
by or through it will be polluted by the action of the city of 
icago. I Want to know, Mr. Speaker, if the members of this 
House propose to make an appropriation here for the State of Mis- 
souri to litigate a question inst the State of IIlinois. If Mis- 
souri is in that financial condition that the hat should be passed 
around, let it be done in a private manner and not come to the 
Treasury of the United States. [Laughter.] 


The gentleman ought to know that if this evidence is taken it 
cannot be used under the law at all; and I trust that the mem- 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman ‘has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana, 

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, one feature of this 
measure ents an evil that is growing in this country and 
which calls for ompt correction. It is a custom which has be- 


come general of appointing commissioners to consider legislative 


subjects, to voice the wish of Administrations and not the wish 

of the people, to control the sentiments of the people and not to 
echo them. Numereous commissions in late years have been ap- 
pointed, not to protect the voter, but to formulate policies for an 
Administration. The gentleman from Illinois p CANNON] says 
that the reports of the commissioners are useless, as a rule, and 
are usually buried without reading. 

This is a strong ent for economy and against the creation 
of commissions. But I differ from the gentleman as to many of 
these commissions, and we find many of their reports brought in 
and presented to this House, and their superior opportunity for 
investigating the facts is urged asa reason why we should follow 
their recommendations. But, sir, they do not represent our con- 
stitnencies, and every time you authorize a.commission to consider 
legislative subjects you are abdicating your rights as sovereign 

mtatives of the people, not to mentio © great expense 
with which you are burdening them ‘by such creations, and not 
to mention other evils ensuing. 

I have known men with principles firm set and intolerant ‘to 
be mellowed and won over by the glitter of a commission. Scores 
of commissions are being appointed, and so far members here are 
relinquishing their sovereignty and the rights and interest of their 
8 1 pe against it. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
main 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. e this bill comes before the House 
with a favorable report from the committee, and I desire to say 
in the very limited time allotted to me that I heartily favor this 
provision; and more, the additional provisions which I favor are 
embodied in a bill which I offered to this House early in the pres- 
ent session. This provision adds to the provisions of this bill 
penalties for the pollution of streams which are the source of 
water supply to the le of the various cities and towns of the 
United States. While 
that it does not define the crime and ‘furnish a penalty for the 
violation of the law. However, I desire to add my voice to that 
of the gentleman from Missouri in advocacy of this measure. It 
has been suggested here by the 3 . Hor- 
KINS] that the zeal of the gentleman from Missouri . BAR- 
THOLDT] is new born, 5 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps the zeal may be new born; but it is better 
that the gentleman from Missouri should be inspired by anew- 
born zeal to perform a long-neglected public duty than that he 
should smother in the womb of an unfulfilled duty the zeal which 
should characterize members upon this floor in regard to the pro- 
visions of this bill. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter which is urgi 
the consideration of the people of the United States, The various 
rivers of the United States have been investigated, and principally 
among them the Potomac River, on the banks of which I live, and 
which furnishes the water supply to the District of Columbia, the 
gent of the National Government, It has already been determined, 
Twill say to my valued friend from Illinois, that the Potomac 
River is polluted, and that has been determined by the Marine- 

Revio It has also been determined 
Will the gentleman allow me right there to 


Mr. HOPKINS. If it ja Ato that that work has been done by 
the Marine-Hospital Service, you can not do anything more than 
that by this bill. 

Mr. PEARRE, I favor additional provisions, and I think that 
this bill is a step in the right direction. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. This will not do anything that can not be 
the Marine-Hospital Service. 
Mr. PEARRE, I will say in reply to the gentleman that this 
provides for a recommendation of remedial legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. DALY]. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, for the information of 


‘the gentleman from Missouri, let me say to him that if he will 


consult the laws of New Jersey for the last two years he will find 
this subject-matter considered; and if he will consult the law re- 
ports of New Jersey for the last year he will find that the citizens 
of New Jersey have enjoined the.city of Paterson from dumping 
its sewage into the waters ofthe river Passaic, and the entire mat- 
ter is covered in the decisions, as well.as by legislation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr, DALY. of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. Does not that relate to a stream altogether 
within the boundary lines of your State? 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Yes; but that does not prevent the 
circuit- court of the United States from taking jurisdiction.as be- 
tween two States. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But this entirely relates to a case where 
the health of the people of more than one State is affected. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. If the citizens of Mlinois.and the 
citizens of Missouri are injured, or vice versa, one citizen can re- 
strain the other by injunction from the circuit court of the United 
States the same as a State court-would enjoin its own private citi- 
zens. There is a complete remedy at law without appealing to 
of the United States, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time is left in 
aaa tothe bill? 

he SPEAKER. Six minutes remain under the control of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman from Missouri wish 
to occupy any time now? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No. 

ai RICHARDSON. Mr. ‘Speaker, I only want to say a 
word—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I beg ‘the gentleman's pardon; I did not 
understand him, If he desires to yield me his six minutes, I đe- 
sire to accept. There are several poemen who have asked me 
for time to speak in favor of the bi 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I want to say a word in opposition 
to the measure. So far as I am concerned, I am not opposed to 


ithe investigation of the pollution of the water of any stream. I 


have no objection to the investigation being conducted by the 
Government experts under the direction of the Government; but 
Isubmit that we already have sufficient machinery to enable us 
to make this investigation. We have a number of bureaus that 
have ‘been referred ‘to by gentlemen who have spoken against the 
measure. and I am of opinion that they are not overcrowded with 
work. They have experts, and we are paying them annual sala- 
ries and carrying them on the pay roll, 

Let us give them something to do. Tam 1 to creating.a 
commission of five additional experts now and giving the Presi- 
dent of the United States the poer to appoint them, to be sent 
out at all times, and perhaps be carried along permanently, 
We have the Bureau for the Promotion of American Science, the 
Marine Bureau; we have experts in the Agricultural Deparment 
and in the bureaus of that great Executive Department of the 
Government, and they can make all this investigation and report 
to Congress. And then, as stated by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, the courts already, in my judgment, have ample jurisdic- 
tion to take care of this question. Iam opposed to creating acom- 


‘mission of ‘five additional experts with the large salaries men- 


tioned, So far as I am concerned, Lam content to have a vote 
taken on the measure. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S er, I merely desire to say, in 
answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, that this question of in- 
trusting the Marine-Hospital Service with this work has been 
thoroughly gone over by the committee. In order to elevate this 
investigation beyond the possibility of sectional prejudice it was 
deemed wise to have an impartial nonpartisan commission ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, without regard to 
3 lines and the sections of the country which are in- 
terested in this legislation. It is a well-known fact that the super- 
intendent of the Marine-Hospital Service is a St. Louis gentleman, 
and While he is an excellent official, we want neither a St. Louis 
gentleman nor a gentleman from Chicago to be intrusted with this 
work; and in this instance a gentleman from Chicago hap to 
be Secretary of the Treasury. We want an impartial, independ: 
ent commission, free from all sectional preferences and clothed 
with the highest national authority, a commission which will in- 
spire the confidence so essential to the success of this legislation, 
and which can come into the House and say to us, Here are the 
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facts as we have found them; they are absolutely true and reli- 
able, and now base your further action and future legislation on 


our 133 

Mr. TERRY. Why k not let the Interstate Commerce Committee 
of the House investigate it? : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa a HEPBURN]. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not an attack on the 
city of Chicago, as these overzealous gentlemen from Hlinois 
seem to imagine. They say that they have no feeling of that 
kind, and yet I undertake to say that all the opposition inspired 
against this measure comes from the city of Chicago. They think 
in some way that it is an attack on their new drainage system. 
It is not true. The purpose of this bill is much broader than 
that. -There is a dispute 8 scientists as to Whether or no 
streams once polluted do speedily purify themselves, and it was 
to ascertain the very facts with regard to so important a matter 
as that that this bill found favor with the committee. This is 
not anew question, but it is one constantly growing in ipar 
tance. As our cities become more and more populons, as they 
have drainage systems pears into the eee, all of them 
pouring into the drainage at the head of the streams and along 
the banks of the streams from which great multitudes of people 


draw all their drinking water, it is a matter of supreme impor- |: 


tance that we should know what the actual facts are. i 

Some gentlemen say that in a distance of 400 miles, as the cur- 
rent flow in the 1 River, the water is purified. Others 
say in a distance of 15 miles this purification occurs. Now, there 
is a great range for dispute, and we want to know the actual 
facts. A little while ago a court found that the waters of the 
Potomac River north of us, or west of us, was not polluted, and 
failed to give relief; and vet every man who has passed along the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has noticed the condition of the 
Potomac River for a distance of more than 30 miles below the city 
of Cumberland. I want to know, for one—I think other members 
of the House want to know—whether or not there is danger from 
this source. The gentleman from Illinois suggests that we have 
abundant means, and yet in one hundred years these means have 
not been invoked. It is necessary that some EE should put 
them in motion. Thesociety to which he refers as not yet under- 
taken the work which he says they are so well qualified to perform. 

The power that might control, perhaps, has not done it, except 
in the case of the Potomac River, and there, according to my recol- 
lection, there was special authority given by Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. lyield one minute to the gentleman from 
St. Louis [Mr. Jor], although I believe that he is on the opposite 
side of the question from myself, 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, by the courtesy of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] I want to say one word in behalf 
of this measure, It is not one in which St. Louis is arrayed 

inst Chicago. I had charge of this bill in the Committee on 
ommerce, and every member of that committee—from the North 
and the South, from the N side and the Democratic side, 
from St. Louis and from Chicago—joined me in advocating the 
measure and requesting that it pass. Representing in that com- 
mittee the city of Chicago was a gentleman from that city [Mr. 
Mann], who seconded the motion that the bill be reported with a 
favorable recommendation. 

This is a bill providing for a high scientific commission to pass 
Le these questions—not in the interest of St. Louis as against 

icago, nor in any other interest but that the people of the United 
States and er ganf that the people of my city shall be convinced, 
as I believe they will be, that this influx of sewage from Chicago 
through the Illinois River would notinjure the health of the peo- 
ple of the great city of St. Louis. 

ae the hammer fell. 

e guenon being taken on the motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT to 
guspend the rules and pass the bill, it was not agreed to; there be- 
ing—ayes 66, noes 87, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a question of onal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. Lask the Clerk to read the marked article which 
Isend to the desk. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. From what paper? : 

Mr. WHITE, From the News and Observer, published at 
Raleigh, N. C. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is bad h that North Carolina should ha 

enon; or 0 O vo — 

„It is sufficiently humiliating to the white Bd ne of ee om 

ict; asad enough commen upon the political Conditions that have 

obtained in this State. What be said when that nigger Congressman 
gives utterance to the following on the floor of the Honse?— 

-“ I haye investigated the 1 in the South and find that less than 15 

r cent of them are due to the crime of rape. And I desire to announce 


ere that i it were not for the assaults of white menu black ther: 
would be less of the other class.” a 8 . 


n ho may be dismissed 
as beneath contempt. There is a far ver side to the matter. This negro 


lic yeaa igen more. that the negro in office regards himself as the en 
of the white Don and is anxious to have his race share in that sentimen 
Therefore he beco the peace of the Commonwealth and a 


8 official” is ya GE bon The negro may bein- 
offensive asa private citizen, but with his induction into office he becomes a 
WII IX is typical of his kind. Venomous, forward, slander- 

ons of his own race, he em- 
paces anew the need of making an end of him and his kind. That is what 


ciently plain already. And after next A’ it will be so plain that even 
— — 5 BUTLER, and all advocates of Manleyism will be able to 
understand i 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. er, I desire to give that vile, slander- 
ous publication the widest possible circulation. I desire that it 
shall go ont through the documents of this House that the world 
may see what the poor colored man in the Southland has to un- 
dergo from a certain class. 

In making this statement it is proper, Mr. Speaker. that I should 
exonerate a very large percentage of the white people of North 
Carolina, my native State. No better people live anywhere on 
God’s green earth than some of them. But, unfortunately,men of 
the type of him who wrote that article are now in the ascendency, 

I desire to repndiate as slanderous and wholly untrue the utter- 
anees there attributed to me. I did the other day, while my col- 
league [Mr. LINNEY] was speaking, interject a remark to the 
effect that from an investigation which I made last summer, as 
stated in a paper which I read before a local organization of this 
city, I had found that less than 15 per cent of the lynchingsin this 
country were for assaults 3 upon women, not in tlie 
South, but in the entire United States. I repeat that utterance, 
I did not justify the commission of assaults by black men upon 
white women on the ground that white men did the same in regard 
to black women. 

I said that there were assaults occasionally committed upon 
women and that they were not all committed by black men upon 
white women, but were also committed by white men upon black 
women, as evidenced by the great numbers of mulattoes in the 
Southland. J said that then; I repeat it now; and if any man 
here or elsewhere desires to verify the truthfulness of that state- 
ment, he has but to make a visit through the South, where I live. 

I repudiate as much as any man can anyone, whether he be a 
white brute or a black brute, who commits an assault upon an 
woman, whether a white woman or a black woman, I think ad 
a man ought to be hung—hung by the neck until dead. But it 
ought to be done by the courts, not by an infuriated mob such as 
the writer of that article would incite. 

Mr. Speaker, this article is but an evidence of what we have got 
to contend with—an absolute perversion and slanderous 
resentation of the truth—preparing for the election to be held in 
August. Andthe world is notified that those whom the Constitu- 
tion of these United Statas, by the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments, has enfranchised are to be reduced once more to the con- 
dition of and chattels, if such men as the one who edits the 
8 Observer can have the control of affairs in North 


As I said before,I want to give the fullest publication to the 
utterances of this vile sheet; and I want my colleagues in this 
House, both Democrats and Republicans, with Populists thrown 
in, to Judge my character and my conduct for the last three years 
on this floor and say whether or not it has conformed to the de- 
scription given by this fellow who edits the News and Observer 
and pokutes the country with such literature as has been read at 
the desk. [Applauge.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. * I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pending that motion,I would like 
to have an opportunity to ask unanimous consent to occupy ten 
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minutes. The body of Major-General Lawton to-day lies in my 
home town—his home—and I would like an opportunity to offer 
a few remarks on that subject. 


Mr. HITT. I will withdraw my motion in order to give the 
gentleman an opportunity to ask consent. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to oc- 
Cae ten minutes. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 


consent that ten minutes be accorded him to make some remarks 
upon the life and character of General Lawton. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Indiana will 


MAJ, GEN. HENRY W. LAWTON, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, while I speak these 
words of tribute here the body of General Lawton lies in state at 
Bis town and mine, Fort Wayne, in northern Indiana, surrounded 
by his comrades of the Thirtieth Indiana and by friends and asso- 
ciates of many years. 

Mag. Gen. Henry W. Lawton’s name will remain in the archives 
oe nation to commemorate his heroism and his fidelity as a 
soldier. 

He needs no encomium to preserve his fame save the plain, 
blunt facts of his service in the field. 

His life from early boyhood when he enlisted at 18 at Fort 
Wayne till he laid it down on the field of battle was a career of 
activity which fulfilled every requirement of a patriotic soldier, 

He won his spurs and places of honor in the Army by active sery- 
ice in the field, and never enjoyed the advantage and distinction 
that come to the college trained. 

He was a true typeof that strong class commonly known as citi- 
zen soldiers, the volunteers. His prowess asa warrior was tested 
and proven in every mode of warfare. In the civil war, from 1861. 
to 1865, inst foemen woar o his steel, his own race, in wars 
with the Indians in the West, later with the Spanish, and last ia 
the war in the Philippines, he showed all the elements of a soldier. 
In private life he was modest and unassuming. General Lawton’s 
nearly forty yenn service in the Army, his long service and ac- 
aniy, make him one of the most deserving heroesof our country. 

Indianians recommended him fora brigadier-generalship in 
the Regular Army; he had won it, and the President and Senate 
were about to confer this distinguished honor upon him. This 
distinction so prized by a commander never reached General Law- 
ton, but his name and fame will survive as if he had received it. 

The generosity of individual citizens as shown to his widow 
voice the esteemin which heis held by them, but the Government 
yoh he served so long and well should likewise be generous to 

er. 

Gen. Henry W. Lawton was a born fighter. Without the ad- 
van of an education at the National Military Academy, so 
essential to recognition and promotion under the Army regula- 
tions, he secured a distinction that is rare in the records of our 
soldiers. These obstructions were overcome by severe hardships, 
by sore trials of endurance, by great activity, and by intrepidity 
in four wars. He doubtless saw the longest term of actual field 
service of any commander in the late history of our country. 

He was repeatedly commended in general orders for ‘‘ vigilance 
and zeal, rapidity and persistence of pursuit, great skill, persever- 
ance and gallantry,” and was awarded a medal of honor for dis- 
bag, Sores antry in the war. 

eral Lawton was born in Ohio, March 17, 1843, but with his 
father moved to Fort Wayne, Ind., in 1858. A more complete 
n the interesting events of his life is presented in a let- 
ter which was read on September 19, 1899, at the reunion of his 
regiment, the Thirtieth Indiana, held at Millersburg, Ind., which 
letter reads: 

HEADQUARTERS FIRST DIVISION EIGHTH Army CORPS, 
Manila, P. I., August 8, 1899. . 


My Dran COMRADE: Your favor of June 18 has just been received, and I 
m to assure you of my sincere appreciation of the kind feeling which you 
SEs for me from yourself as well as from the co es you represent. If 
it been my good fortune, in my efforts to perform my whole duty since the 
commencement of our war with Spain, to earn the g opinion and admira- 
tion of my friends and comrades of the civil war, it is a sufficient and ample 
recompense for all the effort it has cost me. There are no people in the world 
who can better judge of the merits of a soldier than those who fought from 
1861 and none whose good opinion I ss shpat more highly. 
ig the proposition which you refer to—to raise money for the 
g some substantial expression of your appreciation of m 
work—I beg to assure you that yoa goa opinion and good wishes are a 
that I desire, and I trust that my friends will not burden themselves further. 
At the same time I beg to assure you of my heartfelt appreciation of your 
efforts in that direction. 


In xoniy to your inquiries concerning my birthplace, residence, early life, 
etc., the follo’ F , Will cover all the facts you desire to know: 
My father ed in Fort Wayne, Ind., long before I was born, he hay- 


ing come to Indiana at the time of the building of the Wabash and Erie 
Canal. [was born, however, on the 17th day of rch, 1843, at Manhattan, 
in the State of Ohio. Manhattan, now a suburb of Toledo, is the point near 
which the canal entered Lake Erie, Later my mts resided in Maumee 
City, Ohio, and it is there my first recollections I attended the pri- 
sch at that place, and at the age of 7 years my father went to |- 

and I, with my mother, moved to Lorain County, Ohio; two years 


f 
later, my father having returned from California, I went with him to the 


West, S. de d something more than a year in Iowa and about one year in 


u 

In 1858 my father returned to Fort Wayne, and I entered the Fort Wayne 
Methodist Episco: College asa student. Since that time Fort Wayne 
been my home. [remained at college until the breaking out of the war in 
April, 1861, when I enlisted in a company organized by Capt. W. P. Segur, 
which became part of the Ninth Indiana Volunteers, At the close of my term 
of service in that ment I returned to Fort Wayne and immediately reen- 
listed with Capt. O. D. Hurd, whose company became part of the Thirtieth 
Indiana Volunteers. At the close of the war I returned to Fort Wayne as 
colonel of that Taylor) 


left 


night of your initiation, and it reads, H. W. Lawton; residence, Fort Wayne, 
me Be i e, 21; occupation, soldier; date, March 24, 1864.“ This makes you the 


I was married to M Craig, ne: 
children, one boy and thee piris, rir 


H. W. LAWTON. 
Major-General, United States Volunteers, 
A. S. COVELL, Fort Wayne, Ind. 

Those who knew him at Fort Wayne in his boyhood spoke of 
his great interest andenthusiasm in all things military, and which 
presaged his future success in his chosen walk of life. 

On the 18th of April, 1861, three days after President Lincoln’s 
first call for volunteers in the war for the Union, at the age of 18, 
he enlisted as a private in the Ninth Indiana Volunteers. 

He was discharged July 29, 1861. On September 24, 1861, he 
became first lieutenant of the Thirtieth Indiana Volunteers. He 
was made a captain May 17,1862, February 10, 1865, he was made 
alieutenant-colonel. He was brevetted colonel of volunteers March 
13, 1865. He served with his regiment in the field in the Army of 
the Tennessee throughout that war, and at its close was mustered 
out, at the age of 22, as lieutenant-colonel, after being brevetted 
colonel for gallant and meritorious service and awarded a medal 
of honor for ee pear gi gallantry. 

He was mustered out of the Volunteer Army November 25, 1865. 
He was commissioned second lieutenant in the Regular Army on 
the 28th of July, 1866, and served in the infantry until 1869, then 
in the cavalry until 1888, and thereafter as inspector-general until 
the commencement of the war with Spain. 3 

Upon the declaration of war with Spain he was made briga- 
dier-general of volunteers, and on the 8th of July following major- 
general of volunteers. His nomination for brigadier-general of 
the Regular Army was determined upon and was ready to be sent 
to the Senate upon the day of hisdeath. Hecommanded the Sec- 
ond Division of the Fifth Army Corps in the Cuban campaign, 
rendering distinguished service in the battles before Santiago, 
and subsequently commanded the Department of Santiago and 
the Fourth Army Corps. On the 18th of March, 1899, he assumed 
command of the First Division of the Eighth Army Corps in the 
Philippine Islands and remained in command of this division in a 

ractically continuous and most eventful service till he fellin 

attle on the 18th of December, 1899. He was a member of sev- 
eral Fort Wayne lodges—of Sion S. Bass Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic; of Harmony Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, 
No. 19, which conferred upon him a short time before his death a 
medal of honor as a quarter-of-a-century member; and of Summit 
City Lodge, Free and Accepted Masons. 

The nation which he served so long mourns the death of this 
distinguished soldier, and Indianians feel it as a personal loss. 
Fort Wayne, the place of his first enlistment, and the city which 
during his entire military service he cherished as his home, sin- 
cerely mourns his loss, and its citizens met together in a conven- 
tion of sorrow in December, 1899, with many of his old soldier 
friends and brothers in affiliated orders, and voiced their senti- 
ments in appropriate resolutions, 

As a member of his lodge, as a son of one who fought withhim 
in the Thirtieth Indiana, as a member of the American Congress, 
I esteem it a special privilege and honor that the Speaker and the 
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members here assembled turned from important public work to 
hear this tribute to Indiana’s hero. 

No truer sentiment can be spoken of General Lawton, no better 
tribute can be paid him, than to say he lived and died in the es- 
teem of all his countrymen. The hearts of the volunteers were 
ever with him in his struggle up the obstructed stream of promo- 
tion in the Army, made difficult by his not receiving a militar: 
college education. He was their idol, and his heart was ever wit 
the volunteers till it ceased to beat on the field of battle. Noman 
was ever more popular with the volunteer soldiers than Maj. Gen. 
Henry W. Lawton. [Applause.] 

CONTESTED ELECTION—EVANS VS. TURNER, FIFTH DISTRICT, KEN- 
TUCKY. 


Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 

report from the Committee on Elections No. 1. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina submits 
the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Walter Evans was not elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress of the United States from the Fifth Congressional district of Ken- 
tucky and is not entitled to a seat therein. - 

Resolved, That Oscar Turner was elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress from the Fifth pes district of the State of Kentu: and 
is entitled to a seat in the y-sixth Congress. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. S er, as I am informed there is to be 
no minority report, I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the report of the 
committee be agreed to. 

The resolutions were d to. 

On motion of Mr. LINNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—PEARSON VS. CRAWFORD, NINTH DISTRICT, 
NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. ROBERTS, from Committee on Elections No. 3, presented 
the report of the committee in the contested-election case of 
Pearson vs. Crawford, Ninth district, North Carolina, stating that 
it was agreed to in the committee that the minority should be 
given ten days in which to present their views. 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objection, ten days will be 
allowed the minority in which to present their views. 

There was no objection. 

The report was ordered to be printed and referred to the House 
Calendar. \ 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Andthen, on motion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. HITT.’ Mr. Chairman, I move to dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks to dis- 
pense with the first formal reading of the bill. Isthere objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT, Now, Mr. Chairman, before proceeding further, I 
should like to make some agreement with the gentleman repre- 
senting the minority of the committee as to the time desired for 
general debate. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr, Chairman, I su to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], the chairman of the committee, that I 
have had applications from a number of gentlemen who desire to 
speak. Several gentlemen on the committee desire to be heard, 
and one or two others have asked for an opportunity to address 
the House on this bill. So I suggest to the gentleman that we let 
this day be devoted to discussion of the bill under general debate, 
without placing any other limitation upon it. 

Mr. HITT. I think, Mr. Chairman, with such an arrangement, 
the practical result would be to give the time substantially to the 
minority, and only a small part of it will be asked for by the 
majority, as far as I am advised, and I will make that agreement 
on behalf of my colleagues, that we close the general debate to- 
day. The committee can rise when general debate is closed, and 
we will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs to-morrow. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, that was not my proposition 
to the gentleman. I suggested that we place no limitation as 
yet upon the general debate; that we agree only to devote this 

ay to general debate and leave it until to-morrow morning to 
determine what limitation shall be placed upon it. I hope we 
shall be able to get through with it to-day, but I am doubtful 
about it, if anybody speaks upon the other side, because of the ap- 
panong to on this side. I would rather haye a more 


beral allowance than that. I am sure there is plenty of time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 


Mr. HITT. Ves; I yield to the gentleman from Colorado for 
such remarks as he desires. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the rank- 
ing member on this side of the House that he has received appli- 


cations from members of the committee that will consume all of 
the time that will be allotted to him on this side. 1 will state 
that I should like to talk 

Mr. HITT. I will supplement his statement by saying that I 
will give him some additional time which belongs to our side of 
the House, which we do not expect to consume. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that it seems to 
me that the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
DINSMORE] is fair, and that debate ought to be extended in this 
matter, at least for a reasonable time. I should like to have some 
time myself to finish a talk that I started here the other day. If 


that time is sy why, of course, it will be satisfactory to me 
that we finish to-day, if no other member desires to occupy more 
time. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that it is unusual to 
allow such a short time as this. There is no demand now on the 
time of the House. We have been meng a adjourning and 
transacting very little business, and I think if gentlemen 5 
to be hear . to be indulged. 

Mr. HITT. hat would the gentleman say to 2 o'clock to- 
morrow as the time at which to close general debate? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would rather leave it open entirely. 

Mr. HITT. We can settle that at any time. I will assent to the 
gentleman's Ne ition that to-day be devoted to general debate. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Leave it until to-morrow to determine at 
what hour debate shall close. 

Mr. HITT. And the committee will rise when it sees fit. 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that no arrange- 
ment has been made. 

Mr. HITT. There is an arrangement as to general debate—that 
it shall continue and consume this day, and that no vote shall be 
taken to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is simply a statement of the gentle- 
man, and it has not been put to the committee as the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois. ` 
k . I request, then, that general debate only be in 
order for to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate alone be in order for to-da; 
— this 3 bill. Is there objection? [After a pause. 

e Chair hears none. 
Mr. HITT. The time will be controlled, I suppose, according to 


The CHAIRMAN. Without some arrangement, that would 
no 80. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Arkansas can suggest an 
arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the time may be equally divided between the two sides of 
the committee, to be controlled on the one side by the gentleman 
from Illinois and on the other by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Is there objection to that request? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, before general debate begins, which 
will not have much to do with the bill, I will say a word about 
the measure itself as it is before the House. It appropriates the 
money to support the consular and diplomatic service of the 
United States for the next fiscal year. ‘The amount is $1,743,408.76, 
or $31,875 more than we appropriated last year, and some $152.440 

Jess than the estimates of the Department. I will say to gentle- 
men to whom the bill may not be familiar, that this apparent ap- 
propriation is far greater than the real burden to the Treasury 
and to the taxpayer. 

Half of the amount that is appropriated is paid into the service 
by the officers of the Government. Over $900,000 was paid into 
the Treasury by the consuls. Many of the other items that are in 
this bill which seem very large are in their nature contingent, 
and are rarely if ever all expended, sometimes not one-fifth; but 
it is always deemed prudent to make these appropriations for ap- 
parently considerable sums of expenditure. Some of them are 
not nearly all expended and some, as, for instance, expenses on 
extradition cases, is all reimbursed by the foreign governments; 
so that the sum to be taxed upon the people and drawn from the 
Treasury is far less than the amount stated in the face of the bill. 

The bill is substantially a repetition of existing legislation. By 
the rules of the House the committeeis forbidden to make changes 
in existing law, and we have only made changes in those items 
which are of such elastic nature that they can be considered as 
subjectunder the rules tochangeinamount. Though the expend- 
iture is for an object authorized by existing law, some salary 
appropriations have increased 3 because a number of 
Officers are in this bill for the t time paid by fixed salaries, 
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where they have heretofore been paid by fees. They now appear 
for the first time upon this bill as increases ieee 

Such offices are at Aden,on the Red Sea; at uahua, Mexico; 
Ensenada, Mexico. The difference between the amount paid here- 
tofore as fees and the amount of the salary now given is so incon- 


siderable that it is hardly perceptible. At Aden, where the fees 
now amount to $1,479, the salary is fixed at $1,500. At Chihuahua 
the fees were $1,430, and that is made a salaried consulate at $1,500. 
It is desirable always that the compensation of the officers of the 
Government should be fixed and the various sums stated plainly 
in thelaw. For the information of the House I have stated these 


There is some increase in the amount allowed for contingent 
expenses of foreign missions, namely, $20,000, but really an in- 
crease of $17,000 appropriated, as $5,000 for the inspection of 
diplomatic and con: offices, heretofore a separate item, is put 
in the category of contingent expenses for foreign missions, and it 
will be paid out of this contingent fund. For the Mexican Bound- 

Commission $20,000 is appropriated. When the matter was 

‘ore the committee they first cut it down $5,000, but at the last 
moment, on a statement from the Secretary of State that it was 
needed immediately for the Government's pressing wants, it was 


put at $20,000. 

There were a large number of recommendations by the Depart- 
ment which we could not under the rules accede to, increasing the 
salaries paid to consuls at many points where they are too low, and 
also in the allowances for clerk hire. We have taken one, where 
the highest amount of labor is done in the transaction of business, 
at London, where the consul-general himself has to pay for addi- 
tional hire. Wo have taken and added the sum paid by him and 
made the allowance. 

The bill, gentlemen, is a good bill. It was reported by the com- 
mittee unanimously. I think it is inadequate provision for a serv- 
ice which itself is inadequate and ought to be increased and im- 
proved. I would have been glad to make better provision fora 
service that is increasing in its duties every year and a service 
that has proven more and more valuable every year to the great 
comm 1 interest, especially in promoting the enormous and 
rapidly increasing exportations of our manufactured goods every- 
where. 

In that work these men are our agents, furnishing information, 
promoting trade. They are a kind of propaganda all over the 
world for the sale of our products that are now invading ev 
market. Their compensation and number May to be increased, 
as they are increasing in their efficiency. I will now yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE]. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the bill which has 
been reported from that committee has but few changes from the 
law of appropriations of last year for the diplomatic and consular 
service, and those c are such as were suggested and de- 
manded by — conditions since the former law was enacted. 
Therefore, there is no necessity for a discussion of the measure 
initself. It has been to the House unanimously from the 
committee. But, sir, I desire to avail myself of this opportunity 
to submit a few observations — the eral conditions in the 
country in relation to foreign affairs and in relation to our Gov- 
ernment’s action toward its recently acquired possessions or those 
which it is now straggling to acquire. 

I will read, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, from the Presi- 
dent's annual m sent to Congress at the beginning of the 
present session, in which we find this language: 


of so the 

3 part of the preceding three 

NEC 

u as 

on the 19th of April, 1898, by w. 

sition or intention to — Ae AA 

except for th 
a 


was t 
people, e ge contained in this resolution is 
o! tion an 


So said the President of the United States, and when he used 
this language I believe that he earnestly felt what he uttered, 
that it was his purpose, so far as he was able as the Chief Execu- 
tive, to see that the faith pledged in the resolution of Congress 
that he recites should be kept by this Government. In connection 
with this message, I want to call the attention of the House to 
one or two incidents. Just after it was sent to Congress by the 
President the Committee on Rules, which has complete control 
of procedure in the House, reported a resolution creating a new 
committee to take jurisdiction of certain legislative matters. 

That committee was styled, is styled, the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. It was su ly created to take jurisdiction of matters 
appertaining to the undisputed territory of the United States. 


Prior to the creation of this committee the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs had jurisdiction of all thi appertaining to the relations 
between the United States and Cuba. Presumably it was not 
done because of any doubt of the ability of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee to continue su y to manage that business. 

The resolution, before it was referred to the Committee on Rules 
and reported back, did not provide for the transfer of that juris- 
diction to the Commi on Insular Affairs; but the Committee 
on Rules, for some reason best known to its members, provided by 
the resolution that the jurisdiction should be taken away from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. What was it, Mr. Chairman? 
What motive impelled them to that action? The Committee on 
Rules does not act without some purpose. The resolution as in- 
troduced in the House, before it was re back by the Com- 
3 on Rules, did not provide for the transfer of the jurisdic- 

on. 

Why, I ask again, did they see proper to make such a transfer to 
the new committee from the Committee on Foreign irs? The 
new committee has its hands full of the business relative to other 
matters, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs is left with prac- 
tically, at this time, nothing todo. Iam glad that, since the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is relieved of the business and it has 
gone to the Committee on t Affairs, a committee very able 
in its personnel, that our very able chairman [Mr. Hitt] was made 
a member also of the ne committee. Lamnotespecially jealous of 
the fact that the jurisdiction has been taken away from the Com- 
mitte on Foreign Affairs, but I deplore the fact that this action on 
the part of the Committee on Rules has an appearance of a pur- 
pose not to carry out the will of the President as expressed in his 
message, but to give color to a pretension which may be later 
boldly asserted, that we have rights in the island of Cuba beyond 
the pledge of Congress, and, in violation of it, that there is an 
ultimate purpose to destroy the liberties which our men fought 
for at Santiago and achieved for the Cubans. I do not impute 
to any particular n bad motives. 

I do not say that men act dishonestly; I believe there is not a 
gentleman in this House who, if confronted with the proposition 
contained in the President's language with reference to Cuba, 
would not assert that that is the purpose of Congress, He would 
resent indignantly any imputation that he had any other purpose, 
but at the same time it is in the atmosphere and we hear it on all 
hands that other things will happen; doubts are exp not 
only by the i individual in the common walks of life, but 
by men of official e ter, although not making the statement 
officially, as to whether the United States Government will ever 
relinquish its hold on the island of Cuba. 

Why all this talk, Mr. Chairman, about who shall haul down 
the ? It is as applicable to Cuba as it is to the Philippines. 
Who haul it down, they say, where once its folds have shel- 
tered any territory? It must be left and never pulled down. I 
myself have heard from individuals the assertion that we never 
will abandon Cuba. We are told that we dare not leave the 
Philippines to themselves; that they are incapable of self-govern- 
ment. Are they more so than the Cubans? Admiral Dewey has 


told us they are less so. 
Now, let us considerthe conditions in Cubaand in the Philippines 
at the outbreak of the war and com them with each other. 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Will 
ment? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, I should be glad if the gentleman 
from Arkansas, in this connection, would state whether he would 
bein favor of the annexation of Cuba if the people of Cuba so 


voted. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I say to the gentleman that 
I have for a long time, as a citizen of this country, felt a desire 
that at some time we should the island of Cuba; and if at 
any time I recognized that there had been a full, free, fair, un- 
trammeled 33 of a desire on the part of the Cuban le 
themselves to be admitted into this Union, they coming in with a 
proper form of government to entitle them to admission, and their 
people were prepared for it, I would favorit. I will say further- 
more to my friend that never would I favor any such method as 
that adopted when the Hawaiian Islands were annexed, when the 
people of those islands were not consulted—no s 3 
except a lot of missionaries, traders, and commercial adventurers. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I referred simply to a full and com- 
plete vote on the part of the people of Cuba, asking for admission. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I have answered the gentleman as 
definitely as I could and, I hope, tohis satisfaction. Idonot want 
to be drawn beyond the limits which I have set for myself in this 
discussion and which I propose to follow in a general and brief 


way. 
But if the flag can not be pulled down in the Philippines because 
the honor of the nation is involved, and so it is said; if we have 
Pea to civilization anything in behalf of the inhabitants of the 
ilippines, is it not fully so with regard to the Cubans? There 


gentleman allow me a mo- 
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is at least this to be said: With reference to Cuba, we defined 
what honor demands, in the name of liberty, by Con, ional 
action. Yet it seems, according to the President, that honor de- 
mands one thing in Cuba and another in the Philippines. Ad- 
miral Dewey has told us that the Filipinos are more capable of 
self-government than the Cubans. He has said that he is fa- 
miliar with the two peoples and that in his view the inhabitants 
of the Philippine Islands are more capable of self-government than 
the Cubans; Is not liberty as dear to one as to the other? 

Mr. Chairman, the Cubans and the Filipinos have suffered un- 
der the same cruel oppression and tyranny of the same despotic 
power. When we went to their relief the people of Cuba were 
in insurrection against that tyranny and so were the Filipinos, 
each having organized armies, the army of the Filipinos the 
larger one and more capable and better armed than that of Cuba, 
both struggling for liberty with the same cause, the same justifi- 
cation exactly, though their interests and revolutionary actions 
were not mutual, 

When Cuba, which is nearer to our own borders, sent up her 
cries of distress, drawn forth by Spanish persecutions, which were 
unheeded, the people of the United States, after -patient and ear- 
nest protests, demanded that action should be taken on the part of 
this Government in their behalf. 

Why? For the purpose of territorial acquisition? Not at all; 
that we specifically disavowed; but because the condition of suf- 
fering, distress, and oppression in Cuba appealed to the sympathy 
of the most liberty-loving people on earth, a people who have 
established for themselves a government under which liberty 
abounds and whose people desire to see it enjoyed by all who 
aspire to independence and freedom. By a solemn resolution 
of Congress we declared that they were and of right ought to 
be free and independent; we invoked the power of this great 
Government to make them so; and for fear of that spirit of greed 
which dwells in the minds of men ing after money, we pro- 
vided in that resolution that it was not the purpose of the United 
States to carry on a war of conquest or to exercise any dominion 
or control in the island of Cuba, hut to give those people freedom 
and then to withdraw our forces. 

The country is familiar with conditions existing in Cuba at the 
outbreak of hostilities, and the official correspondence of our con- 
sular officers on file in the State Department, published with other 
important correspondence, which I shall allude to hereafter, in 
Senate Document 62, has informed us equally well the state of 
affairs in the Philippines. The conditions were exactly similar. 
Consul Williams, et from Manila to the State Department 
on February 22, 1898, said: 

Peace was proclaimed, * * * but there is no peace and has been none for 
about two years. Conditions here and in Cuba are tically alike. War 
exists, battles are of almost daily occurrence, and am ces bring in many 
wounded, and hospitals are full. mers are brought here and t with- 
out trial, and Manila is under martial law. 

Writing again, March 19, 1898, Mr. Williams said: 

Insurrection is rampant; many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 
both sides. A battle ship, the Don Juan de Austria, sent this week to the 
northern part of Luzon to cooperate with a land forco of 2,000, dispatched to 
succor local forces, overwhelmed by rebels. 

* * 


* * * 
Rebellion never more threatening to Spain. Rebels getting arms, money 
Spaniards. 


and friends. and they outnumber the resident and soldiery, prob- 
ably a hundred to one. 

Tn his letter of March 27, Mr. Williams said: 

Cuban conditions exist here bly in aggravated form. S soldiers 
are rot i wounded daily, pite claimed pacification, and the hospitals 
are kept full. 


When our forces are to be withdrawn I can not say; no other 
entleman can say; but I hope it may be early. Yet I have grave 
ears that it will be never, notwithstanding the President's mes- 

sage, saying our pledge is of the highest honorable obligation 
and must besacredly kept.” We know his and pane eek e purpose 
in the Philippines, and we doubt. People who will not recognize 
a moral obligation because it is not evidenced by a sealed contract 
so easily find a way to break the terms of a written bond, es 
ially so when the reasons assigned for the justification of the 
one are, if true at all, which I deny, equally applicable to the other. 
What great differences exist that we are impelled on the one hand 
to act in the name of liberty and on the other for the purpose of 
oppression and in denial of freedom? 
r. PEARCE of Missouri. If the n will allow me 

Mr. DINSMORE, Certainly. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I do not desire to interrupt the 
thread of my friend’s argument, but his views are always in- 
teresting to me, and I would like him before he concludes his 
remarks to elaborate an affirmative proposition as to what, in his 
judgment, would be a proper solution of the Philippine problem. 

r. DINSMORE. I shall be very glad to do so, and I do not 
know that there will be a better opportunity than the present, 
because I have no prepared speech to deliver. 


Let us take a retrospect for only a moment. If there are any 


embarrassments or difficulties presented to us to-day in with- 
drawing our forces from those islands or in taking a position 


which does not look to ultimate and permanent sovereignty, that 
condition is due to the fault of ourselves, and not to the inhabit- 
ants of the Philippine Islands. 

But whatever the embarrassment may be to-day, I say, without 
hesitation so far as I am concerned, that in respect to every tradi- 
tion of this Government, with respect to our Constitution, with 
respect to the Declaration of Independence, which breathes a holy 
assertion of the principles of liberty and the rights of all men to 
participate in their own government and control, in view of our 
ownin commercial and industrial, this Government should 
officially say now—we having failed to say it formerly, as we 
should have done—to those people who are in arms against the 
United States: It is not our purpose to acquire permanent sov- 
ereignty over you. It is not our purpose to hold you in subjec- 
tion and to force upon you agovernment to which you yourselves 
have objected. We will not do so. We offer to you our friendly 
assistance to restore peace and order and toestablish a government 
of 7 — own.“ 

at is what they expected of us in the beginning; and if that 
proposition had been made to them at any time during the prog- 
ress of this war, it is my belief that they would have come to 
terms and laid down their arms, and there would have been aces- 
sation of hostilities. And having done this, I would make a 
5 that government on the part of the United States and 
withdraw from it and no longer be responsible for it otherwise 
ade! provided for in that treaty. 

e, 

That is easy of accomplishment. Why not? What peculiar 
obligations rest upon us that will prevent us from doing that? 

There are two arguments used, two reasons assigned on the part 
of the annexationists. The one is in the name of civilization and 
alleged humanitarianism, the other in the name of trade and com- 
merce, These two alone. S 

The speeches we hear are not arguments directed to reason; they 
are 8 ae to sentiment, to the hearts of the people, their love for 
the flag, and they charge us with interfering with the progress of 
American arms, and we have been branded in the yellow journals, 
3 by men in high official station, as traitors“ and cop- 
perheads.” 

Mr. Chairman, the flag is a prolific theme. The mere mention 
of the of our country stirs the hearts ofall Americans. When 
an ap is made in its name by the sophist, it reaches the unre- 
peta beer carries them away at times. Who does not love the 
flag e love it because it is the emblem of liberty; because it is 
the pose, under which this great country has grown in prosperity 
and wealth and happiness and power; use it stands for the 
liberty of the individual citizen and for the right of the people to 
govern themselves, and never, until this new era of dishonor, has 
it ever been emblematic of anything else. 

“ Who will haulitdown?” I should say that a President of the 
United States, loving that flag for itself and every association, 
. it means the best things that have ever been ac- 
complished in this country—and if the simple principles of our 
Constitution and our system of government are adhered to, as in 
the past, it means more and greater growth in happiness and 
material apg ieee that President, unwilling that the flag 
should stand fo: sorag other than is consistent with our pro- 
fessions in the past, our life as a nation and a people, should, by 
his own order, have it taken down where it means the subjuga- 
tion of any people on earth against their own will, [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

My friend from Pennsylvania ee SIBLEY] the other day made 
avery happy and eloquent speech as an annexationist. I listened 
to him with a great deal pF menace Talwaysdo. I have for 
him the kindliest feeling of affection, and my admiration of his 
speech on that occasion was not in the least disparaged by the 
fact that I knew he could make just as eloquent a speech and a 
much cha a one upon the other side of the question, and proba- 
bly will before he is two years older. Iam justified in making 
that statement by the fact that I have heard him make very able 

hes on two sides of a question quite as important as this 
since I have been in Congress. 

He gle rifies the ae. He says that he is an optimist, and I 
truly think he is, in the superlative degree. I can not, like him, 
mee myself on hope alone, and without reference to practical con- 

tions, in disregard of the operation of legal and constitutional 
restraints, forgetting our best and holiest traditions, bidding defi- 
ance to the things that have wrecked governments in other lands 
and other ages, declare my belief that on this continent God 
has willed to plant a people who shall carry the arts of and 
the story of the cross to the nations of the earth” and at the same 
time offer the sword and the bayonet as the instruments of that 
achievement. God hath said, They that live by the sword shall 
perish by the sword.” 


[Applause on the Democratic 
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. Speaker, we have held up to us for warning the history of Persia and 
Greece, of Babylon and Rome. They have flourished and have faded. They 
had their morning hour and their meridian and went out in the blackness of 
night. Rome expanded until, like a wheel, the spokes radiated from the hub 
throughout 3 Asia and Africa. The collapse of her power and of ever 
empire of the past came not from the weakness of the periphery of the wheel. 
but from the rottenness of the hub. 

Mr. Chairman, that is exactly what we, of conservative position 
upon this ere desire to prevent for our own country—the 
rotting of the hub. The gentleman is correct, but when the pe- 
riphery was extended tosuch remote bounds, when so many spokes 
were crowded into the hub, when an enormous military establish- 
ment became necessary to keep in subjection and order all this 
wide domain over which Rome exerci control, then it was that 
the possibility arose for corruptions to begin at the center of gov- 
ernment and the hub became strained and split and cracked and 
rotten, and the whole Empire came tumbling down, a mighty heap 
of ruin upon the heads of people who had enjoyed liberty before. 

We would pursue a conservative, safe course in this country. 
We desire to refrain from expanding our dominion away out into 
the islands of the sea, because we believe it is dangerous; because 
we believe the creation of great standing armies is not only expen- 
sive and a drain upon the substance of the people, but that it im- 
perils their liberties; because we believe that it tempts the jealousy 
of other nations and makes us a party to the contest going on in 
the great Orient for the possession of territory when we do not 
need it for our own uses. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, in the theory of commerce by 
military establishment. I believe that commerce follows peace. 
I do not believe in the trade of the bayonet; I believe in the trade 
of the pen and countinghouse. I do not believe in the trade of the 
man-of-war with bristling cannon; I believe in the trade of the 
ship that flies under the white sails of peace and friendship and 
thrift and competition, bearing our commerce to every clime and 
offering it to the world upon terms which are reciprocally bene- 
ficial to it and tous. This is the true theory of commerce, and no 
other can be justified. By it we maintain peace and friendly 
relations with all the world. By the other we constantly hazard 
the liberty of the people and endanger our Government to dis- 
turbances and embarrassments with foreign powers. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I ask the House to reflect a moment upon 
the wis} of commerce as a justification of the Administration’s 
policy. If this war is being waged for money, that there shall be 
additional trade established for the benefit of those who sell and 
buy in this ge prt Pir is the price that we pay? It is not only 
the millions of dol that go out from the Treasury to maintain 

rmanent armies; it is not only the millions of dollars that will 

e necessary in the future to maintain colonies under military 
rule; not that alone; we are paying for it in the precious blood of 
our land. Who shall adjudge the value of an American soldier’s 
life? Who shall place it in the scale with trade and dollars and 
material wealth? 

Who shall say how many lives we will be justified in expending 
for the establishment of the trade which gentlemen value so 
highly? The soldier must do his duty. His duty is to obey orders, 
and the President is his officer of supreme command. No matter 
what the danger, what the cause. Soldiers know nothing of 
causes. When ordered to fight the Filipino, could they refuse? 

Not tho’ the soldier knew 
Some one had blundered: 
Theirs not to make reply, 
Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do and die. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, the blunders of this Administration have 
accomplished a fearful harvest of death. The Washington Post 
two days ago gave this telegram from San Francisco: 

REMAINS OF 80 AMERICAN SOLDIERS. 
SAN FRANCISCO, February 2, 1899. 

A cable from Manila was received from the quartermaster’s department 
stating that the Hancock sailed for San Francisco on January 19 with the 
bodies of 462 dead soldiers. The Indiana is expected in immediately with 200 
bodies, and the Ohio, with 138, arrived to-day. 

Over 800 dead soldiers brought back to their native land. Dead, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. Dead, Mr. President and Messrs. 
Commissioners. Dead, as alogical, inevitable result of your blun- 
dering, grasping policy. Sacrifices offered up by this Administra- 
tion in the name of trade, in the cause of greed, in the cause of a 
false and hypocritical 1 I protest against it. Even 
this morning the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON] arose 
to announce that the gallant General Lawton to-day lies in his 
native city in state, with his comrades and his friends weeping 
about him, 

That great life was given as a sacrifice, an enforced sacrifice, 
by this Administration to establish domination in the Philippine 
Islands. By what right are these 800 lives sacrificed? And there 
have been many more and there will be yet more. These boys 
who went away a few months ago under orders, and bearing upon 


1 friend used this language with reference to Rome, which I 
3 
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their lips the parting kiss of sweetheart, sister, wife, and mother, 
followed across the seas by prayers of loved ones at home, are 
now returning cold and dead, bringing a pall of gloom into thou- 
sands of homes. Ten thousand weepers and mourners will stand 
about them, and pour out tears before the broken forms of those 
that sleep the sleep that knows no waking.” And may I be per- 
mitted to ask of the President, of every Republican in the coun- 
try, and of my good friend from Pennsylvania, how many more 
American lives they feel justified in sacrificing, how many more 
homes shall be made desolate, in the name of trade and ‘‘mercy?” 
That is the price that is being paid for the domination of the 
United States in the Philippines; that is the sacrifice that is being 
exacted by the President. Is it with the consent of the people? 
Was it done with the consent of Congress? Congress was not 
consulted in regard to the action to be taken in the Philippines. 
This calamitous condition was brought upon us by the action of 
the Administration, by the Executive and his officers, 
He sent his commission to Paris to effect a treaty of peace. 
There was but one thing that stood as an obstruction to the 
7 accomplishment of that p They demanded cession 
of the etre sic! Under instructions, the American commis- 
sioners held the knife at the throat of a prostrate, beaten an 
nist, and holding out $20,000,000 as a bribe, added to intimidation, 
induced him to yield a reluctant consent; $20,000,000 were given 
as consideration for the privilege or as a pretext to crush the Fili- 
pinos and force them into subjection to this Government against 
their will; $20,000,000 were paid for an excuse to sacrifice thou- 
sands of lives of Americans and islanders in the name of God and 
trade; and gentlemen call this“ carrying the arts of peace and the 
story of the Cross to the nations of the earth.” 
How does this appear to you? What kind of sentiment does it 
engender, what feeling inspire, in view of all that was said and 
done in the cause of liberty for Cuba? Now, ‘‘honor” demands 
that we must wace cruel war against the Filipinos to force them to 
submit to that which under the dictates of honor we freed the 
Cubans of. So it runs all through, the same character of dissimu- 
lation and false pretense, for I must call it that; and they insist 
that we are now committed to it forever by the action of the Fili- 
pinos themselves, which is but adding one degree more of hypoc- 
risy. 
r. Chairman, when we have cited them to the fact that we 
gave the Filipinos cause to believe that we would assist them 
to independence, and that we sought and had their cooperation 
in fighting the Spaniards, that by their aid the Spaniard was 
crushed in Luzon, they say there was no cooperation. There was 
a practical alliance between our forces and Aguinaldo; but this, 
too, is denied. 
A commission appointed by the President, in their ‘‘ preliminar 
report,” which was filed and referred to Congress by the Peel: 
dent with his message, says there never was any cooperation. 
While battling for the liberty of the people in Cuba when we as- 
serted the sovereign right of all men to control their own desti- 
nies, or at least participate in that control, it became necessary 
to strike the enemy in the Orient, 
He had a fleet in Manila Bay. He had garrisons in the Philip- 
ine Islands. All are familiar with our wonderful victory in 
Lanila Bay. But while Dewey held the bay Aguinaldo and his 
patriot army pressed the land forces of the enemy to the very verge 
of the sea and could have taken the city of Manila any day. There 
was no cooperation say the commission. How came Aguinaldo 
there? Go to the official reports of our own officers and ascer- 
tain. United States Consul-General Pratt at Singapore held fre- 

uent interviews with Aguinaldo before the battle of Manila, and 
through him communication was had between Dewey and Agui- 
naldo, which led to thelatter’s accepting passage on a United States 
ship of war and going to Manila and taking command of the in- 
surgent army by the assistance and advice of Admiral Dewey, who 
furnished him with arms. 

Before Admiral Dewey left Hongkong for Manila Consul-General 
Pratt wired him from Singapore that Aguinaldo was willing to 
join him ‘‘for general cooperation, if desired.” Those were the 
words. What was Dewey’s answer? Tell Aguinaldo come 
soon as possible.” Aguinaldo arrived at Hongkong too late to go 
with Dewey, but so important was his presence and cooperation 
esteemed that by Dewey’s orders he was taken on board the 
McCulloch and conveyed to Manila. What further evidence is 
there of cooperation? On July 4 Gen. Thomas Anderson, com- 
manding the United States land forces, wrote to Aguinaldo, hay- 
ing been placed by Dewey at the head of the insurgent army, as 
follows: 

General, I have the honor to inform you that the United States of America, 
whose land forces I have the honor to command in this vicinity, being at war 
with the Kingdom of Spain, has entire sympathy and most friendly senti- 
ments for the native people of the Philippine Islands for these reasons I 
desire to have the most amicable relations with you, and to haye you and 

our gp cooperate with us in military operations against the Spanish 
orces, e 


Now, this same commission tells you that not until long after 
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that, until after the Spaniards had been crushed, did naldo 
or his followers ever express a desire for independence. But here 
Admiral Dewey tells you in this dispatch to the Department, dated 
June 27, that he has gone to attend a meeting of the insurgent 
leaders for the purpose of forming a civil government. 
DEWEY'S DISPATCH. 
HONGKONG, June 27, 1898. 

SECRETARY OF NAVY, Washington: 

Receipt of telegram of June 14 is acknowledged. Aguinaldo, insurgent 
leader, with 13 of his staff, arrived May 19, by permission, on Nanshan. Es- 
tablished self Cavite, outside arsenal, under the protection of our guns, and 
organized his army. I have had several conferences with him, generally of 
a personal nature. Consistently I have refrained from assisting him in any 
way with the force under my command, and on several occasions I have 
declined requests that I should do so, telling him the squadron could not act 
until the arrival of the United States troops. At the same time I have given 
him to understand that I consider insurgents as friends, being oP. toa 
common enemy. He has gone to attend a meeting of insurgent leaders for 
the pu: of forming a civil government. em do has acted independ- 
ently of the squadron, but has kept me ad of his progress, which has 
been wonderful. I have allowed to pass by water recruits, arms, and ammu- 
nition, and to take such Spanish arms and ammunition from the arsenal as 
he needed. Have advised frequently to conduct the war humanely, which 
he has done invariably. * + In my opinion, these people are far superior 
in their intelligence and more capable of self-government than the natives 
of Cuba, and Iam familiar with both races. DEWEY 


Is this cooperation? He says that he furnished him the means to 

get arms for his people. That heacted independently it is true, 
t under the advice of Dewey, and Dewey commends him for the 

manner in which he is discharging the duty which is expected of 
him by Dewey and the military commanders that he shall perform, 

„They did not expect independence.” Why, Mr. Chairman, 
one of the most pathetic things in the history of all the transac- 
tions, in view of what is now said and the contention of people in 
Congress and of the Administration, is contained in a proclama- 
tion of joy which the insurgent representatives in Hongkong sent 
to the people in the Philippine Islands after the conference with 
Pratt, after Dewey had gone to Manila to strike the Spaniards. 
Here it is—a of it—of the proclamation to the Filipinos from 
their leaders, the Filipino junta, in Hongkong: 

Compatriots, Divine Providence is about to place independence within our 
reach. The Americans, not from any mercenary motives, but for the sake 
of humanity, have considered it opportune toextend their protecting mantle 
to our beloved country. Where you see the American flag flying, assemble 
in mass, They are our redeemers. 

Does that read as if they hoped for independence? But that is 
not the only significance of this dispatch. Mr. Rounseville Wild- 
man, United States consul at Hongkong, had advised with Agui- 
naldo throughont, and says himself that he (Wildman) outlined 
the proclamation Aguinaldo issued to his people. This is his 
language: 

Immediately on the arrival of Aguinaldo at Cavite he issued a proclama- 
tion, which I had outlined for him before he left, forbidding pillage and mak- 
ing it a criminal offense to maltreat neut: He, of course, or - 
ernment of which he was dictator, an absolutely necessary ste 
to maintain control over the natives, and from that date unt: 


time he has been unin tedly successful in the field and dignified and 


terrup' 
ust as the head of his government. According to his own statements to me 


y letter, he has been approached by both the Spaniards and the Germans, 
and has had tempting offers made him by the Catholic Church. He has been 
watched very closely by Admiral Dewey, Consul Williams, and his own junta 
here in Hongkong, and nothing of moment has occurred which would lead 
anyone to believe that he was not carrying out to the letter the promises 
made to me in this consulate. 

Here is proof both of abundant cooperation and of the hope 
and expectation of the Filipinos from the first for independence. 

Does it appear that they wanted independence? Were they jus- 
tified in sending their proclamation from Hongkong? They were 
justified in every view; by the position we had taken with refer- 
ence to Cuba, by the solemn promise of the Congress of the United 
States in reference to Cuba, because they were exactly in the 
condition that we found the Cubans. They wanted us to assist 
them to independence and then withdraw. 

Does anybody believe any Filipino insurgent or leader thonght 
that our people had any other purpose than that? Does any mem- 
ber believe that Admiral Dewey ever expected anything else to 
occur? Do you believe that Otis, or any other 3 in com- 
mand of the land forces, expected anything else? To have taken 
a position at the time these difficulties first occurred that we 
would pursue any other course than that which we pursued 
toward Cuba would have been an insult to the dignity and fair 
name of the United StatesGovernment. The Administration con- 
tends that the Filipinos openi hostilities against us. 

To say so is not true. e began them ourselves. We firedt he 
first shot. Asoldier from a Kansas regiment fired upon a Filipino 
patrol between the lines of the American and insurgent forces, 
The fire was returned, and a number of the native soldiers were 
killed. Aguinaldoimmediately expressed to General Otis hisregret 
atthe occurrence, distinctly disavowed any purpose of hostility, and 
offered to move his lines back as far as the American commander 
desired. Honor between men, honor between nations, honor in 
oray sense demanded that this proposal should haye been recog- 
nized in the interest of peace. But it was not. General Otis 


made the cruel reply that since the fighting had commenced, it 


must go on to the bitter end. That end is not yet reached, and 
Otis is responsible, 

Let us look a little further. 
mo of “benevolent assimilation” and other high-sounding 
phrases, 

The Presiđent of the United States appointed his commission 


These things are being done in the 


and sent them out to the Phili pne Islands. That commission 
reports that the people of the Philippine Islands never dreamed 
of independence till after the Spaniards had been crushed and we 
had taken possession of Manila. The records tell you differently. 
The Singapore Press, reciting interviews between our officials and 
Aguinaldo, their correctness vouched for by United States Consul- 
General Pratt, controvert the statement. The proclamation of 
the Philippine representatives, made public to the world, tell you 
differently. The very struggle of those people striving for liberty 
itself gives the lie to the commission's statement, 

After the Spaniards had capitulated, but before the treaty was 
concluded, the President issued a proclamation and sent it over to 
be promulgated by General Otis. General Otis took a very ex- 
traordinary liberty with that proclamation—a liberty which he 
was justified in taking in the cause of fairness and honesty, and 
for the purpose of preserving the good name of our country. 
Whether that was his motive must be ascertained by all that he 
said and did taken pi but it might well have n. That 
he did so is not denied. He himself reports the manner in which 
it was done. What does he say? General Otis reports 

After fully considering the President's proclamation and the temper of 
the Tagalos, with whom I was daily discussing political problems and the 
friendly intentions of the United States Government toward them, I con- 
cluded that there were certain words and expressions therein [the President's 

roclamation], such as “sovereignty,” “right of cession,’ and those which 
Mrected immediate occupation, etc., which, though most admirably employed 


and tersely expressive oi actual conditions, might be advan y 
the Tagalo war party to incite widespread hostilities among the natives. The 


orant classes been taught to believe that certain words, as “‘sover- 
eignty,” „protection.“ ote hat en meaning disastrous to their welfare 
and ficant of future poli domination, like that from which they had 


recently been freed. 

It was my opinion, therefore, that I would be justified in so amending the 

per that the beneficent object of the United States Government would be 
tron ‘ht clearly within the comprehension of the people, and this conclusion 
was the more readily reached because of the radical chango of the past few 
days in the constitution of Aguinaldo's government, which could not have 
been understood at Washington at the e the proclamation was Reng 
It was also believed that the proclamation had been induced partially 

ons of the naval authorities here, whi weeks previous, and 
while affairs were in a specific and comparatively quiet state, had recom- 
mended "that the President issue a proclamation defining the policy of the 
United States. Government in the Philippine Islands and assuring the inhab- 
itants that it is our intention tointerfere as little as possible in the internal 
affairs of the islands; t as soon as they developed their capability for 
self-government their powers and privileges will be increased. That will 
allay the spirit of unrest.” 

What “beneficent object?“ We could only have two pur- 
poses—one to assist those people in accordance with our pledge to 
the Cubans to establish a free government for themselves and the 
other to take away from them their liberty. One or the other of 
these must be our p It developed in the President's proc- 
lamation that the purpose of the United States was to take away 
their liberty. But General Otis says, ‘‘We must di this 
purpose; we must so amend this proclamation that the Filipinos 
will not be misled and the benevolent purpose of the United States 
be misunderstood.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I can not believe otherwise than that Gen- 
eral Otis at the time he took this liberty with the President's 
proclamation; believed that the language used by the President 

id not convey the purpose of the Administration. As a liberty- 
loving man, as ase AOp NOR A OETAN citizen bearing a com- 
mission from his Government, he was justified even in taking the 
position that the President used terms which he did not intend to 
use. If that was not his understanding, then his words which I 
have quoted are used as irony. 

The sarcasm, the biting, burning sarcasm, with which he blisters 
the President.of the United States in that dispatch amounts to 
insubordination for which he might have been court-martialed. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a peculiar temper pervades the mind of the 
annexationist of to-day. It is needless to stand here and discuss 
the analogies between the acquisition of the Philippines and the 
acquisition of the Louisiana purchase. Why not come up and 
consider this 3 upon its merits? 

Everybody knows that different reasons existed in the two cases; 
that different objections obtained. Ishall not pause to discuss 
that phase of the question. The first question is, Do we need the 
Philippines; and if so, for what purpose? The second is, Have we 
the right, under the Constitution, to acquire them? And a third 
question is, If we have the right, and if we have a need for them, 
can we, under our traditions, under the broad pledge of this 
great Union of States, under every observance by which we have 

wn great and strong and mighty as a nation, afford to tear 
own the beautiful temple of liberty which we ourselves have 
constructed and make it a waste place and a burying ground for 
the blasted hopes of humanity—for the dead aspirations of those 
who have striven for freedom? 
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The President and his commission would have us believe that 
the natives—those engaged in resistance to our arms—are brutal 
and cruel and have no conception of free government, nor desire 
for it, and that if we withdraw, chaos would follow and lawless- 
ness run riot; that they are incapable of forming a government. 
To refute this we have not only the direct testimony of Admiral 
Dewey, but he reports the testimony of officers whom he sent on 
a tour of inspection of 600 miles in the interior, where the Tagal 
government was in force. 

Ishall not go into a discussion of the constitutional questions 
involved in Administration’s p s. My object is only to 
make plain what it is intended shall be done and how, and to ex- 
pose the insincerity of the motives and plans, that the American 
people, who must. ultimately determine this question for them- 
selves, may know what they are to pass upon. I said a moment 
ago.that a peculiar temper prevails. Men are inspired these days 
with great contempt for constitutional obstructions. Gentlemen 
of this House have been busy for weeks and are still engaged in 
seeking some constitutional sanction for imperialism, for holding 
rar st aap by military 2 If they fail, and they will, 
I nevertheless expect to hear them assert it. They should, if they 
intend to persist in their purpose, be as honest as Mr. Whitelaw 
Reid. During the summer I received a copy of a speech deliv- 
ered by him before the Miami University, in Ohio, upon the sub- 
= Pa the duty of the American Government in the Philippine 

an 

Mr. Reid takes up this question of constitutionality and the 
rights of the United States to acquire territory for p s other 
than that of statehood. Under the Constitution, according to the 
contention of some, and as I myself believe, as interpreted in the 
decisions rendered by Chief Justice Marshall and followed by 
the Supreme Court in other decisions, our constitutional power is 
limited to acquiring territory for statehood. But I care not to 
discuss that. I am showing now the temper which eee the 
minds of men. Mr. Whitela w Reid takes up these decisions and 
refers to what Jefferson and Madison said, He comments upon 
what Senator Hoar has said and upon the decisions of Chief Jus- 
tices Marshall and Taney, and he uses this startling language. I 
quote from memory: 

I would not by a hair's breadth disparage the wei to be attached to the 

and decisions of these learned men; but tcan not believe that any 

ionate person can read these decisions and opinions in the light of sur- 

rounding circumstances and the conditions under which they were rendered 

„ other conclusion than that they are flimsy as 
acobwe 

Behold, Mr. Chairman, a greater than Washington is here, a 
more coe and learned jurist than Marshall, a greater patriot 
than Jefferson, a wiser than any of the fathers—the gentleman 
who assisted in negotiating the treaty with Spain at the ger's 
point and from her her poor title to possession which she 
was not able to maintain against the insurrectionists themselves 
and to enforce her authority beyond the narrowest limits. 

Not only does Mr. Reid say this; he goes further, and makes 
assertions each more startling and dangerous. Iam sorry that I 

y of his address. I tried to procureit, but 
was unable to find tm the Library or elsewhere. I state it from 
memory, but L pledge myself to the correctness of its substance, 
if I do not give it in the exact language, and I can almost do that. 
In 7 of the purposes of this Government and our possi- 
bilities as a nation, he says: 

Neither chains fi in the Constitution, nor chains of precedent, nor yet 
the dead hand of the Father of his Country, whom we all revere, can prevent 


nation from doing anything that any other nation could do orm 
one hich — or discharging any obligation which imposes. 


What useful function is left for the Constitu- 
tion? 


What is meant, Mr. Chairman. by this? When an emergency 
arises, the Constitution, if it stand in the way, will be di 3 
If an obligation imposes, we will > that obligation without 
reference to the organic law of the land—throw it aside, just as 
his colleague and compeers have cast aside the Declaration of 
Independence and trodden it under foot. We will not be bound by 
chains forged in the Constitution. We will perform our purpose, 
whatever that may be. ; 

Mr. who is to determine when the emergency arises? 
Who is to decide when an obligation is imposed? If we cast our- 
selves loose from all moorings to constitutional safeguards, then 
we are left to the opinion of any bare majority which may get 
control of the affairs of the Government, and in this instance we 
should be left to the dictation of a class of statesmen whom I for 
one am unwilling to intrust with the sacred rights of the people 
unrestrained by chains forged in the Constitution.” 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN of Maine). The time of the gen- 
tleman has ired. i 

Mr. CLARE of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have leave to finish his remarks. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Arkansas be allowed to 


finish his remarks. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, 


Mr. DINSMORE. Are the Filipinosto becomecitizens under the 
new order of things, enjoying equal rights with us? Nobody will 
be bold enough to propose that. . Whitelaw Reid, in the address 
to which I have referred, says that it is not to be considered or 
thought of; they are not fit for it; they can not be made so;“ and 
he holds that they should be held as a subject province under the 
dominion of the United States, suffering such impositions as we 
impose upon them, and denied the blessings that are enjoyed by 
our citizens. Is this Americanism? When did it become so? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the very thing our fathers fought against 
was taxation without representation. Canit bethat England had 
no right in justice or morals toimposesuch burdens upon us, who 
were confessedly her subjects, and that we may honorably and 
rightly exercise: such power over the Filipinos, who have never 
owed us any kind of allegiance? I am sorry indeed to find people 
who seem to think so. 

Have wo already advanced the car of liberty so far that we ma 
now reverse its wheels? Have we done so much for the fair g 
dess that we may now turn and rend her? Oh, that ‘patriotism 
might inspire the hearts of Americans with love of country rather 
than desire for conquest and greed for ill-got gold! 

Oh, that our people might be governed now, as in the past, by 
the one desire to make of this a great proud republic, where peace 
may ever abide and the happiness of our citizens at home be the 
chiefest aim, the first purpose of the laws. Shall our flag, that 
we all love because it has ever been the emblem of liberty, of 
the universal e of man, of his right to govern himself, of 
the immortal principle that government derives its just powers 
from the consent of the governed, whose bright constellation and 
flowing stripes remind us of our growth in power and dominion 


and happiness, while adhering to the safe traditions grown out 
of the Declaration of e ‘i ence—shall it be the ensign that 
shall float over the heads of people held in subjection to our laws 


by military power against their will, laws that discriminate against 
them and deny them participation in the blessings that we enjoy? 
God itfromsuch disgrace. God restrain our people from 
the perpetration of such a wrong. God make us strong in the 
future, as we have been in the past, for the establishment and pro- 
motion of liberty in our own land, by the light of our example in- 
spiring it throughout all the world. [Loud applause. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman one 
question, if he will answer it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. With pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Dlinois. There is, of course, a great diver- 
sity of opinion among those who are honestly seeking to arrive 
at a conclusion as to the most honorable course to be pursued in 
the treatment of the Philippine Islands, both immediately and in 
the future. Is it the gentleman's view that the Uni States 
troops in the Philippines should be immediately withdrawn and 
leave the Filipinos absolutely to their own devices? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Immediately? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Hlinois. That they be immediately left to 
their own devices? 

Mr. DENSMORE. Ido not 3 GE as to be immediately 
withdrawn. I have already stated to the House that I think our 
course with reference to them should be the same as our course 
was promised to be to Cuba, whether we ever fulfill it or not. I 
hold that the highest and first duty of the American Government 
is to our own people, without reference to what may happen to 
anybody else. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELL of Hlinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one further question. Would the gentleman be in favor of the 


retention of the igna es at the AT ao of the Filipinos? 
Mr. DINSMORE. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, that is the same 


question propounded with reference to Cuba. 
AE BOU L of Illinois. I am asking it honestly and sin- 
cerely. 


Mr. DINSMORE. I would not. If I could be satisfied that a 
substantial majority of Cubans should desire it, I might be willing 
to take them; but the Philippines, so remote from us—I care not 
what may be said about the obliteration of time and distance in 
eommunication—and so near to other powers struggling for su- 
premaey in the Orient, I would not be willing to take under any 
view. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So numerous and so alien. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes; so filled with people who never can be 
homogeneous with us. Ido not want them. Ithink they would be 
an inj rather than a blessing to us. 

Mr. ‘BOUTELL of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 
think that if we retained the Philippines with the consent of the 
Filipinos it would be of commercial advantage or disadvantage 
to this country? ; 

Mr. DINSMORE, I think it would be an absolute impossibility 
within years to come for us to know whether we had the consent 
of the Filipinos, particularly while we are in military occupation. 
Let me say that I do not care how much they might desire it, I 
should be opposed ever to taking them, because I think it would 
be a menace to us and a danger, without compensating advantages. 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois. I agree with the gentleman that it 
may be difficult to ascertain the opinion of all the Filipinos; but 
2 by a proper plebiscite they should request retention by 
the United States, does the gentleman think it would be to the 
advantage or the disadvantage of the United States from a com- 
mercial point of view? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not think it would be of any advantage 
to us from a commercial point of view. I have already stated that 
I believe that healthful, desirable, profitable trade follows peace 
rather than war, thrift rather than force, and that we should main- 
tain relations of peace with the world and adhere to the injunction 
of our fathers to keep free from entangling alliances. I believe 
that an adherence to the Monroe doctrine rather than a de 
o it would promote our commerce, our happiness, and our 

ety. i 

One more word in closing. Mr. Chairman, I have a horrible 
fear that if this thing is done, it may be the beginning of the end. 
It will be done unless prevented by the le in the ensuing elec- 
tion. The decree of the Administration has gone forth. en 
Americans deprive other people of liberty as sir desire it, I trem- 
ble for ourown. Perhaps the roseate view of my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] is the correct one, but mine at least 
accords with history in the past, and his is based only upon hope 
and pride of race. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacey having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was reques 

S. 746. An act to authorize C. R. Dobbins to 
awarded to him by the government of the Dominion of Canada in 
recognition of his humane and gallant services to the shipwrecked 
crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weymouth, Nova Scotia; 

S. 707. An act for the relief of Charles T. er; 

S. 421. An act for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 

S. 422. An act for the relief of George A. Orr; 

S. 423. An act for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

S. 424. An act for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

5. An act for the relief of John M. Davis: 

S. 426. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

S. 427. An act for the relief of A. F. Fleet; 

S. 428. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters, widow 
of J. E. Gillingwaters; 

S. 432. An act for the relief of James W. Howell, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; 


S. 436. An act to correct the military record of Perry J. Knoles; 
cConnaughay, private, 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

8. 438. An act for the correction of the military record of James 
M. Crabtree; 

Sexe An act for the correction of the military record of John 
nard; 

8. 359. An act to extend the privilege of immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg.; 

1 8. ite Sa act for the erection of a public building at Provi- 
ence, R. I.; 

8. 2727. An act authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
e the galleakty of PKH 

. R. 51. Joint resolution recogni the antry o nk H, 
Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Foon, of his officers 
and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services in command 
of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to use $50,000 of the appropriations for the sup 
of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern hospital at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate No. 11, to print 7,000 copies of the rt 
= Tal Gen, John R. Brooke, military governor of the island of 

a. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
eee, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House q 


ee eee, concurring), Th 
there be printed for ediate use as nf document 11,000 her La — 


berg 18, 180, an reported by the re i eee at en LO 

as ri y com: ol ments, of w. 
be for the usé of Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the 

and 6,000 for the use of the House of resentatives; also 10,000 copies 

form bed by law for ting eulogies, of which, in cloth binding, 1,000 

shall be for the use of Mr. Hu 3,000 delivered to the Senators 

resentatives of the States of New and Massachusetts, 2,000 for 

the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed withont 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 947. An act to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

= R. Viger An act to amend section 4843 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; an 

H. R. 5042. An act to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments of the District of Columbia. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the House has under considera- 
tion the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. The slight 
changes in the items thereof have been so well explained by the 
chairman of the committee that I do not see that it is nec 
to go further in that direction. But, Mr. Chairman, the thought 
arises whether we, as representatives of the people, in simply 
passing the gtd Somer bills for the different branches of our 

overnment, perform our whole duty in not looking into the 
condition and state of them to see whether our appropriations are 
wisely bestowed and whether they are organized for the fullest 
efficiency and for the greatest degree of economy. 

In appropriating the various items of the sum total for our con- 
sular service, should we not look into that branch, a most impor- 
tant one in the commercial relations of our country, and see what 
its organization is to-day, what are the principles upon which it 
is founded, and what is the qmenos of the personnel of that 
ae my aa me that ri dere po a proper function sgt 
perform: y the representatives o 0 e in passing thi 
annual sia daria bill, and I ask the attention of the com- 
mittee for a short time while I call attention to the present organi- 
zation and the conditions that exist in our consular service to-day. 

It is a curious fact, Mr. Chairman, that with all the energy and 
push shown by the business men of our country in developing 
trade at home and their exports abroad, they have paid so lit- 
tle attention to this most important service which represents the 
best interests of our country in foreign lands. It is even a 
more curious fact that those who are intrusted with the govern- 
ment of our country, both the executive and the legislative 
branches, have paid but little attention to this important service 
from the foundation of the service by the act of 1780. Nothing 
was done in the whole history of our country to enlarge or im- 
prove the service until 1883, w a bill mas panog taking away, 
to a large degree, the shipping fees which grown to such 
a sore in the service and brought it into such disrepute that it 
was found absolutely necessary to take some step in that direc- 
tion. From that day to this t has been no practical legisla- 
lation bearing upon this important service in our country. 

Some of the consulates that were of great importance since that 
time, owing to chi in the trade, have become less so, and those 
that had no factor in the development of our trade practically, 
owing to phical and political changes, have become some of 
the most t in the service. The compensation attaching 
to these various Pe has not been changed, while the cost of 
living has greatly increased. The whole system of salaries in the 
service is hodgepodge, some increased here and there under diplo- 
matic appropriation bills, but as a whole not founded on any idea 
of system or proper compensation for the amount of work done or 
the ability of the incumbent that holds the office. 

Such changes in condition show the necessity for a careful ree 
vision of the salaries throughout the service. As an example of 
the incongruous condition which this detached legislation has im- 
posed upon the service the following are cited: 

The consulate at Nuremberg, Germany, a city of 100, 000 inhab- 
itants, hasa salary of $3,000, and the consulate at Fürth, but afew 
minutes distant by street car, has a salary of $2,000. 

On the other hand, the important consulates at Mannheim and 
Munich, the latter the capital of Bavaria, a city of 405,000 inhab- 
itants and the residence of a large American colony, have a salary 
of only $1,500 each. 

The values of declared s to the United States from the 
Mannheim district in 1894 were $3,648,989; in 1895, $3,875,588; and 
in 1896, $3,468,261; while those from Nuremberg were, 1894, 
$1,406,740; 1895, $1,525,204; and in 1896, $1,561,521. 

The case at Kehl is even more striking, for the district of that 
consulate includes all of Lorraine and a large part of Alsace, where 
the cases of friction between the authorities and naturalized Amer- 
ican citizens, natives of those provinces, are of constant occur- 
rence and require on the part of the United States consul the exer- 
cise of firmness and diplomatie discretion, while the duties of the 
consul at Munich, with its large number of inhabitants, many of 
them being Americans, requires the assiduous and constant atten- 
tion of the person occupying that position. 

The recital of these facts assuredly shows the need of the revi- 
sion in our consular service, and they could be — in every 
portion of the globe to which that service is extended. 

Thus it will be seen that from a business standpoint the service 
to-day is in a most mixed and unsatisfactory condition. Let us 
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look at the organization of the service; let us see how the appoint- 
ments are made, what qualifications are deemed necessary, an 
what is the tenure of office. I wish it distinctly understood that 


I am speaking absolutely from a nonpartisan standpoint. I do 
not attack the Administration of either political party. I hold 
that under the present system it is absolutely im ible for the 
Executive of our Republic or for any Senator or Representative, 
however earnest or highly qualified he may be, to stand up against 
the political pressure that is brought to bear to-day to secure 
political appointments in our consular service. 

The advan of a reorganization of our consular service has 
been called to the attention of Congress from time to time by those 
who saw the growing necessity for some legislation in that regard. 
The Department of State has long recognized the inadequacy of 
the consular service to the growing needs of the country and to 
the proper protection of the business and property of our citizens 
residing abroad, either for business or the pleasure of travel. 

Secretary of State Livingstone, in 1833, and Secretary of State 
Buchanan, in 1846, called attention to the evils existing in the 
service, but it was not until 1884, when Secretary of State ling- 
huysen discussed the subject in his admirable and exhaustive re- 
port transmitted to Congress by President Arthur March 20 of 
Mek 22 np the strong necessity for action was made apparent. 

it he - 


of our expo 
chee ts TOEA tn the ae 


breadstuffs, pro- 
5 


vo, and our Fee ee e 80 favorable, as to give us ya 
monopoly for their supply. 
os conditions of international demand and supply are undergoing radi- 
an 8 


ges, which the near future will intensif: 
The efforts which have been made and w: are bein mada by Ronepe 
to enlarge the field of supply in the above-mentioned ucts, aided b e 
ambition which prevails in all countries for the development of nai and 
artificial resources to meet their own wants and to supply the wants of oth- 
ers, have resulted in awakening competition for the supply even of those 
products which we have heretofore controlled. It is true that thus far this 
tition has not affected our trade to any N exten 

e ambition w 


commercial relationsand industrial interests which now prevail in Europe have 
originated hostility to American products in many countries and afford addi- 
tional reasons for the enlargem 

The same necessity has been pressed upon the Government at 
home by our representatives in the service abroad, In 1864 John 
Bigelow, consul at Paris, wrote: 


The practical results of our system, which in this respect has no parallel 
undor any other government, are— 

(1) That we are — — to select for consular posts men without the proper 

and qualifications. 

(A e are obliged to select men who have no intention of making a career 
in the consular service. Consequently er haye no t inducement to 
qualify themselves properly for whic! Shey con ope to hold only for 
a brief term by the aenisition knowledge of little or no use to them in 


any other profession. - 

ts) The fact that our consuls are so transitory deprives them of their 
proper infiuence in the consular body, as well as in most political and social 

es where it is the interest of the Government that they should circulate. 

(©) Such frequent changes prevent anything like uniformity or regularity 
in the conduct of business, which results in a serious prejudice to 
commerce and a grave inconvenience to the Department. 

(5) With each shange of A tion the Government is exposed to lose 
the fit of whatever knowl and influence its agents have acquired 
during their terms of service, and thus most of the time is served by raw, 

refore, to a considerable extent, by incom nt officers, 
re is no other country in the world where the tenure of the consular 
office is dependent upon the anence of the home administration. Nor 
can eee be defended by any consideration whatever which looks to 
its ess and efficiency. 


Surely no ny ier. Og evidence could be adduced, coming from one 
of experience in the consular service. a 

The Hon. Robert Adams, jr., when United States minister to 
Brazil, in 1889, wrote in the North American Review: 


The method by which the men are chosen for the positions necessarily 
8 candidates, while the short tenure of office, which is gen- 
erally limi to the Presidential term, almost certainly so if a change of 
takes place, and the meager salaries paid—in some posts hardly sum 
cient to support life in a respectable manner—deters competent men from 
entering the service. It should also be remembered that there is no promo- 
tion for efficient service; that a consul can not hope for a change of climate 
from a ti toa more healthful and genial one after a given period of sery- 
ice, and that there is always the prospect of returning to the United States 
broken down in health, unfit to resume private ness, and without 
prospect of further employment at the hands of the Government. 
Assistant Secretary Rockhill, in an article in the Forum for the 
month of February, 1897, sums up the evils of our consular sys- 
tem as follows: 
1) Imperfect mode of selection of consular officers. 
2) No mey of tenure. 
3) Inadequate compensation, resulting in (a) the exaction of excessive fees 
(b) the creation of consular agencies to increase salaries. 
4 cessive number of feed consulates and commercial agen 


cies. 
5 L mat pad enforcement of regulations, especially as regards amounts of 


fees their collection. 


This maant from the late Assistant Secretary of State, who 
had especial charge of the consular service, is certainly deserving 
of great weight upon this subject. 


d | to do away with consular an 


It is proposed to place all grades of consuls under a salary and 
commercial agencies, and provide 
that all fees of all kinds must be accounted for and covered into 
the United States Treasury. Of the advantages of this system 
over the present one abundant evidence is presented by those most 
conversant with the needs of the service. In 1871 Inspector Keim 
reported: 

The act of 1856 was doubtless designed to correct the most conspicuous of 
the abuses which prevailed. * * The evils prior to that date may have 
been mitigated or may have suffered temporary abatement. * * * They 
were certainly not e icated; and theseabuses * * * have been perpetu- 
ated in most cases by cach su g officer, 

Again, in 1879, Gen. Julius Stahel, then consul at Hiogo, Japan, 
wrote to the Department of State: 


The permission nted to consular officers of receiving unofficial fees for 
no’ acts, etc., is liable to abuse, and is the root of many evils and irregu- 
ties. 2 Isu that the permission to charge unofficial fees 


withdra and that fees received by consular officers, for whatsoever 
oe way one of the greatest evils of our service would be remedied and dig- 


Secretary Frelinghuysen, in his report of 1884 on the consular 
service, said: 

In the opinion of the ment, the present s 
fees, either official or unofficial, should be abolished. Whatever money comes 
into the consul’s hands should be turned into the Treasury of the United 
55 Gn and he should depend for his support entirely upon the salary allowed 

In 1885, writing on the same subject to the Department, Gen. 
John S. Mosby, consul at Hongkong, expressed himself even more 
emphatically: 

Consular fees should,in my opinia. baal ther abolished. * „The 
best wey to secure honesty in public is to make 9 tor 
officers to be dishonest. Icansee no sound reason forsendi: abroad to 
collectrevenue fortheGovernment. Youmightas wellaend the Navy to doit. 

The pene of the service has improved under the orders 
issued by President Cleveland and President Harrison, and which 
are being carried out by the present Executive. But that is only 
a step in the right direction; it is liable to be overturned at any 
time; it is transient in its nature, and the appointment is still a 
subject of political pressure. 

What business man who wanted to choose a clerk in his busi- 
ness would allow some outside person to bring a candidate for 
that ition and say, without to his fitness, This man 
must be appointed,” and to back that up with sufficient personal 
and political influence to force that person into the place? That 
is the present status of our consular service. ‘To-day men are not 
appointed for their qualifications or their fitness; they are ap- 
pointed under political pressure. 

I know the ceing mai exists among many members of this 
House against what is known as “‘civil-service reform.” Now, I 
do not wish to be misunderstood in regard to my ideas on this sub- 
ject. I know that ey. members of this House are loath to part 
with any patronage which they think may be of any assistance to 
them during their renomination. I would call the attention of 
such gentlemen to this fact in regard to appointments in the con- 
sular service: You may have three or four applicants in your dis- 
trict for bp xe nner as consul toa eater lace. In the dis- 
tribution of patronage it is absolutely impossible, however great 
may be your influence, for you to get more than one person ap- 
pointed in your district. 

Now, my friends, what is the practical result of securing this 
appointment? The only gentleman whom you have favored and 
upon whose st 8 5 you may think you can rely is sent out of 
the country, and the three gentlemen whom you have disap- 
pointed remain at home, each vowing vengeance in his heart— 
each ready to take the greatest satisfaction in preventing your 
return to Congress when you come up for renomination. And 
the one friend upon whom you thought you had the right to rely 
for support and aid will write to you that owing to the smallness 
of his compensation and the 1 ess of his family and expen- 
siveness of the trip, however glad he would be to come home and 

ive you that support which gratitude would indicate as his duty, 

e ts that under the circumstances it will be utterly impos- 
sible for him to come back. 

So I say that any member of this House who thinks that he is 
securing assistance in his political life or a continuance of his 

litical position by controlling such appointments will, if he will 

ook into the matter carefully, see that the sooner this sort of 
so-called “influence” is removed the more likely will be the con- 
tinuance of his tenure in office and the retention of his seat. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that a good business man does receive 
one of these appointments. Suppose he is admirably fitted to 
report on the commercial necessities of the country to which he is 
accredited and to inform our people at home of what those coun- 
tries have to sell to us or exchange with us in commerce, I 
acknowledge that the previous business experience may be of 
benefit toa consul. But suppose the Se is simply a good 


tem of compensation by 


American citizen who speaks only “United States.” Su 
pose he is sent, as he most likely will be, to a country where 
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native language is scarcely spoken at all or scarcely understood. 
Can anyone maintain that after this man has been there four 
years and has acquired the language and has become able to read 
the newspapers and the trade reports and to inquire and report 
upon the needs of the country—what that country needs to buy 
and what it has to sell us—is there a business or professional 
man in this House who will contend that the system is founded 
on a sound principle which would bring that man home at the 
end of four years and send out another to go through the same 
course of schooling and to be also brought home when he has ac- 
quired sufficient knowledge to perform well the duties of the con- 
sulship? I think these facts are self-evident propositions that any 
man can realize. 

Mr. Chairman, bills have been introduced into this House for 
the purpose of putting this whole service under a long tenure, 
conditioned upon passing examinations for the entering of the 
service, removals to be o Shee account of misbehavior or unfit- 
ness, with the service divided into classes, and promotions from 
one class to the other for diligence and ability. It is to these 
measures that fora few moments I invite the attention of the 
House, to improve the conditions which now exist. 

Very few people, Mr. Chairman, realize the full functions of a 
consul while he is performing his duties abroad. If the House 
will bear with me, I willread briefly in order toimpress upon them 
the importance of this branch of the service: 

Consuls are appointed to reside abroad for the purpose of protecting, facil- 
itating, and extending commerce between the countries which appoint them 
and the countries whither they are sent. Their functions, however, are not 
limited to commercial tr: ions. They stand as the protectors and advis- 
ers of their countrymen present in foreign lands; they act as judges, nota- 
ries, and administrators of interests and of all property of such as have no 
le representative; they have to prevent frauds on the revenue; to notice 
infractions of treaty stipulations relating to trade; to advise their govern- 
ment of new laws or . eee within their districts; to preserve the disci- 
pline of the commercial marine; to guard seamen from oppression, and they 
are expected to aid the destitute, for which purpose no funds are available 
except their meager salary. 

C required to prepare from time to time reports upon mat- 
commercial, industrial, financial, and agricultural interests; 
regarding labor, rate of w: hours of work, and the condition of working 
FVFCVVFVCVCCVCVCCCCCCT ANOT 
— — home and of her commerce abroad. Certainly these are duties 
sufficiently arduous and numerous to require for their faithful performance 
all the intelligence, honor, and patriotism of the best citizens of the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, that is an extract from an article that I wrote 
as much as ten years ago for the North American Review. It 
was written in consequence of my personal observations in South 
America, whither I had been sent officially as United States min- 
ister to Brazil. I visited every consulate, from Para down to 
Buenos Ayres, on the west coast. I do not wish to refer person- 
ally to the conditions I found there, for, as I have already stated, 
it is the system to which I wish to call attention, and not the per- 
sonnel, because, until the system is changed, it is beyond the 
power of man to entirely change the conditions. 

A consul at the present time has no incentive to work. Why 
should a man who is sent to a bad climate, who knows that at the 
end of four years, even if his own political party remains in power, 
he will be called home in order that some other man may be re- 
warded? What incentive has that man in a tropical climate to 
arouse his energy to work to the full measure of his ability? 

Under these bills which have been introduced—and one of which 
I hope will be reported for submission to this House—the service 
is divided into classes, and a man can be promoted from one to 
the other by the State Department under direction of the Presi- 
dent. Not only that, but make this a long-tenure service and you 
will find that young men in our country, the same as they do in 
others, will fit themselves for this profession and enter it as a live- 
lihood, They would not be warranted under present conditions 
in expending the time and money necessary to take a two A 
course or even a shorter time. That amount of capital would not 
be warranted to be invested unless a young man felt that he had 
a life service or a long-tenure service before him, The universi- 
ties are already inquiring. I have had communications from two 
colleges this winter asking if it would be possible, if this bill were 
to pass, that they could institute special courses in the universities 
to prepare young men for this service. 

ur consuls should be trained for their positions and pass an 
examination on such subjects as the laws regulating shipping, 
the commercial treaties existing between their own and other 
countries, the laws relating to intestates, on the consular regula- 
tions of the United States, and on such other subjects as relate to 
their duties. They should also be required to have a practical 
knowledge of French or of the language of the country to which 
they are to be sent. It will be demanded, ‘‘ Where will such a 

ially educated class come from?” Once it is understood that 
the service is a permanent one, young men will prepare for it the 
same as they do for other professions, and in sufticient numbers 
to arouse 8 That this was not a matter of conjecture 
was fully established by the experience in Great Britain when the 
examination for the civil service was thrown open to all, thenum- 


ber of applicants having increased the first year from 5,000 to 
15,000 and the character and ability of the applicants having proved 
as 9 — as if not better than that of the selected applicants had 
been before. 

To insure this, however, the salaries must be raised. How can 


a man be expected to live at Para, in Brazil, under an equatorial 
sun, exposed to malarial and yellow fevers, and deprived almost 
entirely of all social intercourse, for $2,000a year; or, even worse, 
at Santos, where the town was decimated by yellow fever, the 
victims including the United States vice-consul? Yet the impor- 
tance of the first position to our country can best be stated by the 
value of the exports to the United States, which amount annually 
to $7,000,000, while the annual export of coffee alone from the 
second port to our country is $30,000,000. These cases could be 
ee but they are sufficient to illustrate the present state of 
airs, 

Nowhere is the adage ‘‘ The best is the chea: 
illustrated than in the consular service. H 
of the proper material, no necessity could have arisen for the 
establishment of the South American Bureau or of sending spe- 
cial commissioners to the foreign governments to make arrange- 
ments for the exhibits at the Columbian ition. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam an American in my love for my country 
and in my belief in its institutions, but I am not so wrapped up 
in patriotism that I do not think our Republic, which is young 
compared with the other nations of the world, can not learn from 
other countries. We are the only civilized nation to-day that 
allows this important branch of its service to be run on haphazard 
appointments and without proper control. England, ce, 
Germany, Russia, Italy, Turkey, every country has this service 
organized in such a way that men can become acquainted with 
their duties and can make more efficient reports. As trade ex- 
panas and commerce becomes more complicated and competition. 

mes more keen, the necessity that our merchants should have 
the most accurateinformation gathered by trained men who know 
just what is required, and not gathered haphazard, with an en- 
ergy that may be commendable but which is not advisable, all 
this becomes more important for thoseathome. All the countries 
which I have mentioned have a service in which men are promoted 
for their ability and their efficiency from one post to another. 

It has been advanced that some of our consuls make admirable 
reports. I acknowledge that fact with great pleasure, Mr. Chair- 
man, and those gentlemen deserve all credit for their loyalty and 
devotion to their country, but those men and those reports are ac- 
cidents and do not come as the result of a principle. These men 
were appointed at the suggestion of some one, but for every good 
man who is appointed it is just as likely, under the present sys- 
tem, that a one may come next. ere is no regulation or 
organization of the system. 5 

ow, Mr. Chairman, what I contend is that this great service of 
our country, which So its business and commercial inter- 
ests, should be founded on principle, so that every appointee 
should be qualified for the place, so that every man who does his 
duty and makes good i pas will be assured of promotion, and 
every man who is sent to an undesirable post with an almost 
deadly climate may at least live in the hope that if he arouses his 
energies in that enervating atmosphere and performs his duties 
with credit, in a short space of time he may receive promotion and 
be moved up in the service. 

In conclusion, without going into the political question which 
has been raised by ay istingnished colleague from Arkansas 
[Mr. DINSMORE], I will simply take the physical fact that our 
country is about to expand territorially. Just so surely as that 
takes place, it must expand commercially. The energy and the 
enterprise of the American people will not allow any opportunity 
to pass where they can add to the wealth and industry and em- 
ploy the labor of our great country. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, the possession of the Phili 
pine Islands is a mere stepping-stone to the great trade for whi 
all Europe is ing in China and the East. Whatever advan- 
tages they may offer, of themselves, sink into insignificance com- 
pared to the trade that is going to open to the civilized nations of 
the world with the 400,000,000 people, semicivilized at least, who 
taunt us with our civilization, for they think theirs is much 
older, but who are certainly civilized sufficiently to use our goods, 
to employ our machinery, to market our electrical appliances and 
railroad i and other such commodities which our country 
exports. Surely we must have reliable information from these 
regions if we wish to secure their trade. Surely we should have 
men there who are specially prepared to report what is nece z 

Just toillustrate how perfectly useless a haphazard citizen would 
be to send as consul to China, on Saturday it was my privilege toac- 
company the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee to an 
institution in Philadelphia, which is established to expand our ex- 
port trade; and one of the most curious things submitted to that 
committee was a report from China, with a great number of illus- 
trations of the stamps to be put on the covers of the goods to be 
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sent there. For if you impugn or slight in any Senon the re- 
ligion or any of the traditions of China by any labels that you put 
on the or any ign in the patterns that go there, you 
mightas well take those goods and burn them up in a bonfire. This 
is one illustration, Mr. irman, that relates to the cotton goods 
to supply 400,000,000 people. I do not think any consul, unless 
he had previous g and had had his attention called to the 
subject, would be likely to learn this one thing until he had re- 
sided in China some time; and even then, if he had the incentive 
of longevity, I question if he would have the time, the trouble, to 
that to his own government. 

Chairman, this opportunity that is now coming before our 
conntry for the extension of our trade and commerce is one of the 
princi reasons why I press this question upon-the Honse and 
why ya ng this legislation before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which 
of the bills that has been submitted to it. 
entire support of the business community. The National Board 
of Trade, assembled in Washington only last week, is unanimously 
indorsing the principle of this bill. The boards of trade of Chi- 
cago, Cleveland, New York, and Philadelphia sent deputations to 
appear berore our committee to urge the passage of some such 
measure as this; and J have taken this opportunity to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the question, hoping to arouse general inter- 
est in this great question, which will tend as much to the deyelop- 
ment of the prosperity of our country as any measure that will 
come before it this session of Congress. 


The measure has the 


à K of . Chairman, a correspondent of 
the London Times once wrote to that paper stating that he sent 
it a long letter because he did not have time eno’ to prepare a 
short one. That was avery 12 remark. I, perhaps, will 
speak longer to-day than if I had had time to write out a speech 
on the Philippine question, to which I 2 to devote myself 
exclusively. In order that there may no question whatever 
about what I think upon this subject, I propose to begin with a 
few plain F which I intend to discuss. 

A man does not have to be an idiot in order to e er A 
man is not a traitor because he is opposed to doing those things 
which jeopardize the existence of this Republic. 

An American is not a pessimist because he is unwilling to see 
his country adopt as a settled creed the political principles of 
Alexander, Ozsar, or Napoleon. 

7 In the hands of political jobbers the American flag, like the 
mantle of charity, will be made to cover a multitude of sins. I 
do not care a baubee about Agumaldo.or the Philippinos, My 
sympathy, my heart, my solicitude, out to the American peo- 
ple. I think more, far more, of the liberties of my children than 
of all the trade of all the earth. I would like to leave them both 
rich and free, but of the two I would infinitely prefer to leave 
fe aseaetian ech aed kale cil eo ple cece poroee ana ee 

sympa With an people everywhere struggling for 
liberty. I would not give the life of one healthy, honest, moral, 
parsone ambitious American white boy in exchange for all the 

ilippinos [applause] now in the archipelago or who will be 
there until the great judgment day. Believing firmly—and I will 
answer your question, my good frien 

TELL of Illinois. Thank you. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Believing firmly that the annexation 
of the Philippines, either 8 or with the consent of the peo- 
ple of those ds, will in the end prove dangerous, if notruinons, 
to our „government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people, I am dead against it now, henceforth, and forever. I 
would be inst annexing them if every man, woman, and child 


in the Philippine Islands stood beseeching us to annex them. 

imi on and recrimination are not ideal methods of ascer- 
taining truth or of discovering either the path of duty or the best 
interests of ourselves and of our ity. 

It must be taken for granted that eray citizen of the Republic 
worthy of his birthright of freedom is heartily in favor of per- 
petuating our representative Government. z 

Nomore important question was ever beforethe American Con- 
gress than the one which now confronts us of determining our 
relations to the Philippine Islands. U its solution depend our 
Own prosperity and happiness no less the happiness and pros- 

ity of the Philippinos. For its consideration and determination 
invoke the patient study, careful investigation, deliberate judg- 
ment, and purest 1 of every man upon this floor. 

What has been done and said is not of as much consequence as 
what will hereafter be done and said. Thus far itions offered 
and theories advanced have been tentative in their character. In 
military parlance, divers and sundry tlemen, from the Presi- 
dent down to the junior Senator from Indiana, have been “ feeling 
the position,” listening for the vox uli, and trying, let us hope, 
roar e barrage “set what is best for us to doin 
the position of indubitable difficulty in which we find ourselves. 

But the time is coming, and it is comi i 


. oming 
adopt a permanent policy that we are willin 
e 


rapidly, when we must 
to stand or to fall by. 
e Philippine Islan 
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in theory. We have them not in fact. It was first said that we 


had them by are but the President gives np that pr 
tion, if he ever held it. Judge Day, who was at the head of the 
Peace Commission, says: - If we have any claim over there, it is a 
right by purchase and not by conquest.” Now, what are we doing? 
I invite your attention, and, if need be your questions, because, 
as this is not a written, cast-iron, prepared speech, it admits of 
plasarii, and 1 an not sure 3 we shall si ata wise 
and righteous conclusion a great deal sovner uestioning each 
other than by ing set speeches. 4 
Section 10 of the treaty of Paris provides 


That the civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the 
58 hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the 
Mgress. 


The phrase the territories hereby ceded” means the Philip- 


pines. 

Nearly fourteen months have gone to join the years before the 
flood since that treaty was signed—tc-morrow will be the anni- 
versary of its ratification by the Senate—yet Congress has done 
nothing, absolutely nothing, has not even attempted to do any- 
thing, toward carrying out that provision of the treaty to de- 
termine the civil rights and political status” of those far-away and 
unhappy islanders, 

The status of the Philippines and the rights of Americans are 
left, like Mohammed's coffin, suspended between heaven and earth. 

After that treaty was ratified by the Senate, imitating the 
example of the man who locked the barn after the horse was gone, 
that body passed a resolution by way of construing the treaty, in 
which it declares ‘‘that by the ratification of the treaty of peace 
with Spain it is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of 
the Philippine Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor 
is it intended to permanently annex said islands as an integral 
part of the territory of the United States.” 

That is what the Senate said, but the Senate is not the Congress; 
and as at least one-half of the Senators have expressed opinions 
diametrically opposed to that resolution, and as the President of 
the United States, in his stumping tour through the West in 
1898, which changed what would have been a democratic majority 
into a Republican majority [applanse on the Republican side]— 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] does well to applaud, 
because he would not have been in this Congress if it had not been 
for Mr. McKinley's speeches [laughter]—as on that tour the 
President rejected that theory, it must be taken for granted that 
the Congress does not indorse it. 

Now, the primary question is—and I press it home npon your 
minds and consciences—Does Congress intend to abdicate itsfunc- 
tions or not? That is what we have done so far. In the last Con- 
gress we frequently inquired what was the policy of the White 
House, what the ponora the Republican was. Noman on 
that side of the Chamber ever undertook to say what it was; occa- 
sionally and only occasionally one would say what his own theory 
was. But I wish to repeat that question: Does Congress intend to 
legislate under the tenth section of the treaty of Paris, as it is in 
duty bound to do, or does it intend to abdicate its constitutional 
function and permit the President to run things ad libitum in 
the Philippines by means of a military satrapy? Judging the 
future by the past, all that Congress is expected to do in this mat- 
ter of such far-r ing consequence to the American people is 
to furnish the money to carry on the government by satraps and 
to keep up a war which Congress never authorized and which 
Congress and Congress alone had the constitutional power to 
authorize. How long is this extraordinary state of affairs to 
continue? Is it to be continued only till after the election in order 
to give Republicans a chance to repudiate any particular policy 
and to advocate the one that appears to be most popular, or is 
it, like Tennyson's brook, to go on forever? 

These questions are not asked for amusement or aggravation, 
but because the people of America have a right to the information. 

Indeed, on several occasions, when, in the other end of the Capi- 
tol, gentlemen have offered resolutions of inquiry, the resolutions 
have been tabled and the patriotism of the authors impugned. 

In the days of reconstruction Congress usurped Executive func- 
tions until the office of the President of the United States was 
reduced almost to a nullity. Now the President of the United 
States usurps legislative functions until Congress has fallen to 
the low estate of being merely an animated cash register for the 
executive department of this Government. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Which do you like the best? 

Mr. CLARKof Missouri. I donotlikeeitherone. IIike for the 
executive department to attend strictly to its own business, for 
the legislative 5 to attend to its business strietly, and 
for the judicial department to attend to its business strictly, 
and not undertake to run the politics of this country by issuing an 
injunction at every full or change of the moon. [Laughter.] 

There was a day when the rescripts of the Roman emperors 
were Supposed to be of binding effect throughout their vast do- 
main, It really appears that we are fast sinking to a position 
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when the wish of the President and not the Constitution is the 


supreme law of the land. $ 

he Spanish war, which Congress declared, really ended in 
J uly, 1898; technically it ended with the ratification of the treaty 
of Paris. 

The Philippine war, which Congress never declared, began 
about the time the Spanish war closed, is still raging, and the end 
thereof is not even in sight. $ 

One day we are informed by General Otis, our viceroy in Asia, 
that Aguinaldo is cornered and about to be captured at some dis- 
tant pats the next day Aguinaldo is fighting within hearing of 
Manila 


This game of military hide and seek has been played for about 
a year at a cost to the people of thousands of valuable American 
lives and of over one hundred millions in hard cash. 

The mothers and fathers of the country who are called upon to 
sacrifice their sons, the overburdened vers who foot the bills, 
are beginning to exclaim, “How long, O Lord, how long?” 

The Spanish war—the war authorized by Congress—added to 
our renown by the splendid victories of our forces by land and 
sea and gave us at least two new naval heroes of the first rank 
George 8 and Winfield Scott Schley. i 

But no man who has any reputation for veracity to lose will 
assert that the Philippine war has added to either our glory as a 
people or to the strength of the Republic. ; 

When the Spanish war closed we could have occupied the most 
enviable position ever held by any nation since creation's dawn, 
and all we had to do was to do that which we owed it to ourselves 
to do, and that was to say to both the Cubans and the Philippinos, 
„The Spaniards are beaten; your chains are broken; you helped 
us to do this thing; now set up any sort of government you want, 
and we will make the other nations of the earth keep their hands 
off of you or we will shoot them off.” [Applause.] 

We would never have been compelled to fire. a gun to make that 
promise good, for there is nota nation on earth that has any de- 
sire to see the fleets of Dewey and of Schley-riding triumphantly in 
their harbors and shelling their seaport cities. 

Had we done that, unstinted praises of our disinterestedness 
and philanthropy would have rung round the world, coupled with 
the amazing story of American valor.and the prowess of Amer- 
icans in arms. ee Old Glory floated it would have been 
hailed by millions of loving hearts in every quarter of the globe 
as the emblem of a people who are free themselves and who are 
willing and anxious that all men everywhere shall be free. 

Now, on the principle that a fellow-feeling makes the whole 
world kin, the crowned and sceptered despots of Europe say to 
us: “All hail! We welcome you to membership in the ancient 
and sordid society of land grabbers. As you are the youngest 
and the strongest, we will give you the largest, choicest, and 
juiciest slice in partitioning the face of the globe among ourselves. 
We are in high good humor with you because you have eschewed 
the pestiferous principles of the Declaration of Independence, the 
cobweb restrictions of the Constitution, the posterous senti- 
ments of Washington's Farewell Address, the decisions of the Su- 

e Court for a century, the ꝓresumptuous doctrine of James 

onroe, and the solemn advice of Abraham Lincoln. Those men 
and those principles were well enough in a crude pe 7 amon 
a backwoods people, but this is the last year of i nineteen 
century—if not the first of the twentieth—and we will go land 
hunting, gue hunting, diamond hunting, and man hunting to- 
gether. a special favor we will give you all the entangling 
alliances you want for the rest of your lives, beginning with the 
Anglo-American alliance.” 

Just here I desire to makea fewremarks 4 wo another question, 
which is edged in here once in a while. It been stated upon 
the floor of this House repeatedly by several Republican mem- 
bers, and it has been hinted at once or twice on this side of the 
House, that no party can succeed that is merely a party of nega- 
tion. Now, that sounds very well—that no party will amount to 
anything that issimply an anti-party. That sounds very well 
too. I do not know how much attention you gentlemen have paid 
to political nomenclature, but I state, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that no party in this country has ever amounted 
to anything that did not start out with the word anti prefixed to 
its name, and it grows out of the very nature of things. The 
robust party, the party of opposition, must in the very exigencies 
of the case fight a good many of the theories of the majority. 

Let us see if that proposition is not true. The Democratic party 
as it exists to-day was first called the anti- Federalist party. It won 
its first great victory by turning John Adams and the Federalists 
out of this Government under the name of anti-Federalists. Now, 
if some of these doctrinaires,including my brother from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SIBLEY], who is not now in his seat, had been living in 
that day and generation, they would with sublime effrontery have 
said to Thomas Jefferson and James Madison and Albert Gallatin, 
“Why, you do not know what you are doing, to call yourselves 
ananti-Fe party.” After they got in they changed the name 
of the party by a natural evolution to Republican party; then when 


the revolution came, which brought on the era of good feeling“ 

which was the w iod of American personal politics -e took, 

e eee the name of Democratic party, which we hold to 
ay. 

‘Now, how about you ‘Republicans? You started out as the 
anti-slavery party, and all the victories that you ever won for 
which history will give you any credit tas achieved as the anti- 
slavery party. You afterwards changed the name to the Repub- 
lican party. As applied to our institutions, the phrase Repub- 
lican party means absolutely nothing, and the phrase Demo- 
cratic pariy means absolutely nothing. A Republican isa man 
that is in favor of representative government; and we.all claim 
to bein ‘favor of that. A democracy is a country where all the 
people get together and make their own laws, a thing which can 
2 5 happen in a very small community, like the republies of 

reece. 

An anti-imperialist of to-day is a man who is in favor of pre- 
serving the Republic and is against establishing an empire under 
the American in Asia or elsewhere. 

An anti-trust man is one who believes the Ten Commandments, 

rticularly the one which says, Thou shalt not steal;“ who be- 

ieves in giving 5 equal chance and who believes 
that competition is the life of trade. 

An anti-gold-standard man is one who believes in the money of 
the Constitution—both silver and gold. And so on to the end of 
the chapter. So let us hear no more cant about a mere of 
negation. Weare for everything that is right and anti“ as to 
everything wrong. 

But to return to our mutton. What are we going to do about 
the Philippines? What is it our duty to do? hat have wWwe a 
right to do? Under the Constitution and the decisions of the Su- 
1 we must either refuse to take the Philippines and to 

Id them permanently or we must admit them as States. There 
is no 1 that 5 if we are to pay any attention 
to the hig judicial authority. 

It is with the greatest diffidencethat I quote the Supreme Court 
of the United States or any judge thereof. My observation is that 
everyone admires the Supreme Court and adores it when it has 
decided his way; and when it decides against him, he reserves to 
himself the right to go outside and “cuss” the Court, Very 
much depends on whose ox is gored. 

The other day my distinguished friend from Maine * LITTLE- 
FIELD] who sits in front of me and who'honors me by his atten- 
tion, put in a great deal of his time apotheosizing Judge Story, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. I do not object to that. 
Judge Story deserves well at the hands of posterity. But I am 
going to quote you another judge of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States—John Marshali—for nearly thirty-five years Chief 
Justice of the United States. Iam not enamored of Marshall’s 
politics; he was the rankest Federalist that ever lived; but this 
tribute is due to him—that'he was the greatest jurist that ever 
sat on that bench; and Judge Story compared with Marshall is 
as moonlightunto sunlight, or as water unto wine.” Here is what 
Chief Justice Marshall says in one case: 

The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution, and the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given or given by necessary implication. 

‘Now, please bear in mind who John Marshall was. He was not 
only Chief Justice, but he was the chief of Federalists. He re- 
solyéd every doubt in favor of the General Government. But 
those were his words, and surely Republicans ought to accept 
them as sufficient. Remember also that he is defining the powers 
and scope of the Federal Government under the Constitution. 
We are, or ought to be, at this very hour trying with all the lights 
before us to ascertain our powers and our rights in dealing with 
the Philippine Islands under the Constitution. 

Again the Supreme Court says: 

A-power in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies as de- 
pendent. Territories over which they (the Congress) might legislate without 
restriction would be inconsistent with its own existence in its present form. 

Those be pertinent words. 

Then in another case: 
pean te anion ead h y e ties patience abe rrr g aen 
— a whist: prepare the people of the Territories to become States of the 

I want to read that to you again, because upon that proposition 
turus this whole question. The paramount problem to us and our 

ty is, What are we going to do with the Philippines if we 
get them? I have no doubt about our getting them if we want 
them, ‘tough we have not got them yet; but, as I stated once be- 
fore upon the floor of this House, in fighting the annexation of 
the Sandwich Islands, this Government is strong enough to do 
what it pleases with the nations of the earth; and if we want to, 
we can take the islands; never fear about that. 

But I want to read you that proposition again. This isa decision 
of the Supreme Courtof the United States. Now, no Republican ox 
‘*Goldbug” can afford to say that he is not going to be governed 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, because 
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in 1896 you denounced us all over this land as anarchists because 


we proposed to do the very same thing that the Republican party 
had done with the Supreme Court of the United States; that was 
to reorganize it so that we could get the kind of decision out of it 
that we wanted. And as for myself, I unhesitatingly say that if 
I had the power I would reorganize it. 

But I will read the proposition again, for you are nearly all 
lawyers: 

The power of Congress over the Territories is limited by the obvious pur- 
poses for which it was conferred; and those purposes are satisfied by meas- 
oe Laar prepare the people of the Territories to become States of the 

Now, I desire to submit this to you while you are cool, while 
this has not yet become a party question. It is becoming one; 
but it has not become one yet. Is any man on this floor willing 
to say that the Philippine Islands shall ever become States of the 
American Union? I challenge the array on the other side of the 
House individually for any man there to get up and state that he 
is in favor of making American States out of the Philippine 
Islands, either now or hereafter. I pause for a reply. 

I will tell you what I think about the Philippinos. One of two 
things is true about them—vither they are fit for self-government 
or they are not. If they are, in God's name let them govern them- 
selves. If they are not, we do not want them as fellow-citizens. 

I will tell you another thing I belieye I know about them. No 
matter whether they are fit to govern themseldes or not, they are 
not fit to govern us [applause], and that is precisely what they will 
do if we let them in as States. = 

Do you know when they will come in as States? I will not tell 
you the date. Iam not prophet enough for that; but I will tell 
you the conditions under which they will come, and the day that 
they are admitted to the Union the American Union is dead as 
the mammoths that lived in the glacial period: It may take the 
Republic a thousand years to die, as it took Rome, but die she will 
if we admit the Philippine Islands as States, and they will be ad- 
mitted as Statesinto the American Union—now listen, because this 
is not a Democratic propaganda—they will be admitted whenever 
the President of the United States and the Senate of the United 
States and the House of 1 are all of thesame political 
party, when a Presidential election is coming on, and the party in 
power—it does not make a bit of difference which party it is— 
thinks it needs a few more rotten-borough electoral votes. When 
those conditions exist at the same time, in they will come. 

Now, some people grow very virtuous. I understand that. And 
they say that no State has ever been admitted for political effect. 
The man who says that either does not understand the history of 
his country or he states what he knows is not true. How did 
Maine get into the Union? It came in to balance Missouri, im- 
perial Missouri, 8 

Mr. LACEY. Are you getting to be an imperialist? 2 

Mr, CLARK of Missourf. No; I am not an imperialist. I live 
in an im Commonwealth. How did Florida get into the 
Union? To balance Iowa. How did Nevada come into the sis- 
terhood of States? Because the Republicans thought 18 W Sate 
another State to ratify the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments. How did that bunch of Rocky Mountain States 

tin here? For two reasons: Benjamin Harrison had an am- 

ition that more States should be admitted during his Presidency 
than were ever admitted in the Presidency of anybody else; but 
chiefly because the men then in Congress believed that those 
States would vote the Republican ticket early, often, and late. 

Now, let us see what the Supreme Court says a little further—it 
is mighty good reading when it is your way: 

‘on, whether by deed of cession from 
tha original States * wit a foreign country, are held with the ob- 
O 


ieee as soon as their population and con m justify it, of being admitted 
to the Union as Sta upon an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects, 

There you have it. Now, the Philippine Islands have one of the 


two qualifications. They have the population. Nobody knows 
how many islands there are. There is not a man in the House or 
on the earth, except by accident, who can guess within five hundred 
of the number of the Philippine Islands. Even Mark Hanna can 
not do it, nor General GROSVENOR, who knows nearly everything. 
[Laughter] There is not a man in the United States or on the 
of the earth who can tell within 5,000,000 of the number of 
people there are in these islands, But if you take the lowest esti- 
mate, 8,000,000 people, how many States would that make in the 
American Union equal to the population of Neyada, which at the 
last election only cast about 9,000 votes and at the Presidential 
election 12,000? Why, it beggars the imagination to think of the 
number of almond-eyed, brown-skinned, Mo’ an United 
States Senators who would sit over there to kill the vote of Gen. 
FRANCIS MARION COCKRELL, senior and perpetual Senator from the 
State of Missouri, and those other illustrious conscript fathers. 
Now, you gentlemen must look out for breakers. è truth is, 
the more you study it the less you are going to be in favor of takin 
those islands in at all, The more the American people think 
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about it the less stomach they are going to have for seeing the 
liberties of their children imperiled by people who go naked, sleep 
outdoors, and make their living by eating breadfruit off the trees, 

Let us read some more; it is good when it is with you. 

The Supreme Court says: 

The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the United 
States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition, or wherever he may 
pee n the territory of the United States, who has not a right to its pro- 

Now, our Ways and Means Committee—of course I would not 
say anything disrespectful of that august body, which contains 
several of the most distinguished statesmen in this House—that 
committee have been studying what? Politics? No. Finance? 
No. Political economy? No. Studying lexicography, to find out 
what constitutes the United States. I am not authorized to speak 
for that committee, but I understand that they are about to run 
foul of Brother McKinley’s opinion in their definition of what 
constitutes the United States. 

Let me read to you some more from the opinion of the United 
States Supreme Court: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories— 


It does not help it to call them colonies, for that is a mere sub- 
terfuge; thatisa peog of legislative legerdemain to undertake to 
escape a great and grave responsibility to ourselves and our pos- 
terity by trying to hide behind the word“ colony“ : 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 
cured to them as to other citizens by the principles of constitutional liberty, 
which restrain all agencies of the Government, State and national. 

Oh, yes; but these statesmen say they are not going to let the 
Filipinos come over here. No, bless your soul; they shall not 
come.” No man who is fit to sit on the Supreme Bench or the 
circuit bench of the United States or the bench of a State court 
would tolerate that cheap dem: for half a minute, Thank 
God that the American citizen, black or white, brown or copper 
colored, male or female, has the right, under the Stars and Stripes, 
to go wherever he pleases within the broad confines of this Re- 
panie without asking the consent of any power or getting a pass 

rom the President of the United States, As quick as you make 
them American citizens, they can come here and drive our white - 
men ont of their positions into starvation; and really the men 
who are back of this propaganda are in favor of doing that very 
thing. I want to read you a little more. Here is what Judge 
Cooley says: 

And when territory is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom, and to receive them into the Union, must follow, of course. 

Now, it will not do to say that Judge Cooley is an old fool,” 
not while the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is an 
honored member of this House and while the Roberts case con- 
cerns the intelligence of mankind. Listen to Cooley again: 

Does this term 8 the whole or anꝝ particular portion of the Ameri- 
can empire! Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
ven to our great Republic, which is of States and Terri- 
tories, The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 

And when territory is uired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom, and to receive them into the Union, must follow, of course, not 
only because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States without 
restriction, but because it would be inconsistent with institutions founded 
on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Government 
should retain territory under its imperial rule and deny the people the cus- 
tomary local institutions. 

Gentlemen, if there ever was a legal 5 roved in this 
world by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that string of decisions, and others which might be cited, demon- 
strate that we can not take the Philippine Islands unless we in- 
tend ultimately to make States out of them; or unless you intend 
to go back to your old doctrine of 1855 and and ’7 and 8, and pro- 
pose to reorganize the Supreme Court of the United States and 
pack it, as you did in 1868 and ’9 to get the legal-tender decisions. 

Now, I want to ask it again. Iam not making this ch for 
fun, nor for my health, nor as an oratorical exercise. I am dis- 
charging a solemn duty to my country and rig Peo Jam trying. 
if possible, to invoke the best thought of this House on all sides o 
this Chamber on the most momentous proposition that has been 
discussed within these walls since Sumter was on in the 
spring of 1861. Itis more momentous than that, because if the 
Southern Confederacy had succeeded liberty would not have been 
dead, There would have been two republics on this continent in- 
stead of one. But if we take these Filipinos 5 with 
us, then the knell of American liberty is sound A 

On the President’s policy, so far as it has been revealed in its 
nebulosity, the American people are divided into three parts: 
Those who really indorse it use they believe it will add to 
the glory and wealth of the Republic; those who oppose it tooth 
and nail on grounds of highest pole cae and broadest humanity, 
because they believe that it wili be dangerous, perhaps ruinous, 
to the Republic; those who deem it wrong an ous, but 


com 


say, We must support the President's policy, right or wrong.” 
A lover of government of the people, by the people, an 


for 
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the people” may respect the first class; he must respect the sec- 
ond class. and he must heartily despise the third class. 

The 8 that we must support the President's Philip- 
pine policy—whatever that may be—right or wrong, is the veriest 
rot, an insult to intelligence, a shame upon manhood, a tale told 
by an idiot, a betrayal of the principle of self-government. 

Iam willing to go as far as anyone in patriotism. I will sup- 
port the country in any emergency; but President McKinley is 
not the country. The time has not yet come—I pray Almighty 
God that it may never arise—when the American people will 
accept the arrogant dictum of Louis XIV, when repeated by an 
American President, ‘‘I am the State!” 

If President McKinley is at all worthy of his high position, he 
must entertain a supreme contempt for those political inverte- 
brates, particularly for those claiming to be Democrats, who, in 
order to catch the crumbs falling from their master’s table [ap- 
plause], go about saying, The President is wrong in his Philip- 
pine policy, but we must support the President.” Out upon such 
cringing sycophancy! 

Suppose a case. Suppose that when George III undertook to 
force our forefathers to pay the Aao Ai Patrick Henry, instead 
of delivering that great lyric s h before the Virginia house of 
burgesses, which precipitated the Revolution and which still 
thrills the heart like strains of martial music, had risen in his 

lace and, cooing gently as a sucking dove, had said, His Most 

racious Majesty is wrong about this stamp tax, but we must, as 
loyal subjects, support him, right or wrong.” And suppose Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Greene, Warren, Lee, Putnam, Hamilton, 
Franklin, and all that glorious host of warriors and statesmen 
had Slag agreed to that. What would we be to-day? Instead 
of being the strongest, the richest, the most beneficent Republic 
that the sun ever looked down upon, we would still be English 
colonies, ruled by British proconsuls, without any voice whatso- 
ever in the Government under which we live. 

Those immortal state builders had been reared on the pleasant 
fiction that the King can do no wrong,” but when he did do 
wrong they boldly and iconoclastically trampled that preposterous 
falsehood in the dust and, wresting a continent from his iron 
grasp, made it the home of liberty and dedicated it to the twin 
propositione; “All men are created equal” and ‘‘ Governments 

erive their just powers from the consent of the governed.” 
There were men in the land in 1776. Are there only manikins 
now? Ido not believe such a monstrous libel on 75,000,000 Amer- 
ican citizens. eee a did wrong. Our fathers fought and 
conqueredhim. William McKinley does wrong. We will oppose 
and overthrow him under the forms of law. koppin 3 

I wish to niake another 5 along this line of letting 
these Philippines in here. Now, Mr. Chairman, this startling propo- 
sition presents itself. Ten millions of Asiatics, not one of whom 
is fit to be an American citizen or to be made an American citizen— 
because that is what they will be—and have all the rights and 
pea of American citizens! They can live on 15 cents a day 

. from habit as well as we can on a dollar a day. Under the tute- 
lage of skillful American teachers they will soon be as competent 
to use American machinery as our own mechanics, and the result 
of the whole thing is that American laborers, white and black, are 
to be brought into competition with the ponpa labor of 8 
and Asia, which you gentlemen have talked about so long, with- 
out a single, solitary compensatory benefit from the theory of free 


e. 

Now, think about it on the grounds of humanity. We are told 
that we have commissioned ourselves as a lot of Don Quixotes to 
go forth into the world in quest of ventures, and that our duty 

to carry the blessings of eh and settled government to the 
ends of the earth. I denyit. Our duty is to attend to our own 
business, to secure the blessings of liberty to our posterity. 

Now, let us see if we are fit to go into the political missionary 
business, and on this I challenge your attention. I am going to 
state facts that are within the common know e of all the people 
here, Iask you reformers over there, are we, the American peo- 
ple, in condition to go into the world as missionaries to carry the 

lessings of liberty and settled government to all other peoples? 
My friend from Pennsylvania quoted Scripture the other day, I 
understand—I was not here; I am sorry I was not—in favor of 
the imperial doctrine. Why, the devil quoted Scripture on a cel- 
ebrated occasion in favor of his proposition. [Laughter.] 

I will quote you a bit of Scripture that fits it like a glove: “ Let 
every man set his own household in order before he goes to med- 
dling with the households of other people.” [Laughter.] Also, 
“ Physician, heal thyself.” What kind of a condition are we in 
to do missionary work? Let us see what we are doing right now. 

ing “niggers” in Mississippi, varoma “niggers” in Ken- 
tucky, hanging Italians in Louisiana, a double-headed government 
in Kentucky, one governor assassinated and two living, two gov- 
ernments and two legislatures, and they can not hold a court in 
some parts of the State, my native State, without calling the 
militia. Out in Illinois one Sunday evening last summer they had 
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a battle in which more men were killed—and by a strange con- 
catenation of events every one of them had a black hide—more 
men were killed than at the battle of Palo Alto or Resaca dela 


Out in Idaho the State is under martial law. Up in Maine, the 
home of civilization and patriotism and learning, last summer 
they mobbed two preachers, tarred and feathered them, and rode 
them on a rail because they preached the doctrine of Jesus Christ. 
1 The Washington Post—I wish I had the editorial 

ere—stated that they would have burned them, but the lucifers 
would not work well. [Laughter.] Thank God, the lucifers 
were out of fix, or in the closing days of the nineteenth century, 
in the State of Maine, we should have had two humble followers 
of the Saviour burned alive because they preached the doctrine 
of the lowly Nazarene. 

Last summer a mob with fury in its eye, murder in its heart, 
anda Tope in its hand, chased a colored man and brother through 
the w in Connecticut, the land of steady habits, but whether 
they ever found him or not I don’t know; he has never been 
heard of since. n What must Charles Sumner, Har- 
riet Beecher Stowe, William Lloyd Garrison, and other departed 
and distinguished philanthropists think of that, if they think at 
all amidst their present environments? [Laughter.] A year or 
two ago they hanged five men on one tree in one night in Indiana, 
and it was not a very good night for Judge Lynch, either. 

Let us take another instance. All last summer the United 
States courts in this country were run overtime, and all of the 
judges were liable to be stricken down with nervous prostration, 
and what were they doing? Busy issuing injunctions at the com- 
mand of the plutocrats of the land t men exercising the 
God-given right of earning their bread in the sweat of their faces. 

Let us come east alittle. If what John Wanamaker says about 
Matthew Stanley Quay is correct, Quay ought to be in the peni- 
tentiary the rest of his natural life [laughter]; and if what hesays- 
is not true, Wanamaker is the greatest liar since the days of An- 
anias and Sapphira. [Laughter.] e they are both correct. 
[Laughter.] I will not undertake to decide such a delicate ques- 
tion of Republican morals and Republican etiquette. [Renewed 
laughter.] The city of Philadelphia, whence my distinguished 
friend, brother ADAMS, comes, has become so corrupt that, not- 
withstanding it had 100,000 Republican majority at the last elec- 
tion, it imported ballot-box stuffers and repeaters from the city 
of Washington merely from the force of habit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that the bad people from Washington came up there and led us 
astray. (Laughter. ] 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; that is like the shee binae 
thewolf. [Laughter.] OldDr. J ohnson, the author of the Englis 
dictionary—and I commend him to the Ways and Means Commit- 


tee in their s gle to find out what the words “ United States” 
mean 8 old Dr. Johnson, the Ursa Major of English 
literature, is said to have gone to see one widow every night for 


twenty years, and Dony somebody said to him, Why don’t you 
marry her, Doctor?” He replied, ‘‘ My dear sir, if I married her, 
where would I go to spend my evenings?” Force of habit. Just 
like the Philadelphia stuffing of ballot boxes. They say it is an 
absolute fact that that Republican city is so corrupt t when 
the man in the moon passes over it he holds his nose to keep from 
fainting. 11 0 

Mr. Mr. irman, I should like the tleman to 
know that one lot of those ballot-box stuffers are in jail and every 
one of the others has skipped his bail, which has been forfeited; 
so that when the gentleman refers to the moral condition of Phil- 
adelphia, I want him to understand that the people there are still 
ready to see that what is right is done and that the men who break 
the laws are punished. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If all the ballot-box stuffers and heel- 
ers in 1 were sent to the penitentiary the town would 
be 8 Laughter.] 

3 AMS, Perhaps some of our ballot-box stuffers went to 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is not a State in the American 
Union that has a better election law than the State of Missouri. 
I drew it myself; I helped pass it through the legislature. In 
that 8 Commonwealth every man, black or white, rich or 
poor, votes once and has his vote counted once. 

Mr, ADAMS. Yet we had a gentleman rise in his seat the 
other day and state that the election law in Missouri was such 
that it would be impossible to hold an honest election there. Did 
the gentleman from Missouri draw and pass that law? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is no such law. I will state 
what is the matter with the gentleman from St. Louis. 

Mr. ADAMS. He is all right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a moment. The gentleman 
from Missouri represents a large German constituency, 


Mr. ADAMS. That is 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are in fayor of the Boers and 
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against the Philippine propaganda, 
souri has been running with the McKinle 
his political fences have got into very bad orde 
he would recoup by getting up here and 
speech about the corruption of elections in St. Louis. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 
CHAIR 


gentleman from Mis- 
Administration until 
r, and he thought 
making a spread-eagle 


The MAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Mr. Chairman, I made a dispassionate 
statement the other day 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Well, I did not hear it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, It was made in a Republican caucus, and 

I do not intend to betray the secrets of a caucus. But I stand by 
every word I said—that the election law in our State is every bit as 
bad as, if not worse than, the law upon the statute books of the State 
of Kentucky which resulted the other day in bloodshed and murder. 
And I want to ask the gentleman a question in this connection. 
If he drew the election law of Missouri, he is probably aware of 
the fact that under that new law there will not be appointed in 
the city of St. Louis, nor in the city of Kansas City, a Republican 
either as judge of elections or asclerk; consequently the machin- 

is en in the hands of the Democracy 
CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. So far as my own district is concerned—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a moment. I yielded for a 
question; not fora h. I want to make my speech myself. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman ee to my State; will 
he allow me a word in this connection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We will give you time when I get 
through. I want to go on with my speech. 

F The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield further. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. The judges of election under that 
law are tically about half and ; so are the clerks. That 
answers the gen n's statement. The new law, of which he 
complains, is an amendment to the law which I helped pass. This 
new law has never been tried. Consequently, nobody knows 
whether it is good or bad. Anyway, it applies only to the large 
cities and is intended to prevent corruption. 

Ihave stated one reason’ assigned by the hess ap epg why we 
should go out carrying the bl gs of liberty to the ends of the 
earth. Another class of them say, It is Providence. I have 
heard a good many bad things unloaded on Providence, but I 
never heard saything as bad as that. To claim that this is the 
work of Providence reminds one of the old colored brother who 
said he had observed that when he prayed that Providence would 
send him a chicken he never got it; but when he prayed that 
He send him to the chicken he usually got there, 

ughter. 
Hanger thing to demonstrate our fitness to do political mis- 
sionary work among the effete monarchies of the East: Five 
Southern States are now taxing their ingenuity to eliminate the 
colored brother from the political equation without infracting the 
Federal Constitution, and you No: people would do precisely 
the same thing under the same circumstances. 

In fact, the Congress of the United States has carried that plan 
further than Southern State has done, for right under the 
shadow of this Capitol 800,000 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, white and black, are disfranchised by act of Congress and 
have no more voice in the government under which they live than 
so many stocks and stones, 


Physician, heal thyself! 


There was one candid imperialist. That was the immortal 
soldier and statesman, Frederick the Great. He took Silesia, to 
which his ancestors had some shadowy claim two hundred years 
before his day.. Through the horrors of the seven years’ war, in 
which he soundly thrashed the Russians, Austrians, and French 
combined, he resolutely held on to his prey. All Europe in arms 
could not tear Silesia from his iron grasp. When all was over and 
he stood forth victor over all his foes, in a state paper one of his 
ministers undertook to demonstrate that it was the will of God, 
whereu candid, heroic Frederick growled, ‘Strike it out. 
Leave the name of God out of that. Say I did it.” 

Our imperialists are not so courageous as Frederick. A good 
many of them beat about the bush; but some do not. Living out 
West has a tendency to increase and encourage independence of 
character, - 

Senator CARTER of Montana took a whack at this business not 
long ago. Here is what he said: 

This is a practical We a i i ` 
SR E i a o e E 

e 
If we can show the country that it will, arh pow E aana can, the Araria tng 
will never come down from the Philippines. 

Mr. Chairman, when the ublican party was first organized 
it went forth to do battle Pee st the hivenched powers of the 
land as the friend of humanity; and I donot believe that if Abra- 


ham Lincoln and the coterie of 
him were here to-day they would be willing to write the dollar 
mark as the sign in which the American 1 people shall conquer. 
{Avplaces. Will it pay?” Are you wi mg to fritter away the 

iberty of coming generations that a lot of jobbers may be permit- 
ted to rake in a few dollars in the Philippine Islands? 

But take the matter as the Senator from Montana puts it—on 
the low and debasing standard of the almighty dollar—and let us 
see how we willcome out. It is said that figures will not lie. Here 
they are: The appropriations for the Army, in the spring 
of 1898, just before the Cuban war began, were 823, 129,344.80. The 
other day we passed an urgent deficiency bill ing $47,602,032.61 
for the Army. Ther ar appro riation bill for the Army car- 
ried $75,247,811, making $ total of $122,849,848.61 for the Army 
alone. Deduct from t the appropriation for the fiscal year, 
made in the spring of 1898, under normal conditions, and you have 
899,720, 499.31 left as the cost of this imperial policy up to the pres- 
ent time for the Army alone. 

That is the price of the Philippine war to date, exclusive of the 
increased nditures for the Navy, exclusive of the awful waste 
of human life and human health, and exclusive of the expense of 
a long roll of pensioners, which our children to the third and 
fourth generation will not live long enough to see paid. 

What have we to show for this immense expenditure of life and 
blood and tears and treasure? N othing, abso utely nothing, 

When will this war end? Can anybody predict the day, even 
approximately? 
nae CRAUSMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. DINSMORE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri be allowed to complete his remarks without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas can yield 
further time to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I yield to him such time as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas yields to his 
colleague without limit, within the time that he possesses, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank my friend from Arkansas 
par. DINSMORE], also the chairman of the committee [Mr. HITT}, 

or their courtesy. 

Mr. LACEY. Now that the gentleman’s time has been ex- 
tended, I want to ask him a question, 

ar viene of Missouri. Very well. 

r. 

long ago, to sn | that his party took the Republicans by the scruff 
of the neck an 


t men who gathered around 


speech 

what I said. I said that the Democratic party in this House took 
the Republican party by the scruff of the neck and dragged it 
into the Spanish war, and I stand by that statement. It is the 
truth of history. We did that very t But the Spanish war is 
not the Philippine war. You are Mem, af making me say that a 
little sooner than I would have said it anyway. I wish to call the 
attention of lawyers to this fact: 

The Constitution of the United States gives Congress the right 
to declare war. Wedeclared it. You Republicans camein under 
a good deal of pressure. You had a ‘“kickers’” caucus around 
here that had eighty-five members in it, I have understood, At 
last you came in with a declaration of the Spanish war that Con- 
gress had the right to declare, that Congress did declare, and Con- 

ess carried that war toa glorious conclusion, And I say now 
thatif that war had done nothing else except to give baad, wey 
ong Winfield Scott Schley to immortality it is worth all that it 


But this war is not the Spanish war. It is not part of the Spanish 
war. Con never authorized it, and Congress should stop it. 
Mr. LACEY. I understood my friend was giving us a list of 
appropriations for the year 1898. 
CLARK of Missouri, I gave you that as the last normal 
appropriation of the War Department. 
r, LACEY. Immediately before the Spanish war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and it was an appropriation 
made when nobody e ted that there would be a war. 

Now, I want to stir up your pure minds by ver of remem- 
brance. We wentinto that Spanish war with the solemn resolu- 
tion of Congress that it was not for imperial a; ndizement or 
to enlarge our territory. What did we do that for, do you sup- 

? Did we do it because we had nothing else todo? Was it 
just a mere empty flourish of rhetoric? No; I will tell you what 
we put it in therefor. For two reasons. In the first place, you 
never would have got a resolution through this Congress declar- 
ing war in the world if it had not been put in there, because there 
were enough of us here who dreaded this very thing to prevent it. 

In the second place, we put it in there to secure the good opinion 
of mankind, to keep the old nations of the earth from getting 
scared at this lusty young giant of the West, and it did keep them 
off; and if anybody had any idea that an attempt would have 
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been made to confine that resolution to Cuba, it would have been 
ut into that resolution so broad that it would have covered every 
cot of land on the face of God's footstool. 

We are in anice fix, are we not? There is one other gentleman 
about whom I wish to express my opinion. A mans in the 
Senate of the United States not long seo and held up before the 
twinkling eyes of the members of the House of the Ancients a vie 
of glittering gold that he alleged he had picked up in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and said, in substance, There are mountains of it 
over there, and for that reason we should go and dispossess the 
people and take their land.” 

r. Chairman, the junior Senator from Colorado did not over- 
step the mark when he denounced that speech as base and 
sordid,” and I will give my opinion of it in another way. There 
is scarcely a convi thief in any penitentiary of any civilized 
country on the globe who did not land behind the bars by reason 
of just such temptation as ( reo from the Wabash held up 
be ore 5 1 of the United States. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Now, they quoted 5? cad here the other day. I want to 
quote a little myself. It is written, Judge a tree by its fruits.“ 

at is good gospel. It was wisdom before it was pu put in 
the Bible. hat are the fruits of imperialism up to date? Iam 
not going to overstate the case at all. In the first place, it hasled 
us into abandoning the Declaration of Inde which has 
made us what we are and glorified usin the whole 
world. That is the first proposition, 

Now, gentlemen, I have losophized a good deal about that 
document. I want to say this to you. There is nothing new in 
the Declaration of Independence except two propositions, and 
they revolutionized this world. One of them is that all men are 
created equal; the other is that governments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the governed, What did those two 
propor Hons do? Why, they made us a republic. They made all 
of North America a republic, except the British ssions, Thi 
made Central America a bevy of republics; they made Sout 
America republican. They made two republics in Europe and 
four in Africa, and gave liberty to the islands of the sea, and we 
did it. Mark Twain says, Blessed is the man that bloweth his 
own horn, lest it shall not be blown.” We did it. There is nota 
republic existing on earth to-day that does not exist by reason of 
our example and the twin propositions in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence that all men are created equal and that governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed. 

I never think about the condition of the world now that I do 
not bless God for the men who wrote the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and for the men under Washington who made it on a 
thousand battlefields, Think of what a Republican Secretary of 
State did. When Louis Napoleon, the lucky adventurer, took 
possession of Mexico, ata time when his arms glittered from China 
to Peru, when we got through with our family fight the first 
thing that the Secretary of State did was to notify him to get out 
of Mexico and not to stand on the order of his going, and he went; 
and Mexico exists to-day by reason of our patriotism, our courage, 
and our good sense. 

But some fellow somewhere will get wp and say that it is not 
true that all men are created equal; that one man is 6 high, an- 
other one only 5; that one man has the brain of a Webster and 
another is an idiot; one is black and another is white. Well, it never 
meant any such thing as that. It meant that every child is born 
into this world with the same political rights as any other child. 

Latter-day Republicans sneer at the Declaration of Independ- 
ence as com of glittering generalities and barren i ties, 
not fit to be considered seriously by fin de siécle statesmen. Any 
man who asserts that it really means something, that it is the 
major charta of our liberties, that it contains the argument not 
only for our Revolution but for all representative government, is 
rated by these practical statesmen as a sickly sentimentalist. 

Let me read you the words of a man famous for common sense 
wherever civilization abounds: 


ence 
o eyes of 


be u 
one of the pret fy men in the world if I can help to saveit. Ifit can not be 
saved upon t principle, it will be truly awful. But if this country can 
not be saved without giving up that principle, I was about to say I would 
rather be assassinated on this spot than surrender it. 


Who do ws suppose said that? Abraham Lincoln, the best 
product of Kentucky's fertile soil. When and where did he utter 
those memorable words which are a condemnation of all the 
jingoes in the land? In 1861, in Independence Hall, a place sacred 
to lovers of liberty everywhere. 

Again he said: 

What constitutes the bulwark of our own liberty and independence? It 
is not our frowning battlements, our bristling seacoasts, our Army, or our 
Navy. These are not our reliances against a. All of these may be 
turned against us without mak: us weaker for the struggle. Our relian 


ce 
is in the love of liberty which God has planted in us. Our defense is in the 
spirit which prizes hberty as the heritage of all men in all lands, everywhere. 


it and you have planted the seed of despotism at your own 
yourself with the chains of bondage and yoe * 
your own limbs to wear them. Accustomed to trample on t right of 


fal ects of the first cunning tyrant who rises among you. 

Still again he said: 

No man is enough to govern another man without that other's con- 
sent. When white man governs himself, that is self-government; but 
when he governs himself an governs another man, t is more than 
self-government—that is despotism. Our reliance is in the love of liberty 
which God has planted in us; our defense is in the spirit which prise liberty 
as the heritage of all men, in all lands, everywhere. They who deny free- 
dom to others deserve it not for themselves, and under a just God can not 
long retain it. 

As if endowed with propano power to see what would be aep 
pening here in 1900, Mr. Lincoln, at Lewiston, Me., said, in 1858. 

Wise statesmen as they were, they knew the tendency of N to 
breed tyrants; and so they esta these t self-evident truths, that 
when in the distant future some man, some tion, some interest, should 
the doctrine that none but rich men, or none but white men, or none 

lo-Saxon white men, were entitled to liberty and the pursuit of ha 

eir posterity might look up agun to the Declaration of e 
ence and take courage to renew the which their fathers began. * 
so that no man should thereafter dare to limit and circumscribe the princi- 
ples on which the temple of liberty was being built. 

Those words seem spoken to describe our imperialists, who sneer 
at the Declaration of Independence and its authors. 

Republicans are fond of tracing their political pedigree to Alex- 
ander Hamilton, who condemned their present performances in 
these words: 

National panan f is a of the beneficent Creator to the whole human 
race; and the civil liberty is founded on that, and can not be wrested from 
any people without the most manifest violation of justice. 

Charles Sumner was once considered a great prophet in Repub- 
lican Israel, and the popular voice endowed him with all the vir- 
tues of martyrdom. In an unguarded moment he said: 

The words that “ governments derive their just powers from the consent 
of the governed” are sacred words, full of life-giving energy. Not sim 
nati independence was here proclaimed, but also the primal rights 


His illustrious successor in the Senate, the learned and venerable 
GEORGE FRISBIE Hoar, is now denounced as a traitor by cheap- 
J ona demagogues because he expresses sentiments similar to those 
of Sumner, 

Sneer at the great Declaration and its self-evident truths, do you? 
Here are a few pearls of thought and patriotism culled at random 
from the archives of the Republican party in its better days: 

Resolved, That the principle prom ted in the Declaration of 3 
ence is essen: to the preservation of our republican institutions.—Kepubd- 
lican platform of June 17, 1856. 

Resoived, That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in the Dec- 

are tated among men, Lag 


Patel you have lost the strength of your own independence and become the 
t sub; 


laration of Independence, that governmen’ 
ing their dost Wers from the consent of the governed, is essential 
reservation of our republican institutions.—Republican platform of May 17, 


F ho n Telr an Wwe 5 ciph 
who ares ‘or the 0 0 es 
Fd den in the — — Declaration of In nce as the true founda: 
ton of tio government, 15 5 we 8 2 wer effort 
ward a reality on every American 
s0il.—Repudlican platform of May 20, 188. 


Resolved, That the Re n party has always been the champion of the 
oppressed and —— — the moar ye — ie f irrespective of faith, color, 
Ww 


Fen — dade a — vii the causo of home rule in Ireland. 

Reallx, some pe pire ought to move to strike out sympa- 
thy for Ireland and insert sympathy for John Bull in the awful 
but ree trouncing he is just now receiving at the hands of 
Oom Paul Kruger. 


But, gentlemen, we do not have to confine ourselves to quota- 
tions from the dead statesmen and to musty platforms in the 
agone. There is an eminent, I may say preeminent, Repub- 

ican jingo statesman now living—not only living, but living in 
clover—who not long since publicly and solemnly gave in his ad- 
hesion to the doctrines of the Declaration and with prophetic 
pone condemned the present Fhihppino policy of the Adminis- 
ation. His name is William McKinley. He resideth in the 


White House. He hath offices galore to distribute to the faithful. 
ae ina momens of temporary aberration he uttered these treason- 
able words: 


ger not of oe 2 for that, under our code of morals, 


Some supple-jack of a jingo ought to move to expunge those 
words from the records 7 the country and from human memory, 


TESTIMONY OF A GREAT MISSOURIAN. 


I will quote a few pregnant sentences lately spoken by a t 
Missouri Republican, now a resident of Washington, Gen. John 
B. Henderson. I like to quote Republicans when they talk wis- 
dom and patriotism. John:B. Henderson is one of the great- 
est lawyers ever in either branch of Congress. He was a bri 
dier-general in the Union Army, a Senator of the United States 
for eight President of the convention which nominated 
Blaine, president of the Pan-American Congress. He is the 
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only man, living or dead, that ever refused a place on the supreme 


court bench of uri. He rendered his country and his party 
conspicuous service by having conscience, courage, brains, and 
triotism enough to vote for the acquittal of Andrew Johnson, 
5 the whisky ring even unto death, and to help defeat 
General Grant for a third term. 
It will not do for gentlemen to sneer at General Henderson 
when he says: 


For what purpose, then, are we conquering the Philippine people? And 
how are they to be governed when passed under the yoke of subjugation’ 
These are the A questions which sooner or later we must solve for our- 
selves, and which the 1 people have propounded to our rulers, be- 
ginning with the President and going down to the captains of com ies, 
whose only reply has been to mow them down by thousands with the de- 
structivearmsof modern science. Shall these W be citizens of the United 
States, free to come and go from State to State? Shall they be governed by 
local! tures of their own selection, represented in the Federal Congress, 
and clothed with all the rights of American freemen? Tell them this and the 
war will close in an hour. To tell them less is to deny the theory of our own 
Government, to subvert the foundations of American liberty, and to enter 
upon a system of cg vba rae as fatal and as corrupting to the governing 
power as is personal slavery to the master. 

From these people we have concealed the records of our political history. 
We hide from ourselves, as we hide from them, the judicial interpretations 
ot our own Constitution, and tell them with brazen front that the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitution itself are but glittering general- 
ities intended for the strong and not for the weak. 


EVIDENCE OF AN EMINENT REPUBLICAN STATESMAN. 


I now quote from a man who is admired and beloved by all 
friends of liberty wherever domiciled. His name is Carl Schurz. 
Jo name him is to praise him.” Born in Germany, he was one of 
that band of noble reyolutionists who in 1848 strove heroically to 
make Europe free. He came to thiscountry to find here that lib- 
erty which was unattainable there. The friend and confidant 
of Lincoln, he became a major-general, minister to Spain, Senator 
of the United States from Missouri, and Secretary of the Interior. 
He is universally recognized as a man of conscience, of courage, 
of brains, of learning, and of eloquence. At the age of three-score 
and ten he is stilla tribune of the people and an active 
friend of human freedom. I commend his words of wisdom to all 
who hear or read this speech, In speaking of the possibility of 
new States from our newly acquired territory, he says: 


In Puerto Rico, for instance, 8 of lively ambition are already clam- 
oring for the y organization of that island as a regular Territory, soon 
to be admitted asa State of the Union. You may say that they will have 
long to wait. Be not sosure of that. Consult your own experience. Has 
not more than one Territory, hardly fitted for statehood, been precipitated 
into the Union as a State when the majority party in Congress thought that 
doing so its party strength could be augmented in the Senate and in the 

ouse and in the electoral college? Have our parties become so unselfish! 
virtuous that this may not ha again’ So we may see Puerto Rico admi 
ted before we have had time 20 rub our eyes. 

You marsas that little Puerto Rico would not matter much. Butcan any 
clear-thinking man believe that when we are once fairly started in the course 
of indiscriminate e: on we shall stop there? Will not the same reasons 
which induced us to take Puerto Rico also be used toshow that the two islands 
of Santo with Haiti, and of Cuba, which separate Puerto Rico from 
our coast, would, ther. were in foreign hands, be a eg S to us and that 

0 


we must take them? thing could be more eect hy, the necessity 
of annexing Santo o is already freely d V 
this about are actually at work. And as to Cuba, every e Will te 


onist 
‘ou that it is only a matter of time. And does anyone believe that those 
ds, if annexed, will not become States of this Union? That would give 
us at least three, perhaps four, new States, with about 3,500,000 inhabitants— 
Spanish and French Creoles and negroes—with six or eight Senatorsand from 
een to twenty Representatives in Congress, and a corresponding number 
of votes in the electoral collage; 

Nor are we likely to stop there. If we build and own the eee 
instead of neutralizing it, we shall easily persuade ourselves that our con- 
trol of that canal will not be safe unless we own all the country down to it. 
so that it be not sej ted from our borders by any foreign, and bl 
hostile power, Is too adventurous an idea to become true? J. it 
not as adventurous and extravagant as the idea of uniting to this Re- 
public the Philippines, 9,000 miles away. It is peer ae to acquire in 
some way strips of territory several miles wide on side of that canal for 
its military pro But that will certainly be found insufficient if for- 
eign countries lie between. We must, therefore, have those countries. That 
means Mexico and various small Central American republics, with a popula- 
tion in all of about 14,000,000, mostly eee mixture making at least 
15 States, entitled to 30 Senators and scores of Representatives and Presi- 
dential electors. 

As to the character of the people whom those Senators, Members, and 
Presidential electors are to represent, I will let an authority ak that may 
astonish you, considering his present position—the Hon. Whitelaw Reid, who 
said in a public address at the time when the annexation of Santo Domingo 
was under on: 


e Government. 


it will 
hi 


I could stand here till midnight and make quotations to show 
that in our present attitude, defending the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, we occupy the position held by all the statesmen of all 


parties prior to the beginning of the Philippine war, and that the 
jingoes are pro ting theories to which the great and good 
among our public men would never have subscribed; but thereis 
no use to waste my strength and consume your time. 

Another thing. Name the Constitution to one of these impe- 
rialists, and what answer do you get? Why, Gen. Wesley Merritt 
blurted out, what most of you were thinking, that the Consti- 
tution is played out, it is not even worth discussing.” ` 

They sneer at Washington’s Farewell Address, that everybody, 
including Mr. McKinley himself, has acknowledged as containing 
the wisdom of the world, Abandon the Monroe doctrine—that is 
what imperialism means—at once and without a struggle; because 
it stands to reason and to nature that we can not play the dog in 
the manger on this continent and at the same time colonize in the 
Eastern Hemisphere. Let us take another thing which has been 
done and which has been applauded by the public conscience. 
The other day, in a ground swell of virtue, this House rose in 
its might and took Brigham H. Roberts by the nape of the neck 
and slack of the trousers and set him out in the cold, cold world. 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, why, gentlemen? Because he had three wives; but the 
real argument against Roberts was never stated on this floor, 
and that was that it invaded the Democratic doctrine of equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none. 3 laughter. ] 
But we performed that very virtuous act when we put him out 
because he had three wives, although Brigham H. Roberts was a 
Democrat. Now, this Republican Administration goes into an 
agreement or treaty—I do not care what they call it, but some 
kind of a paper—by which it takes into the employment of the 
United States Government that eminent gr paneer officeholder, 
the Sultan of Sulu, who has 300 wives. [Laughter.] Now, we 
Democrats, we virtuous Democrats 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And we pay him tribute. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I will tell you about thatina 
few moments. We virtuous Democrats joined with youvirtuous 
Republicans and oe out of this House a polygamous Democrat. 
Now, as one good turn deserves another, I ask you virtuous Re- 
publicans to join hands with us virtuous Democrats and not 
admit within the American Union that eminent Republican office- 
holder, the Sultan of Sulu. [Laughter.] What are you doing? 
You are paying him $250 a month and you are paying his dato, 
Murah Jara, 575 a month. What are the duties of Murah Jara? 
Why, he is the keeper of the Sultan’s harem [laughter]; and if you 
go on with this g no 1 statesman will be propetly 
equipped for a seat in the erican Congress unless he has a 
harem anda keeper of hisharem. [Greatlaughter.] I believe in 
having one wife, and I never saw what anybody wanted with 
more, and I am teetotally opposed to me or my people helping pay 
a part of the salary of the keeper of anybody's harem. | i 

et us see another thing about it, because it is all here. What 
are we doing now? Paying tribute to a petty tyrant. That is the 
plain fact. You can not wriggleout of it; that is what it is—pay- 
ing tribute to a petty despot for the privilege of running the 
American flag up on the strawstack he inhabits as his palace. 
Great laughter.) When did an American President ever pay 
ibute before? I will tell you. George Washington had to, be- 
cause he could not help it. John Adams did it for the same rea- 
son; but when Thomas Jefferson came in, the only red-headed 
President of the United States [laughter and applause]—and in 
that connection, if the color of a man’s hair has anything to do 
with his deeds, it is high time that another red-headed man should 
become President [renewed laughter he refused to pay tribute to 
the Barbary pirates, and ordered a Democratic lieutenant of the 
United States Navy to shell them outof their holes, which he did, 
and that was the end of the United States paying tribute at the 
Straits of Gibraltar or anywhere else. 

Now, in the closing year of the nineteenth century, if not the 
first of the twentieth, the President of the United States, the Presi- 
dent of 75,000,000 of people, pledged himself to pay this tribute to 
a porey despot whose very name you do not know. How dothey jus- - 
tify it? hy, President Schurman has admitted in his declara- 
tion that it includes slavery and polygamy both. Schurman made 
defense of it. What reason do you think he gave? Hesaid, ‘‘ They 
tolerated slavery and they tolerated polygamy because these things 
were a part of their religion.” 

Now, my brothers, did not Brigham H. Roberts stand in this 
very House and 1 8 his position on the ground that it was a 

art of his religion? Did he not? What else did Schurman say? 
He said the kind of slayery they have over there is a very mild 
form, a sort of patriarchal institution. Did you ever hear that 
kind of talk before? You young men never did, but the older 
men here know that that was precisely the defense that the peo- 
ple of twelve or thirteen States of the American Union made, that 
African slavery was a mild form, a sort of patriarchal institution. 
We are coming to it again. Verily, the whirligig of time brings 
its own revenges. 


Now, I want somebody to answer this question. If polygamy 
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is wrong in the United States, is it right in Asia? Is it? The 
last Democratic President of the United States, James Buchanan, 
sent an army to thrash the Mormonsin Utah. The latest ag oo 
lican President of the United States, and, let us hope, the t, 
enters into some kind of an A vie ed say it isnota treaty— 
with a polygamist of the Sulu Islands. I submit that it Brigham 


Young was a criminal for having 26 wives, the Sultan of Sulu is 
a greater criminal for having 300 wives. Nig Did you 
ever hear of the question of slavery and what it did? For four 


long years it made this country red with the best blood of the 
nation because some people thought other people should not buy 
and sell human flesh. But I submit that what iswrong in Amer- 
ica is not right in Asia. And if it is wrong for an American citi- 
zen to own a black African, it is wrong for anybody to own a 
brown Asiatic. 

Now, one other thing. How do you like this paying of tribute? 
I do not believe you ple like it any better than Ido. Do you 
know what was the first infallible sign of the decline and fall of 
the Roman baw crack It was s paying tribute to barbarians. Armies 
destroyed might be replaced, cities razed might be rebuilt. but 
when the insatiable barbarian got the first taste of Roman tributehe 
never stopped until his whiskered pandours and fierce hussars rode 
through the vine-clad hills of Italy and fed their horses in the 
temples of the Romans of the seven-hilled city. 

Let us see another thing that this imperialism has brought 
us to—a press censorship. These are the fruits of the tree of for- 
bidden knowledge. A press censorship! Do you know what was 
the only party that ever established a press censorship in this 
country? It was the old Federalist party. It passed a law mak- 
ing it a crime to s disrespectfully of the President of the 
United States, or of the Vice-President, or of the Supreme Court, 
or of the Senate or House of Representatives, or any member 
thereof. Good heavens! Just think of it! Suppose that law 
had been on the statute book during the last two years of Cleve- 
land’s second Administration; where would we have been? Every 
man jack of us would have been in prison and not one would have 


escaped, [Laughter.] Ves, on both sides of the House. [Laugh- 
ter.] Sup that was the law now; where would a good many 
of us be? durance vile. 


But in 1800 the American people arose in their wrath and might 
and hurled the old Federalist party from power and buried it ina 
py upon which there is inscribed, ‘‘ No resurrection;” and if the 

publican party in the United States persists in this press cen- 
sorship it will follow the old Federalist party in the broad and 
dusty pan way to oblivion. 

Another bitter fruit of the tree of imperialism is that it makes 
our Government callous to the Macedonian cry which comes to us 
from other peoples who are fighting for the right to govern 
themselves. 

The loye of freedom is not confined to any latitude or longitude. 

Wherever people are struggling for liberty they should have the 
friendship of all Americans. 

It is astounding that there should be any argument as to that 
roposition within the broad confines of this puissant Republic. 
wo years ago there would not have been; but a change, a mar- 

velous change, has come over the spirit of our dream. 

In the elder day we would have made the welkin ring; now, 
officiall puedking, we are dumb as oysters. Wherefore? 8 
England is a robber nation; we are ambitious to become a robber 
nation; and all robber nations must stand together for self-protec- 
tion; and because it is so English, don’t you know! 

That's official America, mark you—only official America. 

From its sordid and inhuman verdict we appeal to the unofficial 
masses, who make and unmake statesmen, the great body of our 
citizenship, whom Abraham Lincoln affectionately denominated 
“the plain ple“ - yes, the plain people, the honest people, the 
uncorrupted people, who do not covet their neighbor’s land, whose 
eyes are not blinded by the sheen of their neighbor’s gold, whose 
cupidity is not excited by the sparkle of their neighbor’s diamonds, 
who do not believe that larceny, burglary, arson, and murder are 
fundamentals of political economy and Christian civilization, and 
in whose pure and tender hearts the sweet song of human freedom 
is forever singing. 

The Senate of the United States may laugh to scorn Senator 
Mason’s resolution of sympathy with the Boers, but the toiling 
millions of America will send their sympathy and their hearty 
Godspeed across the sea to the brave burghers who are the best 
marksmen seen on earth since Andrew Jackson's immortal day at 
New Orleans. 

Why should we not sympathize with these sturdy defenders of 
their liberty, their homes, their wives, and their little children? 
They are in the right. Not only that—they have five times as 
much cause for fighting as our fathers had in 1775. 

Daniel Webster once declared that our Revolutionary sires went 
to war about a preamble; but if that be true, it is also true that 
the essence of that preamble was the right of self-government, for 
which the Boers are fighting. 


Twice eer. have abandoned their humble homes and removed 
into the wilderness to get rid of the English; but the villain still 
h should t thy? 

y should we not express our sympathy 

The precedents all favor such 1 

We penned. resolutions of sympathy with the Greeks, when 
struggling heroically to break the yoke of the unspeakable Turk, 
and in advocacy of those resolutions Daniel Webster established 
his fame as an orator by his lofty and impassioned a: to the 
moral sentiment of the world—the same sentiment which we now 
invoke in behalf of an oppressed and long-suffering people. 

Under the lead of that matchless Kentuckian, Henry Clay, we 
hastened to express our sympathy with the nascent South Ameri- 
can republics, thereby assisting them to throw off their Spanish 
chains; and we did our duty by that act. 

We did these things when we were a feeble folk. 

Then we were willing to defy the world, the flesh, and the devil 
to aid anybody anywhere struggling for freedom. 

Now, that we aresostrong that we can not estimate our strength, 
we have fallen to the low estate of being John Bull’s silent part- 
ner in butchering and despoiling white men—flesh of our flesh 
and bone of our bone—fighting valiantly and gloriously for their 
altars and their fires. Shame upon such a craven spirit! 

If gold and diamonds had never been discovered in grand old 
Paul Kruger’s bailiwick, there would have been nowar. Itisthe 
Boers’ gold and diamonds that the English are fighting for, and 
not the rights of the Utlanders. Any weak people discovering 
gold, diamonds, or anything of value may expect a visit from Mr. 


I hope he will get his fill of gold. I hope it from the bottom of 
. I want him to get it as Crassus got it. 

e a War against the Parthians to gobble their gold. 
They defeated his legions, cut off his head, poured melted gold 
3 Sex throat, and, in derision, said: Now, Crassus, thou 

y gold!” 

So may it be with Johnny Bull in South Africa and to all who 
are the foes of human liberty. 

I do not wish to weary the House, but there is another branch 
of this matter I want to mention briefly. This appetite for islands 

ows with what it feeds on. When we took in the Sandwich 

nds I said then it was only the beginning of the end. 

Now we have the Sandwich Islands; we have the island of 
Guam; we haye Puerto Rico; we intend to swallow Cuba at the 
first opportunity; we are reaching out for the Philippines. One 
day two weeks ago the 5 Inquirer had an editorial ad- 
vocating the purchase by the United States of the Danish West 
India Islands—St. John, St. Croix, and St. Thomas. The very 
same day the Philadelphia North American had an editorial ad- 
vocating the proposition that we buy the Galapagos Islands. 
Now, I undertake to say, unless you have rubbed up your geog- 
en lately, there is not a man in the House who would know 
which way to start—north, south, east, or west—if required to 
start instantly for the Galapagos Islands, 

One other proposition. They say that where the American flag 
has once been raised it shall never be hauled down. The Presi- 
dent of the United States said that. My friend from Ohio, Gen- 
eral GROSVENOR, is the originator of that absurd theory. A more 
preposterons one was never hatched in the brain of man. I donot 

lieve that the President had any more intention of making that 
speech when he started South than I have of undertaking to fly, 
But he got down there among theSouthern people: vant are warms 
hearted, hospitable, generous, enthusiastic, feather-headed, and 
they sometimes boilover. [Laughter,] I love the Southrons with 
all the intensity of my being; for blood is thicker than water. 
When he got down there, with his engaging personality and hand- 
some presence, it was such a relief from Cleveland that they went 
wild in their enthusiasm; and, as the newspapers stated, he inter- 
polated that clause into his written speech at the banquet when it 
was past midnight—‘‘ Who shall haul down the American flag? 
Men of Dixie, will you haul itdown?” Of course they swore by 
the horns of the altar that they would not haul it down. [Laugh- 
ter.] And in their then excited frame of mind and exaltation of 
spirit, my would haye sworn just as cheerfully and vociferously 
to storm the gates of hell or scale the mountains of the moon. 

Now, I have not attended very many banquets; I have attended 
a few; but my opinion is that the poorest place on the American 
continent to ascertain the cool, deliberate, settled judgment of the 
American people is at a banquet, especially in the South at 2 
o'clock in the morning “betwixt the walnuts and the wine.” 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, let us see where this doctrine would land us. The propo- 
sition is that we are not going to haul down the American flag. 
Did or. Roman emperors ever haul down their flag? Adrian, 
one of the greatest of them, hauled it down, and everybody has ap- 
plauded him since. 

There used to be a man named Napoleon Bonaparte, who 
roamed around a good deal away from home, [Laughter.) He 
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may be called the most masterful 


he French flag ital scat one d d 
the on ever capital o excep on, an 
Ihave always been sorry he did not run it up there. Did he 
always gies up where he first p it? Why, bless your 
souls, no. e pulled it down at Berlin, at Vienna, at Madri 3 
and—I was about to say a thousand other places. He took the 
French eagles back to their eyrie on the banks of the Seine. If 
my friend General GROSVENOR had been there he would have 
d. Sire, you will sully your reputation. Where the French 

flag has once waved it must wave— 

“Forever and forever, 

1 

As long as life hath woes." 

And when Victoria, Louis Napoleon, and the Sultan of Turkey 
went into the Crimean war Queen Vic got into rather bad com- 
pany on both sides. They ran up their flags on Russian soil. Did 
they keep them there? No; they pulled them down, and were glad 
to have an opportunity to pull them down and go home. If they 
had not done so Kinglake's history of the Crimean war would 
= 5 so many volumes that the world would not have 

em. 

Does 8 always keep her flag up where she has hoisted it? 
She had ted it over every capital of Europe except that of 
Russia. She once floated it over the Philippines, but pulled it 
down again. On a day that no American can remember except 
with shame and humiliation the British burned this Capitol, and 
over its ruins ran up the cross of St. George. Did they keep it 
there? No. Ifthe undertaken to keep it there, what would 
have happened? y, every boy and half the girls born in the 
United States since that time would have died in the attempt to 
haul down that hateful rag. 

Let us recur to our own history. Have we always kept our 

where we ran it up? Why, sir, we ran it up on the river 
Thames, in Canada. One of my kinsmen died on t battlefield 
running up that flag. Weran up our flag over the halls of the 
Montezumas, in Mexico; we ran it up on the walls of the Barbary 
powers, in Africa. Did we keep it up? No; when it had answered 
the purposes for which it was put up we pulled it down and 
brought it back into our own country, and have been stronger and 
better ever since for doing so. 

Let me tell you something further about running up the flag 
and hauling itdown. To say that you will never haul down the 
flag from any place where it has once been hoisted, means a war 
of extermination inevitably. 

When John A. Dix at the beginning of the civil war tele- 

aphed, If any man undertakes to haul down the American 
Lag, shoot him on the spot,” it fired the patriotic heart of the land, 
because that flag was fioa where itought to float. Butwhen- 
ever you run it up where it has got no business, it ceases to be 
the banner of the free and the emblem of liberty and becomes to the 

le where it is run up an emblem of slavery and humiliation. 

ow, gentlemen, I must stop, of course. But one other thing 
I want to Ke ders to you. is not pleasant to play the role of 
Cassandra, bu pig ought to learn by experience. 

Why will we learn nothing from the sad fate of those who have 

ne before? I had an uncle somewhat given to wild ways. My 

ather, an older man, advised him to profit by the experience of 
others. Oh, replied the ardent youth, I want to experience 
these things m We are acting in precisely the same reck- 
lessmanner. Strong beyond computation, happier than any other 
people on earth, rowing by leaps and bounds, yet with the his- 
tory of the world for six thousand years before our faces we are 
hastening with firing feet into that broad and easy pathway 
whose end is death. 

Take a few from the innumerable examples which history fur- 
nishon for our instruction—examples authenticated beyond all 
ca 

Greece was the first great nation of Europe. As long as she was 
contented to remain within the bounds which nature fixed for her 
she flourished, the home of art, poetry, learning, commerce, and 
valor. But Greece was not big enough for Alexander, who, not 
satisfied with being the son of Philip of Macedonia, boasted that 
he was Ammon's son. So he started out to slaughter, to conquer, 
and to seek universal dominion. We certainly can not hope to 
beat him at his own game. You know what befell him. But 
where be the cities now which he founded? Where the empire 
which he created? the glory of his own country, which he de- 
bauched, ruined, and enslaved? ; 

Then Rome arose upon the banks of the yellow Tiber; waxed 
song, spread out till Rome was synonymous with tho civilized 
world; lorded it over all creation for some centuries; broke to 
pieces of her own weight and own rottenness; became the victim 
ee 1 cruel barbarian and followed Greece to the graveyard 
of nations, 

In the second century of the Christian Era the Empire of 
Rome comprehended the fairest part of the earth and the most 


He ran 


civilized portion of mankind. The frontiers of that extensive 
monarchy were by ancient renown and disciplined valor,” 
Those are the splendid sentences with which Edward Gibbon 
opens The History of the Decline and Fall ofthe Roman Em- 

ire, the saddest story in the annals of the human race, Dull 
ndeed must be the man, cold must be his heart, whose imagina- 
tion, fired by those two glowing and gorgeous sentences, does not 
conjure up for his contemplation 3 pictures of human 
happiness and human prosperity. t, alas! the six large vol- 
umes which he wrote are almost 8 devoted to giving a 
melancholy, a heart-rending history of human folly, human 
depravity, human weakness, human misery, and human pol- 
troonery, such as can be found nowhere else in the entire realm 
of literature. 

Here and there a flash of genius, an act of patriotism, a deed of 
humanity, a feat of heroism, lights up the somber scene of desola- 
tion and woe—only the last flickerings of the expiring candle, 
Constantly, forever downward, the great historian leads our steps, 
through suffering and decay, from the accession of Augustus Cœsar 
to the fall of Constantinople—scenes twelve hundred years apart, 
but welded together for our instruction and our warning. The 
end may be described succinctly as Darkness everywhere; chaos 
come a a? 

I wish most fervently that every citizen of this Republic could 
be compelled to read carefully and 1 Gibbon's stupen- 
dous work. It would wound the jingoes past all surgery, give the 
coup de grice to imperialism on this continent, and save our chil- 
dren from a fate at the contemplation of whose horrors even the 
bravest of us must shudder. 

Over and over and over he tells us with an emphasi 
which can never be forgotten that “the decline and fall of the 
Roman Empire” was caused by the failure of the successors of 
Augustus to follow the sage advice of that statesman to 
keep the empire within safe, reasonable, and natural bounds, 
With their evil example and its awful co uences before our 
eyes, we seem determined to plunge headlong into the black and 
S abyss in which they disappeared forever from human 

en. 

If you desire a poetical description of Rome after their folly and 
wickedness had wrought their perfect work of destruction, read 
the famous lines of Lord Byron, the greatest poet that ever lived: 


O Rome! my country! city of the soul! 


The orphans of the heart must turn to thee, 
Lone mother of dead em ! and control 
In their shut breasts the 


9 are 5 14 15 Come and see 

ê cypr ear the owl, an our way 

O'er pe of broken thrones aot tensplen, Yel 
ose agonies are evils of a day— 

A world is at our feet as fragile as our clay. 


The Niobe of nations! there she stands, 
Childless and crownless, in her voiceless woo; 
An empty urn within her wither'd hands, 
Whose holy dust was scatter’d long ago; 

The Scipios’ tomb contains no ashes now; 
The very sepulchers lie tenantless 

Of their heroic dwellers: dost thou flow, 

Old Tiber! through a marble wilderness? 

Rise, with thy yellow waves, and mantle her distress. 
The Goth, the Christian, Time, War, Flood, and Fire, 
Have dealt upon the seven-hill'd city’s pride; 

She saw her glories star by star exp! 

And up the ap bararan monarchs ride, 
Where the car climb'd the Capitol; far and wide 
Temple and tower went down, nor left a site— 
Chaos of | who the void. 

O'er the dim fragments cast a lunar ligh 

And say, Here was, or is,“ where all is double night? 

Fee eee 
8 orance, wrapp'd, and wrap 
All round us; we but feel our way toerr; 
c 


The ocean hath its chart, the stars their map. 


And Knowledge spreads them on her ample lap; 

But Rome is as the desert, where we steer 

Stumbling o'er recollections; now we clap 

Our hands, and cry, Eureka!” it is clear— 
When but some false mirage of ruin rises near. 


Then came Mohammed, camel driver and prophet, with the 
Koran in one hand and the sword in the other, and founded in 
blood and on fanaticism an empire which spread until it looked 
as though it were to be universal; but on the field of Tours and 
under the walls of Vienna Charles Martel and John Sobieski 
rolled back the tide of Saracen invasion, which has been receding 
ever since, until the latest of his successors is the laughing-stock 
of royalty, and the Sick Man of Europe” is permitted to play at 
being a monarch only because the powers can not agree as 
to who shall own Constantinople, the key to the eastern world. 

At the astounding historic pageant at Brussels, when Charles 
V, weary of glory, of power, of conquest, and of the world, abdi- 
cated in favor of Philip II, he could with perfect truth have made 
the proud boast which Daniel Webster made for England, that 


the sun never set upon his dominions and that his morning = 
beat encircled the globe. Not only Spain was his, but also Italy, 
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Sicily, Austria, the Netherlands, the Floridas, most of North, Cen- 
tral, and South America, and nearly all the islands of all the seas. 
Even the great highway of the ocean was denominated the Spanish 
Main. But his immense and glittering empire was an unnatural, 
an incongruous, an incoherent, an incompatible conglomeration 
of states, and only last year we, who as a nation were in our swad- 
dling clothes when that great Emperor doffed his crown and be- 
took him to a monastery, gave the finish to his abnormal empire. 

Next came Louis XIV, the Grand Monarque, who was King for 
seventy-two years; who for half a century did bestride this nar- 
row world like a Colossus; who, in the plenitude of his power, 
dreamed that he could defy the immutable laws of nature and by 
a family compact could give the earth and the fullness thereof in 
fee simple to his descendants; whose old age was made bitter by 
Blenheim, Oudenarde, Ramillies, and Malplaquet, by the loss of 
armies, battles, and provinces; whose cup of humiliation was 
filled to overflowing by the invasion of La Belle France; whose 

dson died upon the block, and whose heirs are mere phantom 
5 and vagabonds upon the face of the earth. 

Close ae his august heels came the marvelous Corsican, the 
wonderful warrior, the self-styled “Armed Soldier of Democracy,” 
who boasted that he found the crown of France in the gutter, 
picked it up on the point of his sword, and with his own hands 
clapped it upon his own head. Had he been warned by the fate of 
his predecessors, he would have died upon the throne, leftitto his 
son, and in history would have been named Napoleon the Invin- 
cible.” Notso, however. Filled with the vain lust of universal 
dominion, he, too, caught the fatal mania of imperialism, He 
conquered kingdoms, empires, and principalities. He deposed 
kings and queens and potentates un rh 2 was full of fleeing 
royalties. He made queens of his sisters, kings of his brothers, 
brothers-in-law, and even of his stable boys. In his vainglory he 
called his baby heir by the high-sounding title of King of Rome; 
but in an evil hour for him—a blessed hour for humanity—he, 
too, ran up against the inexorable law of nature; his legions 
ponn in the snows of Russia, and at last, a prisoner on a tropic 

e, he died in a delirium, shouting, ‘‘ Tete d'armée!” 

At last appeared John Bullas the great practitioner of the fatal 
theory of imperialism. He gobbled North America, a portion of 
South America, a mee 8 slice of Asia, most of northern Africa, the 
majority of all the islandsin the bosom of the multitudinous seas. 
John was the greatest imperialist of them all. He had a long and 
successful run. At last he butted his hard head against Spion 
Kop and lost his glory in the Modder River. Many men hope and 
more believe that John has reached his highest point and hastes 
now to his setting, and that in South Africa, at the hands of old 
Paul Kruger, he will find his Waterloo. 

Unless we are the veriest idiots upon whom God has showered 
his blessings, rich and manifold, we will profit by the dreadful ex- 
ample of these and others who have gone to ruin by the fatal 
process of imperialism. 

Oh, yes; but they ask if Jefferson did not expand. Ofcourse he did 
on rational principles. I am not against expansion on rational prin- 
ciples and in proper directions. Iam to- day in favor of taking every 
foot of the British North American possessions. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] They join our territory. Their people are edu- 
cated in self-government. Wewould welcome them ascitizens, and 
we would then not have John Bull fox our nearest neighbor. Jeffer- 
son et porns and I thank God that he was President in 1803, for if 
he had not been we never would have had the trans-Mississippi 
country. We needed it in our business. It was necessary for our 
healthy growth and for our perpetuity. It was contiguous terri- 
tory. Ithad nobody in it except the Indians, whom we intended 
tokill, and a few white people who wanted tocome with us. That 
is the truth. But even Napoleon, who can not be counted among 
the friends of liberty, stipulated that the Louisiana p 
should be admitted as a State or States and the people thereof 
8 in the enjoyment of their religious and political rights. 

e had to have the Floridas, because we did not want Spain with 
afoothold south of us and England with a foothold north of us. We 
had to acquire Texas—that was a part of the Louisiana purchase, 
too—because if we did not have it a foreign nation would come 
up to Missouri, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Kansas. In all these 
cases we were seeking a natural frontier and we gotit. Butover 

onder there is a people alien to us; 10,000 miles away from us. 

ere are sixty of them to the square mile, and there are only 

twelve of us to the square mile here. There is no room for our 
people there, even if they could stand the climate. 

Iam proud of being a native of 1 prouder of being a 
Missourian by adoption; proudest of all of being an American. 
I have made this speech because I wanted to contribute my mite 
to the preservation of representative governinent. 

When I look into the faces of my little children my heart swells 
with ineffable pride to think that they are citizens of this mighty 
Republic, one and indivisible, built not for a day but for all time, 
bottomed on eternal truth and right and justice, and if we are 
true to our principles and faithful to our mission, destined under 


eon to be the dominating influence through all the centuries yet 
And now may the God of our fathers, the God who inspired 


the tongue and heart of Patrick Henry, the God who guided the 
hand of Jefferson while he traced the greatest state paper in the 
tide of time, the God who sustained Washington and his starving 
men during seven years of awful war and gave them complete 
victory on the blood-stained heights of Yorktown, may He pre- 
serve this great Republic, the last hope of constitutional govern- 
ment on the face of the earth, from all its enemies, treen and 
domestic, and from its unwise friends who would lure it into the 
R that certainly leadeth to destruction. [Applause on the 
ocratic side.] 


Mr. CLARK]. I have received in my mail to-day the utterance 
of another 8 from Missouri that Iam going to read, to 
now that there is not a unanimity of sentiment even in Missouri, 

says: 
My DEAR MR. SIBLEY— 


I was going to leave out a little of it, but I will read it all 


Your patriotic speech of yesterday pleased me beyond expression. Within 
the last month there has been a decided change of sentiment am t our 
e, and they are becoming much more Democratic as to the 
vernment. — hren have worked the cry of anti- expansion 
for all wes Faro , but Democratic instinct refused to accept it as part of 
our po ý - 
Our friends must get back into line or be left, for as sure as we live our 
Hee Missouri is in favor of holding the Philippine Islands as United States 
tory and of ultimately — State in the Union of Cuba. We can 
conceive of no ter measure of rty or asituation of more independence 


than being a State in the Union. We look forward with p the time 
when our Union of States will be increased by additions of wealths 
created from the territories we have taken from Spain in our last glorious 
war. 

That is from a Democrat. 


Seat 2 AEAN of Missouri and others on the Democratic side. 
ame him 

Mr. SIBLEY. That is a personal letter. I have written the 
gentleman for his permission to give his name; but he is a man 
who sat on the floor of this House for many years and raised his 
voice for the principles of Democracy. He was a Chicago plat- 
form Democrat [applause on the Republican side], and I the 
honor to sit with him in this body. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri and Mr. DINSMORE rose, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask my friend 
for one moment's interruption. £ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will ask you if that gentleman 
is not at this time a candidate for an ra ag Sep by the McKin- 
ley Administration, and if he does not live in Jasper County? 

. SIBLEY. I believe this gentleman would not accept any 
appointment to a Federal position or other poson. 

. DINSMORE. Will my friend from Pennsylvania yield to 
me? I desire to ask him if he can explain to me why, if this let- 
ter is written by a Democrat, who sat upon this floor as a Demo- 
crat, appealing to my friend from Pennsylvania as a Democrat, 
saying that this party—the Democratic party—must get back to 
the traditions of Democracy as set forth in the speech which my 
friend from Pennsylvania made only a day or two ago, the only 
indorsement and applause it elicited in this House came from the 

ablican party on the other side of the Chamber. [Laughter 
ani Gram on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Perhaps that is correct. I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I have been invited somany times to take my seat 
upon the other side of the Chamber that, if standing by the con- 
victions I hold, if standing in defense of all that makes for higher 
life and better government, if standing patriotically by my coun- 
try as against her open enemies, it is necessary for a man to sit 
upon that side of the Chamber, you can constructively place this 
e ee 15 this very minute. [Loud applause on the Repub- 

can side, 

Upon the floor of this House you have said to-day that my posi- 
tion in the past was one thing and in two ges was another thing, 
and that two years from now it might be different. 3 on 
the Democratic side.] That I grant you. My hope is that I may 
ever keep with the living present rather thau with the dead past. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I would rather be true to the 
present than consistent with the past. I have been charged with 
turning my coat. [Laughter on the Democratic side, | 

I want to tell you that whenever the time comes that the other 
side of my coat looks better than this side, I will change it quicker 
than any man you ever saw. 5 on the Republican side 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] I want to tell you that 
there is many a Democrat who can change his coat and cover up 
the rags and tatters that he is now wearing and present a more 
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peepee appearance to the public view. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

If I were a prodigal, living on the dry husks of the past, and were 
compelled to eat the fodder with the swine I kept and quarrel with 
them for a scanty pittance, upon an invitation toa feast and a 
clean robe I would leave the husks for the sake of the better sur- 
roundings elsewhere afforded and leave tomy friend from Arkansas, 
if he will, the diet of husks. That is all I care to say at the present. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, nobody has just 
cause to complain about a change of opinion by any servant of 
the public. It is commendable rather than censurable that one 
shall follow conscience and judgment wherever it leads. But it 
does not follow that when one’s opinions change he is justified in 
arrogating to himself such superiority of judgment as to entitle 
him to say that men who do not see fit to change their opinions 
quite so frequently as he are necessarily less intelligent or less 
prorrata I apprehend that nobody on this floor will question 

e right of any representative of the people to change his mind 
upon any or even all current public questions. If such a change 
involves inconsistency, it is a question between him and his con- 
stituents, and not to be panon upon by anybody in this Chamber, 

As to the fundamental precepts of liberty many of us have not 
experienced a change of heart, I for one think the Democratic 
party can afford to base its action in reference to legislation 
affecting every creature within our jurisdiction on the Declaration 
of Independence. It can afford to base its action on the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It can afford to base its action on the 
rulings of the Supreme Court and the writings and speeches of 
the great men who have attempted to define what Congress may 
and may not do in applying our system to acquired territory. I 
believe that careful study of these precedents and opinions isa 
safer guide than can be found in beautiful phrases, high-sounding 

latitudes, and well-rounded periods. Such speeches charm the 
imagination, but, unfortunately, are not always instructive. It is 
unquestionably true that in the past the Democratic party has 
been the champion of expansion in this country, but it has ex- 
panded republican institutions as well as territory. Democratic 
expansion means enlargement of the domain blessed by constitu- 
tional government and liberty as well as of the boundaries of the 
United States. We would take under our flag no people inimical 
to its institutions. We would not impose the Government of the 
United States upon any country by force, 

I believe that the Declaration of Independence means something. 
I believe that all men are created equal and endowed with certain 
inalienable rights. I believe that governments do derive their 
1 powers from the consent of the governed. Is that heresy? 

believe that a government im d by violence and force is 


tyranny. Is that heresy or is it Democracy? It is true that the 
great of Which I am an humble member and whose prin- 
ciples 1 devoutly believe has added to this nation a vast area of 


territory, but it is American territory and has been carved into 
American States. It is to-day peopled by Americans, whose great 
achievements have increased our material prosperity without in 
the least disparaging or injuring the politics, institutions, or morals 
of the country. 

If we are to annex the Philippine Islands, it must be with the 
understanding that the Constitution applies to every part of the 
territory of the United States. The Constitution says that taxa- 
tion shall be equal throughout the United States, and the Supreme 
Court has said that the United States comprises not only the 
States of the Union, but all territory belonging to the United 
States. The Nit, Spa of the imperialist requires avoidance of 
this provision. e are to have tariff laws levying taxes in our 
new possessions which are unknown in the States, and in order to 
carry out this programme a new theory is promulgated as to the 
meaning of the Constitution. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber must be aware that a construction has been placed upon 
the organic law fatal to their programme, and yet they would 
attempt to haggle and split hairs about what the words United 
States” mean, doubtless hoping that the Supreme Court may be 
induced to reverse its former decision. 

Mr. Chairman, you can not find in the literature of the Repub- 
lic prior to last year a single syllable that even suggests a limita- 
tion of the benign provisions of the Constitution to citizens 
dwelling in the States comprising the Union. Now, we here pro- 
posed the adoption of the theory of liberty preached and prac- 
ticed by the Romans. They said liberty was for the Romans and 
slavery for the remainder of mankind. Jefferson taught that 
liberty was for mankind. Hitherto the Democratic party has pro- 
fessed this faith, and I trust it may ever adhere to it. [Applause.] 

Ians the hammer fell. ] 

. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration House bill 7941, making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
AKA year ending June 30, 1901, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reports that that committee has had under consideration House 
bill 7941, and has come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
permission not to so much extend my remarks in the RECORD as 
to straighten them . rearrange, and fix them to suit myself. 

The SPEAKER, e gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that he may extend or rearrange his remarks made to-day 
= the RECORD. Is thereobjection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

ears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was ordered 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a communication 
from the Secretary of Agriculture, covering extensive field operations, con- 
sisting of soil surveys over various areas a. gating 720,000 acres. In the 
opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture, this is the mostimportant work of its 


d ever undertaken. 
WII LIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1900. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

8. 746. An act to authorize C. R. Dobbins to accept a watch 
awarded to him by the government of the Dominion of Canada 
in recognition of his humane and gallant services to the ae 
wrecked crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weymouth, 
Nova Scotia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 707. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 421. An act for the relief of Napolian B. Giddings—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 422. An act for the relief of George A. Orr—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

S. 423. An act for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

S. 424. An act for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

S. 425. An act for the relief of John M. Davis—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 426. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Hayens—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 
roe 427. An act for the relief of A. F. Fleet—to the Committee on 

aims. 

S. 428. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters, widow 
of J. E. Gillingwaters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 432. An act for the relief of James W. Howell, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 433. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 436. An act tocorrect the military record of Perry J. Knoles— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 437. An act for the relief of Isaac McConnaughay, private, 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 438. An act for the correction of the military record of James 
M. Crabtree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 439. An act for the correction of the military record of John 
R. Leonard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 359. An act to extend the privilege of immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

S. 1590. An act for the erection of a public building at Provi- 
dence, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

S. R. 51. Joint resolution recognizing the gallantry of Frank H. 
Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers 
and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorions services in command 
of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 22: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Ri 


sentatives concurring), That there 
be printed for immediat 


e use as a public document 11,000 copies of the pro- 


ceedings in connection with the reception of the Webster statue on J 8 | 
yf the committee of arrangements, of which 1,000 sh 
tilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the Senate, and 


18, 1900, as reported 
be for the ape of Mr. 
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6,000 for the use of the House of Re tatives; also 10,000 copies in the form 
883 by law for printing 2 of which, in cloth binding, 1,000 shall 
for the use of Mr. Hutchins, delivered to the Senators and Repre- 


sentatives of the States of New pshire and Massachusetts, 2,000 for the 
use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair calls attention to Senate bill 197, for 
the relief of Hattie Phillips, which was erroneously sent to the 
Committee on Pensions when it should have been referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. Without objection, it will be so 
referred. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RHEA of Kentucky, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

F * GARDNER of New Jersey, until Thursday, on account of 
eath, 
LEAVE TO PRINT IN THE RECORD. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, in order to give the privilege 
to certain members of the House who do not care to 8 on the 
present bill, I ask unanimous consent that members of the House 
may have the privilege to print in the RECORD for a term of five 


days. 
Mr, STEELE, I think the gentleman had better make it one 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that all members may be permitted to print re- 
marks on the bill pending before the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for five days. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to object to this 
Tequest; but I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this has been repeated time after time, so that there are 
* three or four consents for matters of this kind. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. Á 
1 Mr. n Well, Mr. Speaker, I will make the request 

or one day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that members of the House may be permitted to 
print in the RECORD for one day. Is there objection? [After a 
pause] Tho Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 

The motion was 5 1 5 to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for establishing an Indian 
agency at Leech Lake, Minn.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for certain judicial salaries, and a 
request in relation to an appropriation for penitenti at Fort 
Leavenworth—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for classification of mineral lands in Montana and 
I a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, senor of survey and estimate of cost 
of improving harbor of New London, Conn.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Arthur Kill, or Staten Island Sound, New York and New Jersey— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract of 
the militia force of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. ~ 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles wereseverally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Seyi and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
ollows: 
Mr. LYBRAND, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


5288) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels, Topora the same 
8 a report (No. 197 


without amendment, accompani ); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. LINNEY, from the Committee on Elections No. 1, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 130) relating to 
contested-election case of Evans vs. Turner, Fifth Co ional 
district of Kentucky, reported the same, accompanied by a report 
(No. 198); which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on Elections No. 8, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 131) re- 
lating to the contested-election case of Pearson vs. Crawford, from 
the Ninth Congressional district of North Carolina, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 199); 
baht said resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of e following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 8059) to amend the items 
in the river and harbor acts of 1894, 1896, and 1899, containing 
the contract with C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, to deepen 
the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga. to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8060) to establish a 3 at or near 
Waycross, Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8061) to incorporate the Amer- 
ican National Red Cross, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8062) creating the county of 
Quapaw, Okla., and defining the boundaries thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian i ped al 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8063) to legalize 
and maintain the iron bridge across Pearl River at Rockport, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8064) in relation to the suppres- 
sion of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con- 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 8065) 8 citi- 
zens of the United States, bona fide residents of the States of Cali- 
fornia, on, and Washington, to fell and remove, for building, 
agricultural, mining, and other domestic pu , timber grow- 
ing or being upon the mineral lands of the United States 
States aforesaid—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8066) for the preservation 
of prehistoric monuments, ruins, and objects, and to prevent their 
counterfeiting—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CR ACKER: A bill (H. R. 8067) to incorporate the 
National Society United States Daughters Eighteen Hundred and 
Twelve—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8068) authorizing 
the board of supervisors of Pima County, Arizona Territory, to 
issue fifty-year 5 per cent bonds of Pima County, Arizona Terri- 
tory, toredeem certain funded indebtedness of said county—te 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8069) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 22, 1892, entitled An act to provide for the opening 
of alleys in the District of Columbia”—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOY (by oy beac A bill (H. R. 8070) to require em- 
ployees of the United States and District governments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to pay certain judgment debts or be dismissed 
from service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8071) providing that calis 
miN by the Court of Claims under the provision of section 1076 
of the Revised Statutes shall be complied with in ten days—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8072) for the prepara- 
tion of a site and erection of a pedestal for statue of late Maj. Gen. 
George B. McClellan—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr, KERR: A bill (H. R. 8073) to provide for lessening the 
number of appeals in applications for patents—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8123) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to make a preliminary examination and sur- 
vey of Pasquotank River, North Carolina, at a point known as 
South Mills, throngh the said river and cut to Albemarle Sound, 
Sonen Albemarle Sound to Croatan Sound, through Croatan 
Sound to Pamlico Sound, through Pamlico Sound to Core Sound, 
through Core Sound to Beaufort Inlet, including a survey of said 
inlet, with the cost of establishing permanently a draft of water of 
not less than 18 feet over said Beaufort Inlet Bar at low water—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the 
construction of a breakwater at Luces Landing, Northville, Suf- 


folk Conair a Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 159) to 
amend joint resolution to furnish the daily Congressional Record 
to members of the press, and so forth, approved February 17, 
1897—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution g J. Res. 160) pro- 
viding for the publication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of 8 to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 127) requir- 
ing the Commissioner of Pensions to make special report—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A resolution (H. Res. 128) providing an 
amendment to the rules—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A resolution (H. Res. 129) of inquiry 
relating to certain contracts in the Navy Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 132) provid- 
ing for an annual clerk for the Committee on Pensions—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
He following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


ows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8074) for the relief gu 


of Wormley E. Wrae, Hawesville, Hancock County, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8075) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of Samuel Watson—to the Commiitee 


on Military - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8076) for the relief of W. S. Curless, of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to 
G. W. Fairbrother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 8079) granting a pension to 
Bertha M. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8080) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elcy Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8081) granting a on to Caro- 
line Oliver, widow of Edward E. Oliver, private, Company A, Cap- 
tain Parker’s Iowa Dragoons Volunteers, Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8082) to pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel 
to the Government in the investigation into affairs of the District 
of Columbia, acting as such counsel by order of a resolution of 
the House of I ey also for acting as counsel for the 
workin n of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past— 
to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Mic 2: A bill (H. R. 8083) granting 
an increase of pension to James Winnie—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8084) removing the charges 
of desertion from the military record of Myron H. McMullen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8085) restoring to the pension roll Alexander 
8 Harper, alias John Harden—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8086) for the relief of the First 
at antama Church, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief 
of the estate of Richard „ deceased, late of Claiborne 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8088) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Margaret A. Russell, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. > 5 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8090) ting a pension to the minor heirs 
of Patrick McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8091) gan a pension to Ben- 
jamin E. Styles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a (H. R. 8092) to increase pension of Silas Barnett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8093) for the relief of D. Frone- 
berger, surviving partner of the firm of D. Froneberger & Co., 
late of Cleveland County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. McCLELLAN;: A bill (H. R. 8094) authorizing the 
restoration of the name of Nathan S. Jarvis, late captain and 


assistant surgeon, United States Army, to the rolls of the Army, 
and 8 that he be placed on the list of retired officers— 
the Affairs, 


mmittee on Military 
By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8095) to cor- 
rect the military record of William M. Sibel, alias William Siple— 
t): A bill (H. R. 8096) for the relief 


to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. RIXEY (by reques 
of Thomas Sherman, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8097) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel W. Hough, a ator of 
William N. Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8098) to carry out the findings of the Court 
EARE aims in the case of Duncan James—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 8099) for the relief of Stephen 
D. Clark and the estate of Emma C. Lovelace, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8100) granting an in- 
creasa of pension to Julia A. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8101) for the relief of the 
estate of Cyrus Martin, deceased, late of Washington, D. C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8102) for the relief of Edward 
proti Hayden, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 

airs, 
By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8103) for the relief of Au- 
sta De Ahna—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8104) granting to the grand- 
son, heir and representative, of Maj. John Burnham a sum of 
money equal to the amount of pension withheld from him between 
March 4, 1820,and February 7, 1828—to the Committee on Pensions, 

lars SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8105) for the relief of A. 
G. White, peer. at Beaver, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8106) 5 a 
pension to Olivia Donathy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R..8107) granting a pension to Nancy W. Had- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of Philip Miller—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) for the relief of Anthony Remley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8110) granting relief to Milo Osterhout—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 8111) 
for the relief of Caroline Commandun, widow of Eugene Com- 
mandun, adjutant of the Twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to 
John Vogler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: <A bill (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Reck- 
nagel & Co.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8114) granting a pension 
to Annie E. Bell and Florence Bell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8115) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Robert Fairman—to the 
0 Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi A bill (H. R. 8116) 

y Mr. of Mississippi: R. 8116) to 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. B. MoAL 
in, e of John Willis, deceased—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. g 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8117) to grant Amelia Hutch- 
inson an increase 1 the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McAL : A bill (H. R. 8118) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against George Brownlay, or Brownlee, 
late of Company A, Sixty-ninth New York Infantry Volunteers, 
and eraot him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8119) granting a pension to 
Michael Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8120) granting an increase 
o pension to David L. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) pona a pension to Sarah Kate 
Tibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R.8122) for the relief 
of Frank B, Crosthwaite—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following penons and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
IRTE ADAMS: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade of 
Phi phia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for 
the 5 of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums to the 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
to correct the military record of W. E. Wroe—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Resolution of the Board of Trade 
of Portland, Me., asking for an . for the erection of 
a United States court building in the city of Portland, Me. to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Resolutions of the mayors and councils 
of Lumber City and Waycross, Ga., indorsing the work of C. P. 
Goodyear on the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such 
legislation as will enable him to continue the work—to the Com- 

ttee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the National Board of 
Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the laying of competing 
cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee on Ins airs, 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elcy Bennett—to the ittee on Invalid Pen- 


ons, 
Also, petition of W. B. Koon and other citizens or Onari III., 
protesting against certain postal legislation to the ttee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of underwriters of Oswego, 
N. Y. , favoring amendment to the revenue law in regard to afflxin 
sampa on insurance policies—to the Committee on Ways an 

eans, 

By Mr. COONEY: Resolutions adopted by the 3 in the 
Bureau of Animal Industry stationed at Louisville, Ky., and Kan- 
sas City, Mo., for provision to grant them the usual leave of ab- 
sence with pay—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CÒ D: Resolution of the common council of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., favoring the passage of Housè bill No. 4351, for the 
reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Kansas City branch of the National Asso- 
ciation of Railway Postal Clerks, favoring a bill providing for the 
reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-R $ 

By Mr. CUSACK: Petition of Henry F. Boynton and other cit- 
izens of the Fourth Congressional district of Illinois, asking for 
the of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Appalachian National 
Park Association, asking for legislation for examination and sur- 
veys to determine the best location for a 2 national park 
in the southern Appalachian region to mmittee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring a competing submarine cable line between Cubaand 
the United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. EDDY: Resolutions adopted by the Minneapolis (Minn. ) 
Board of Trade, in favor of a more efficient harbor between the 
South Pass of the Mississippi and the Gulf of Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Minneapolis (Minn.) Chamber 
of Commerce and John A. Logan Regiment, No. 2, Union Veter- 
ans’ Union, of St. Paul, Minn., protesting against the passage of 
House bill No. 8988—to the Committee on culture, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7074, 
1 the relief of Michael Ackerman to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. i 

By Mr. GLYNN: Paper to accompany House bill No, 6795, for 
the relief of Daniel 5 the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Statement of the Mellert 
Foun and Machine Company, of Reading, Pa., to accompany 
House bill No. 4413, in relation to a Government contract—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Thomas W. 
Cook and others, of New Bedford, Mass.,in favor of House bill 
No. 4742, for military instruction in the public schools—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Rev. J. H. Reid and 19 other citi- 
zens of Bellows Falls, Vt., for the e of House bill No. 1144, 
relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolutions of the Cigar Makers’ Interna- 
tional Union of America, Local Union No, 71, Elgin, III., in rela- 
tion to the reclamation and settlement of public land- to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Memorial of the Appalachian National Park 
Association, in favor of legislation for examination and surveys to 
determine the best location for a Logod. national park in the 
southern Appalachian region—to the ittee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the millers of the Stato of Iowa, 


in favor of an amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. d 
Also, resolution of Local Union No. 172, of Foster, Iowa, United 
Mine Workers of America, favoring trial_by jury in injunction 
contempt cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Weka tana, against the parcela post bill--to the Committee 
Wheatland, Iowa, against the ill— i 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ES 
By Mr. LENTZ: Papers to áċcompany-House bill ganting a 
pension to Silas Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. LONG: Petition of Isaac N. Hays, guardian, for 
to minors of Patrick McGee—to the Committee on Iny 
sions, er 
By Mr. MANN: Letter of Maj. R. H. Fergusa; öf Chicago, III., 
urging the construction of the Nicaragua Ca: to thé Commit- 
tes on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. FNT 
Also, petition of Henry S, Robbins and other members of the 
bar of the 3 Court of the United States, asking for better 
uarters for the law library of Congress—to the Committee on the 


brary. 

By Mr. MERCER: Remonstrance of citizens of Blair, Nebr., 
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Ofiice. i 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Evidence and papers to accompany House 
bill No. 6523, 1 a pension to Joseph W. Skelton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the common council of the city 
of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the naval training school—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Austin Thomas and others, of 
South McAlester, Ind. T., for free transportation to citizens of Afri- 
can blood who desire to locate in Liberia, Africa, or in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, with suitable homestead provision—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Ohio Wool Growers’ Association, 
Columbus, Ohio, against the ratification of the treaty with the 
Argentine Republic—to the Committee on Foreign irs. 

Also, petition of Good Templars of Vermont, praying for more 
stringent legislation against the sale of liquors in the Army can- 
9 the Coni ttee on 5 a ia 

o, papers to accompany House 0. granting a pen- 
sion to M M. Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Prison 

By Mr. Y of New York: Papers to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of Julia A. Cook—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

By Mr. ROR Y n Stage of Agnes 4 8 = 
accompany House granting her a pension o mon 
from Jan 1, 1898 to the Committee on Invalid 5 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of 78 citizens of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, praying for the passage of a free-home bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of secretaries and officers of 
Connecticut associations of civil-war veterans, favoring service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Rawlins (Wyo.) Herald; Kewanee Star-Courier; Trion Factory 
Herald, rgia; Harlem Reporter, New York; Howard Demo- 
crat, South Dakota; The State, Columbia, 8. C.; Union Scout, 
Dalles Times-Mountaineer, Oregon; Easton Star-Democrat, Mary- 
land; Wyndham Journal, Catskill Recorder, Warsaw Times, 
Nyack City and Country, Rome Sentinel, New Rochelle Press, 
Cooperstown Journal, Canandaigua n Messenger, Cobles- 
kill Index, Geneseo Democrat, Watki ocrat, 

Tribune, Rochester Herald, Callicoon Democrat, White Plains 
State Journal, in the State of New York; also the Raleigh News 
and Observer, 8 Progress, Newbern Journal, Lenoir 
Topic, Kinston Free , Hendersonville Hustler, Greenville 
Weekly, Goldsboro Hi ight, Concord Times, Winston Sentinel, 
Asheville Citizen, Oxford Public Ledger, in the State of North 
Carolina; also Edwardsville Standard-News, Huntsville Mercury, 
Mobile News, Clanton Banner, Oneonta News-Dispatch, Florence 
Herald, Ashland Advocate, Montgomery Advertiser, Gurley 
Herald, 3 News, in the State of Alabama; Hudson Gazette, 
Jackson Star, Howell Democrat, Holland Times, Reed City Demo- 
crat, Hillsdale Democrat, Jackson Patriot, Grand Rapids Demo- 
crat, Hastings Journal, Big Rapids Herald and Bulletin, Grand 
Rapids Chronicle, Mount Clemens Press, Charlotte Leader, 
Charlevoix Courier, Newago Democrat, Owosso Reporter, Threo 
Rivers Tribune, Pontiac Gazette, Hastings Herald, in the State 
of Michigan; Lawrenceville (Pa.) Herald; also Magnolia 
Banner, Corning Courier, Fort Smith Elevator, Pine Bluff 
Graphic, Batesville Bee, Pine Bluff Eagle, Bentonville Sun, Ozark 
Democrat, Conway Democrat, Waldron Reporter, in the State of 
Arkansas; also New London Record, Perry En rise, Sedalia 
Sentinel, Clinton Tribune, Marceline Mirror, Gallatin Democrat, 
Columbia Statesman, Alton Missionary, Cassville Democrat, 
Nevada Post, Springfield Leader-Democrat, Warrensburg Star, 
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Canton Press, Ava Farm Record, K ille Signal, Houston 
Herald, „ Democrat, Carrollton Democrat, Carthage 
Democrat, Sturgeon Leader, Shelbyville Herald, Fulton Sun, 
Monroe City Democrat, Kirksville Democrat, Shelbina Democrat, 
Troy Free s, Clayton Argus, Marshall Democrat-News, Ex- 
celsior Bering Standard, Joplin Globe, in the State of Missouri, 
for the repeal of the tariff on printing paper—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of A. G. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of James T. Donovan and other 
clerks in the post-office at Milford, Mass., in favor of the 0 
of House bill No. 4331 to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of establishing a Government 
route to the Philippines via Puget Sound—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of John A. Logan Regiment, No. 2, Union Vet- 
erans’ Union, of St. Paul, Minn., in opposition to House bill No. 
8988, relating to appointments in the Weather Bureau—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, against 
provisions of the Payne-Hanna ship-subsidy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, February 6, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objection, 
will stand approved. 
IRRIGATION ON THE GILA RIVER, ARIZONA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a letter from the 
Director of the Geological Survey inclosing a report on the gen- 
eral conditions and cost of water 2 for irrigation on the Gila 
River, Arizona, for the benefit of the Indians occupying the Gila 
River Reservation; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I shall ask permission to address the 
Senate to-morrow at 2 o'clock upon the unfinished business, the 
financial bill. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of rations 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 

H. R. 6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie In- 
n, and his adult children; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York 
Railroad Club, praying that the International Railway Congress 
of 1904 be held in the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also 3 a sarge of the Cigar Makers’ Union of One- 
onta, N. Y., praying at all the remaining public lands of the 
United States should be sacredly held for the benefit of the whole 
yous and thatno grants to the title of these lands should ever 

made to any but actual settlers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Holley, N. Y., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Rhinebeck, N. Y., praying 
for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of und Wetmore and sundry 
other lawyers of New York City, praying that better facilities be 
ponosa for the law library of Congress; which was referred to 

e Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a memorial of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, remonstrating against the ratification of the so-called 
reciprocity treaty between this country and the British West India 
Islands, known as the Jamaica treaty. I ask that the memorial be 

eotea in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ons. 


There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


STATE CAPITOL, Sacramento, Cal., February 5, 1900. 

Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 

United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

In accordance with the instructions sent forth in the accompanying joint 
resolution, I herewith transmit same and certify to its correctness: 

Senate joint resolution No. 5, introduced by Senator Jones February 3, 1900. 
Read and adopted February 5,1900. Senate joint resolution No. 5. relative 
toa ed reciprocity treaty between this country and the British West 
India Islands, known as the Jamaica treaty. 

Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States, for rati- 
fication, a so-called reciprocity treaty between this country and the British 
West India Islands, known as the Jamaica treaty; and 

Whereas the proposed reduction of duties upon the importations from 
these islands that come into competition with the products of the United 
States apply only to sugar-cane products, citrus fruits, and fresh ee 
which are oor 8 in competing duuntities by the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and California; and 

Whereas the articles of export enumerated in said proposed treaty upon 
which a reduction of duty is obtained are neither produced nor exported 
from cities of the said States of Florida, Louisiana, or California, thereby en- 
tailing great loss to them without any corresponding benefits; and 

Whereas the citrus products of this State, amounting to over 5,000,000 
boxes, which will be doubled within the next decade, ia handicapped bya 
freight rate to the princi centers of ulation and trade of 90 cents per 
box, which exceeds by 15 cents per box the combined freight rate and The 
pro d import duty from the British West Indies: and 

hereas the citrus products of these islands come directly into competition 
with the holiday trade, which is known to be the best of the entire year; and 

Whereas the entire imports of the island of Jamaica have never exceeded 

„000,000 dollars per annum, a large S propor ics of which is imported from 

ngland owing to a preferential tariff rate; and 

ereas, at the request of this body and the petition of the citrus fruit- 
growers of this State, the Fifty-fifth 1 fixeda duty upon that 
product, placing it on an equality with the foreign production in respect to 
the freight rate only; and 

Whereas the American producer is entitled to and ought by right to enjoy 
sap benefit of his home market when fully able to supply the demand: There- 

ore, 

Resolved by the senate of the State of California, the assembly jointly, That 
it deprecates the sey hee disturb the present existing conditions of the 
tarif apon sugar, citrus fruits, and fresh vegetables; that it is an unequal and 
unjust hardship to sacrifice the interests of a few for the benefit of a very 
large majority; that the supposed benefits accruing to this country in its 
added proportion of the $8,000,000 of trade with Jamaica will not compensate it 
for the loss inflicted upon one item alone of California production; that the 
California producer is entitled toa protective duty as against foreign com- 
petition at least equal to the difference in their several freight rates, and that 
the American producer should be maintained in his demand for the market 
of his own 8 and be it 

Further resolved, That our Senators be instructed to vote against the rati- 
fication of said treaty, and that our Re’ ntativesin 9 be requested 
to use their influence and best efforts to accomplish its defeat. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be ho es page to the Hon. 
GEORGE C. PERKINS by the secretary of senate, and t a copy be trans- 
mitted by mail to each of our Representatives in Washington. 

F. J. BRANDON, 
2 Secretary of Senate. 

Mr. ROSS presented the petition of Selim Newell and sundry 
other railway mail clerks of St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks 
in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Newton Centre and North Attleboro, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post-oflices; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Leominster, 
Mass., praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary 
corpa; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry railway clerks of 

Beatrice, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 

vide for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 

offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

Post-Roads. F 
He also presented the petition of Dr. R. S. Grimes and sundry 

other citizens of Nebraska, praying for the establishment of an 

Army veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on 

Mili Affairs. 1 By 
Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William H. Dodge, D. V. S., 

and 102 other citizens of Leominster, Mass., praying for the estab- 

lishment of an Army veterinary corps; which was referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. : 1 
He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 

South Framingham, Mass., and a petition of sundry railway mail 

clerks of Lowell, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 

to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which werereferred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Lowell, 
Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 1051, to regulate 
the pay of substitute letter carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men's Asso- 
ciation of Newport News, Va., kg i 3 that an appropriation be 
made to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 
seum; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Association 


of Newport News, Va., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 5462, regulating pilots; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying that an appro riation be made to pay the Freed- 
man’s Bank depositors; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

THE SUEZ CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN, I present a paper, being a copy of a conven- 
tion between Great Britain, Germany, Austria-Hungary, Spain, 
France, Italy, the Netherlands, Russia, and Turkey i 
the free navigation of the Suez Maritime Canal, signed at Con- 
stantinople October 29, 1888. I move that the paper be printed 
as a document for the use of the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1250) ting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield; 

A bill (S. 1251) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
sum of $30 per month; 

A bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien; 
5 bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


imeral; : 
A = pill (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
tz; 


A bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to Joseph W. Skelton; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to John B. Ritzman; 

A bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs; and 

A bill (S. 1721) granting an increase of pension to Amos H. 

oodnow. - 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mi: BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 


Lyon; s 

A bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buckner, 
of Baldwin, Kans.; p á 

A bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to James A Southard; 

A bill (S. 1265) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 


more, Kans.; 7 3 
A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; and 
A bill (S. 1268) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, Kans. 
Mr. B from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 752) granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. Comery, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1007) nting a pension to Mary E. Fenn, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
on bill 2943) granting an increase of pension to James Hol- 

nd; an 

A bill (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to William 


S| Padgett. 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 207) granting a 8 to Mrs. J. J. Van Horn, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, ae them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Caroline C. 
Townsend; and 

A bill (S. 1977) to increase the pension of Levi Moser. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell; and 

A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit- 
zer. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and- 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1752) for the relief of James J. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 1754) granting a 8 to Burton Packard; 

F bill (S. 1758) to increase the pension of Farnham J. Eastman; 
an 

A bill (S. 847) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 358) granting a pension to William P. Arble; and 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Eleanor McDevitt, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 
Mr. ALDRICH, From the Committee on Finance I report an 
amendmen to House bill No, 1 as an additional section. Let it 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- | be read. 


ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton; 
A bill (S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to William Tay- 


lor; 

A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to Hannah.R. Johnson; 

A DILIS 757) granting increase of pension to William C. Stock- 

n; an 

A bill (S. 477) granting a pension to Levi C. Faught. a 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Foster, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2667) to establish a library post, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to ve Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2438) to establish a fish-hatching and fish sta- 
tion in the State of West Virginia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 392) to pay the General Marine 
Insurance Company of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for certain 
coupons detached from United States bonds, which said coupons 
were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 
fe 1886, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline B. Bradford, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to James A. Thomas, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment to the committee substitute to H. R. 1. 
Add the following as an additional section: 
ons of this act are not intended to 


between gold and silver.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 
Senator from Rhode 3 
lie on the table? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les. 
„ T pro tempore. It will be printed and lie on 

0 o. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
when the financial bill comes up at 2 o'clock, I shall ask leave to 
address the Senate on the bill and on this amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. When the routine morning business is con- 
cluded, I should like to make a few remarks, occupying not more 
than ten minutes, in regard to the financial bill 9 in 
regard to the amendment just reported. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2999) for the relief of the 
Prairie Presbyterian Church, of Washington County, Ark.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3000) granting a pension 
to Edward O, Porter; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3001) for the relief of Bertha 
M. Schimmelfennig; which was read twicé by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3002) granting a pension to Wesley 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


re. What is the request of the 
at the amendment be printed and 
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Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3003) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to authorize the Grand Rapids Water Power and 
Boom Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam 
and bridge across the Mississi River,” approved February 27, 
1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3004) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Stevens; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8005) removing the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Edward S. Conkling; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


A 2 
He also introduced a bill (S. 8006) for the relief of J. B. Cornell 


and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | read 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 3007) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Tobey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3008) for the relief of cer- 
tain enlisted men of the United States Army for losses sustained 
by them through theft; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on sway A Affairs, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (8. 3009) to regulate elec- 
trical wiring in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, 

Mr. BAKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3010) for the 
benefit of the heirs and representatives of John P, well 
and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3011) granting an increase 
of pension to Joel Metz; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3012) to pension certain soldiers 
and nonenlisted men who served in the war of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ; 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 3013) to appropriate $100,000 
for sinking artesian wells in the State of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3014) granting a pension 
to Matthew Ulen; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8015) for the relief of the 
Presbyterian Church of Kossuth, Miss.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3016) for the relief of the 
estates of Celina M. Wright and Charles G. Wright, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to Committee 
on Claims. A 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 8017) granting an increase of 
pension to Julia M. Edie; which was twice by its title, and, 
sal bet accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3018) for the 
appointment of an additional United States commissioner in the 
northern judicial district of the Indian Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay 8998.96 to Capt. B. Tellefsen for ae 
incurred by him in consequence of a violation of an article of a 
treaty of commerce and navigation between the United States and 
the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway by an officer of the city of 
Boston, Mass., intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ee A DAN 

e submitted an amendment proposing an appropriation of 

,000 to pay the way of the consul at Berne, Switzerland, in- 
nded to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
ropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. ? 

He also submitted an amendment he to increase the ap- 
propriation for the salary of the consul at Chefoo, China, from 
$2,500 to 83,000, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular es fama ppg bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment proponng to appre iate 
$1,600 for current and contingent e at the Nez Perce 
Agency, Idaho, intended to be e be Win to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs and ordered to be printed, 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 


pe and civilization of Nez Perce Indians in 
o from $1,000 „500, intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment extending to July 1, 1901, the 
time in which settlers may make payments for lands on ceded 
Indian reservations purchased with the condition annexed of 
actual settlement, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to pare printed an amendment which 
I intended to offer to House bill No. 1, and which I ask may be 


the PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendment will 
read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


rietion for sapport 
0 


ins of silver shall be the unit of value, and all forms of money 


maintained ata parity of value 
with this standard; and United States notes and Treasur issued 


y 
e uni ater e r 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and lie on the table. 

. PETTUS submitted the following amendment! which was 

ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

Insert at the end of the bill, as a separate section, the following: : 

“Sec. —. Nothing contained in this act shall be held or construed to affect 
the present legal-tender quality of silver dollars coined by the United States.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

Add as a new section the flowing: 
the Secret. of the Treasury is hereby directed to have 


. That 
printed and to keep on hand United States Treasury notes under a special ac- 
count to be called the “em ncy circulation fund.” Such notes shall be full 
legal tender. Any citizen of the United States shall have the right to deposit 
United States under rules and tions to be 3 the Sec- 
retary of the and receive from such fund 90 per cent of the face 


Treasury, 

value of such bonds in United States notes, and shall have the right 
at any time within twelve months to redeem such bonds by repaying in 
United States Treasury notes amount so received by him on account of 
such bonds, with interest at the rate of d cent per annum on such amount. 
Failure to so redeem such bonds wii limit of twelve months shall 
erate as a forfeiture of such bonds to the United States, and such 

be sold to the highest bidder in the open market, and 
ent of 8 amount adv: 


th other moneys in the 
‘Treasury notes. 
be returned to the 
sums shall be passed 


the credit of the Treasury under miscellaneous receip 
“The actual amount of notes held in the ‘emergency cireulation fund“ 
shall never less n $50,000,000 in excess of any ou vances. 


provided.” 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 

Mr. GALLINGER. In accordance with the notice gi 1 5 
terday, I present a proposed amendment to paragraph 5 of Rule 
XIV, which I ask shall be read, printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 6 of Rule XIV so that it shall read as follows: 
“All resolutions 1 be referrefi without debate to their com- 
mittees, unless the Senate by unanimous consent shall other order.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendment will 
be referred to the Committee on Rules, and printed. 
ADDITIONAL CLERICAL ASSISTANCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 


gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized 
to employ additional clerical assistance in connection with the in tions 
which said committee is authorized to make, at a cost not exceeding „the 


same to be paid from the contingent fund of 
by the chairman of said committee. 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE AT PARIS EXPOSITION, 


Mr. DEPEW. I desire to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 55) 
authorizing the President to appoint one woman commissioner to 
represent the United States and the National Society of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of 
Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, France, in 1900. The joint 
resolution upon a former day was considered by the Senate and 
went over in order to make inquiry on a question which was 
raised here as to whether the French Government would permit 
women representatives at theexposition. It has been ascertained 


the Senate on vouchers approved 


that bags i, and that they are to be appointed. 
The P eee i tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of joint resolution? 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two amendments to the joist 
ere 


resolution were agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. If 
be no further amendments it will be reported to the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read as amended; as the amend- 


ments have been eed to. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
read as amended. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President may a t one woman commissioner 
to represent the United States and the Na! onal Society 


the American Revolution at the unv: of the statue of Lafayette and the 
presentation of a tablet for said statue at Paris, France, in 1i and at the 
tion then to be held. 


t said commissioner shall not be entitled to receive compensation for 
any services rendered in connection with mission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the last clause of the 
joint resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri move to strike out the words which were in asan 
amendment, “and at the exposition then to be held?” 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; what I want is to so amend it that this 
representative will receive the same com: tion that others re- 
ceive, and to place her on an equality with the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY, Strike out the words: 

That said commissioner shall not be entitled to receive compensation for 
any services rendered in connection with this mission. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Will the Senate agree to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the question of the money necessary 
to carry on this exhibit was before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the question was raised about a woman's exhibit, e exam- 
ined and ascertained that there was no exhibit which would bein 
charge of women alone, and in consequence of that no provision 
was made specifically for that kind of an exhibit, 

Now I understand the President intends to appoint a lady as 
one of the commissioners, and I doubt not the mch Govern- 
ment will not object to that. That being the intention of the 
President, 1 see no impropriety in passin joint resolution as 
itis. I understand that the President appoint one or more 
ladies on the commission, and this joint resolution is to designate 
one lady for a specific purpose, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 0400) fo the relief of John Anderson, a Potta- 
watomie Indian, and his adult children, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

TRANSACTIONS BETWEEN TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND BANKS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
state: 


The SECRETARY, A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, providing for a 
special committee to make a thorough and complete investigation 


of all dealings and transactions between the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or the ury ent and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National k of New York, ete, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to refer the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lask the Senator to let that motion go over 
until to-morrow. I wish to make some reply to the speech of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and I do not wish to inter- 
pore it before the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] shall 

ve finished his speech. He is pa Po go on. Is that course 
agreeable to the Senator from Rhode Islan 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
can enter his motion and have it lie over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my purpose, to have it lie over, with- 


out losing its place, until to-morrow morning. 
Mr. That is entirely agroganie to me, vided I can 
ə Senator from Wisconsin if I 


have an opportunity to reply to 
deem it sd Hranio; 

Mr. SPOONER, Ihaye no doubt the Senator will deem it ad- 
visable and I know he will have an op ity. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt the Senator will say many things 
that will be worthy of my consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimous consent 
that the motion may be entered and that the resolution shall lie 
gren Tone its place? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, and which is be- 
fore the Senate by unanimous consent. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 2d instant, as follows: 

Whereas from the hour of achieving their own independence the 
the United States have regarded with sympathy the st: les of other peo- 
ple to free themselves from Euro! d tion: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle 
of the South African Republic against cruelty and oppression, and our best 
hopes go out for the full success of their determined contest for liberty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the resolution be laid over, as 
there is no opportunity, I see, to speek to it this morning, on 
8 other notices. I ask that it may go over without preju- 

ce. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that this resolution may lie over, 
retaining its place. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to call up for a few 
moments the financial bill, to make a few suggestions to my friend 
from Rhode Island with regard to his new movement, or that of 
the Committee on Finance. The amendment of which he gave 
notice this morning to the financial bill reads as follows: 

That the provisions of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, provided the 
same be secured by concurrent action of the leading comm nations of 
the world and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value be- 
tween gold and silver, 

Isup any ratio will do that, Whatever ratio the nations of 
the world fix, that would be the relation. The legal relation is 
always the commercial ratio between gold and silver, 

But what I wish more particularly to call attention to is the 
declaration in the amendment that there is no intention to inter- 
fere with international bimetallism by this bill, The bill makes 
all the obligations of the Government payable in gold. Would 
not that be something of an obstacle? If you are going to treat 
with other nations, our obligations are now payable in either gold 
or silver, We have been ina position where our obligations were 
payable in either gold or silver, but when you tie our hands then 
we can not treat, for you make our obligations payable in gold. 
You adopt the gold standard in so many words, and then you say 
you have no intention of interfering with bimetallism. 

It reminds me of a story I once heard. Whether it is true or 
false is immaterial; it illustrates the point. There was an old 

uaker on board the Constitution, They wanted to make him 

ht, but he would not fight. But when the British came to climb 
up the sides of the vessel he took a marline spike and struck them 
on the fingers and knocked them down into the water, and he said, 
“Oh, I don’t mean to hurt thee; I trust thee can swim!” And he 
kept pounding away. 
ow, they do not wish to hurt bimetallism, but they by legisla- 
tion place it beyond the possibility of ever being reached if this 
bill becomes a law. To offer such an amendment to such a bill 
when they say they do not intend to do what they are doing, it 
seems to me, is trifling with the subject, I am willing to treat 
the whole subject seriously, but to put such an amendment on the 
bill is presuming too larga, on our ignorance. 

The Senator from Rhode Island must know that the amendment 
is trifling with the question. He ought for his own credit to 
withdraw it. 


ple of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


corte PRESIDENT pro tempore, The morning business is con- 
clu 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

CoE OSH, I should like to call up a bill on the 
endar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I had the floor yesterday evening and am 
ready to proceed for the purpose of concluding my remarks, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill similar to one that has heretofore passed the 
Senate several times. It will give rise to no debate. Iam very 
anxious to get it through. 

Mr, CAFFERY. I should like to know if I have the floor? 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Chair thinks that under 
what took place when the Senator left the floor yesterday he ought 
to be entitled to it. So he recognizes the Senator from Louisiana. 
wil te Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from North 

0 

Mr. CAFFERY, 
from North Dakota? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not desire to interfere with the 


Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. CAFFERY. My remarks will be brief this morning. 
I simply desire to call up a bill 


For how long, may I inquire of the Senator 


Mr. HANSBROUG. t has 
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heretofore passed the Senate two or three times. I am sure it will 

not lead to any Pid ver but Ido not desire to interfere with the 

Senator from Louisiana. 

„„ If it will not lead to any debate, I am willing 
e 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Lonisiana 
elds to 150 Senator from North Dakota for the purpose of call- 
g up a 


BRIDGE AT DRAYTON, N. DAK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, 1, line 3, to strike 
out ‘‘ trustees” and insert ‘‘council;” in the same line to strike 
out town“ and insert city; in line 8, after Almeron,“ to in- 
sert or Grant; and after those words to strike out street and 
insert streets;“ so as to read: 

That the council of the city of Drayton, county of Pembina, State of North 
Dakota, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a pontoon 
es and approaches thereto across the Red River of the North, between 
the State of North Dakota and the State of Minnesota, extending from the 
foot of Almeron or Grant streets in said town of Drayton to a point opposite, 
in the State of Minnesota. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 2, to strike 
out *‘ trustees and insert council; “ so as to read: 

Said bridge shall be constructed so as to provide for the of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot passengers, and for all road travel, 
for such reasonable rates of toll and under such rules and regulations as may 
be prescribed by said council and approved from time to time by the Secre- 
tary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, 2, line 25, to strike 
out the word ‘‘ trustees” and insert ‘‘council;” on page 3, line 1, 
to strike out town“ and insert ‘‘city;” and in line 2 to strike 
out “town” and insert ‘‘city;” so as to read: 

Provided, That said draw shall be opened peoanp tte, upon reasonable sig- 


nal, for the eof boats and rafts; and council of the city of Drayton 


shall maintain, at the expense of the said city, from sunset to „such 


lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. |- 


The amendment was agreed to. < 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 12, to strike 
out “town” and insert “‘city;” so as to read “said city of Dray- 
ton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 2, to strike 
out town“ and insert city;“ and in the same line to strike out 
“trustees” and insert council.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 4, line 20, after the 
word reserved,“ to strike out the remainder of the section, in the 
following words: 

the 7 to require any changes in the said structure or its entire 
removal at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of 
War _— decide that the public interests so require, is also expressly re- 
serv! 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SELMA, ALA, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Lonisi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do, if there is no objection to the bill, and 
if it is a short one. 

Mr. PETTUS. By the courtesy of the Senator from Louisiana 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the prosent consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1174) for the erection of a public building at 
Selma, Ala. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase or otherwise provide a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with 
fireproof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office, 
and for other Government uses, at Selma, Ala. The building 
thereon, when completed uren plaus and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
not exceed in cost S100, 000, including cost of site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


4 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, when I concluded my remarks 
esterday afternoon I had reached a point where I proposed to 
scuss the facts bearing upon our relations with the Philippine 
Islands, but I will now leave that branch of the subject and take 
oe certain opinions of eminent men bearing on the subject which 
I have discussed and lay them before the Senate. 

Yesterday I was unable to find the quotation from Mr. Webster 
which I propose to lay before theSenate. I have now obtained it, 
and will read it. It is an extract from a of Mr. Webster 
on the Objects of the Mexican war,” found in his works, volume 
5, page 300. That extract is as follows: 

Arbitrary ts have territori possessi 
cause F them deen awe and derei 
systems. Russia may rule in the Ukraine and the provinces of the Caucasus 
and Kamtschatka by different codes, ordinances, or ukases. We can do no 
such thing. They must be of us, part of us, or else strangers. 

If the great name of Mr. Webster can in ent as counsel 
in a case before the Supreme Court be quo in opposition to 
these views, I submit that when that great statesman, feeling the 
full weight of at ellen upon him for his utterances upon 
such a question, addressed the Senate of the United States, more 
weight ought to attach to those utterances than to those of an ad- 
vocate in the discharge of his duty to his client. The position of 
Mr. Webster is that arbitrary governments have no place in our 
seem, that we can not rule by different systems than our own 
these distant possessions. Russia may rule the Ukraine and the 
provinces of the Caucasus, but, according to Mr. Webster, we can 
only rule according to our own system and our own laws. 

Our Constitution is not so elastic as even that of England, 
where unlimited power resides in the British Parliament. The 
British Parliament can rule India under arbitrary sway, or rule 
any of its colonies under arbitrary sway; but, Mr. President, it is 
to be observed that in the rule of England, justified under her 
system, that arbitrary sway never extends to people who havethe 
force and the ability to resent it. She is trying it now in the 
Transvaal, and she is trying it at her bitter cost. 

I now quote an extract from the speech of Mr. Charles Sumner, 
of Massachusetts, on the subject of the ratification of the treaty 
between Russia and the United States in the acquisition of Alaska, 
This extract is very instructive. I read from his speech, thus: 

But there is one other point on 6 This treaty must 
not be a precedent for a system of in ate and costly annexation. 
Sincerel, ie that republican institutions under the primacy of the 
United States must embrace this whole continent, I can not adopt the senti- 
ment of Jefferson, who, while confessing sa‘ ion in se ents on the 

c 8 there in the future nothing but “free and independent 
Ame 2 d to the United States only by “ ties of blood and interest,” 
without political unity. Nor am I to restrain myself to the principle 
so tersely expressed Andrew Jackson in his letter to President Monroe: 
“Concentrate our population, confine our frontier to proper limits, until our 
country to those limits is filled with a dense population.“ But I can not dis- 
guise my anxiety that every stage in our predestined future shall be by nat- 
ural processes without war, and, I would add, eyen without purchase. There 
is no territorial aggrandizement which is worth the price of blood. 

That, sir, isa stinging commentary upon the forcible annexa- 
tion of the Philippines. This great man announces the doctrine 
that no territory is worth the price of blood, and the blood of our 
soldiers and the blood of the inos will forever ensanguine the 
annexation of those islands, and vast seas will not wash out the 
bloody spots. 

Only under peculiar circumstances can it become the subject of pocuiies 
contract. Our triumph should be by growth and organic expansion in obedi- 
ence to “ preestablished harmony,” g always the will of those who 
are to become our fellow-ci' All must if we are only true 

O 


be 
to ourselves. Our motto may be that of Goethe. With ut haste, without 
assured in berty with all equal before 


rest. Let the Republic be tranquil li 
the law, and it conquer by its sublime example. 

Is there any a sere’ under the law contemplated in the resolu- 
tions before the Senate or in the maa Paris itself? The politi- 
cal status and the civil rights of the Filipinos are reserved for the 
determination of Congress. Now, sir, if they did not contemplate 
an inequality of political status and civil rights, why insert that 
reservation in the treaty? Why turn over to Congress the settling 
of the political status of those people? What do they mean by 
“political status?” Do 5 0 mean that those people are not ipso 
facto citizens of the United States by the very acquisition of the 
territory? If so, they stultify themselves. Citizenship is an in- 
ternational fact as well as a national fact. The nations of the 
world will consider those le citizens of the United States; 
and the United States Constitution embraces them within its 
folds, and this notwithstanding their coming in is involuntary. 


More ha than Austria, who acquired possessions by marriage, we shall 
acquire thar by the attraction of republican institutions: 


“Bella gerant alii; tu, felix Austria, nube; 
Nam que Mars aliis, dat tibi regna Venus.“ j 
The famous epigram will be just as applicable to us, inasmuch as our ac- 
quisitions will be under the sanction of wedlock to the Republic. There may 
be wedlock of a people as well as of a prince. Meanwhile our first care sho 
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be to improve and elevate the blic whose sway will be so comprehen- 
sive. Plant it with schools, cover it with churches, fillit with libraries, make 
it qaragan with comfort, so that poverty shall disa; ; keep it constant 
in the assertion of human rights. And here we may fitly those words 
of antiquity, which Cicero quoted from the Greek, and which Webster in our 
day quo from Cicero, Lou have a Sparta; adorn it.“ 

We have an America. Let us adorn it. Let us not encircle the 
brow of Columbia with a bloody wreath. Let rather a garland 
of sweet roses, as an emblem of peace, encircle her noble brow. 
This quotation breathes the very spirit of the Declaration of In- 
dependence and the elevating principles of the Constitution of the 
United States. We should take no country without the will and 
consent of the people in it. We should acquire no 8 2 by 
blood. We must adorn and elevate our Republic by our sublime 
sane and by the dissemination of our institutions abroad. 
Let the territories that come to us come to us in loving wedlock. 
Let them be married to our institutions, and let them be of our 
household, willing and obedient members of our household, who 
will help us in our endeavors toward a higher and higher ideal of 
liberty and development. 

Is that the case with the Philippine Islands, Mr. President? 
Here we have been warring for more than a year—terrible war, 
terrible devastation, blood and ruin and havoc everywhere—in 
defiance of the principles announced by this distinguished and 
illustrious man. 

Mr. President, I am glad, and I rejoice, that Massachusetts has 
here upon this floor a worthy successor of Webster and of Sum- 
ner. I am glad that he announces the principles of the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the principles of our Constitution as 
applicable to those people, Iam glad that he stands foremost in 
our ranks as the champion of human liberty and the guardian of 
constitutional right and constitutional law. 

I shall but briefly touch the facts bearing u 
with the Philippines, both past and presen ese facts have 
been run over to such an extent and with so much care by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that it would be a 
useless work for me to undertake to supplement his labors. 

It appears that in 1896 a revolution started in the Philippine 
Islands under the leadership of Aguinaldo. That . 
proceeded to such an extent that the Spaniards were driven to 
their fortified towns on the seacoast, and the insurgents held the 
balance of the territory. When the position became analogous to 
that of Cuba, when the insurgents could not drive the Spaniards 
from their fortified towns, nor the Spaniards defeat the insurgents 
in the country, a compromise was entered into. The Spanish 
Government made a compromise whereby the deportation of the 
leaders of the insurrection was agreed on, and Aguinaldo and cer- 
tain of his followers were paid $800,000 for leaving the country, 
so that things could settle down. They left. Buta part of the 
agreement was that the Spanish Government would grant certain 
reforms tothe Filipinos; that they would give them representation 
in the Cortes; that they would provide for them an autonomous 
government to a large extent; t they would reform the abuses 
that had crept into the church and grant other reforms which I 
do not now recall. 

Aguinaldo retired to Hongkong. Four hundred thousand dol- 
lars of money was left in a bank in Hongkong as security that the 
5 would comply with their promise. They did not com- 
ply. That money was used by Aguinaldo subsequently, and in- 
tended to be used by him all the time, for the p of raising 
another insurrection and for the pu e of again commencing 
hostilities against the Spaniards. hile he was in Hongkong 
Admiral Dewey sunk the Spanish fleet. Hearing of this, Agui- 
naldo hastened to Singapore, and there he had a conference with 
Consul Pratt, and from that point—I will not now go into the 
conversations between him and Consul Pratt, for it is not neces- 
sary—from that point Consul Pratt sent a telegram to Admiral 
Dewey, informing him that Aguinaldo was present at Singapore 
and desired to go over to Manila to help the American forces. A 
tel was received from Admiral Dewey to the effect, substan- 
tially, of inviting Aguinaldo to come. Hecame with thirteen of his 
staff. Immediately after landing he commenced to organize the 
insurrection in cooperation with our military commanders. His 
cooperation was invited by General Anderson, and accepted. He 
was armed by Admiral Dewey; his assistance was accepted; he 
surrounded Manila; he cooped up the Spaniards within the walls 
of that city; he got up an army, according to the official state- 
ments of our consul, of about 30,000 men. ith those 30,000 men 
he drove the Spaniards out of any control whatever of the inte- 
rior. Those are the facts up to that point. 

It is asserted by Admiral Dewey that he never mentioned inde- 
pendence to Aguinaldo; that he never employed him as an ally or 
engaged him as an ne It was known that Aguinaldo, from re- 
peated expressions of his, was fightingfor the independence of the 

lipino people; and whether Admiral Dewey accepted him in 
terms as an ally or not, he did so in fact, and the whole American 
Army accepted him in fact asan ally, Po quibble about words 
when facts speak stronger than words? Why go into an unseemly 
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discussion in this body as to whether or not Aguinaldo is a liar? 
There are facts that can not be controverted that make him an 
ally; and why go into any investigation of the point whether Ad- 
miral Dewey in terms accepted him as one? He was an ally; he 
rendered us important services; he drove the Spaniards from the 
country and cooped them up in the fortified towns; and the testi- 
mony of two most intelligent explorers sent out by Admiral Dewey 
himself, Ensign Sargent and Lieutenant Wilcox, is to the effect 
that Aguinaldo had established a complete de facto government, 
with full control of Luzon; that quiet and order obtained every- 
where where he had jurisdiction; that headministered the ordinary 
affairs of government, and that the Filipinos gladly welcomed his 
leadership and gladly enrolled under his banner. 

Mr. President, that creates a state of facts which rendered the 
Filipino government such that it could have been recognized as 
an independent republic. They had control of that whole island, 
except the city of Manila, and with all its territory, with armies 
organized, with a government organized, with administration of 
the law, with all the civil departments of government in full and 
active operation. Then Aguinaldo’s government, or the govern- 
ment of the Filipino people, was a de facto government. It had 
every muniment of a government; it possessed title to recogni- 
tion more than the Cubans did, whom we r ized as belliger- 
ents by a resolution of this body. The Cubans did not have so 
good a title as the Filipinos had after the cooperation of Agui- 
naldo was accepted and after Aguinaldo had established this gov- 
ernment. Let Aguinaldo be what he may, let him be what his 
enemies depict him, let him be everything that his friends say of 
him, it has not anything to do with the fact that the government 
established there was in full possession of the territory of Luzon, 
except the fortified town of Manila, and the Filipinos themselves 
rendered willing obedience to the sway of that government, what- 
ever it was. It does not make any difference whether that gov- 
ernment was a mili despotism or whether it was a free repub- 
lic, it was that sort of a government that the Filipinos at that 
period wanted; it was that sort of a government which they ac- 
cepted: it was that sort of a government to which they gave their 
consen 

Then what occurred? After inviting his cooperation, through 
General Anderson, who was the first military commander in 
charge, our authorities became c of any recognition of Agui- 
naldo. A change had come over the spirit of the dream of our 
rulers. From wanting a coaling station only in Luzon, our cov- 
etous eye seemed to take in the whole of the Philippine group, the 
island of Luzon, the Visayas, and the Sulu group. The gaud 
bauble of empire was held up as a coveted prize, and we grasped 
atit. From the moment that this insidious and pernicious idea’ 
seized possession of the American mind in high places, from that 
very moment we commenced treating Aguinaldo as an insurgent. 
When he demanded a parley and a cessation of hostilities, he was 
told that the war having commenced, it must go on to the grim 
end. Every step in the progress since that time been military 
domination; every step has been marked by blood; every inch of 
the territory of the island of Luzon has been traveled over b; 
armed men, until the American forces have virtually destroy 
the insurgent army and scattered it into roving bands. 

It is said now that we must change the term from that of 
“insurgents” to that of “ banditti.” hy give them the name of 
insurgents, Mr. President? Why go out of our way to say that 
they are rebelling against the authority of the United States if 
mer are not citizens of the United States? How is it that we can 
hold these people as insurrectionaries against our authority when 
they are hanging in mid-air, neither Filipinos nor Americans? I 
8 the question yesterday whether or not these people, 

f not citizens of the United States, were anything. That ques- 
tion has been revolving in my head for some time. I can not tell 
for the life of me what the imperialists hold the Filipinos to be. 
If they are insurrectionists, then they are in insurrection against 
the authority of the Constitution of the United States; then they 
are citizens of the United States; then they are under the juris- 
diction of the United States, and they have all the privileges and 
immunities of citizens of the United States. 

I will, without reading—for I do not desire to take up the time 
of the Senate to any great extent, and I have occupied too much 
of it already—introduce various extracts from Senate Executive 
Document No, 62, showing the various facts which I have briefly 
narrated, and some letters from the Outlook. They are the cor- 
respondence between our consuls and the State Department and 
the letters of Messrs. Sargent and Wilcox. I take these letters to 
be authentic and true. They were introduced by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as an appendix to his remarks, 
and I teel warranted in introducing them as proof of the assertions 
I have made. 

Mr. HOAR. They were indorsed by Admiral Dewey. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les, sir; they were sent out by Admiral 
Dewey himself, and their statements were indorsed by Admiral 
Dewey as being full and satisfactory, giving a more complete 
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description of the islands, their inhabitants, and their condition, 
both military and civil, than was contained in any other report 
up to that time. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
CONSULAR REPORTS ON PHILIPPINE AFFAIRS. 
Mr. Williams to Mr. Cridler. 


No. 9.] CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, February 22, 1898. 
Sin: Without ic instructions it seems my duty at this critical 
to inform the Washington Government somewhat as to political Sedition 


But as I have been here less than a month 


th vigilance has not overcome 


here. 
all difficulties, and the r: censorship of the 3 in general and the sup- 
pression 


such publi as uttered the 
onerous, 


have made news gathering 


I have before me a lengthy dispatch giving dates of many warlike and upo: 
litical matters, with rumors, observations, and conclusions, but deem it 
to write more briefly to-day, to bide events and wait specific instructions 


from you. 


Peace was pr — ana pinos since my coming festivities therefor were held; 
but there is As peace, been none for about — — es Conditions 
here and in Cuba are . War exists, * e 
daily occurrence, am bring in y wounded, an tals are full. 
Prisaners shed: aa Manila is 


rae aap brought here and abet without Lrial, 


The ¢ Crown Sgen have not been able to disl 
miles of Manila, and last Saturday, February 19, 


under mar- 


edge a rebel army within 10 
„n battle was there fought 


and 5 dead i on * field. ech of such information is found in my longer 


to, and which is at your comman 


d. 
‘he Governordia who is amiable = pular, having resigned, 


ers were given a cash 


wishes 
bribe of $1,650,000 to consent to 3 deportation to China. This bribe and 


a m only pap awn cla: 
rgents demand 


ewer exactions from church and state, & half of pub- 


lic offices, and fewer church holidays, which 8 retard business. 


A re ublic is organized here, as in Cuba. 


Insurgents are being armed 


and ; are rapidly increasing in numbers and efficiency, and all agree 
that neral u prising will come as soon as the Governor-General embarks 


for Sp „ch is fixed for March. 


ə some combatant 5 have recently been returned to Spain. 
it was for 3 feng! arene all authorities oe agree paar unless the 
Crown largely reenforces its army here it will lose possession. 
Command desired information. 


me for any 
Your obedient servant, 


OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, Consul. 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Cridler. 
No. 2, special. CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
J Manila, Philippine Islands, March 19, 1898. 
Sır: Matters are in a serious state here. I have daily communication b. 
— — and letter with Commodore Hovey. dishe but we pass letters by British an 


tampered with. and by private 


use cables and letters are 


8 t; many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 
both sides. . Ee 3 


save 

Icaution Americans against arms in violation of local law, although 
threats have been made by 8 that all Americans would soon have 
their throats cut. Certain ones are so htened as to frequently come to 


aay but I keep open consulate every day, including Sundays, so Americans 


d me. 
ee Rebellion never more threatening to Spain. 


mone, 


Rebels getting arms, 
ai friends, and ont outnumber the Spaniards, resident and el Nerz, prob- 
hed en that Hol learn it by wire before you receive this dispatch: o 


nila. Bu ou 
My March quarter ony. De 1 


fore you receive this 


or captured. If no trouble 


V will be sent by first mail after March 


31, but 5 agents at Cobu and 


are both absent, and hence I 


ma . their reports for transmission as early as I send my own. 
from . I hear e eee 
. United 8 States and se and, depending oe unofficial re 


must act as if reigned. I can onl you of vigilance and loyalty, 
await ye ctions, and 2 8 8 ty 
‘our most obedient servant, OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, Consul. 
Mr. Williams to to Mr. Cridler. 
Special.] CONSULATE OF THE UNITED Sta’ 
Man ania. Paiappene Islande, March ar, 1898. 


Sin: Because of having given daily information to Commod g as 
m ment, and have I — rle Ah WAE ARTER E E 
ve n little on war mat 
8 “ehh pocbi inaggravated form. Spanish See 
are killed cane 3 dal. lespite claimed pacification, and the hospitals 


are kept 


The ey Sone 8 are reported from the ranks of the native in- 


ties and horrors of war are 1 


nts, and 
mein is the ekp EF of Luzon, situated 
Manila ann Shee abou Za e distant by way 
a Crown 


pane daly eet out of tonight thet x d desert 
ey wero willing % foreign enemies 
fight Weir friends 


about 
of bay shore and public high- 
tof natives, the Seven — * 

ti n 


Since beginning this tch I learn of the desertion to the ts 
another entire ent. ese are said to be the severest setbucksroccived 
5 . during 5 insurrection here. 
— a church holiday, a meeting of 8 Was 
being held near my consulate in Manila, the natives being unarmed. The 
ng was surrounded by police and 5 the ee broken up, 
i natives wantonly shot to death, several wounded, and 62 taken prisoners. 
Saturday morning, March 26, the 62 prisoners were marched in a body to the 
— oF shot to death, although it was shown that several were chance 
y or employees in’ Ships a joining, not being in attendance at the 


fe was cold comfort to the widows and orphans 2 innocent men to have 
Spanish officers orp them the 3 8 husbands and fathers. 
Such horrors, but usually on a but at times attended by 
greater disregard for modern rules of war, occur almost daily, and the piteous 
Ory pore Up up, Will it ever sto) un 
Crown forces are now a cordon of small forts on 8 out- 
aris for defense against Bsa natives, who are e ted to soon at- 
In fact, two detectives and one messen ve come tome 
this evening with 9 that attack was to be made TA MIARE, and overy- 
body is anxious, as 8,000 native insurgent soldiers are encamped only 5 miles 
away. 
The insurgents seem to lack arms and organization, but, so far as I can 
learn, 3 the Sp Spanish forces and 98 20 to 1. 8 s are being 


Bonas 8, “bes biggest flag fying. s so any needing a refuge may find it. 
aily 


7 0 sy are re 8 such as g prisoners and 
lack-hole dungeons in the walls of old Manila os pe placed that 
an 8 Se ae prisoners are drowned; several hundred repor to have 


so 
Bete too horrid for an official 3 detailed to me every day, Sa 
it seems that the cry of 8 1 would soon compel Spain to 
abolish Middle Age methods of 
Ch: ristian nations are such only in Rame when such atrocities as daily 
888 e ure known to be perpetrated here and no effort made 
rotect the w 
Bere is to-day no Christian nation—policy and —_ diplomacy govern 
the vilest cruelties of war are added to th the mangling of ald men, women, 
mor children to make full the measure of iniquity. 
The American eae a would not mite one Ya their tribes to tice 
such barbarities. Why sh d socalled Christian nations decline call a 
halt upon Spanish nee 
All information as Y defenses of Manila has been sent to Commodore 
George Dewey at Hong! ingkong. 
For fear of confiscation this dispatch and other mail go by messenger to 
V Ik ies of dispatches, etc., but at 
cut in three ep CO} e at pres- 
ent, tor reasons, Area a not copied on register at consulate. 


775 OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
United States Consul, Manila. 


Mr. Williams to rit Day. 
NITED STATES CONSULATE, 
Manila, Palen Islands, March 31, 1898. 


HONORED SIR: My returns and accounts for . to both your 
Department and the ‘gens 0 having been perfected I turn with 


for E. for about two years has devas- 
tated these . fair islands, woovered them with blood, often of the 
wore the sol e see housands of homes of the husbands and sons who 
wees 


group, refused to ie eae and attack —— native 8 it 


ent expressed a willingness thi 
mies of Brain ty but a they would all be shot rather than fight their friends. 
All were sent to barracks to be punished later, but the next morning all took 


to the insurge’ 
On Friday, March 25, a church and holiday, unarmed natives wero 


and suspicious m broken 
eath, several wounded, and e risoners taken, certain of whom — mere 
passers-by, not having attended the m 5 The next morning these 62 
ee WARO without form of trial, were — in a body to the cemetery and 
S! 
Hardly a ETE passes withoutsuch scenes of Middle Age treachery and bar- 


t crema’ 
In theold of “ Walled Manila,” built about three hundred years 
are said to be several ‘ black-hole dungeon in which incarceration 
isalmostsure death. Two of these, both of which I have seen, with spormures 
summit of wall, 


Sni N pe ee Of this several reports n mado 
goa ot above ni ig were counted in me of of these prisons, Ao 
reliance can placed upon the public press. an 0 
oldest daily there, El Diario de V suspended by 
public ords because truth was told. 

Months ago ification was claimed the Governor-General. It was 

‘alse. A truce been bought with 81. — abn during which the Governor- 

General hoped to embark for Spain, but all was a hollow farce. 

The Madrid Government seems now to understand all, and the Governor- 
5 has been ordered to remain, and his appointed successor sent to one 

e provinces. 

Now 5.000 arm: armed rebe! wove ya for days have been en ear Manila 

and have been reenfor. from the mountains, plant to a a tack the city to- 


‘ht. Allis excitement and life uncer 
ews came this afternoon of the wounding of a governor of one of the 
southern provinces and the defeat of the Crown forces under his command, 


church permi tholic, and its interfer- 
ence with The 8 its intolerance, immorality, and despotism are 


The only tted here is the Roman Cai 
peers the to progress in t 

of rth oe received from men of several nationalities, from 

98 from natives, ret: afew „I believe 

ippine people, estimated at 000, not 5 per cent are loyal 


But Nemeel and priests, the leeches of 3 he penis, © are in authority, have 
money, influence, and cunning, so that the ves and half breeds ( ese 
and European) are more or less controlled. 

the paroa when war between the United States and S 
expected, whic seems hap polly now t now to be 3 — 7 e 


surance that the natives, h Spaniards 
heri it to hoist 
tes flag, and swear 


as woro in business were all ready t 
over these islands the United S allegiance to it; and 
once done, all interests here would thrive, be settled and ha happy. 
I have daily felt it a EA Ex inform you, bas for nearly entire 9 9 — 
of my incumbency every odd hour of day and many of oronge ns 
8 to inspection of forts, arsenals, and battle chine! in orde tofully in ree 
erg sored Dewey at Hongkong. 
And because his means of communication with Washington 
than my own, I have trusted all to him. Another fact, I have not had money 
to 8 8 Dewey us asked, but needed to yw for it. 
„ fag fin 5 
and by keeping it open, w. Sie 2a 65 undays, 
the Americans have felt sure of a ror able came, and ts were 
that all Americans would have their throats cut. I have not 


was 

the as- 
ese merch 

to welcome por . fi 


same wa 
To-da; returns and accoun 
send 5 was mailed here. Th 


Now bubonic plague exists at Hon and quarantine here delays shi 
and fee on has ordered 22 ee sake Ta no passengers on thee 


By discoveries here and by a plan devised, I have saved the United States 
in two months nearly double the amount na y salary, and each 
t will be from one item alon 


friends have daily called to advise me to seek safety in hiding 
but I have not shared their fears sufficiently to leave a post at which you 
ions that I would remain and perform every loyal duty to your De- 
partment and to our Government. 
All officials have treated me well 8 one 98 whose head I 
threatened to smash, and with a return of cordiali ty between nations I shall 
2 all official calls anew, as I have but just ved my exequatur from 


My work for the commodore now lighter, I er one ts on Phili 
pine tari it import wants, products, and institutions for the 8 Ut 


ig mail bein 
kong, 


etc.. and having no chance to 
will be sent by messenger to 


Ido not copy this on the records of the consulate, because it may be there 
read any nigh by spies, and if so, my usefulness as well as my com- 
fort would be im I 


dare not even intrust my cipher cables and code 
to the old office safe, but carry all in my pockets. 


Mr, Williams to Mr. Day. 


Special.] CRUISER BALTIMORE, 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
MANILA BAY, OPPOSITE CAVITE, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, May 12, 1808. 
Sm: 9. 7 ad yo, if possible, permit me to give assurance of the friend- 
liness of th Pullipping natives toourcountry and to meas its a ghg arene 
Durin; the > pacon orm f A . in Manila, every week was of 
barbarities efforts, often futile, of the — to o 
rights Sa tber h fone 
imes I have heard 28 expressed that either United States or 


—— aon grea 9 the natives. ha vo been 
better armed. Second, because the 5 — — noncom- 
Patanta old men, women, and children, while the natives refrained from such 


es. 
ek consensus of opinions of many reliable people, I estimate Spanish 
forces here about as follows: 
First. Naval force, ar ships were burned and sunk- analiiary gunboats, 


. were burned and sunk—2 auxiliary gunboa‘ 
ditto—and about 30 8 = tugs, tured. 

Second About 4,000 §; infantry, 5 of whom are in hos- 
Pitals. 


rate with us. C 
armed, but have è about 6,600 rifles, taken from the § ey have 
captured line and the River Pasig, ae sir a off supply 
tg while we, cog iy cutting off supply by bay and sea, can soon starve 
into surrender. 
These natives are T to — — o eas led by United States 
and the members of their cabine ted me and eave | assurance that 


To show their ess for me as our nation's onl 8 in 
this of the world, Tlast week went on shore at Cavite 47 rie British con- 
sul. in his launch, to show the destruction wrought by fleet. As soon 


as natives found = 2 ve gs Ba obs eh around me, hats offs 8 “Viva 
los Americanos,” t ut me by hundreds to shake either hand, even 
several at a time, a women, and dren striving to got ove evena na finger to 
shake. So I moved a mile, shaking continuous]; The 
British consul, a smiling 1 said he never before saw 9 an evi- 
dence of friendship. Two thousand escorted me to the launch amid hurrahs 
of 838 feeling for our nation, hence I must conclude: 

squadron can force surrender in a day. Spaniards are all 


. pin Manila of nati seston ts these 6, togeth 

n cers of native ents away, 

with selections from the 37,000 wan! ample land — — oreo, and 
can be well armed with rifles of Sianish sole ers and from barracks and 


arsenals. 
Third. Few United States will be needed for conquest and fewer 
stillforoceupancy. Expulsion of Spaniards, naval, civil. military, and clerics, 


neers meet all religious requirements so tar as — este: 
is concerned. 

All rors all ale Fred other than Spanish, and certain 8 in 
mercantile and will aid us to every extent. The le crave a 
change of flag. anon I long ample assurances are at that civil gov- 
ernment by us will be easy of organization and gratefully received by the 


 oommuniostions to your Department are, these war days, supra con- 
cular, but on other lines I endeavor to serve our fleet and thus paaa our na- 


Ail rejoice over the merited 8 of our commodore to the rank of 
rear-admiral, but every man of the fleet proved a hero, and it seems as if the 
4 of 5 varies off the enemy's shot, leaving our men unharmed, 
and guns intact, and gave us the most important and unique vic- 


toe student of the next . will read with pride that the right arm of 
eee ee the battle of ‘Manila Bay.“ and from this must come 


Spa ee heri Aasin these —— y times more extensive, more populous, 
and more valuable than Cuba, or sa their — yi will force Spain to condi- 
tions 12 peace = basis of honor, so much sought by our nation. 

ve, etc, 


OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
United States Consul. 


Mr. Williams to ps Day. 


U. S. S. BALTIMORE, 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
MANILA BAY, OFF CAVITE, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, May 24, 1898. 
Sm: I have the honor to report successful efforts on the part of the 
ah of these islands in preparation for more successful war against 


pain 

Officers have visited me during the darkness of night 5 inform the fleet 
and me of their operations, and to report increase of stre! 

At a conference with General ry ein the head of the movement, I was 
told that aay had now above 4,500 Mauser rifles taken from the S 

and abundant ammunition. Until the present they have been 
sos pk crip waka alo a in these respects, 

jor ome captured two buffalo cart loads of gal pat 


Special.] 


5 ekaa the y I executed a power of attorne 8 
General o releases FA his attorneys in fact . eto k in 
Hongkong, hes that. money therefrom can pay for 3, of arms * — 
dagen 8 bout 37,000 ts stand read: 
me al mi 

aid United States forces, arid General A; do's quarters were . 
ud e Caer hte arate Iwas 
at that hour and saw the men. 

M Seer ese eee I manage to keep them so pro bono 


pu 
When General Merritt arrives he will find large auxiliary land forces 
FCC 8 


OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
United States Consul. 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Day. 


U. S. S. BALTIMORE, 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED Sra’ 


Special] 
7 Manila, Philippine Islands, June 16, 1898. 


000 priso; eic N 1850 oF 
rile when de 
with 8,000 more es, 2 
a and now in transit. The 


ci a. 
While the ee cruelly and barbarously ity of Max Filipinos taken in 
canta, women, and children, the 33 victors, 


isoners and for 5 
as they care 102 the Ne fallen from their own ranks. 
For future advantage I am maintaining cordial relations with General 


do, nanne e gery ete ph submissiveness to our forces when treating for 


their return he: „12th, they held a council to form provi- 

Soot ional government. tes anton to 8 ut jag ight best to decline. A 

l ead that they but General A ido told me to-day that 

his friends al tea the Philippines would held as a colony of United 
0 


It has been m y effort to maintain harmony with . 
ence hereafter when we x 


exercise greater 
Manila is ence g in: f foreigaers other than 8 ha we, by kindness 
of Rear-Admiral Dewey, boen allowed to leave the Spaniards havo, by ty and are 
cared for on merchant ships in the bay. 
Baltimore leaves early tommorrow to meet the troop northeast of 
ly to reconnoiter Dagupan Bay, the northern terminus 
cruisers and me: t 


Luzon, and incidental 
of the Manila panish ps. 
We aan impatient, ao wa ə doubly go by the miraculous battle of May 1, 


. 


Manila was captured 
Callao has since 
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capture may be effected, so far as the fleet’s part is concerned, without the 
Joss of a man or the bling of a vessel. Rear-Admiral emer only 8 
on. e 


Iexpect that on 44 7 4 we will celebrate in Manila under the folds of Old 
Glory,” and write in living letters a page of history that this ficent in- 
sular empire become a part and parcel of the United States of America. 

I have the honor, etc., 
OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
United States Consul. 


Mr. Cridler to Mr. Williams. 
WASHINGTON, August 4, 1898. 


al dispatch of the 16th 
tary of War and the 


No. 18.] 
Sin: I have to acknowled, 


y, * our 8, 
7 THOS. W. CRIDLER, 
Third Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Day. 
Special. U. S. S. BALTIMO: MANILA BAY, 
] Manila, Philippine Islands, July 2, 1898. 
Sin: I have the honor to report the arrival here on June 30 of 2,500-United 
States troops under command of General Anderson, the flotilla being con- 
voyed by the Charleston. 
General Anderson and all I am rendering every ible assistance, and 
nee been asked by him to treat with General A do as to American 


Relations between General Anderson and Aguinaldo. 


HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, Philippine Islands, July 4, 1898. 
Señor Don EMILTO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Forces, Cavite, Luzon. 

GENERAL: Ihave the honor toinform you that the United States of America, 
whose land forces I have the honor to command in this vicinity, being at war 
with the Kingdom of Spain, has entire 3 and most friendly senti- 
ments for the native ple of the Philippine Islands. 

For these reasons I desire to have the most amicable relations with you, 
and to have you TONE people cooperate with us in military operations 

‘0 


against the Spanish forces. 
In our operations it has become necessary for us to occupy the town of 
Cavite asa of operations. In doing this, I do not wish to interfere with 


your residence here and the exercise by yourself and other native citizens of 
all functions and privileges not in ‘ent with military rule. 

I would be pleased to be informed at once of any misconduct of soldiers 
overnment to maintain 


THOMAS M. ANDERSON. 
Brigadier-General, U. S. Volunteers, Commanding. 


Brig. Gen. THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Commanding the United States Volunteers. 

GENERAL: Interpreting the sentiments of the Philippine people, I have 
the honor to express to your excellency my most profound 5 for 
the sympathy and amicable sentiments which the natives of these islands 

the great North American nation and your 5 
also thank most profoundly your desire of having frien: ponos with 
us, and of treating us with Tasos, courtesy, and kindness, which is also our 
constant wish to prove the same, and special satisfaction whenever occasion 


ts. 

J have already ordered 72 le not to interfere in the least with your 
officers and men, orders which I reiterate to prevent their being unful- 
filled; hoping that you will inform me of whatever misconduct that may be 
done by those in my command, so as to reprimand themand correspond with 
our es. 
ci your excellency to acceptin return the assurance of my most re- 


5 — . 
1 yy EMILIO AGUINALDO. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, Philippine Islands, July 6, 1898. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO Y FAMY, 
Commanding Philippine Forces. 


a will require much more room to 
camp our soldiers, and alsostoreroom for our supplies. For this I would like 
to have your excellency's advice and cooperation, as you are best acquainted 
with the resources of country. 

It must be apparent to you that we do not intend to remain here inactive, 
but to move promptly t our common enemy; but for a short time we 
must and land supplies and alsoretain a place for storing them near 
our fleet and 

I am solicitous to avoid an 

tary 


Very soon we a dition to our forces, and it must be appa- 
rent U yoa as Iiii — cer that we 


I * por my 6 of 
= THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8. Volunteers, Commanding. 


Beginning and progress of the revolution (from Captain Green’s testimony 
before the Paris commissioners). 

An insurrection had been in progress from August, 1896, to December, 
1897. Unable to suppress it, the Government made a written treaty with 
the insurgent leaders, paying them a sum of money and promising to 
introduce various reforms on condition that they would leave the country. 
Hardly had the S offic: recovered from this when the appalling die: 
aster of the destruction of their fleet occurred under their very sya 

Then followed in rapid succession the naval blockade, the arrival of the 
insurgent leaders from Hongkong, the raising of an insurgent army, which 
blockaded Manila on the land side, and finally the American troops. At the 
end of one hundred and four days after the destruction of the Spanish fleet 
the city surrendered to a combined land and naval attack of the American 
forces. On the day after the capitulation the American commander in chief 
issued his proclamation establishing a military government, appointed a 


mili governor, a minister of finance, a collector of customs, collector of 
inte revenue, vera and judge of the provos court; took possession 
of all public funds (about $900,000) and all public offices, and as rapidly as 


possible put this government in operation. 

The 8 of the Spanish Government was thoroughl 
when we entered Manila. The courts of justice, except the 
courts, had not been in session since early in May; the officials had been cut 
off from communication with the other inland and 
months; there had been no customs to collect, and awing to the entire sus- 

of $2,000,000 for 
ine Bank, and 


vernment offi- 


disorganized 
erior criminal 


When Scott captured the ag Bend Mexico it was ackowledged on both sides 


prora by an alien race whose representatives present in the islands, includ- 
m 


ion is in progress 
which claims to have n successful in 1 containing a population of 
about 2,000,000, The city and province of Manila, with a population of 410,000 
more, have been captured and occupied by a foreign army, but whether its 
occupation is to be 8 or permanant hasnot yet beendecided. * + + 
Between 2,000 and 3,000 S native troops surrendered to it during the 
months of June and July; it constantly annoyed and harassed the Spaniards 
in the trenches, keeping them up at night and wearing them out with fatigue; 
and it invested Manila early in July so completely that all supplies were cut 
off, and the inhabitants, as well as the Spanish troops, were forced to live on 
horse and buffalo meat, and the Chinese population on cats and dogs. It 
captured the waterworks of Manila and cut off the water supply, and if it 
been in the dry season would have inflicted great suffering on the inhab- 
itants for lack of water. 
The results, it is true, were obtained inst a rited army containing 
a considerable number of native by of doubtful loyalty. Yet from Au- 
t, 1896, to aes es they 2 000 of the best regular troops sent out 
m S , inflicting on them a loss of over 150 officers and 2,500 men killed 
and wounded, and they suffered still greater losses themselves. Neverthe- 
less, from daily contact with them for six weeks, I am very confident that 
no such results could have been obtained t an American army, which 
would have driven them back to the hills and reduced them to a petty guer- 
rilla warfare. If they attack the American army this will certainly be the 
result; and while these guerrilla bands might give some trouble so long as 
their ammunition lasted, yet with our navy guarding the coasts and our 
army — them on land, it would not be long before they were reduced 
to subjection. 
Insurgent civil administration.—In August, 1896, an insurrection broke out 
in Cavite under the leadership of Emilio Aguinaldo, and soon spread to other 
rovinces on both sides of ila. It continued with varying sucesses on 
Poth sides, and the trial and execution of numerous insurgents. until Decem- 
ber, 1897, when the Governor-General, Primo de Rivera, entered into written 


agreement with do, the substance of the document, which is in pos- 
session of Senor Felipe . accompanies me to Washington, being 
attached hereto and marked A. In brief, it required that Aguinaldo and the 


other insurgent leaders should leave the country, the Government agreeing 

to 8 $800,000 in silver and promising to introduce numerous reforms, 

including representation in the 8 Cortes, freedom of the press, general 

retires for all insurgents, and the expulsion or secularization of the monas- 
ic orders. . 

8 his associates went to Hongkong and Singapore. A portion 
of the money, $400,000, was 1 in banks at Hongkong, and a lawsuit 
soon arose between Agui o and one of his subordina 
Artacho, which is interesting on account of the ve: 
ase by Aguinaldo. Artacho sued for a division of 


chiefs, named 
honorable position 
e money among the 


nsurgentsaccording to rank. Aguinaldo claimed that the money was a trust 
fund, and was to remain on d t until it was seen whether the Spaniards 
would out their prom reforms, and if they failed to do so it was to 


be used to defray the 8 of a new insurrection. The suit was settled 
out of court by paying ho $5,000. 

No steps have been taken to introduce the reforms: more than 2,000 insur- 
gents, who had been deported to Fernando Po and other places, are still in 
confinement, and Aguinaldo is now using the money to carry on the opera- 
tions of the Se insurrection. = 

On the %th day of April Rn, ewes met the United States consul and 

to begin a new insurrection in conjunction 


fore Singapore for Hongkong on 5 26; and when the McCulloch went to 

early in May to 5 e news of Admiral Dewey's victory, it 

revolutionary cbiefs on board and brought them 

Bay. They soon after landed at Cavite, and the Admiral allowed 

them to take such guns, ammunition, and stores as he did not require for him- 

self. With these, and some other arms which he had brought from Hong. 

kong, Aguinaldo armed his followers, who rapidly assembled at Cavite, and 

in a few weeks he began moving against the Spaniards. Part of them sur- 
rendered, giving him more arms, and the others retreated to Manila. 

Soon afterwards two ships, which were the private property of Senor 
Agoncillo and other insurgent sympathizers, were converted into cruisers 
and sent with insurgent te to Subig Bay and other e to capture 

rovinces outside of Manila. They were very successful, the native militia 
in Spanish service capitulating with their arms in nearly every case without 
serious resistance. On the lth of June Aguinaldo issued a proclamation 
from Cavite establishing a dictatorial government, with himself as dictator. 
In each village or pueblo a chief (jefe) was to be elected, and in each ward a 


1900. 
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headman (cabeza); also in each blo three del e of one of 

justice, and one of taxes. Thus ware to patience cage By ah eS omeo 

and after consulting the ma the chiefs of pueblos were to elect a chief of 
c 


rovince and three councilors—one of police, one of justice, and one of taxes. 
ey were also to elect one or more representatives from each province to 
form the revolutionary congress. 

This was followed on June 20 by a decree giving more detailed instruc- 
tions in ON nap to the elections. On June 23 another decree followed chang- 
ing the title of the government from dictatorial to revolutionary, and of the 
chief officer from dictator to president; announcing a cabinet, with a minis- 
ter of foreign affairs, marine, and commerce, another of war and public 
works, another of police and internal order, justice, instruction, and hygiene, 
and another of taxes, ture, and man ; the powers of the presi- 
—.— and congress were defined, and a code of military justice was formu- 


On thesame date a manifesto was issued to the world laining the rea- 
sons and purposes of the revolution. On June 27 another decree was issued 
containing instructions in to elections. On August 6 an address was 
issued to foreign governments stating that the revolutionary government 
was in operation and control in 15 provis, and that in nse to the pe- 
tition of the duly elected chiets of these provinces an a made for rec- 
ognition of beliigerency and independence. Translations 
documents are all a; ked F. G, and H. 

In the province of Cavite and that province of Manila out- 


side of the city and its suburbs which was occupied by the t troops, 
as well as those of the United States, their tary forces, head- 
q etc., were very much in evidence, occu g the principal houses 
aud churches in every and hamlet, but there were no si; of civil 
government or administration. It was reported, however, that do’s 

nts were levying taxes, or forced contributions, not only in the outside 
vilages, but after we en 27 means of secret nts in the mar- 
ket p. of the city itself. At Aguinaldo's headquarters, ere 
were signs of activity and business, and it was re that his cabinet offi- 


t session there. Aguinaldo 
all bret na due to his alleged position as the de facto ruler of the 
country. 
The nation to which they all turn is America, and their ideal is a Philip- 
pine republic under American protection, such as they have heard is to be 
ted toCuba. Butwhen it comes to de: 


their ideas of protection and 

e respective rights and duties of each under it—what on of the goy- 
ernment is to be administered by them and what portion by us; how the rev- 
enues are to be collected, and in what proportion the e: ses are to be di- 
vided—they have no clearly defined ideas at all; nor is it to be expected that 
they should have, after generations of Spanish rule, without any experience 


in self-government. 

The United States Government, through its naval commander, has to some 
extent made use of them for a distinct militar harass and 
—— the Spanis 


m very 
Aguinaldo no assurances of recognition and no pl or promises of any de- 
scription. The services which Aguinaldo and 1 rendered int re- 
paring the way for attack on Manila are certainly entitled to consid ; 

f; r all, they were small in comparison with what was done by our own 


fleet and army. 
2 What do you know of the disposition of the natives beyond Luzon? 
Only what I read. 
Q 5 that this insurrection is confined to the island of Luzon? 
©, sir. 
2 It has been? : 
The Spanish have never had full control of the southern islands of the 
Br xo one has ever had control of Mindanao and the other islands except 
the Somers natives there; they have never submitted to any civilized 
governmen 
A. The gain have suppressed pi in the Sulu Sea. 
. But the natives have never — to the Spaniards? 
No, sir; I believe not, outside of certain fortified towns. 
Mr. FRYE: 
Q. I would like to ask ee 
States in the progress of t war found the leader of the present Philip 
bellion Xil his country in H 
him to the islands in an American ship, and then 


Bradford's testimony before Peace Commission at Paris. 


in the eyes of the world, would we a; to be tosurrender Aguinaldo and 
his x to be dealt with as they 


mts 
A. We er 
we are bound to pro 
Their inefficiency (and the creditable work of the 1 as well) is 


e fact that they were driven by the natives from 97 5 ny 


yet the Spania: 000.men, wellarmed, plenty 
of ammunition, and in good physical condition. o excuse of the latter may 
be that their enemy was in nds; but they never captured one of 


the city when I received 
were almost ul to — This admission demonstrates as well the 
military ability shown by the pinos, whose e Iwill now enu- 


merate. 

do went to Cavite, under the permission of Admiral Doren. reply 
toa telegram sent by Spencer Pratt, esq., our consul- general at gupore, 
who offered that chief money for his expenses. The offer was d ed. 
After arrival (on one of our ps) he went ashore, accompanied by 13 staff 
officers, to organise his army; but no adherents appeared the first ay and 
Aguinaldo, rather „ meditated retu. g to Hongkong. think 
Dewey advised him to make another effort, at the same time saying that he 
must leave the public buildings at Cavite, where he had made headquar- 
ters. Soon, fro i The fact 
ing districts 


was the only help we gre him, excepting, of course, the m 
struction of the Spanish na From 
the conduct of the insurgen 


and the movements of show great ability on the of some leader— 
I do not say it was n ly Aguinaldo, but he gave the directions. 
The CHAIRMAN: 


Q How many men did he get together 
. His forces went around the city, taking the waterworks and the north 
part of the city, and running up the I asked that question of sev- 
rien and the opinions differed idely—all the way from 8,000 to 30,000 or 
men. 
Q Do you think he had as many as 8,000 men before the surrender? 

Ves. sir; the environment of the city took a great many men. Thereis 
avast extent of country there, including the waterworks and around 
the city. and they . to have more than that to do so. 

x w many arms did Dewey turn over to them? 

Inever knew exactly. I asked him that question, and he said a very 


few. 
Q. Where did the t the rest of their arms? 
Some ca m the Spanish, some brought to him by deserters, 
and there were some 1 of arms from 9 believe Americans 
brought them in- and y have lately taken some to Batangas, in the south- 


ern part, and have taken some new there too, 
Mr. GRAY: 
Q m the insurgents? 
Ves. 
Q. Since the capitulation? 


A. Yes. They changed the name of a vessel and used it. She had had a Lu- 
zon name, the ig, and they chan; 


guns in 


it tothe Abby. Dewey sent downand 
seized the boat, the insurgents followed to Ma: Bay, hoping to reclaim 
it. In other respects their demands, from their t of view, ha ve not been 


unreasonable, and show a proper appreciation of the status. 
STATEMENT RESUMED. 


nal: 
— was made that in case we gave — 8 country they should be restored 
c 


are at troops control all 
the settled part of the island (except ), as well as much of the south- 
ern country. 
The CHAIRMAN: 


. Dodro do you mean by the “southern country those islands below? 
es. 


Their conduct to their Spanish 1 has been 8 of the praise 
of all the world. With hatred of priests and * fairly held on ac- 
count of the conditions before 8 and with every j cation to a 
— mind for the most brutal revenge, I have heard no of torture, 
murder, or brutality since we have been in the country. 

The CHAIRMAN: s 

a PI you ever talk with Admiral Dewey about his relations with Agui- 

0 


A. Yes, sir. He read mea copy of his dispatch in answer to the one in 
which he is asked the question whether he had made any promises, and he 
said he had not. A; do went down with his conference, without dow 
and the Admiral allowed armed people to cross the bay and join him an 


onstrance. 
. Did he furnish him any arms? 
He says not, except the few furnished them from Cavite. Foreman, in 
„makes the statement that he has a treaty with inaldo, and I 
. left the article with the Admiral to and he said it 
Was noi e. z 

Q. This relation—whatever Admiral Dewey did—took place before he got 

the eee: of inquiry from the Navy Department—some time before? 


A. Yes. 
. How far does the Admiral say he encouraged Aguinaldo? 
JJ 
om rê ong when he was 
88 wer rather OEE wh £ the people failed 
es. o was rather when any oi e 
to come to his banner on the first day. That d tch also included a state- 
ment that he knew well the PEDDI and the Cu and that the Filipinos 
were 3 superior people—I that was in that dispatch; it was in one. 
. FRYE: 
Q Were they of material assistance to us? 
vor 17 If the protocol had not been signed, I think the S 
home would have upon their army doing something. They dismissed 
Au in because he was not to fight, and I think if they had not 
had this experience of having been driven back into the city and the water 
cut off, so even that Jaudenes said he could not remove his 3 
the Government would have insisted on his making a fight, and he 
have made a v one, for his ition was strong, if they had any fight 
in them at all. every place been taken from them by the Filipinos, 
who managed their advances and occupation of the country in able 
manner. 


The CHAIRMAN: 

. The insurrection had been ended in December, 1897, by an arrangement 
under which money was paid in Hongkong and certain reforms promised, 
Were these promises ever carried out 

A. Not at all, and Primo de Rivera stated lately in the Cortes that he never 
madeany. I was at reading that statement. 


STATEMENT RESUMED. 
isoners at Tarlac, an important military station 
„and they said that they had had treatment 


lately visited their husbands in jail (one 
ve same 


I talked with S 
on the line of the —— 
only. The wives of two officers 
at Dagu 


th t W. 
that in the midst of their 
order, justice, and civil 
leader: r tolerant ot — 4. — and hunger, and amenable to command 
and pep e, if justice and fair 
most of the natives of the East are. I 


ouse servants and 
* + 


* * 

And now comes the vital question, What is to be done with these islands; 
and if we hold them, what form of government is to prevail? Whatever 
grave doubts one may have as to colonial extension on the part of America, 
we have gone too far, either by design or chance, to recede. It can not be 
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natives and to humanity that the 
(even if the: Ke uayen 3 not be 
uen = —.—— ely Sopra This 


ee a om ma as s Adayi to the 
ds should not be 


would induce constant commercial 
center; the im ant s would So Boe Serene from the southern 
islands and 1 in exchange. One — must hold the 


whole country and prescribe uniform duties and governmen: 
I will digress here to say that the British at Manila, at Hongkong, Si 
all over the East—are more than anxious we 9 hold the islan 
... not rang) pan ion of will ani tion of our 
ith the of 5 afew years ago. —.— to rr that every 
glishman has said to me — 


seo: — — 
er ouses and persons of foreign 
Meet TS) WCE te BANG Ck ce OF the Eres Douea (Smith, Bell 
& oy ) that they were in no danger. Noticing a look of incredulity, I said: 
Lou don't believe me?’ Well, [think the men getting away from their 
officers will take on of the spirit shops 3 t ou ” Ire- 
lied: “It ms not ible; it is not in accord with the — of our Boone. 
er our 5 alter 1 le ee g 
punishmen a e person or appropriation of prop- 
believe that we shall —— 9 2 no other way as the 
." I doubt if — — so much the 

of foreigners for us as this, which seems to me so natural a thing. 

xo 8 all the islands and ignore the natives would be impracticable and 


G October 25 L wen in the company of H. L. ral rof 
the Manila Raflwa . Thal ted. to to Malolos . EROPA INTANT: 
pala I found his headquarters were in a very nice house, 
ve from the railway station; a guard of twenty or thirty sol- 


b 
ony room u 3 
Whom fn met at ap eng the day after the 
presence of th t leader and 


rn in er roe er ys dressed, 

contrary to his to agregar usual dally gar a black of low-cut waist: 
coat ck, ae white tie—in fact, the 5 

‘= at our dabaa and d 


th 5 
Camino left us. I started the talk 
iad a very friendly feeling e. 


9 a very friendly f for the Filipinos and admiration for many of 
their good quali their — ee temperance, and t imita ive 
Pee ens s — * a ity of almost any ession or t 
be able to present to the people's 


his and his 
views anda demands and what ign the 1 to hold to the n! ted 
States in ae we decided 2 
Ido replied, rather nai eee eee his people were divided into two 
those in favor of abso! those of an American 


the majori that case to take his 05 
that it would probably be useless . 
independen co to any change of opinion, t they must consider that they are 
without any navy and wi t capi w greatly needed for the de- 
velopment of the onna; — — the P 
sess the element = f strength to 
the assistance of 


rs striving to takeclther a a part or the vacie a e islands, 


auspices. 
ions of the world would see that kA pos: 
replied: “How has it been in 


vy, whilo the Filipinos held all the country civil 

offices with fs th its own people.” ee a what then would America get from this.“ 
55 be a detail,” he said. which would be settled here- 
atte trolled Luzon and other islands. Almost en- 


little, were expressing 
1 of 88 
had three represent- 


gins felt: that u . 
el o 
pansy of 5 


acting wit 
atives from Iloilo within a few days on the same mission. 
We pursued all this subject of a 2 tor 
had peon n simply repeating a, lesson, but but fain not fe 
Americans to intervie 


Se pi ba picid ta nin ever hing he had said to Afte 
o re; ove us. r 
a little talk] 1 —— the So Buen Camino sald head he was sure the pres- 
ident, was in favor of an Ame . to e the 
suggestion that we should have nucleus of an army; tha’ 
tag longs orn filling the places of minor officers; and the 
— 1 the * — . od Moi few x years that they should fill the most partank 
and 

Buen OAA Na rp could be certain that if a protectorate were 
that they would do their best to have it accepted by their people on the lines 
that I have stated, agreeing with me fully 8 to hold one island and eiving 


F ‘ortunate, and not to be con- 


att a my having come to them, feeling that they had 
pean rather ier neglected by 2 —— 

This I dicta dad — after the r the visit, and it — not give the i 1 
sion which the interview upon me—a great desire for o on. 3 
the improvement of 2 people ple materially pee intellectually, tone 
send their young people to America for education. 

Mr. Gray: 


$ ADAE IOFS OE OPER DOO le are the nts? 
8 undersized, ‘end hardship and 
brave, stand any amount of hunger and wall led, would 
— a —— The try on = line of raliroad is divided into 
our or zon: 
that Aguinaldo rather eer his ity 


There was 
were at Tarlac, aaa a dag Vong said 
to transfer him. good fi a how- 
a N 


— wanted to 
ever, and he sent down Riggins $ exi- 
can, of course. eae mf aa Mexican dollars, Res 47 cents’ 


worth in our money or in gold. That trip was most interesting, but I have 
stated most of these in my little story. We were the first officers 
the 9 e the immediate environs of 


who had been anywhere 
Manila. 


The next Sunday, in company with a member of one of the chief mercan- 
tile houses and the senior Bri medical officer at 3 Colonel Evatt, 
we went An the River P. on the launch of the former. o went up about 
28 miles to the ixanang would have been better to see, but time 
os, a health resort. There is an enor- 


heard all sorts of expressions, and I ery fair ‘unity, 
being amused with the natives and studying their peculiarities to form a 
fair judgment. I stand a little my opin: however, perhaps. 
Men so quick] the natives from their mi: cninds an Sony “niggers” 
and “sav. but when you think of all they have don must give 
them t for great ca = I think there is a very authority on 
this 8 Sir Frank Swe snham, of the British Strai nts col 


ony, ant whom I have a —.— written to Mr. Pratt. 
pore. Sir Frank Swettenham has written a very clever book of local s 
5 Dax: 
. Does he live in the een 
. No, sir; in the Straits Se —— in the Malay Peninsula. His letter 
isas follows: } 
Carcosa, SELANGOR, MALAY PENINSULA, October 28, 1898. 
DEAR Mr. Spencer PRATT: I send you all I have at present available. It 
may be 8 want. 
The ppines are MAEI with more intelligence, more education, more 
courage, — than their confrères in the Peninsu 
In one sense they would be easier to govern, because Aor para been for 
many yearsin contact with white men and understand ways. More- 
over, the majority are not Mohammedans. 
But, on the other hand, they have K capone for political institutions and 
the management of affairs without the necessary experience, perhaps with- 
one por essential qualities, to secure success. 
should shy that our experiment in the Malay Peninsula cla psht be 22 
pen 1 5 that the con 


in the ee 
ile n he start t they meant to control eee t only to 
vise and educate. 
aay that point were never in nd and the = of enforcing authority 
were in evidence for a short tim e rest would be easy, and I firmly be- 


lieve the results would 


surpass all anticipations., 
Yours, sincerely, 


FRANK SWETTENHAM. 


Seria: speech of Senator Hoar, January 9, 1900.] 
Nr a ceremony which at the time I considered opie 


At A 


e military 
and were told that ot the 8 — 5 cen aa 


wo received 
ceived from Hong 1 ge = eee at Paris, negotiati: 
terms of the OnE aR „ had plainly y indicated that it was th 


tention not to return the islat 


Colonel the —.— of nortbsastern 55 district, took 
agin lead by Canes: the control of affairs in the provinces comprised 
avor 3 


insignia bara g — cane—in the hands 
of the 5 at the N — K 5 yA which he said that 
now thata state himself 


usual SOMONE S ATER had eee 


ple. The governor, in 8 
Bt the ex tio 


and 
1| Serena ane the, liberty t thus gained pag . 
efen ents of any na 
whatsoeve: rnor then took the oath of office, ing followed in 
9 offi the heads of the depart- 
It was Colonel's intention to 
under his 


hardly have failed to historical. 
saw root alo of theextentof 5 sauthority. Four 
for 8 and attem murder and had been sen- 
the 3 our visit y, were awaiting the arrival 
of their sentence by the president. 
Everywhere we traveled the grea test loyalty toward A Aguinaldo was ex- 
Now, at the time of ho re reverses, it ough I am 2 
rom convinced, that he represents but one el Hays of his people; then, in 
his prosperity, he certainly represented them all—at least in ee Luzon. 
At that time the enthusiasm of the people le Saai tuned to the highest pitch. 
ln every every man was train g in Companies were fo: 
of boys from 8 dries of age upward. colar a guns were furnished them, 
and they were drilled systematically every day. The women also were im- 


bued with the yana many a time have the poanio of a village 
ered in rte — Avek £ the“ presidencia,” where the poraa and 
were quartered, and put their whole hearts into the songs in which their 
patriotism found vent. Of these son, ame national hymn was the favorite, 
and no one within hearing ever in the chorus: 
Del suefio de tres Sere 
Hermanos despertad! 
Gritando, “ Fuera España! 
Viva la libertad!” 
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( — — sleep a ae cose 
Oring Away a) 
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1900. 
From The Outlook, September 23, 1899.] 
THE MILITARY FILIPINO. 
. [By Leonard R. Sargent.) 

The vernment which assumed control of Filipino affairs in 
Luzon d after the downfall of the Spanish power was a military one. 
The president of the republic was general of the army and had at 
his command all the forces of the state, while mili officers the high 
positions throughout the provinces. It was continu asserted by those 
power that this disposition of the control of affairs had been resorted to 


merely to tide over the existing emergency and that it should continue only 
until the establishment of a permanent peace. As long as it remained in 
r was absolute, and, moreover. no 


of powe 
change of government could be contemplated without the 3 of the 


s, but if opposition were offered, they cer- 
them. The mili class 3 the 


unmolested, inau te a just and liberal government or they 
set upon the galled boulders that the 
had just cast off. 

It will never be known how 275 would have stood this crucial test. The 


N in Luzon 3 

— present, and future, some inte: to every observation 
eir character, especially to such as tend to show to what extent they repre- 
sent the feelings and aspirations of the t mass of the Filipino population, 

and in what measure they have at the truest interests of their race. 
The leaders of the military element have been drawn, almost without ex- 
ception, from the younger generation of that enlightened class of Filipinos 
of which I have — 85 in a previous artſele as e ey here through- 
out Luzon Island. possess, ya ties in common with 
their older kinsfolk, in whose charge they haye n reared; and yet they 


characte: rigid 

unchanged by the sudden attainment of authority, and the Filipino, like his 

= oc of every other land, assumes a new demeanor with his uniform of 
ce 


APPENDIX. 
[From The Outlook, September 2, 1899.] 
THE BACKWOODS FILIPINO. 
[By Leonard R. Sargent.] 
It has been my ege to be intimately associated with the 

ple for a short ay at a most interesting period of their 2 
Tho ion of Admiral Dewey I spent part of the months of 
and November of 1898,in com 

United States Navy, in the interior of t 
zon. It will be remembered that at tha 


tion, taking matters into their own hands, had declared their independence 

Teninald t its 
oai 

h this recognized, and in all proba- 

go out of existence without recognition, yet it can not be denied 

of tants for nearly = 
‘orces 


the seat of 3 by natural of 
lengthy and arduous travel. As a tribute to the cy i 
vernment and to the law-abiding character of his subjects, I offer the fact 
t Mr. Wilcox and I our journey throughout in ‘ect security, 
leasing ons of the quiet 


and returned to Manila with only the most pl reco! 
and orderly life which we found the natives to be leading under the new 
régime 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the infinite 
pains taken to show that the Filipinos are not American citizens 
are due to the fact that if we can hold them outside, beyond the 
pale of the Constitution, then we can protect certain home indus- 
tries against the competition of the products of those islands. 
That appears to me to be one cause, if not a very great cause. It 
has been alleged that this war was undertaken for commercial 
gea I do not believe it. I would be loath to believe, Mr. 

esident, that there was any man or that there were any set of 
men in the United States so utterly depraved, so lost to every 
sentiment of honor and patriotism and humanity, as to undertake 
a war of this character, so disastrous and so destructive, for the 
mere purpose of commercial greed. 

I believe that after the war with Spain was declared certain 
parties took advantage of the situation in order to loit our 
acquisitions for their personal benefit, but I do not believe that 
the President of the United States or his advisers ever contem- 
plated or projected a war of this kind in order that certain men 
might derive benefit and advantage. That to me is so appalling, 
3 a shows such utter depravity and inhumanity as to be 
i ible. 


Now, sir, if these people are citizens of the United States and 
are, as the Senator from Indiana stated and as the report of the 
Schurman commission states, utterly incapable of self-govern- 
ment, what are we going to do with them? Are we going to tol- 
erate for all time a rule beyond the Constitution, deriving its 
source and power only from the Congress of the United States? 
Is not that abhorrent to the doctrine laid down by the distin- 

ished men of the past, the dead statesmen of bygone years? 
not this distinguished man from Massachusetts, Mr. Sumner, 
say that the will and consent of the people must be had first before 
we can take them into constitutional wedlock? Can the Constitu- 
tion of the United States embrace in its holy arms such people as 
reside in the Philippine Islands? Can we take head-hunters, 
lygamists, savages, slaveholders, who for all time will be incapable 
of our government, and make them citizens of the United States? 
They are citizens if we take them; and if they areincapable of ever 
coming up to the forms of our Government, the very best of states- 
manship, the very best of humanity, the very best of regard for 
ous Pdi interests and our own institutions require us to get rid 
of them. 

I am willing to get rid of them at any moment. I do not want 
some accomplished gentleman from Ohio, or from any other State, 
I will say to my friend the senior Senator from Ohio, to be sent 
over there as the proconsular agent of Congress, 2 by the 
Executive, to govern the head-hunters and the polygamists and 
the slave owners of that country. I do not want them to be 
American citizens, as I think they must be if we take over that 
territory; and therefore it is that I do not want them, and I do 
not think the American people want them. I believe that this 

nestion ought to be agitated from now on. I believe that when 

e intelligence of the American people is thoroughly awakened 
and their consciences quickened on this matter we will drop the 
Eon ae Islands, after having restored the status quo as near as 
may be and after having pacified the people and aided them to 
establish stable government. 

Certain responsibilities rest upon us, and greater responsibilities 
rest upon us after this war, this terrible war of bl and havoc 
and destruction. We must see to it that that people are reestab- 
lished in some kind of a government. We must see to it that 
= reigns there, and the first signal of peaceful ing sent 

m this Congress to that people will be the si of their lay- 
ing down their arms. You can not reestablish a people on a peace 
basis when you e the bloody methods of war. It is an utter 
im bility. Lou can not do it. It is not in human nature; and 
if these poopie are such as they are described to be, mixed races 
descended from the Spaniard and Malay, revenge is deeply em- 
bedded in their nature. A Spaniard is the most noted man in all 
the world for guerrilla warfare, and the Malays have been distin- 
guished for ages for the quality of sullen revenge. 

Mr. President, I have occupied as much of the time of the Sen- 
ate as I desire upon this question. I have not gone into these 
facts with that industry and systematic care which they deserve, 
as much for the reason that they have been gone over thoroughly 
and anal completely and exhaustively by others as that my 
time has been occupied in other directions to such an extent that 
I was not prepared to do so. The main facts, however, I think I 
have gro’ The main facts bearing upon this situation author- 
ized us before active hostilities commenced to have treated with 
those people as an independent people. They had more muni- 
ments of independence than the Cubans, and we declared that the 
Cubans are, and ought to be, a free and independent people, and 
we are estopped to deny, from the facts in Document 62, that the 
same declaration could not and should not have been made in 
regard to the Filipinos, Our ways ought to be ways of peace in 
dealing with these people. Our Constitution does not, in my 


opinion, recognize any war whatever of 1 “ Forcible 
annexation,” in the lan of President McKinley, ‘‘is criminal 

ession.” It was true then and it is true now, and I would to 

he had followed a course indicated by the expression of that 
noble sentiment. If forcible annexation is not what we are at- 
gin ini in regard to the Filipinos, it is difficult to say what it 
is, They, with arms in their hands, resent our attempt to impose 
our Government upon them. 
will close, 

The idea seems to prevail in the minds not only of Senators and 
Members of the other House, but largely throughout the United 
States, that as our Government is the best Government in the 
world, any people who reject that Government when we seek to 
impose it on them by force must be subjected to our military and 
civil tyranny. No people in the world, however good your Gov- 
ernment, desire to take it at the point of the bayonet. Every 

ple are entitled to their own government, whatever it may be. 

ux pro da is a peaceful one. Our institutions, if more ex- 

cellent t those of other nations, will silently but surely find 

lodgment in other lands. It will be triumph sufficient when our 

Republic will by peaceful methods give laws and constitutions to 
mankind, War and blood, fire and sword, will not do it, 


With only one further remark I 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, 


Mr. RAWLINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2198) increasing the limit of the cost of 
the public building at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word thousand.“ to strike out 
“seyen hundred and fifty” and insert five hundred;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the limit of the cost of the public building to be 
erected at Salt Lake City, in the State of Utah, is hereby chan; from 
$300,000 to $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution offered by my col- 
ge TNE PRITCHARD] may be laid before the Senate. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolution indicated by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD January 8, 1900, 
Was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by any State 
which confers the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of their de- 
scent from certain persons or of persons, and excludes other citizens 
because they are not descended from such persons or classes of persons: hav- 
ing all other qualifications paa by law, in the opinion of the Senate, is 
in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States and of a fundamental principle of our republican form 
of government. 

Mr. BUTLER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
twenty-five minutes, 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from North Caro- 
lina will suspend for one moment while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other pu 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Lask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that the Senator from North Carolina 
may proceed. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that his colleague may conclude his 
speech. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none, and the junior 
Senator from North Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have listened attentively to the 
three speeches which haye been delivered in the Senate in opposi- 
tion to this resolution, Ihave been surprised that these Senators 
have devoted the major part of their s hes not to the legal and 
constitutional questions at issue, but, instead, to a discussion of a 
question that is not at issue and about which there is no conten- 
tion—that is, whether or not the negro is as intelligent and as 
capable of self-government as the white man. If the proposition 
before the Senate were a resolution for the repeal of the mth 
amendment, then their speeches would have been more to the 
point. But that is not the question raised by the resolution, nor 
is it the question that confronts the people of North Carolina to be 
voted on at the August election of this year, nor is it the question 
that the courts would consider. 

The fifteenth amendment, whether its adoption was wise or 
unwise, isa part of the organic law of this public, and is as 
binding as any other section of the Federal Constitution; and 
while it so remains it should and must be respected and obeyed, 
not only by 5 but by every citizen and voter; and 
further, it is well known that the highest court of the land, re- 
gardless of what the private opinions of the individual judges 
might be as to the wisdom of the fifteenth amendment or any other 
provision of the Constitution, must and will declare null and void 
any and every enactment of any State legislature or any State 
constitutional amendment that violates that or any other pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution. 


THE ONLY QUESTION AT ISSUE. 


The resolution now before the Senate, offered by my colleague, 
raises this question as to two States of the Union. The State 
of Louisiana has already adopted an amendment to its State con- 
stitution the open and declared purpose of which was to evade 
the fifteenth amendment to the United States Constitution. 
The legislature of the State that I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent submitted a similar amendment to the people of that 
State, to be voted on next August. Now, I submit that the only 
question at issue which will or can be considered by the Senate in 

Passing upon the proposed resolution is whether or not the Loui- 
siana amendment and the proposed North Carolina amendment 


are in violation of the Federal Constitution. The opinion of the 
Senate on this legal question will determine whether it will pass 
or reject the pending resolution, and the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States on this same legal question, when it 
comes before it, will determine whether such an amendment shall 
stand or fall. I may add also that it will be this legal question 
that will largely determine whether or not the voters of North 
Carolina will next August adopt the proposed amendment at the 
polls. I say this, for I feel that I can say on behalf of the voters 
of North Carolina, regardless of party, that they will not know- 
ingly and willfully vote for a measure that is in violation of any 
provision of the Federal Constitution, even though in their judg- 
ment such provision was not wise. I know myself perso 
many voters who believe that the adoption of the fifteenth ana 
ment was not only unwise, but a great mistake and a grievous 
error, yet who will vote against the proposed amendment becanse 
they are satisfied that it is clearly in conflict with our National 
Constitution. 

The people of North Carolina are law-abiding. They believe in 
dealing in a frank, honest, and candid manner with public ques- 
tions as well as with private ones. I believe that a majority of 
the voters of that State would to-morrow, if the question were 
before them, vote to repeal or amend the fifteenth amendment. 
But I say it to their honor and to their credit that they have too 
much respect for their oaths as citizens and tco much regard for 
every law while it remains law to vote for a proposition in violation 
of the fifteenth amendment as long as that amendment stands. 

Therefore, the only questions at issue before the Senate and be- 
fore the voters of North Carolina are the 1 ones which would 
be considered by the Supreme Court if the pro suffrage 
amendment should come before it to be tested. What are these 
legal questions? 

irst. Issection 5 of the proposed amendment unconstitutional— 
in conflict with the fifteenth amendment? 

Second. If the Supreme Court should hold that section 5 is un- 
constitutional, would it also hold that the balance of the amend- 
ment (which makes a complete and constitutional scheme of lim- 
T ee should stand as a part of the organic law of the 

te 

These are the questions I propose to discuss, If the law and 
the decisions of our Supreme Court show that the answers to both 
of these questions must be in the affirmative, I take it that then 
there would not be a man in this body nor a voter in North Car- 
olina who would dare support the proposed amendment. 

- WHAT ARE THE FACTS AND WHAT IS THE LAW? 

Then let us see what the facts are and what the lawis. The 

propose amendment, with the exception of section 5, is admitted 
y everyone to be clearly constitutional. The educational quali- 
fication section, which is section 4, is as follows: 

Sec. 4. Every person presenting himself for tion shall be able to 
read and write any section of the titution in the English 1 
before he shall be entitled to vote he shall have paid, on or before the Ist 
day of March of the year in which he Ax ed to vote, his poll tax, as pre- 
scribed by law, for the previous year. Bo taxes shall be a Yen only on as- 
sessed property, and no process shall issue to enforce the collection of the 
same except against property. 

Now, is this section limiting suffrage to those who can meet the 
educational test to read and write constitutional? Clearly so, be- 
cause the States have full power to limit and regulate suffrage, 
except as inhibited by the fifteenth amendment of the Federal 
Constitution. That amendment is as follows: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. 

The Supreme Court in a number of cases, passing upon this 
question and construing the fifteenth amendment, has definitely 
laid down this ares e: A suffrage qualification, to be in ac- 
cordance with the fifteenth amendment, must operate equally, 
impartially, and uniformly upon both races and upon those for- 
merly free or formerly bond, Thus we see that the fourth section, 
limiting suffrage to those who can read and write, operates uni- 
formly upon both races, and upon those formerly free or formerly 
bond, and therefore is clearly not in violation of the fifteenth 
amendment, but comes directly within the rule laid down by the 
court. If the proposed suffrage amendment in North Carolina 
had stopped here, there could have been no question as to its 
constitutionality. 

But there is another section which, by an arbitrary provision, 
pretends to attempt to create a special privileged ancestral class 
and to exempt them from the operation of section 4. It is as fol- 
lows: 


SO. 5. No male person who was on January 1, 1867, or at any time prior 
thereto, entitled to vote under the laws of any State in the United States 
wherein he then resided, and no lineal descen tof any such person, shall 
be denied the right to register and vote at any election in this State by rea- 
son of his failure to possess the educational qualifications prescribed in sec- 
tion 4 of this article: Provided, He shall have e ee in accordance with 
the terms of this section prior to December 1, 1! 

The general assembly shall provide for a permanent record of all persons 
who register under this section on or before November 1, 1908, and all such 
porsona shall be entitled to register and vote at all elections by the le in 

his State, unless disqualified under section 2 of this article: ed, Such 
shall have their poll tax 


persons as required by law. 


1900. 
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Now, the question is this: Is this section (known asthe “ grand- 
father clause”) constitutional? It provides that a citizen who 
could vote on or before January 1, 1867, or whose fathers or 
grandfathers were then allowed to vote, shall be exempt from the 
provisions of section 4 and permitted to vote, even though unable 
to read and write, and therefore not ng the qualifications 
required of other voters. Now, doesthisprovision operate equally, 
impartially, and uniformly upon both races and upon those for- 
merly free or formerly bond? If it does not, as the Supreme Court 
says it must to be constitutional, then clearly itis unconstitutional 
and must fall. 

THE SUPREME COURT RULES OF CONSTRUCTION. 
The advocates of this proposed amendment boast that its pur- 
e is to disfranchise all illiterate blacks while not disfranchis- 
ing a single illiterate white man. Yet they claim that they have 
so covered up their purpose in the wording of section 5 that the 
Supreme Court of the United States will be unable, from its form, 
to 8 its purpose and effect. Let us see if this is true. We 
can best determine what rule of construction and interpretation 
the court would follow in considering such a provision as the pro- 
pesed amendment by shri to the decisions of the Supreme 
mrt in similar cases. These decisions (some of which I cite 
in a few moments) show that in considering questions like the 
roposed amendment the court would consider, first, the polit- 
feal history of the times that called forth the fifteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States and section 5 of the pro- 
posed amendment in North Carolina, and next the court would 
consider the effect of section 5 of the proposed amendment and 
see if its natural and reasonable effect would be to destroy the 
8 against discrimination in the fifteenth amendment. I 
take it that no lawyer familiar with the decisions of our Supreme 
Court will question that this is a fair and correct statement of 
the rule of construction and in tation by which the court has 
in the past been guided and would, of course, be guided in this and 
all similar cases. 


AUTHORITIES CITED. 


I cite the opinion of the court, rendered by Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in the case of Brown vs. Maryland (12 eaton), in support 
of my statement as to the rules of construction that the court 
adopts in such cases. 

the opinion of the court in the Dred Scott case, rendered 
by Chief Justice Taney, and, in addition, every concurring and 
dissenting opinion in that case bear out this rule of construction. 

In discussing the constitutionality of Article IV, section 8, sub- 
section 2, of the Constitution, the court in the latter case said: 

A brief summary of the history of the times, as well as the careful and 
measured terms in which the article is framed, well shows the correctness 
of the proposition. 

In Bank vs. Fenno (8 Wallace) Chief Justice Chase, in dis- 
cussing the meaning of the term direct tax,” said: 

We are obliged, therefore, to resort to historical evidence and to seek the 
meening oi the words in the use and in the opinion of those whose relation 
to the Government and means of knowledge warranted them in speaking 
with authority. 

I cite, in addition, the opinion of the court, rendered by Chief 
Justice Fuller, in the recent income-tax case, as well as the dis- 
senting opinions, all of which went into long historical disserta- 
tions, 

In the case of Hahns vs. Louisiana Judge Bradley reviews 
fully the history that surrounds the enactment of the eleventh 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Chief Justice Cooley, the author of Cooley’s Constitutional Limi- 
tations, in People vs. Harding (53 Michigan), says: 


peci „and unless interpre in the light of this history is liable to ex- 
ress pu which were never in the minds of the people when agreeing 
b it. This the court must keep in mind when called upon to interpret. 


Many more decisions to the same effect can be cited, and none 
to the contrary, as far as I have been able to find, to 3 the 
rule of construction and 3 to the effect that the court 
would consider the political history of the times, etc., in deter- 
mining the object of section 5 of the amendment, 

As to the second rule of construction, that the court will look 
to the effect of section 5 when passing upon its constitutionality, 
the authorities are equally as abundant and conclusive. 

In Parke vs. Press Company Judge Campbell, one of Michigan's 
greatest judges, rendering the opinion of the court, said: 

But we do not think the State controls the action or is within the power 
of constitutional yt perme This will, in our judgment, appear from a state- 
ment of its effect if carried out. í 

Again, in Soon Hing vs. Crowley (113 U. S. Reports, page 703), 
the court says: 

And the rule is general with reference to the enactments of all ! 
bodies, that the courts can not inquire into the motives of the ! 

them, except as they may be disclosed on the face of acts, or 


l from their operation. considered with reference to the condition of 
the country and existing legislation. The motives of the legislators consid- 


ered as the purposes they had in view will always be presumed to be to ac- 
— — that which follows as the natural and reasonable effect of their 
enactments. - 


Is it possible for anything to be clearer or more to the point 
and conclusive than this ESTEER of the court? 

Again, in Minnesota vs. Barber (136 U. S. Reports, page 313), the 
court says: 

Inw nguage a statute ma framed, its purpose must be deter- 
mined — AEn and reasonable pS whe 

The United States Supreme Court has universally followed the 
same rule of construction. I will stop to quote from but one 
more case. 

In Henderson vs, The Mayor (92 U. S. Reports) the court, 
using almost the same language I have quoted above, said: 

In whatever lan a statute might be framed, its purpose must be de- 
termined by its natural and reasonabie effect. 

So I take it that everyone will admit that should section 5 of 
this 1 amendment come before the court, that the court 
would, of course, consider the history that surrounds and is so 
mingled with the fifteenth amendment and section 5, and would 
also consider the natural and reasonable effect of that section. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that I do not think there is a lawyer in 
this body or in the country that will question that statement. 
A ow, if that is true, and it is true beyond question, then what fol- 
ows? 

SECTION 5 CLEARLY UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

The court, following these well-established rules of construc- 
tion, would necessarily discover that section 5 was 8 obnox- 
ious to the fifteenth amendment. The court would first inquire, 
Why was the arbitrary date of 1867 adopted? Why not 1875 or 1880 
or 18997 The court would necessarily have to inquire what class of 
citizens could vote in 1867 or prior thereto and what class could 
not; whose grandfathers could vote then and whose grandfathers 
could not. The answer to this question would bring sharply to 
the attention of the court the fact that all of that class of citizens 
who were in servitude, and who, therefore, could not vote in 1867, 
are discriminated against by being excluded from the special priv- 
ilege attempted to be conferred by section 5 upon the class that 
was not in servitude in 1867. 

Mr. President, can there be any shadow of a doubt as to what the 
decision of the court would be when it thus had * before it 
the fact that the purpose and necessary effect of section 5 is to 
establish an educational qualification for every former slave or 
descendant of a slave while expressly removing this educational 
qualification from practically all others? It was to prevent this 
very thing from being done that the fifteenth amendment was 
adopted. If section 5 of this proposed amendment is not in viola- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment to the United States Constitution, 
then it seems to me that it would be impossible to violate that 
amendment. Section 5, as worded, is just as unconstitutional as 
if it were worded as follows: 

Every male person who was a slave or who is the descendant of a slave 
shall not be allowed to vote unless he can read and write, but all male per- 
sons who could vote in 1867 or whose fathers or grandfathers could vote then 
shall not be required to submit to any educational test. 

Is there anyone who would contend that this ä 
be constitutional? Certainly not. But how does this language 
differ from section 5? In form only; the purpose of effect of 
both are the same. When this same amendment was before the 
Louisiana convention, Judge Coco opposed section 5 because, he 
declared, it was clearly unconstitutional. He argued that, inas- 
much as in 1867 only whites could vote, the fifth section, as fat 
as its constitutionality was concerned, might as well read: 

No person shall be denied the right to vote whoon January 1, 1868, or any 
date prior thereto, was a white citizen of the State of Louisiana 

Continuing, he said: 

To my mind the section presents a weak and transparent subterfu 
unmanly evasion of the Constitution of the United States, and on 
ground alone I could not give it my support. 

This extract of the judge’s speech is taken from an article in 
the Harvard Law Review of December, 1899, in which Mr. Eaton 
ably reviews the proceedings of the Louisiana constitutional con- 
vention. 

Mr. President, it is so well settled that the N of 
a law is to be determined not by its form, but by the effect of its 
operation that this principle has become an established axiom of 
constitutional law. Hence the 1 maxim: Nothing can be 
done indirectly which can not be done directly.” I do not deem 
it necessary to burden the Senate with further citations on this 
point, for there is not a case in the United States Reports that is 
not an authority to support this position. 

Then how can the court escape the inevitable conclusion that 
section 5 is unconstitutional? Indeed, unless the court should 
reverse all former decisions it must so hold. Nothing can be 
clearer; nothing can be more certain. 

Mr. President, this completes my argument as to the unconsti- 
tutionality of section 5, and I would proceed at once to discuss 
the other question, as to whether the amendment would fall as a 
whole or only section 5 would fall, were it not for the speeches 
made by Senators on the other side of this question. 


an 
t 
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There have been three of these speeches, and I desire to call at- 
tention briefly to each of them before proceeding to discuss the 
oa phases of the other important question. 


bile I think I can say truthfully that not an argument or a cita- 
tion made by any of them controverts my position, yet I will refer 
briefly to the few cases which they cited and which they claim as 
authority to the contrary. 
REPLY TO SENATOR M'ENERY. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERy] based his whole 
contention, as I understood him, upon the claim that section 5 
did not discriminate against former slaves because it did not ex- 
clude them from suffrage; but, on the other hand, included an- 
other class who had not been in servitude. His contention, if I 
understood him, was that section 4, limiting suffrage to an educa- 
tional qualification and applying it to all races alike, was, of course, 
constitutional (which everybody admits), but that when section 5 
comes along and confers a still wider on a certain class 
none of whom were slaves, that thisinclusion, not being exclusion, 
is not in violation of the fifteenth amendment. I have heard one 
or two other persons make the same argument; not in this body, 
however. Mr. President, with all due respect to the Senator, 
candor forces me to say that a thinner and more transparent sub- 
terfuge, a weaker and more untenable argument, was never ad- 
vanced by any lawyer in the court-house, even with the most 
desperate case to defend. I take it that the distinguished Senator 
would not have the courage to seriously make that argument before 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

But the Senator cites an authority which he claims 97 777 8 
that position. It is as follows: McPherson vs, Blackner (110 U. S., 
page 1). He quotes the following: 

The right to vote intended to be protected refers to the right to vote as 
established by the laws and constitution of the State. There is no color for 
the contention that, under the amendment, every male inhabitant of the 
State, being a citizen of the United States, has, from the time of his majority, 
a right to vote for en 

He quotes next from The State vs. Cruikshank et al. (92 U. S. 
Reports, page 542), as follows: 

is it that ther: su notan a 
From this 9 ight of suffrage is N ttribute 


of national citize: ip; but that exemption m in the exer- 
cise of that right on account of race, etc., is; but it must be expressly 
averred 


The only point that I could see that he attempted to make by 
this citation was that he repeated the words expressly averred.” 
But, Mr. President, the Senator’s own authority containssufficient 
with which to answer his contention. Is not the inclu- 
sion of a class into certain privileges which are denied to another 
class as much a discrimination as the direct exclusion of the said 
class? When there is a discrimination in favor of one class there 
is necessarily at the same time a discrimination against another 
class; and is not this discrimination expressly averred“ in sec- 
tion 5? The authority he cites is an authority against his con- 
tention. 

Of course the Federal Government does not confer theright tovote 
on anyone. The States confer that right; but the fifteenth amend- 
ment says that when a State pr to confer that right upon 
its citizens it shall not abridge the suffrage rights of those who 
have been in slavery. Abridgment there can mean but one thing, 
and thatis that the States shall not confer less suffrage privile 
npon the class of former slaves than upon its other citizens. But 

there was any doubt about this question, the Supreme Court, 
in one terse sentence, interpreting the fifteenth amendment, in 
the case of The United States vs. Reese, has settled it. That sen- 
tence is as follows: 

If citizens of one race having certain qualifications are permitted by law 
to vote, those of another having the same qualifications must be. 

Thus we see that it makes no difference whether the discrimi- 
nation is by restri g directly the suffrage privileges of the 
former slave or indirectly by e ing the privileges of another 
class while denying those privileges to the former slave; yet it is 
an abridgment within the meaning of the fifteenth amendment, 
Can anything be clearer? 

If that does not put beyond all question the unconstitutionality 
of section 5, then nothing can (for those whostill doubt) except to 
have the court to call the section by name and apply the above 
words to it. 

But, Mr. President, I do not consider it necessary to analyze the 
argument of ihe Senator from Louisiana, even if it were stronger 
than it is, because the Senate will remember that while the Sena- 
tor was delivering his h I interrupted him and read the fol- 
lowing letter from the New Orleans Times-Democrat of Friday, 
March 18, 1898, in which the Senator strongly expressed the same 
view that I now hold. The letter is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1898. 
To the Times-Democrat: 


In answer, Isay that section 5is grossly unconstitutional. Ihavesubmitted 
the same tosome of the ablest Democrats of the Senate, whoare able constitu- 
tional gif daa They all concur in my opinion, that if adopted, the effect 
Fe taal ose our representation in Congress and in the electoral vote of the 


S. D. McENERY. 


The Senate will remember that when I asked the Senator if he 
did not write that letter and if he was not then of the opinion that 
the amendment was ‘‘ grossly unconstitutional” he replied: 

Yes, sir; when the constitutiofal convention was in session I was tele- 
graphed to know what was my opinion of this section 5. I replied to that 
telegram that in my opinion it was unconstitutional. Ithen recelwed another 
telegram, after its adoption, to know if, when it was attacked, I would defend 
it in the Senate of the United States. To that telegram I replied that I 
Would. 

So, Mr. President, Itake it that the Senator's speech was simply 
delivered in response to that pledge to attempt to defend the 
4 seared unconstitutional” thing if his State should unwisely 

opt it. 

p REPLY TO SENATOR MONEY. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mover], if I remember cor- 
rectly, cited only one authority in support of his contention that 
section 5 is constitutional, and that was the Mississippi case, in 
which the Supreme Court sustained the constitutionality of the 
Mississippi suffrage amendment; but the decision of the court in 
that case is not in the least in point, but applies to an entirely dif- 
ferent constitutional provision. What does the pro- 
vision of the Mississippi constitution provide? 

I happen not to have an official copy of the constitution of Mis- 
sissippi, and this extract is taken from a magazine article, but 
presume it is correct. 

It provides that— 

and after Jan vi shall, rogoing 
qualifeatic: be able z cool ‘ant . W is 8 oi 

State, or he shall be able to understand the same when read to him, or 
to give a reasonable interpretation thereof. 

This provision, as is readily seen, creates no privileged class. 
It does not confer the right to vote u one class and deny it to 
another, butit provides an educational qualification which applies, 
to all classes alike. It is similar to section 4 of the proposed 
amendment in North Carolina, which everybody admits is con- 
stitutional. To make the ap suffrage provision like the 
North Carolina amendment it would be necessary to add another 
section following the section Ihave just read. which would exempta 
class—that is, those who voted or whose fathers and grandfathers 
voted in 1867 or before—from the provisions of the Mississippi con- 
stitution. But the Mississippi constitution contains no such pro- 
vision. The court, in passing upon the suffrage provision of the 
Mississippi constitution. stated t it was clearly constitutional 
unless the State court shouldso construe that provision or unless 
its provisions should be administered in a way to violate the fif- 
teenth amendment by denying the former slaves and their descend- 
ants the right to vote as conferred upon other citizens. In short, 
as the court said in Williams vs. Mississippi, in passing upon the 
same provision, there was nothing unconstitutional in the terms 
of the Mississippi suffrage provision nor was there anything un- 
constitutional in its legal effect. The court did say, however, 
that it might be construed so as to make it unconstitutional and 
that it might be administered ‘‘ with an evil eye and an unequal 
hand” so as to make it unconstitutional, but the court went on 
further to say that the case as it was presented to the court did 
not show that either had been done; therefore the court upheld 
its constitutionality. 

But how different with the proposed amendment in North Caro- 
lina, where the Mississippi educational provision is qualified b 
section 5. In this case the unconstitutionality of the grand- 
father” section is ap t from its terms when interpreted ac- 
cording to the rules I have before referred to—that is, in the light 
of the history of the times and in view of the immediate and nec- 
essary effect. So the Mississippi cases, instead of being authority 
to support section 5, are strong and direct authority the other way. 
Mr. President, section 5 of the proposed amendment can not beso 
construed or interpreted as to make it constitutional. It can not 
be administered so as to make it constitutional. It is unconstitu- 
tional as its stands on its face and by its necessary effect, by every 
rule of construction that the court has ever followed. 

REPLY TO SENATOR MORGAN. 
When the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] delivered his 
h on this question, I sat near him and paid the closest atten- 
tion. On account of his reputation as a constitutional lawyer I 
was very anxious to hear him and curious to know what kind of 
argument he could advance or what hitherto-undiscovered opinion 
of the Supreme Court he could adduce to maintain the constitu- 
tionality of such a thinly veiled subterfuge as section 5. But for 
once I was doomed to disa 3 when listening to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. He did not attempt seriously to discuss and 
arguo the constitutionality of section 5. Clearly he is too wise 
and too good a lawyer to put himself on record with argument 
that would not bear the test of analysis and comparison with 
decided cases. 

So he contented himself with expressing an opinion that the 

i ippi cases applied to section 5 and then devoting all of the 
remainder of his speech to a discussion of the dangers of recon- 
struction and using high-sounding phrases about the magnitude 


1900. 
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of the difference between the Anglo-Saxon and the African. The 


same is true in this respect of the speeches of the other two Sen- 
ators. What legal argument they e to put forth seems to 
indicate that they are influenced more by their desires and hopes 
than by their judgment. Their speeches would no doubt be fit- 
ting in a campaign where “‘nigger” was to be the slogan and race 
rejudice must be aroused in order to prevent the calm and de- 
iberate consideration of argument and to banish reason and en- 
throne in its stead passion and prejudice; and, whether sointended 
or not, this will be the chief use to which their speeches will be 
put in the coming campaign in North Carolina. But I submit 
that such a discussion of the difference between the Anglo-Saxon 
and the African does not seem fitting in the United States Senate 
when a great legal and constitutional question is under consider- 
ation, and, surely, their authors could not expect such speeches 
to be listened to with much patience should they attempt to de- 
liver them before the greatest and ablest courtin the world while 
this constitutional question was being considered for adjudication. 
WHAT THE LAW JOURNALS AND GREAT CONSTITUTIONAL LAWYERS SAY. 
Mr. President, the adoption of this novel scheme of attemptin 
to evade the fifteenth amendment in Louisiana and the pro 
attempt in North Carolina has attracted a great deal of attention 
from the . profession and the law journals. Ihave on my desk 
the Harvard Law Review of December, 1899, which contains an 
able and thoughtful article by Amasa M. Eaton on this question, to 
which I have already referred. After reviewing the whole ques- 
tion at length from a legal standpoint, he contends that the court 
must necessarily declare section 5 unconstitutional. He himself 
expresses doubt as to the wisdom of the adoption of the fifteenth 
amendment, but calls attention to the fact that this has nothing 
whatever to do with the constitutionality of the proposed suffrage 
amendment. 
A number of other law journals have discussed it, and so far as 
I have seen not a single one has attempted to uphold its constitu- 
tionality. Ihave a copy of the cyrrent number of the Law Notes, 
with a comment upon the speech delivered by my colleague, in 
which the editor takes the same ition. e editor also cites 
the opinion of Mr. William D. Guthrie, of the New York bar, asa 
good constitutional authority. 
Mr. Guthrie was one of the distinguished lawyers associated 
with Mr. Choate in arguing the income-tax cases before the Su- 
reme Court, and is recognized as one of the ablest constitutional 
awyers in the United States. In his law lectures on the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments, he refers to and discusses the 
constitutional amendment of Louisiana, and the proposed one in 
North Carolina is like it. He declares, commenting upon section 
5, the“ grandfather clause,” that it is a ‘‘travesty of constitutional 
justice.” I donot put my hand just now on the extract from Mr. 
Guthrie’s lectures, in which he declared that the pro consti- 
tutional amendment is a travesty of constitutional justice, but I 
will ask permission to put it in my remarks, 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


This travesty of constitutional justice ought to be 


t to the test in 
the Federal courts at the earliest 


possible moment. If such a provision can 


be sustained as within the power of the States to re te the qualification 
of voters, the result ought to be the diminution of s representation 
. the electoral college in proportion to the excluded negro 
vote. 


Ex-Senator Edmunds, who is recognized as one of the greatest, 
if not the greatest, living constitutional lawyers, has declared sec- 
tion 5 of the Louisiana amendment unconstitutional, and he is 
also of the opinion that section 5 would fall and that the remainder 
of the amendment would stand. But I will discuss that feature 
of the question in a few minutes, 

In this connection I also call attention to the recent action of 
the Georgia legislature in voting down a similar amendment by 
the overwhelming majority of 137 to 3. In the debate the mem- 
bers of the legislature took the position that section 5 was not 
only unconstitutional, but that it was an unmanly subterfuge, 
was unjust, and was not necessary. I have condensed the debate 
on this question before the Georgia legislature, as published in the 
Atlanta papers, and will ask permission to put it into the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. 

I ask permission to put the extracts from that debate in my re- 
marks because I think the Senate and the country ought tosee the 
argument, the legal opinions, and the doubts expressed that infiu- 
enced the Georgia legislature in repudiating this dangerous, un- 
candid, and unmanly scheme, 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT DISCUSSED BY GEORGIA LEGISLATURE. 

The Atlanta (Ga.) Constitution of November 29, 1899, giving a 
report of the legislative proceedings, said: 


to la 
Sabin parii out of deference to its author and in view of the stubborn op- 
posi with which it met, as well as the certainty that it would meet defeat 


if put on its The main line of opposition to the Hardwick bill 
* out iu the debate was the grandfather clause. 
“Mr. nd, of Walker, addressed the Chair. He said: If L 


. Drope: 
understand this measure, it is radical, unjust, and unfair. I am in 8 
no amendment to the constitution or — tT in the law that does not meet 
with the approval of the qualified voters of the State, and I am satisfied that 
the people of Georgia would not and never have given their approval to so 
radical is. Noone appreciates more than I the dep! ble con- 


ical a change as this. , z 
dition of the ballot in our State to-day, but I submit that this measure is not 


the proper one to work the change so much needed. I wish to remind the 
house that for everyone who sells his vote there is one who buys it, and the 
wrong in one case is as great as in the other.“ Mr. C. roceeded to 
make an able Dearne of the reasons the passage of measure, 
and was once interrupted by loud applause. 
Mr. Harrison, of tman, declared the proposed measure harsher in every 
than any reform bill ever enac into law in any of the Southern 
States except Louisiana. He said: ‘In Mississippi some educational qualifi- 
cation is imposed by recent enactment, but the qualification is nothing com- 
to the ess of thismeasure. The objection I raise to the bill here 
sod ery tps — with which I — 77 5 os coarse room is 
t legisla purposely, ively, and conclusively against one race; 
purposely, positively, and esd rlusively in favor of another race. Is it judi- 
cious to work this gare rt E the law? Ispeak from an experience of fifty 
years as a ci in w. time I have had occasion to observe the prevailing 
condition in my State, and I tell you that the provisions are first of all un- 


Howard. of Challapoochee, opposed the bill. He said: ‘In my section 
of the State the n who has never, spent one day in school is the citi- 
zen of his class and the most intelligent voter of his race. It has been my 
observation that education is not a test of citizenship. We are hedged in by 


the Federal Constitution, which prohibits us from barring any man from 


ce 


franchise, it is a limit that should work alike in both races.“ 
“Mr. Oneroa Screven, began with a statement that he would feel 
e people of his section an and 


that he was doing d State an injustice 
far short of duty to his constituents if he did not raise his voice in oppo- 
tion to measure. From the time when the fifteenth 


ng) elimina’ 
= tate, but I am not in favor of the discrimination which is 


this 
“On the call of a and nays, which were demanded, 2 mem- 
Washington, Mr. Bell of Forsyth, and Mr. Ellis of 
“Mr. of Bibb, was the bill, because it ut be the he 
claimed, of interfering rete white voter. me 3 
„ e Hardwick bill Mr. Holder, of Jackson, had the follow - 
in; hen forthe the bill because I believe it to be in violation of the Con- 
e Re 


roads, 
arms when his service is needed, and as long 
the measure because it will also disfran- 
chise te men who can not read and write and givea 
reasonable interpretation of the Constitution. I oppose it because it is unnec- 
essary. 


I also insert some extracts from the debates in the Louisiana 
convention: 


DEMOCRATS IN LOUISIANA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION DENOUNCED THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AS VICIOUS AND UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 


In the New Orleans Times-Democrat of March 28, 1898, the views 
of the Democratic members of the constitutional convention in 
opposition to the amendment are given as follows: 


Mr. Clingman said: I am opposed to section 5. I favor an educational or 
property q ul tion, with a poll tax, to take effect at the adoption of this 
Mr. Chiapella said: I believe that section 5 is violative of the amendments 
of the Federal Constitution, and I fear that the adoption of this unconstitu- 
tional ordinance is fraught with danger to the State of Louisiana and to the 
national Democratic . I therefore vote no. 
Mr. Carver said: constrained to vote against any plan that incor- 
pone the payment of a poll tax as a prerequisite for voting, as does section 
of this o; ce. Such a provision in my jud; t . — the canons 
of taxation and eS Ss well. I 
9 and contrary to the sound principles of government.” 
. Chenet said: I vote h i 


cause, in my opinion, section 5 is unconstitutional.” 

Mr. said: I am opposed to poll tax as incorporated in this bill.“ 

Mr. Stricklandsaid: “It containsa section, section 5, which, in my opinion, 
will work t roman ans damage tothe best interests of the people of the 
State, which violates the fundamental principles of free 8 all the 
accepted theories of free government, all the accepted ries of 
and is undemocratic, un-American, and unconstitutional. The adoption 
said section 5 will, in my judgment, compel the re of the Australian bal- 
lot law, a wise and good law,and without which a large majority of the 
members of this convention could not have been elected, and whose enact- 
ment bya Democratic legislature was one of the best and most patrioticacts 
in the history of the State.” 

Mr. Wise said: “Iam o to the adoption of this ordinance because I 
believe an educational and property 


Mr. C. K. Browning said: I op 
stitutionality, and section 6 on principle, believing such a requirement un- 


The educational and p! 12 qualifications are placed beyond the reach of 
ese citizens are too proud to yote because their 


citizen: d have al 
a 8, an ve always tried to do their duty as such. They are poor 


an 5 rope: 
values, is not worth $300, and they will be unable without assistance to file the 
uired for registration required by this ordinance. The poll 
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tax should p into effect at once. The fifth section is of such doubtful con- 


stitutionali' 
vote no.“ 
Mr. Paul Leche said: I vote no. First, because I believe section 5 of the 
ordinance is unconstitutional; that. it is unfair in giving naturalized foreign- 
ers an advantage over native ‘citizens, and the registration thereunder is not 


as to cause me to withhold my support. For these reasons, I 


sufficiently safeguarded against fraud.“ 
Mr. J. E. Moore said: “I am 8 promt ss to certain provisions of 
the bill. * * * 1 am opposed to section it is unconstitutional, 


and, further, I 4 —9 = 3 of it which allows the sons and grand- 
sons of a certain class rs to vote without other qualifications as un- 
democratic and thorou Sily vicious.” 
Mr. said: “I vote against ordinance 205, because I consider section 5 
in 1 the Constitution of the United States.“ 
Henry G. Hester said: In voting on this measure in its earliest 
gest have expressed my 9 to it, fearing that it is an uncertain 
1 experiment which may possibly defeat the main objects for 
which ths convention was Fd 
Dickson Bruns said: I desire to be recorded as vo against Ordi- 
ER No. 205, because I believe it to be indefensible in reason, law, or morals. 
I vote 1 because, although I have friends in the b ition in whose in- 
AATE t gs aap contidence, I believe they ha misled into that 
they will I vote no because, w. ether unconstitutional or 
not, Tia the lig light of neal technical knowledge it is undoubtedly so in the light 
this ordinance, while bly ostentatiously pre- 
contains a section that will admit men to the 
yy oor pte 3 while 8 s 5 — 
oreigners. W ay ¢ 4, y perm: rong 0 
ter, the tion of American (?) citizens in 
jargon in the world. lyote ‘no’ uso it incorporates in the o 
law the un-American d © that a man be a voter because his: father 
or that right. I 3 Ra because the ordinance 
providing in Scoe II a summary p: 3 which persons excluded 


from registra’ hest court of the pa 
and that without sort t denies 91 express 

same process formal amendment o 

of unqualified vo vona; while granting it against the roll of Sa po fitting the 


intervention 


reason of pro perty or education. I vote ‘no’ because, while admitting 
prog ciple ae a pol ae, it gives the shadow and withholds the substance of 
fit for two years by a . — exception to the time of the effect of this 


inexorably evolves in the 


Mr. Souias said: 
against the entire bill (205) for the ab and gentis among other reasons: 

“I consider that certain sections of the bill are glaringly ‘ancoustitational, 
undemocratic, and un-American. Were I alone in my opposition to this bill, 
and particularly to section 5, I would have remained silent and not have 
uttered another word on the floor of this convention, for the reason that I 

that I wasin error; but when I consider the fact that 
both of our Senators in 8 and — of their associa’ demn 


consider the fact N a 9 e as Da oor of this very convention have 
openly expressed th — to some and were induced to vote for 
some only on the . of e jency, I Spee not but take issue A185 the 


to the State a 
in use it discriminates tween the whites and the 
the whites whites, and the native-born citizens against for- 
eign or naturalized 


I desire now to reiterate briefly the arguments that I have repeatedly 
r which are as follows: 

t eee now to allow any male citizen the right of voting who was 
on t or i ony date or ore entitled to vote under the 
constitution or statutes of any State of the U nited St States wherein he then 
resided, and to the son or grandson of any such pe 

Now, Mr. President, the manifest 1 — or motive five of this clause is to dis- 
criminate in favor of whites an the blacks; because it is a well- 
known fact that on January 1, 1867, the agnist t were not voters in Louisiana, 
and only the whites were electors, If this bo so, it is clearly made to — — 
the e as a class of citizens of the United States from the right of suf - 
Deena nai 9898 73 — violates the fifteenth amendment of the Constitu- 

ion n 

But I am told Er ori States of the Union had granted to the blacks 
the right — voting prior to said date, and therefore this section does not 
discrimina: that class. If the prohibition of 1 5 Federal Constitu- 
tion was inite to the color line that argument 5 conclusive, but 
the authors of that amendment did not stop there; they added the words, 
“previous condition of servitude.” 

Why is it that the blacks were allowed to yote in certain States and were 
a that il es in others? It is simply because some few Northern 
—.— considered ‘hem citizens from the date of their emancipation and 

rs denied them ude tet and why? rotors th on ae og 7 — W ed 
— — of [sp pons 


ed you e such a breach therein that 

it ney all fall from ~~ inherent defect. 
But I ident, that we must not be concerned as to the 
would a unconstitutional in its effect, but may be 
unquestionably be true if the motive or pur- 
pose waa ‘waa constita tational But, Mr Mr. President, under what constitution 
or statutes of the State ‘of petit or any other State, prior to 1867, do 
the — wish to stand? Clearly not under the constitution of 1864 and 
the laws passed thereunder, for the reason that Congress by act of March 2, 
1867, declared that no legal State government or adequate protection for 


8 is useless for us to butt our heads against the fourteenth rer fifteenth 
amendments y are stone walls and can not be assailed by an ee 
ingenuity. “Se might as well recognize the fact that from the gor 
the war Until tt the acts of Congress which granted Lonisianians the right of 
in 1867, and their ratification by the adoption of the constitution 
of 1 they it not, neither ‘giver the constitution of any of the 
Southern Sta nor under an ee thereunder. 
Another objection that I section is that it is ambiguous in 


this, that the words son and erandece,” may mean legitimate, as some con- 


tend, and may mean illegitimate. As for me, I consider that it 
both, for the reason that ane words must be understood in their broadest 


"The conse will be that in certain parishes th 
Ə Co; uence n es the of voters 
will admi descendants of voters prior to 2 many mu- 


lattoes, =A some whites—and in others the registrar will understand the 
law difterentiy: 
s + 

I 3 Mr. President, will damani that these very 2 should be 
embodied in the journal, because I wish it to be well understood that the 
great city of New rleans, which I have the honor to represent, does not need 
such alaw, * * and that it will give to certain parishes unfair ad van- 
tage over our Aty: 


* * 
Feeling 5 therefore, that this whole ATE ‘s wrong in prin- 
2 le, in ient, and unwise, and that I voice the sentiments of my con- 
tuents, I now desire to vote no.“ 


Mr. President, these are about the views held by a large majori 
of the voters of North Carolina on this same question, and for suc! 
reasons they will vote to repudiate the amendment next August. 

THE OPINION OF THE LEADING DEMOCRATIC PAPER IN LOUISIANA. 

In addition to these expressions by members of the Louisiana 
constitutional convention, I call 1 to the following editorial 
that ap in the New Orleans Times-Democrat, the leadin 
Democratic paper of Louisiana, on Friday morning, March 
i the next day after the adoption of section 5 by the conven- 

on: 

TRIUMPH OF POLITICIANS. 


After themselves disavowing and fiercely denouncing section 5, a majori 
of the members of the constitutional convention yesterday passed t 

fensive section—offensive to Democrac sng! Sgt po political honesty, and to or 
icanism. * * * And the convention, ensive 

in the face of the fact that the ablest Democrats in the United States Sena’ 
have declared it to be unconstitutional. Senators CAFFERY and MCENERY 
have both protested ge akg its and pore ae declared that it contravenes 
the Federal Constitution. In this opinion the such stalwart 


Democrats and uncompromising State-rights mate and gressmen as 
the following: * 

Then follows the names of Senators and 3 Who are 
recognized as among the ablest constitutional lawyers in this 
body and in the other House. The New Orleans Times-Democrat 
has not since that time chan its opinion as to the unconstitu- 
tionality of this measure. at paper in many recent editorials 
has repeated the opinion that was expressed the day after the 
action of the convention. I read the following from an editorial 
of recent issue: 

The poopie of North Carolina will vas in A on the pro consti- 
tutional amendment disfranchising th: 8 m Pon and 3 8 
tains the famous * ndfather clause” borrowed from thi 
tution. * * * frente clause, which the eee 
C danger, a ager, and FFC 
The theory that the opposition 0 the dfather clause comes tron ‘the 
Republicans is wholly untrue. The Northern Democrats have unanimously 

declared against this plan of disfranc hising the negro as unconstitutional. 


WHAT THE WASHINGTON POST SAYS. 

The Washington Post, which has never joined in the sectional 
crusade against the people of the South, and which probably un- 
derstands the peculiar social and industrial conditions of our sec- 
tion better than any other Northern paper, takes the same view. 
Indeed, the Post is the strongest defender that the South has 
among Northern papari: Yet that paper denounces the amend- 
ment as unconstitutional and wick in morals, I read the fol- 
lowing extract from a recent editorial 

It is to be ho that Senator BUTLER 8 
dicts me defeat of the Norti Carolina suffrage speak AA i aaran 8 

* * 8 A * 

If it sought simply to sake theactof voting an intelligent and enlightened 
function and to reduce toa ae the S of bribery and cor- 
ruption, we should hail it as a bags pt Hip hee wholesomeness in poli- 
tics. But, as we see the matter, t scheme i is to disfranchise the ne- 


gro because he is black, and to protect at least a = ority of the whites who 
— 55 otherwise be disfranchised under an im application of the same 
rule 


North Carolina, in a word, has borrowed from Louisiana the iniquitous 
expedient whereby illiterate white voters may retain the franchise enjoyed 
by 5 fathers or grandfathers in 1867, no matter what may be their per- 
sonal disqualifications under the restrictions imposed upon the ne wi 
out exception. We believe the plan to be Se mnie ir od as we 

enounced by both the Louisiana Sena in the case of their own 
State, and we have not the slightest doubt that ie is. wicked in morals as it is 
stupid and blundering in expediency. 
e defeat of this measure will be a national benefaction. 


AN ABSURD CLAIM—A SLANDER UPON THE SUPREME COURT. 


Before passing from this part of the discussion, I desire to refer 
to one other argument that I have heard advanced in support of 
this proposed amendment. 

A certain judge in my State, who hasa pr utation not only for 
considerable legal learning, but also for high character and con- 
scientiousness of motive, was Pha Beit to to write a legal opinion 
in support of section 5. ge wrote an article in response, 
but hardly a legal ee he sum and substance of his article, 
after attempting to prove that the white man was superior to 
the negro (which every advocate of this provision seems to feel 
called u of th to do), was to express the hope that the Supreme 
Court of the United States would take note of the fact that pub- 
lic opinion had changed in regard to the fifteenth amendment 
and would hence uphold section 5, though in violation of it. 
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Since that time I have noticed that one of the leading Democratic 
candidates for governor in my State has written an article taking 
the same position. I do not deem it necessary to reply to such a 
claim, for its evident absurdity u a more statement of the 
same is a sufficient reply. If I could believe that these men are 
serious in claiming that the Supreme Court of the United States 
would themselves violate their oaths and nullify by their decision 
the United States Constitution, then I would constrained to 
say that no one has ever uttered a more serious slander against 
said court. I take it that no court will ever assume such a posi- 
tion, no matter how high or strong public opinion may be. The 
court can not recognize public opinion as far as the fundamental 
law of the Jand is concerned until said public opinion is crystal- 
lized into a constitutional repeal or amendment through the pre- 
scribed constitutional methods. Tothecourt the fifteenth amend- 
ment represents poe opinion on the suffrage question until 
public sentiment forced the lor the amendment of that 
provision. If the fifteenth amendment is wrong, then its oniy 
remedy is its repeal. While it stands the court must and wi 
uphold it, 
THE REMAINDER OF THE AMENDMENT WILL STAND. 


Mr. President, I come now to consider the second question, 
which is: Section 5 being unconstitutional, will the court in de- 
claring it so hold that all the amendment must fall, or that only sec- 
tion 5 (the unconstitutional part) must fall, leaving the remainder 
of the amendment, which is clearly constitutional, to stand? In 
my 5 the court would follow the many precedents already 
laid down in similar cases, and hold that, inasmuch as section 5 
has one object and the remainder of the amendment has a very 
different object and are therefore severable, and inasmuch as the 
amendment with section 5 (the unconstitutional part) left out 
would still be operative and intelligible and would make a complete 
and constitutional scheme for limiting suffrage, it would stand, 
while section 5 would be eliminated. I make this statement as 
my cpinion because the decisions of the Supreme Court sustain 
that position, which I will presently show. But before proceed- 
ing to quote these authorities and make an argument upon them, 
I wish to note briefly the two cases cited by the Senator from 
eee i RAE MoNEY] which he claims establish a different 
doctrine. He read first from Sprague vs. Thompson (118 U. S., 
page 90), as follows: 

The insuperable difficulty with the application of a principle of construc- 
tion to the present instance is that by rejecting the exception intended by 
the legislature of Georgia the statute is made to enact what confessedly the 
legislature never meant. It confers upon the statute a positive ration 
beyond the le; tive intent. and beyond what anyone could say it would 
have enacted, in view of the illegality of the exception. 

Next he cites Warren vs. Mayor and Aldermen of Charlestown 
(68 Mass.), and quotes the following from that decision: 

When parts of a statute are so mutually connected and dependent as con- 
ditions, considerations, or compensation for each other as to warrant a belief 
that the legislature intended them asa whole, and that if all could not be 
carried into effect the legislature would not pass the residue ene pee 
if such parts are unconstitutional and void, all the provisions which are thus 
dependent, conditional, or connected must fall with them. 

The Senator from Mississippi, after reading these two decisions, 
one a decision of the Supreme Court and the other a decision of 
the State court of Massachusetts, proceeded to say that these 
cases were not only exactly in point, but that they settled the 
question. The Senate will remember that at that point in his 
speech I asked permission to interrupt the Senator; that I had on 
my desk nine or ten volumes of the Supreme Court Reports, and held 
in my handa statement of the cases in those reports which Istated 
showed that the Senator was wrong as to the weight of authority 
on his side. I asked permission of the Senator to read from these 
cases, which he declined.’ I then asked permission for a simple 
statement of the names of the cases to go into the RECORD with 
his speech, so that those who read his speech might also, if they 
desired, read these cases and know what the court had held. The 
Senator declined to permit even the title of those cases to gointo 
the RECORD along with his speech. He declared that he did not 
mean to be discourteous, but he said that he would rather not 
have those cases cited in his 5 

Now, let us for a moment examine the two cases cited by the 
Senator. I have just read from the RECORD the two extracts 
which he read from those cases and upon which he relied. They 
are both to the effect that the court must consider, among other 
things, the legislative intent in deciding whether an unconstitu- 
tional part of a statute shall fall alone or drag the remainder 
of the statute with it. This is true, I admit, to a certain extent 
and in a certain sense; but it is not the only consideration with 
the court, and is not by any means, as a rule, the controlling 
consideration, even where the intent of the legislature is clear, 
To say that the Supreme Court will never declare any one sec- 
tion of a statute void and leave the remainder to stand, where 
it is clear that the legislature would not have passed one part 
without passing the others, is practically to say that the court 


will never declare one section of any statute void without declar- 
ing the whole statute void, even though constitutional. 

t is to be presumed that every legislature and every Congress 
when it passes an act intends it all to stand, or if would not have 
passed it. I make that statement to show that the quotation of 
the Senator, without qualification or explanation, is an absurdi 
in the sense in which he used it. In short, his quotations stand- 
ing alone clearly misrepresent the position of the court. Wasthe 
Supreme Court of the United States governed the intent of 
Congress in the income-tax cases? Was it not ectly clear and 
unquestioned that Congress never would have passed the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff act with the rates of tariff duties that it con- 
tained had not Congress at the same time and in the same act 

ut in a provision for an income tax to raise thirty or forty mil- 
ions of revenue? Probably every schedule in that act would have 
been changed if those income-tax provisions had not been in it. 
Not only did 5 the attention of the court to this fact, 
but also did Justice lan and other justices, in their dissenting 
opinions. Justice Harlan said: 


The judgment just rendered defeats the purpose of Congress by taking out 
of the revenuenot less than thirty millionsand —— fifty millions of dollars, 
ex to be raised by the duty on incomes. e know from the official Jour- 

of both Houses of Co that taxation on iniports would not have 
been reduced to the extent it was by the Wilson Act except for the belief 
that that could be safely done if the country had the benefit of revenue de- 
rived from a tax on incomes. We know from official sources that each House 
of Congress 3 refused to strike out the provisions 3 a tax on 
incomes. The two Houses indicated in every possible way t it must be a 
ps of any scheme for the reduction of taxation and for raising revenue for 


e support of the Government; that (with certain specified exceptions) in- 
comes arising from every kind of property and from every trade and eine 
should bear some of the burdens of the taxation imposed. 


Yet the court, regardless of the clear intent of Congress, knocked 
out as unconstitutional the income-tax provision, while leaving the 
other sections, 

THE LEGISLATIVE INTENT. 

But, Mr. President, the two decisions cited by the Senator, even if 
theyrepresented the weightof 5 and fixed an unvarying rule 
of the court (which they do not), would not apply to the present case 
in the least unless the court should be convinced that the legislature 
would not have attempted to restrict suffrage at all unless it could 
do so by placing the restriction upon former slaves and their de- 
scendants while leaving all other citizens free to vote without 
any restrictions. To say that such was the intention of the legis- 
lature would be to make the legislature ridiculous. Would not 
the court rather conclude that the intention of the legislature 
was to restrict suffrage by an educational test, and that after hav- 
ing done this it made an attempt through section 5 to exempt, if 

ible, a certain class from its operations, which every lawyer 
n the | ture must have known, to say the least, was of very 
doub constitutionality? 

There are many reasons to believe that the legislature did not 
expect section 5 to stand the test of the court, while they did ex- 
pect the remainder to stand. When the Louisiana amendment 
was being discussed in that State convention, such admissions were 
made on the floor by delegates who were good lawyers. I read 
from the Harvard Law Review of December, 1899, from an article 
entitled S e clause of the Louisiana constitution.“ Mr. 
Eaton, the author of this article, reviews the proceedings of that 
convention. Judge Simms, a member of that convention, while 
advocating the insertion of section 5 in opposition to the advice 
of the two Senators from that State and of many other distin- 
guished lawyers, called attention to the fact that if section 5 
should be declared unconstitutional there would still remain a 
good constitutional working scheme. 

He expressed the opinion in the convention that if section 5 
should fall the remainder would stand; and that same opinion 
was expressed by others supporting the amendment, and in the 
face of that the convention adopted the constitutional amendment. 
The only difference, he declared, would be that the special class of 
illiterate upon whom they tried to confer the right to vote under 
section 5 would be prevented from voting and would have to stand 
the same educational test with the negro. Gen. T. F. Bell, who 
was chairman of the suffrage committee of that convention, when 
reporting the amendment with section 5 to the convention, in an- 
swer to objections to section 5, said: 

If it fails in the courts, you will still have a fairly good system with sec- 
tion 5 out. 

Would not the court look at that declaration, provided it looked 
at anything outside of the act itself? 

Mr. President, it was after explanations like this that the 
amendment was adopted by the convention. All of this, and 
more, too, was known to the legislature in North Carolina when 
it adopted a similar provision. Indeed, a delegation came to 
Washington City, in behalf of the legi 
isiana Senators and other Senators a 
in their respective States. 

Theleading daily at Raleigh published full reports of interviews 


ture, to confer with Lou- 
ut the suffrage provisions 
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which showed that the general consensus of opinion in Washing- 
ton was that section 5 would not stand the test of the court, and 
the editor Or Bint papat recommended that the legislature adopt 


the Mississippi s. ge provision instead of the Louisiana provi- 
sion, on account of the danger of the court knocking out section 5. 

Mr. President, I have here a copy of the paper, the Raleigh 
News and Observer, containing that editorial. This is the same 
Papec to which I have referred, one of the leading Democratic 

of Raleigh. The editor editorially advises legislature 
to put both the Mississippi plan and the Louisiana plan in the 
same amendment, and then proceeds to say: 

If, however, the courts should declare the “son and grandson “ clause un- 
constitutional, there would then remain the ‘‘understanding” cla which 
in Mg rome fk has operated to secure the uninterrupted exercise of the elec- 
tive to those white voters who are not learned in the books. 

It was the information to be gathered by that delegation in 
Washington that was to guide the legislature in adopting a suf - 

amendment. The information they got showed that the 
pro bilities, to say the least, were that section 5 would fall. 
en the editor of this Democratic daily advises that both the 
Mississippi and section 5 of the Louisiana plan be put into the 
same amendment, so that if section 5 should fall in the courts the 
Mississippi plan would still remain. Yet, after all this, and in 
the face of it, the legislature adopted this Louisiana plan. So if 
the court should look for intent outside of the substance of the 
act itself it could find abundant reasons for believing that the leg- 
islatare adopted this provision knowing or at least seriously doubt- 
ing the constitutionality of section 5, and knowing or having 
reasonable grounds to believe that the court would eliminate that 
section, leaving the remainder to stand. 
SECTIONS 4 AND 5 ARE DISTINCT AND SEVERABLE. 

But the tendency of the decisions of our court has been to look 
to the effect of a statute rather than to the intention of the legis- 
lature when the question is, Shall all of the statute fall or only a 
pern And this is always true where the unconstitutional section 

one object and the constitutional section has another object. 
The leading test applied by the court in all such cases has been, 
Will the remainder of the statute be intelligible and operative 
after the unconstitutional parts are stricken out? As I have 
already said, this is exactly what the court did in the income-tax 


case, 
In Penniman’s case (103 U. S. Reports, page 113), Judge Wood, 
delivering the opinion of the court, says: 
only will be upheld so far as the 
with the Constitution. provided the allowed and prohibi 
of secti erati 


one can stand be operative, thoug 

Now, is it not clear that the other sections of the pronoma 
amendment can stand and be ina though the other (sec- 
tion 5) is declared void?” Clearly so, because when section 5 is 
declared void and eliminated, the remainder of the amendment 
makes a complete and constitutional scheme for limiting suffrage 
by an rer ee qualification applying to all classes alike. 

The decisions of the court to the same effect as in Penniman’s 
case are numerous and overwhelming. I will, however, cite only 
a few more. 

The Supreme Court, in the case of Presser vs, Illinois (116 U. S.), 
lays down the same doctrine. Mr. Justice Wood, 8 the 

ion of the court, in which one section of an act was declared 
invalid, while the remainder of the act was sustained, in closing 
the argument of the court and giving the reasons for the decision 
of the court, says: 

But it is a settled rule that statutes that are constitutional in 


perar 
will be upheld so far as they are not in conflict with the Constitu eee 
vided the allowed and bited parts are severable. 


As an authority for this position the court cites Penniman's 


case, from which I have just 2 and many other cases. This 
has always been the rule of the Supreme Court. Many early de- 
cisions could be cited. 


I call attention to Bank vs. Dudley (2 Peters, 492), decision ren- 
dered in 1829. Chief Justice Marshall rendered the decision of the 
court in that case, in which he said: 

If parts of t be titutional, th: Visi f that 

— ° while fall effect will be given to — on pe not —.— 
to the Constitution of the United States or to the ordinance of 1787. 

In Packet Company vs. Keokuk (95 U. S., page 80), Mr. Justice 
Strong, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

Admitting that parts of the ordinance under consideration may be in con- 
Pog he SS |e 
be set aside and its legislative — defeated. 

Continuing, the court says: 

Statutes that are constitutional in part only will be upheld so far as th 
are not in conflict with the Constitution, provided the allowed and prohibi 
parts are severable. We think a severance is possible in this case. 


The facts in this case are: The legislature of Iowa had given the 
city of Keokuk, in its charter, the power to establish and regulate 
wharfs and to fix the rates of landing and wharfage of all ts, 
rafts, and water craft moored at or landing at the wharf. Acti 
under this power, the city passed an ordinance providing 8 
regulation. The ordinance referred to but one thing and had but 
one p , and that was regulating the rates, etc., as I have 
stated. Yet the court declared that the fourth section of this 
ordinance was unconstitutional and void, while leaving the other 
five or six sections to stand, for the reason given by the court in 
the opinion I have just read. 

In the case of Supervisor vs. Stanley (105 U. S., page 303), Mr. 
Chief Justice Waite, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

The general proposition must be conceded that in a statute which contains 
invalid or unconstitutional provisions that which is unaffected by these pro- 
visions or which can stand witbout them must remain. If the valid and in- 
valid are capable of separation, only the latter are to be disregarded. 

The cases from which I have read cite many other cases to the 
same effect. In fact, the cases which I have read state that they 
set forth the law as uniformly held by the court. 

Mr. President, I conld g to State decisions and cite numerous 
authorities to the same effect. I will, however, take a recent one 
which is in harmony with all the former decisions. This is the 
case of Russell vs. Ayer (120 N. C. Reports), decided a year or two 
ago, in which the court says: 

While the parts of sections 2 and g of the act above referred to which con- 
cern the amounts of the capitation tax are void, because they disturb the 
equation between property and poll taxes, yet the remainder of the act is 
valid; and that although the revenue act of 1897 contains a clause which re- 

all acts and parts of acts contrary toits provisi yet the of sec- 
tions 2 and 3 of the act of 1897 unconstitutional void, it follows that 
those parts of sections 2 and 3of chapter 116 of the acts of 1895, which levy the 
espe tooth anesthe ath thn AES sur porary horton tc orce 

Now, how does the law as set forth in those cases, which is the 
rule followed by the court, apply to the present case? 

If there ever was a case where sections are severable, surely 
this constitutional amendment presents that case. Section 5 is not 
dependent upon any other section, nor is the remainder of the act 
incomplete in any sense without it. Indeed, section 5 attempts to 
do one thing, while all of the remainder of the act attempts to do 
just the opposite. There are two different purposes attempted 
by the two different sections; and I take it everyone will admit 
that the authorities are uniform that where that is so, there is no 
question but that the section which is invalid will fall, and the 
others will stand. Every standard work on constitutional limita- 
tions or constitutional construction is along the line of these de- 
cisions, and show clearly that in a case like this section 5 would 
fall, leaving the remainder of the amendment to stand. 


GARBLED EXTRACTS FROM A GREAT AUTHORITY, 


I would not consider it n to dwell further on this mat- 
ter had not the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] read some 
extracts from Cooley’s Constitutional Limita i which heclaims 
is authority to the contrary, I regret that the tor is not in 
his seat, for I would much prefer for him tobe present while I read 
this authority, because the Senator’s quotation misr nts the 
text. I do not want to believe, and will not charge, t the Sen- 
ator intended willfully to misrepresent the text; but his quotation 
does it, and I must attention to it in the interests of truth, so 
that the law may go into the RECORD correct. The Senator ob- 
jected to me correcting him while he was speaking, so I must do 
it now. 

Mr. PETTUS. To what Senator is the Senator from North 


Carolina referring? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 
I have in my hand the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing his 
speech, in which he * * from Cooley's Constitutional Limita- 
tions. I read from the RECORD: 

The constitutional and unconstitutional provisions may even be contained 
in the same section and yet be rfectly distinct and — 
tho last Pal ether they are con- 


same section, for the distribution into sections is purely arti- 
bly connected in sub- 


a) nt legisla! 
it must be sustained. 

Mr. President, when I look at the text I find that what the Sen- 
ator quoted is here, but he skips two sentences, and then quotes 
the following: 

urpose i accom: 5 f 
Eana hae Cail S hein PAA Tell anes AINAS kematan to affect 
the object without the aid of the invalid portion. 

But in the text there are two sentences between those read by 
the Senator, which he ski . Now, why should the Senator 
skip them when they bear directly on the question at issue and 
state the opposite contention from what he read in the next sen- 
tence? Isubmitit is not a fair 3 of the authority. 
The Senator surely did not himself examine the text. He must 
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have been misled by some one who made the extracts for him. 
Here are the sentences that were skipped: 

The difficulty is in determining whether bart good sna bad parts of the 
statute are capable of being separated within t of this rule. Ifa 
statute attempts to accomplish two or more ob — and is void as to one, it 
may still be in every respect complete and as to the other. 

Mr. President, the significance of that sentence is that it applies 
directly to the case under discussion; and if the Senator had put 
that sentence in between the sentences he quoted, he would have 
been quoting a direct authority for my contention and not for his. 

Mr. President, we are all familiar with how the late Bob Inger- 
soll quoted the Bible to prove that there was no God. We are 
also ‘told that the devil quotes Scripture to justify his course. 
But it is also well known that when they do they garble the text 
by selecting an extract here and there and leaving out the quali- 
fying and essential parts important and necessary for a correct 
construction. otations sas in this way can be gotten to 
prove that black is white, that wrong is right, and that things 
that are unconstitutional are constitutional, 

Mr. President, in order that no one may be misled and that 
everyone may know exactly the law as laid down by this eminent 
aeien I *r an ao at this pont to r: into the RECORD 
eve ing udge ey says on this question, . on 

e 214, under the subhead ‘‘Statutes unconstitutio * 
own to page 219, where the discussion under that subhead ends. 

The quotation referred to is as follows: 

STATUTES UNCONSTITUTIONAL IN PART. 

It will sometimes be found that an act of the legislature is 


of its provisions to the constitution, while others, standing y themselves, 
would hor choy fpr neon So the forms observed in it may be 
cient for some of the purposes sought to be accom: it, bu insuffi- 


p.: 
cient for others. In any such case the portion which conflicts with the con- 
sti to which the necessary tions ha 


tive authority. It aA either pro; 

h — ot bi 2 by the constitution 3 — accomp: ane 
lawful and even laudable object by means repugnant to the Constitution of 
the United States or of the State. A statute may contain some such provi- 
sions, and yet the same act, having received the same sanction of all branches 
of the legislature, and being in the form of law, may contain other useful and 
not ali Just pri to any just constitutional exception. It 


tional t 
Visions are ected in bject-matter, di Sine aoe ee — 
ro ons conn su „de 
. is so connected Cometic TA 
can 


x the unconstitutional 
sions may even be contained in thesame section and yet SS bo parteti 
and eee so that the first may stand though the last 

The point is not dere they are con in the 
distribution into sections is y artifi 
tial and inseparably connec! in substance. If, when unconstit 

is stricken wae. that which remains is iscomplete in che lag Capana of 
executed. wholly 3 of that which was re, = must be 
sustained. e difficulty determining whether the end bad parts 
of the ere are nna of being separated within the meaning of this rule. 
If astatute attempts to acomp! two or more objects, s is void as to one, 
it may still be in every respect complete and valid as to the other. 
But if its purpose is to accomp! Sunless” suflciont remains to elfoct tho 
visions are void, the whole u fail unl vist remains to effect the 
1. thes are so mutually 


ore thus 


It has accordingly been held, where a statute ee to the voters of a 
county the question of the removal of their county seat, oo one section im- 
posed the forfeiture of vested rights in case the v the 
removal, that, this portion of 5 „ a uch 
as the whole was submitted to the 3 8 and th 


lands 
lands in the city, the latter provision being held at and less rate i it wasalso 
held that the whole a must fail, inasmuch as such provision was clearly 
intended as a com: on for the annexation. 

And where A auan in order to ee ajury of six persons, provided for 


statute sustain: Seen as this: would be giving to 
effect different from that the legislature d 


1 of the 
United N or shall ril anywise bind 
owners of such slaves or servants from re 

ART person s0 hat although 
— aA held that al — the latter portion 
decision . ye that the first portion, . 


a bdin o tion — the wy of —.— the State and im 
to its well. and ca: of being enforced withoutreference to rest, 
was not aff by the invalidity of the rest. 


A legislative act ei be entirely valid as to some classes of 


casesand clearly 
void as toothers. general law for the punishment of offenses which Should 
endeavor to — br i its retroactive operation, acts before committed, as 
well as to prescribe a rule of conduct for the Kamp in the future, would — 
void so far as it was retrospective, but such in dity would not affect the 
operation of the law in regard to the cases hich were within the tive 
control. A law might be void as viola’ the obligation of e ing con- 
tracts, but valid as to all contracts which should be entered into subsequent 
to its „and which, therefore, would have no legal force except such as 
the law itself would allow. In any such case the unconstitutional law must 
operate as far as it can, and it will not be held invalid 3 the 8 ofa 
party whose interests are not affected by it ina e constitu- 
tion forbids. If there are any exceptions to this rule, 5 — at * of — 
only pues it is evident, from a contemplation of the ‘statute and of the 
Sok ue um aiia T. nas that the DAAE DATOE ore boen passed at all ex; 
Sept as an entirely, be held valid as to some cases and void as to others. 

Mr. President, the above is the full text of the law on this 
tion asset forth by that distinguished authority. Those who pee 
listened to it will be more convinced of the absolute correctness 
of the contention I stand for than if they simply read what I had 
already quoted. 

Mr. ident, I call attention to several illustrations given by 
Mr. Cooley in the matter I have asked to put in the RECORD 
toward the latter of his discussion, illustrations to show when 
a court will knock out one section and retain the remainder of an 
act. The sections of the proposed amendment under discussion, 
sections 4 and 5, present a stronger case for separation than a 
single one cited by that . 

e on this question I would quote another standard author- 
ity. I quote from Pomeroy’s Constitutional Construction, page 
554, in which the author, in discussing this very question, says: 

Itis well settled that an act may be yoid in by reason of its violation 
of a consti provision, and good as tothe SORINA. “Tf an = ne 
tutional,” said the Supreme Court of the Uni 
“the provisions of that part may be disregarded, while atull effect will be given 
to such as are not repugnant red the Constitution of the United States, or of 
the State, or to the ordinance of IT. 

Every authority on constitutional law takes the same position. 

Now, Mr. President, do not these facts and these authorities 
prove, as 9 as anything can be proven in advance, that 
the court will declare that section 5 is unconstitutional and that 
it will hold that the remainder of the amendment—which is con- 
stitutional, and which is a logical, complete, and constitutional 
scheme for limiting suffrage—shall stand? If this is true, 

WHAT WILL BE THE RESULT? 

What would be the effect of the operation of the proposed North 
Carolina amendment with section 5 eliminated? No one familiar 
with the facts or who will take the trouble to examine the census 
reports will deny that the result will be to disfranchise fifty or 
sixty thousand mite voters— indeed, as many white voters as 
colored voters. I regret to say it, and would 5 advertise the 
fact if the threatened danger of disfranchisement of this large 
number of the sturdy yeomanry of the State did not demand it, 
that North Carolina has a larger percentage of illiterate whites 
than any other State in the Union. Therefore, the adoption of 
such a g scheme would result in disfranchising a 
larger cent of good substantial men in my State than in any 
other State in the Union. These illiterate white men are not 
like the class of illiterates who make up the slums of the great 
cities, but they are, as a rule, sturdy and as worthy citizens as 
3 Carolina has within her borders. They are noted for their 

integrity, industry, and patriotism. The Prato bedema: 
na of the Ravo utionary patriots who fought at Moun 
Moores Creek, Guilford Court-House, andonevery field in the Revo- 
lution. Many of them are old men and 5 soldiers, who 
are now too old to start to school and get an education even if 
they had the time and money to do so. y of this class volun- 
teered and entered the United States Paste! in the late war with 


Spain. 

They are intensely patriotic and never fail to respond with 
their life and blood and their all when their country needs their 
services or when duty calls. Let it be remembe that in the 
late war North Carolina, with only about eee furnished 
over 120,000 soldiers. A large number of these men were illiter- 
ate, and. many of their sons who grew up during or since the war 
have had even less opportunities or means to get an education. 
adopted? will be the result if this proposed amendment is 

o 

ese men, who compose some of the very best and most sub- 
stantial citizens of my State, would be disfranchised on account 
of the unconstitutionality of section 5, while the town negro 
dude would vote and be eligible to hold office according to the 
provisions of the amendment. This great danger, in addition to 
the belief that the amendment is unconstitational, will cause a 
large 3 of the voters of North Carolina to reject this amend- 
ment at the polls. 

A CONFESSION AND AN ATTEMPTED AVOIDANCE. 

The supporters of this amendment have recently realized that 
this is true. They have realized what this great, sturdy, honest 
element of illiterate whites in my State have made up their minds 
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todo. In fact, they have just confessed that they can not sus- 
tain this measure by ar; ent before the ple. I hold in my 
hand the proof of that confession. On last Thursday Judge 
Brown, one of the State circuit court judges of North Carolina, 
while holding court at Wilmington, gave to the press an inter- 
view in which he not only expressed an opinion about the consti- 
tutionality of the proposed amendment, but he went further and 
advised his political friends to amend it in order to avert defeat 
at the polls. I will not at this time comment upon the impropriety 
of a judge expressing an opinion in advance and for political 
effect about an important question that is liable to come before 
his court for adjudication. I can only say I regret it. But I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate to the change in this 
amendment which he proposes. 

He advises that when the legislature meets, at an adjourned 
meeting, before the election in August, that it amend the amend- 
ment by adding a new section, to be known as section 6. The 
form of the amendment that he advises the legislature to adopt is 
as follows: 

Sec. 6. This act shall be construed and taken as a whole, and if any of its 

sections, and eclared 


clauses, rovisions shall for any reason become or be d 
inoperative and d, the whole of this amendment and every part and 
weotion thereof null and void and of no effect. 


Every newspaper in the State that is supporting the amendment, 
so far as I have seen, has indorsed this tion. Within the last 
few days the chairman of the Democratic State committee has pub- 
lished a carefully prepared official interview not only indorsing the 
suggestion, but 3 ing that he is the father of it and first sug- 
gested it to the Judge. He goes further, and, speaking by author- 
ity, says that the legislature will meet and will amend the amend- 
ment by adding such a section. So I take it that it is proper to 

discuss this proposed amendment with this proposed section added. 

Judge Brown has the reputation of being a good lawyer, so the 
Judge must know that the section that he proposes will not be 
considered by the court as a part of the amendment, but simply 
as a legislative declaration, even though it be in ted into the 
amendment as one of its sections. He must know, er, that the 
court, if it did not resent, would at least ignore, such an effort on 
the part of the legislature to instruet the court as to how it should 
construe a statute. In this country, where the legislative and 
judicial departments are entirely distinct, neither one is ever per- 
mitted to intrench upon the authority and domain of the other. 


A LEGISLATURE CAN NOT INSTRUCT THE COURTS. 


No court, so far as i know, has ever yet permitted any legislative 
body in North Carolina or anywhere else in this country to thus 
instruct them as to how they should construe a statute. The 
court never looks at the declaration that a legislature makes, but 
it looks at the substance of what it does and renders its judg- 
ment accordingly. The supreme court of North Carolina, in the 
case of Robinson vs. Barfield (2 Murphy), ignored such a decla- 
ration on the part of the legislature and in the decision said that 
the court would allow such declarations attempting to instruct 
the judi to remain as dead letters on the statute books.” 
Further on in the opinion, Judge Daniels, one of the ablest judges 
of the State, in delivering the opinion, said: 

The court can neither nibble at the legislative power nor cau the legis- 
lature stride over the judicial. 

This doctrine was approved in Hoke vs. Henderson (1 Dev.) and 
in many other State decisions. 

Within the last five years there have been, I think, at least a 
dozen cases in North olina where the courts have declared 
that notwithstanding the legislative declaration that it had done 
a certain thing, that the court would pay no attention to the dec- 
laration, but would look to the substance of what they did. I 
think I could cite at least 10 or 15 cases, but I take it that there is no 
authority to the contrary in any other State or in the United States 
Reports. I have not had time to look through all the United 
States Reports on this point, but every case I have found holds as 
Ihave stated. In the case of United States vs. Claflin (97 U. S. 
Reports) the court says: 

A recital in a statute that a former statute was repealed or superseded by 
subsequent acts is not conclusive as to such re orsupersedure. Whether 
a statute was repealed is a judicial, not a 1 ative question. 

Whether section 5 will fall, leaving the remainder of the amend- 
ment to stand, is a judicial and not a legislative question, and it 
is a piece of impertinence on the part of the legislature to attempt 
to instruct the court as to how it shall construe a judicial ques- 
tion. 

Mr. President, nothing is better settled than that an alternative 
judgment is void. Now, this proposed section instructs the court 
that if it thinks all of the ons of the amendment are constitu- 
tional, then to let all of them stand; but, on the other hand, if it 
should find one of the sections unconstitutional, that then it must 
oe the whole act unconstitutional. Such a proposition seems 
absurd. 

The courts have uniformly held that when the legislature at- 
tempts to create a corporation, that if it fails to confer the essen- 


tial powers necessary to make a corporation in the charter, that 
then a corporation has not been formed, even though the legisla- 
ture declare in the same act its intention to create a corporation. 
And, on the other hand, if the legislature should confer the 
powers necessary to create a corporation, the court would hold 
that it was a corporation even though the legislature in the same 
act should declare that it did not intend to create a corporation. 
There is a case in the North Carolina Reports, which I have not 
had time to put my hands on, which declares that where the 
maker of a deed declared at the end thereof ‘‘ that the above deed 
was made without fraud” that the declaration was not only void 
and of no effect to make the deed valid, but that the declaration 
was itself a badge of fraud. Just so this declaration, if made b 
the legislature of North Carolina, would not only not be consid- 
ered by the court in rendering its decision, but its only purpose 
will be to serve to put the court on notice that the legislature, when 
it adopted this poe. itself doubted, to say the least, the con- 
stitutionality of section 5, and that they passed the provision in 
spite of this doubt and belief. 
ANOTHER ATTEMPT TO FOOL THE VOTERS. 

Judge Brown, in this interview, while expressing the opinion 
that the proposed amendment was constitutional, yet gave as his 
excuse for advising the legislature to this new section that 
in his opinion the masses of the people could not understand 1 
argument. Therefore I take it that he offers this new section 
because he thinks the rope will not be able to see its absurdity 
and utter futility. If he had less ability asa lawyer, it might be 
supposed that he had fooled himself. 

ut, Mr. President, this section, attempting to instruct the 
court how to construe the amendment, not fool the voters of 
the State into supporting such a dangerous scheme. They have 
had intelligence enough to see the danger in section 5. The same 
intelligence will guard them against this new device. The voters 
of North Carolina are intelligent enough to know that there is 
not only grave, if not certain danger to from fifty to sixty thou- 
sand white yoters in this amendment, but they also know that if 
this amendment were adopted and section 5 eliminated that no way 
under heaven could restore to those voters their ballot except by 
again amending the constitution. These thousands of illiterate 
white voters are intelligent enough to know that when once dis- 
franchised they would have no vote to help change the amend- 
ment and help wipe out the wrong. Theyalso know that the aver- 
age politician only fears the people so long as they have a vote. 

This proposed new section will not prevent the court from de- 
claring section 5 invalid and holding that the remainder of the 
amendment shall stand, and no one knows it better than Judge 
Brown, and the voters will show at the election next August that 
they also know better. 

IT PUTS THE SOUTH IN A FALSE POSITION. 

Mr. President, this whole scheme is not oniy fraught with dan- 
ger, but it is unnecessary. It not only puts the representation of 
the South in Congress and in the electoral college in jeopardy, but 
it also puts so many thousands of white voters themselves in dan- 
ger. Section 5 is not only unconstitutional, but it is offensive to 
every principle of democracy; offensive to political honesty and 
to Americanism. Mr. President, it puts the South in a false and 
unenviable position to attempt to deal with 1 in this mis- 
erably uncandid manner. It is a position that no Southern State 
should put itself in. It is dangerous, it is unnecessary, it is not 
honest. There are constitutional methods for dealing with the 
suffrage question whenever and wherever the necessity arises, 
without resorting to such undemocratic and unconstitutional and 
absurd subterfuges, 

ANOTHER ABSURD SUGGESTION. 

One word more on this subject. I notice that in the interview 
by the Democratic State chairman to which I referred a few min- 
utes ago that he also advises the legislature when it meets to do 
another thing—to put sections 4 and 5 of this proposed amendment 
into one section, and he says that will lessen the danger of the 
courts knocking out section 5 and leaving section 4 tostand. That 
suggestion is absurd. There is not an authority in all the books 
but what holds that the court will knock out not only one section, 
but even one-half of a section, or one sentence of a section and let 
the other half stand, iust as quick as they would knock out one 
section and leave another stand. Every lawyer with a thimble 
full of brains knows that. Then why is that suggestion made? Is 
it made in good faith? No! There can be but one purpose whya 
man who knows any law should make such a suggestion, and that 
is with the hope that it would fool some voters who are not law- 
yers. Itis absurd, it is demagogy and falsehood, and yet that is 
one of the suggestions for another amendment when the legisla- 
ture meets. 

OTHER VERY SERIOUS OBJECTIONS. 

Mr. President, there are other very serious objections to this pro- 
pe amendment, even if section 5 were constitutional. Let us 

fly note a few of them. In the first place, what class of the 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1553 


negro population would be disfranchised by the amendment? It 
would be the good old country darkey who was as faithful and 
true as steel to our mothers, wives, and sisters during the late war, 
and who is a good citizen and a good laborer, who has never been 
offensive in politics nor in other ways, 

Now, what class of negroes would be left to vote? There would 
be many thousands who would still vote, and this number would 
include all of that element who have been active and offensive in 
politics, and who, either from innate perversity or for a consider- 
ation, have furnished the capital necessary to enable the machine 
politicians to raise the negro cry and appeal to race 3 

In short, the only negroes who have ever made the race issue 
possible would be those who would not only be eligible to vote, but 
to hold office under the proposed amendment. The trifling negro 
dude, who talks loud and takes up all of the sidewalk, would be 
left with full power to vote. This class would be sufficient in 
number to be the balance of power in politics and to furnish an 
object lesson at any time to help the ‘‘negro-howling politicians” 
to raise their old 55 

But it is claimed by the supporters of this suffrage amendment 
that its adoption would remove the race question from the poli- 
tics of the State and make it possible for economic and govern- 
mental issues to be discussed on their merits and passed upon by 
the voters intelligently. Mr. President, if this amendment were 
constitutional and would stand the test of the courts, it is clear 
that it would have no such effect. In the first place, I am con- 
strained to observe that those who are making this claim are 
those who have been most active and diligent in appealing to race 
prejudice in every campaign in season and out of season, In the 
next place, this amendment, if adopted and if section 5 should be 
e by the court, would still leave about 50, 000 negro voters 
in North Carolina. That is a larger number than there are to-day 
in the State of Kentucky. I am informed that there are only 
about 40,000 negro votes in that State. And yet see the appeals to 
race prejudice, the turbulence, violence, and appeal to passion 
and prejudice instead of to reason in that State. And the same 
would be true in North Carolina, were this amendment adopted, 
as long as there were politicians at the head of the with no 
other purpose or ambition except to have power and office regard- 
less of the t economic questions at issue and regardless of the 
welfare of the State. 

This will be soas long as there are men at the head of any 1 
who believe in ballot-box stuffing and all kinds of fraud and 
crime in order to defeat the will of the people and to put themselves 
in power. This will be so as long as such men are at the head of 
any party organization and can find one n in sight to use asa 
scarecrow with which to appeal to race prejudice and banish rea- 
son, common sense, and justice. Now, we run the risk of dis- 
franchising about 50,000 or 60,000 of as good white men as there are 
in North Carolina in order to secure the great privilege of having 
in that State a repetition of the kind of campaign that Kentucky 
had last year? 


WHITE VOTERS WHO ARE SURE TO BE DISFRANCHISED. 


There is another great objection to this amendment. It pro- 
vides that after 1908 every white man of voting age who is not 
then able to read and write any section of the Constitution shall 
be disfranchised. Think of the number of boys in North Carolina 
to-day who are 12 years of age and under who may not be able to 
get an education by the time they are 21 years of age! 

These boys are sure to be disfranchised and put on a plane lower 
than the town darkey with his eyeglasses and cocked hat. How 
many fathers and mothers are there in the State to-day, struggling 
to make both ends meet, who have managed to raise their boys 
until they are now 10 or 12 years of age, an age at which these 
boys are just beginning to help them on the farm or in the 
factory? how many cases is such a boy the mainstay of a 
father and mother who are dependent upon work to support 
the family until he is 21 years of age? 

How many of these boys will reach 21 without getting an educa- 
tion? Vet it is this kind of a noble boy who will be called upon 
each year to pay taxes, to work the road, and to shoulder his 
musket and do the fighting if his country needs his services. This 
is the boy who will be expected to do the fighting and give his life 
for his country, while many of the politicians who are trying to 
rae aaa him will no doubt, like Cleveland, hire a substi- 

0. 
THE POLL-TAX-RECEIPT SCHEME. 

Another objectionable feature is the provision requiring the 
presentation of the poll-tax receipt before voting. What does this 
mean? Every man in the State who is on the delinquent tax list 
or who has net paid his taxes as much as six months before the 
State election and as much as eight months before the national 
election will be disfranchised. How many good men are there in 
the State who are unfortunate or who from any reason can not 
pay their poll tax before the election, much less pay them six or 
eight months before the election? 
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Yet these are the men, and every one of their sons who are not 
more than 12 years old now, whom these politicians are trying to 
disfranchise under the false and specious cry of white suprem- 
acy.” Aman may have paid his taxes in apru as long as five or 
eight months before the elections, and yet he is disfranchised at 
the election in August or November unless he has paid his poll 
tax as far back as the 1st day of March previous. 

A SCHEME TO TRICK OR BRIBE VOTERS. 

There is another provision in the same poll-tax section that is 
intended to encourage a man not to pay his taxes, so that he may 
be disfranchised thereby. Its purpose is to try to trick or bribe 
the voter into not paying his tax before the 1st day of March, so 
that the machine politicians may get rid of his vote. The result 
will be not only to cut off thousands from voting, but to also rob 
the State and the public school fund of tens of thousands of dol- 
lars of taxes which the public schools will lose, or which other 
8 will be forced to make up by increased taxation. The 
evident purpose of this autocratic political machine is to try to 
restrict the suffrage of the people down to as small a number as pos- 
sible, so that they may the better manipulate elections and fortify 
their machine in power. 

Besides, there is a provision in the amendment giving tothe leg- 
islature unlimited power to enact general registrationlaws. Under 
this provision the legislature can manufacture a number of hocus- 
pocus schemes to disfranchise voters, white and black, by prevent- 
ing them from getting on the registration books. This provision 
in connection with section 5 is the snake in the amendment, and 
will enable a political machine to disfranchise white voters as 
well as black. 

Mr. President, these are some of the many objections to this 
undemocratic disfranchising scheme, even if it were constitu- 
tional. And these are to my mind sufficient reasons why it is not 
safe to race such a scheme, if there were no others. 

But, in the lan of the New Orleans Times-Democrat, this 
scheme is not only unconstitutional, but it is also fraught with 
great danger to the white voter and to the State. 

THE CHARGE OF NEGRO DOMINATION—A BASE SLANDER. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I originally intended to say 
in discussing the resolution offered by my colleague and the pro- 
pes amendment, but the charge t has been made in this 

Jhamber, indirect] , if not directly, that there has been negro 
domination in North Carolina and that it is threatened with more 
of it if this proposed amendment is not adopted makes it neces- 

for me to say something further. 

o better answer is needed in reply to this unfounded and false 
9 5 8 than to call attention to the fact, which is a fact and 
which nobody will deny, that the 3 in North Carolina 
Who have forced before the people this proposed amendment and 
who are to-day supporting it pense the people on every stump 
in my State from mountains sea in the last campaign that if 
they were put in power, they would not favor, support, or propose 
any suffrage scheme that would disfranchise anybody, white or 
black. I can prove out of the mouths of the men who are now 
sup See bees amendment, by declarations and pledges officially 

e on the stump and in interviews, that the c o that there 
is or has been negro domination in North Carolina is unfounded 
and false and a base slander on the State. 

If there was any negro domination in North Carolina, why was 
it necessary for these Democratic politicians to pledge the people, 
in order to get enough votes to elect them, that they were in favor 
of manhood suffrage and opposed to any disfranchisement of any- 
body? If there had been any negro domination—which neither 
the people of my Staten or of any other State, North or South, will 
pema on the popular thing to have done to secure votes would 

ave been the promise to the people to devise some scheme to limit 
suffrage as soon as they got in power. Did they do that? No. 
But, on the other hand, they pledged the people that aed would 
not disfranchise a single voter in the State, white or black. 

But the Senator from Sees go speaking on this resolution, 
and with an apparent effort to show that there was negro domi- 
nation in North Carolina, put into the RECORD some matter from 
a political document to show that there has been recently a num- 
ber of negroes elected to minor positions in my State, and used 
that as the text for the chief part of his speech. In defense of 
the State, and in order that the Senate and the country may 
know the facts, I will take the time to make a brief statement to 
brand that false charge. 


THE FACTS, 
population of North Carolina comprises less than one- 


The n 
third of the whole population and less than one-third of the voting 


population. There are only 12 counties in the State in which the 
negro population is in a majority, while in the remaining 85 coun- 
ties the white population is in an overwhelming majority. Un- 
fortunately, a number of years ago the State supreme court, ina 
decision, held that under the State constitution the legislatare 
could not give to the 85 white counties local self-government while 
putting the 12 negro counties under a different system. 
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uired a uniform 
system of county government. Under that ion the legisla- 
ture forced upon the 85 white counties the same kind of county 
government system that it seemed best to them to adopt in the 12 
negro counties, Thus the people in the 85 white counties were 
robbed of the right and power to elect their county governing offi- 
cers, but ins were forced to submit to their county governing 
officers being elected directly or indirectly by the legislature, 
This, of course, proved to be very unpopular in the 85 counties. 
For many years, at every Democratic State convention, there 
was a contest over county government, the representatives from 
the 85 counties insisting that they should be allowed to elect their 
county governing officers and thus have direct control over their 
county affairs. But the State central political machine, which 
enjoyed the power of dictating and controlling the affairs of every 
county by building up local and subordinate machines at the 
various county seats to receive orders and do the bidding of the 
State machine, had, however, up to 1894, been able to force the 
counties of the State to submit to that odious and undemocratic 
system. But each year that system had grown more and more 
unpopular, to such an extent that it became necessary year by 
year to provide new methods for ballot-box stuffing, vote manip- 
ulating, and the compiling of fraudulent returns, in order to keep 
the majority of the people from repudiating at the polls the party 
organization that forced upon them such an odious machine sys- 


tem. 
In the campaign of 1894 the revolt in the Democratic party 
e county governing system and sgot the 
t, in spite of 


In short, they held that the constitution 


against this mac 
open and notorious election methods was so large tha 
an election law under which at least 80,000 votes were stolen, 
suppressed, or falsely counted, a majority of 20,000 was piled up 
t thə Democratic party as a repudiation of the machine 
county government system and the fraudulent election methods, 
The issues in that campaign were honest elections and local self- 
government, 

The een go of the legislature elected was pompons of Repub- 
licans and Populists, who were elected on their pledge that they 
would establish a system of county local . It was 
well known to the people when they voted that as long as that 
8 and anomaſous decision of the court to which I have re- 
ferred should stand that under loca: self-government there would 
pacing be more or less n elected to minor positions in 
some of the 12 eastern counties; but there was at the same time 
strong hope that the supreme court would reverse that trouble- 
some and, I might say, what seemed to be an unnecessary and an 
uncalled-for decision. 

It was not, however, until 1897 that the supreme court reversed 
the county government decision and held that it was constitu- 
tional for the legislature to provide one system of county govern- 
ment for one county and another system for another county. 
This decision was so just and so in accordance with the constitu- 
tion that no lawyer of any party in the State has ever criticised 
the court for rendering it or even questioned that it was accord- 
ing to the constitution. Now, decision having been ren- 
dered, the way was perfectly clear for the 85 counties to have 
their local self-government and for the legislature to provide a 
different system for the 12 black counties, by which no negro 
would ever be put in a position of power or authority over white 


eople. 

å 5 ae it is true that until this decision some negroes were elected 
to minor positions in these eastern counties, as dd fuged knew 
there would be until the decision of the court could be reversed, 
but not in a single one of these counties were the negroes in con- 
trol; in not a single one were they in any position of power to 
dominate‘or dictate. Indeed, the legislature that adopted this local 
self-government scheme, while unable to prevent the election of 
any colored man to any place, yet did devise ascheme, which was 
constitutional, that made it im ble for the county legislative 
board, known as county co oners, in any county to ever be 
controlled by colored men; and the fact is that no county or 
town or township has ever had or could have a majority of ne- 
on any controlling board or committee. Now, that is the 
‘negro domination” that certain politicians have attempted to 

advertise to the world under false and lurid poloring: 

But even that imperfection in the new system of local self-gov- 
ernment has been removed, and who removed it? An undemo- 
cratic decision by a Democratic court made it necessary. 
not question the motives of the court in rendering the decision 
and in refusing to reverse it, but I will say that it was not nec- 
essary under the constitution to render such a decision, and that 
it resulted in building up a State political machine to control 
pares affairs that was so undemocratic and odious that the people 
elected a legislature pledged to repeal it and at the same time de- 
feat the Democratic supreme court for reelection and elected a 
nonpartisan supreme court. This new supreme court at the first 
3 reversed the old coun: overnment decision, and in 
doing so it has had the approval of the people of the State, and 


has not been criticised by a single lawyer, as far as I know; nor 
has anyone ever suggested that the decision was not in accord- 
ance with the constitution. 

What has been the result? The people got the system of local 
self-government that they wanted, and the supreme court, by its 
decision, has removed the only defect to the system by reversing 
a former decision of the same court. The only trouble there has 
ever been under the system was that between the time when the 
l ature adopted it and the time when the decision of the court 
referred to was rendered. During this short period there were 
necessarily some negroes elected to some minor places in a few 
of the negro counties, as everybody knew there would be, But 
8 condition is now and forever removed by the decision of the 
court. 

Mr. President, when the last campaign was on, did our Demo- 
cratic friends denounce this new county government system that 
gave to the people the control of their local affairs? No. Did 
they denounce the present court for the decision that removed the 
only defect in the system, or rather make it possible for the legis- 
lature to doit? No, Why? Because the people indorsed both 
and would never submit to going back to the old system. 

Then what did they do? y, they joined the People's Party 
andevery other 79 5 85 party in pledging themselves to the people 
that they would keep that system of county government which 
we had established; and, in addition, they pledged themselves to 
enact legislation in accordance with the recent decision of the 
supreme court to remove the only defect in that system (under 
which some negroes had been elected to office) by establishing a 
different system of county government in the 12 negro counties 
referredto. This is exactly what the fusion legislature promised 
the people they would do as soon as the court would reverse that 
county government decision, and this was the only remedy offered 
by the Democratic party for what they called negro domination. 

I repeat, every political party in the State in this last campa; 
made this same pledge, and that was the remedy and the only 
remeny offered by aap hag because it was what was necessary 
and all that anybody demanded. 

Mr. President, so clear and patent was it to every voter in North 
Carolina that that remedy was all that was needed to establish 
forever permanent white supremacy and at the same time local 
self-government without e that when it 
was charged in the campaign that it the Democratic party got into 
power they would go further, and submit a disfranchising amend- 
ment, every Democratic paper and r in the State made 
haste to declare that the ohare was 

SOLEMN PLEDGES TO THE PEOPLE NOT TO DO THIS THING. 

The Democratic leaders knew that if they declared in favor of 
disfranchising a single voter in the State, or allowed or permitted 
a suspicion to that effect to rest in the mind of the voter, there 
was no hope for them to carry the election. Realizing this, they 
pledged their perty officially, from their State committee down 
to their humblest candidate, that if placed in power they would 
attempt nothing of the kind. 

They put it officially in their handbook and declared that all 
their candidates, from the highest to the lowest, would make the 
pledge onevery stump. Yes, the handbook issued by the Demo- 
cratic State committee not only denounced the charge, but also 
declared that they were not in favor of disfranc a single 
voter, white or black, and further declared for man suffrage 
and that they were in favor of een bees fifteenth amendment 
in good faith, and further pointed out that as long as that amend- 
ment stood it was impossible to disfranchise a single colored man 
without at thesame time disfranchising a white man for the same 
reason. 

OFFICIAL PARTY PLEDGE IN THE DEMOCRATIC HANDBOOK. 


In spie of that, Mr. President, the People’s P. handbook 
made the charge that there were many leaders of the Democratic 
ty in favor of a disfranchising amendment. The Democratic 
tate committee thought it was necessary to reply to that charge. 
What did they do? ey issued a second handbook, a supplement 
to the first handbook, in which they denounced the charge made 
in the People’s Party handbook as false. 

They went further, and said that a Democratic convention would 
spit upon any man who would make such a proposition. They 
went further, and said that the men who made the charge ought 
to be ashamed of themselves for willfully lying, because their whole 
record had shown that they would not do anything of the kind. 
Here is the language; it is official; it will speak for itself. 

It is as follows: 

` 3 o. te its mem- 
ag n ee en . fer n that the 
Republicans are trumping up to deceive the unwary. In order to give some 
color A it, they quote something from a Yankee newspaper, whose owners 


and editors are, we have always understood, Republicans, that Gen. W. R. 


Cox, who lives in Washington, told a reporter if the Democrats succeeded 
they would disfranchise the ignorant negro. But General Cox publishes 
over his own name a declaration that he never said that and never said any- 


thing like it, for he well knew that if even the Democrats should succeed and 
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should have control of the — aang aaan mey would be powerless to disfran- 


chise anybody. The Constitution forbids i 

The C tution gives the right of suffrage to all male persons over 
years of ualified by crime, and the legislature can not add or take 
away a letter from that. Thatcanonly be done by the spoons tacain 
the Democrats will never submit any p tion to the le to take 
aman his right to vote. No Democrat has ever pro 
charge is only intended to mislead, to deceive, and 
It is entirely false. There is not a Democratic convention that 
spit upon the man who might make such a proposition. Thereis not a Demo- 
cratic eee for office who would not pledge himself most solemnly 
against 1 


PLEDGE BY DEMOCRATIC STATE CHAIRMAN. 
Later on in the campaign, on December 27, Mr. Simmons, the 
Democratic State chairman, i that there was some doubt 
as to their sincerity and some suspicion that they intended to 
submit a disfranchising scheme, thought it necessary to issue an 
address. Here is his address: He not only repeats the pledges 
in the Democratic handbook, but he makes them even stronger 
and moreemphatic. He declared strongly and unequivocally for 
manhood s ge, white and black; that ‘‘never under any cir- 
cumstances under the sun” would he or the Democratic party 
favor or consent to the pares of any law that would in any way 
lessen their present rights and privileges of voting. So solemn 
and positive were these pledges that not only were the white 
ple fooled, but even thousands of negroes were made to eve 
that the Democratic party was their best friend; and the result 
was that the Democratic party in the last campaign got more 
negro votes than their majority at the election amounted to. 
Listen to the following extract from that address: 
For the past twenty years or more, just before every election, the * 
be 


would 
not disfranchise them. Then they told them if the 
President they would disfranchise them. The Democratselected a President 
and they did not disfranchise them. Then they told them if the Democrats 
got control of Con, chise them. The Democrats got 


m. 
All . honest white men of the State laughed at these lies, and 
marveled t 
Finally the oy himself bega: 
Democrats in full power in the State for twenty-two years, and had learned 
liars, and finally . 
and fin re 
had to be Bauled 


ocrats elected a 


from them, however r and ignorant they may be, the right to vote, or 
which will in any eee or lessen that, great privilege. 


Mr. President, could pledges be more direct and solemn? 
PLEDGE BY THE DEMOCRATIC PRESS. 
Not only this, Mr. President, but every Democratic newspaper 
in the State denounced the charge that their party had any such in- 
tention in most vigorous language. The following is an extract 


from an editorial in the Daily Wilmington Messenger of Septem- |- 


ber 18, 1898, which is a sample of the editorial utterances of the 
Democratic 3 of the State on this question. 

Mr. President, before reading the extract, I desire to call atten- 
tion to its lan e. It will be noticed that the editor denounced 
as a liar, and many adjectives to strengthen that word, any 
and every man who dared to make such a charge against the pur - 
poses of the Democratic party. He wrote a long argument to 
show that any attempt to disfranchise the negro voters, unless at 
the same time illiterate white voters were also disfranchised, 
would be unconstitutional and would not stand the test of the 
court. I read the following extract from the editorial referred to: 


The most stupid lie of the cam is the lie put out by the 
Skinner and Thompson and slyly repeated black radicals, the 


th 
bald-faced lie that if the Democrats uld carry the State they would dis- 
rene m 1 o negroes. It they desired it ever so much, have no power 
effect it. 


y 
The lie is so — 2 — that it could not have started and 
ignorance of the 


rs Ae «3 
1 


ing the negroes any more than the whi isa right secured 
under the Constitution of the United States, and it same power to 
ht as to confer, to repeal a law as to make it. So it is all bosh 


ual wi 

pacar of the n alge is by the same means and processes that were 

me through with to enfranchise him in his stolid and stupid condition. So 

—.— 8 whole 4 Thap ae dirty A san rid imposed — the igno- 
Gace them of the right to vote. 

Mr, President, that editor is now contending that it is consti- 
tutional to do the very thing that he proved then would be uncon- 
stitutional. He is now freely usi e words lie and “Har” 
to denounce those who question the constitutionality of section 
5, and he piles up the adjectives and foams and raves when any- 
one calls attention to his editorials of 1898 or to the other solemn 
pledges made in that campaign. 


PLEDGES ON THE STUMP BY DEMOCRATIC SPEAKERS. 
Not only this, but every speaker put into the campaign by the 
Democratic State committee, so far as I can learn, made the same 
8 Hon. James H. Pou, ex- chairman of the Democratic 
tate committee, not only made the pledge in his speeches, but 
he also made an affidavit to that effect. Itseems that at one of 
his speakings some person in the audience doubted his intention 
and asked him if he would make an affidavit to su t what he 
said in his h. He agreed to make the affidavit, and he did 
make the affidavit, and here it is: 
Stare or NORTH CAROLINA, County of Wake. 
James H. Pou, bein, ante sworn, deposes and says: 
“I have never sai if the Democrats regained control of the State 
they intended to disfranchise the negroes and illiterate white voters. I never 


have said anything like this, and I know that such is not the intention of the 
ic 


y. [have never heard a single Democrat give utterance to 


such a sentiment, and I do not believe, if such a proposition comes before the 
eral assembly, that it would receive a single Democratic vote. I believe 
ta majority oñ the uneducated white voters of North Carolina are Demo- 

crats. The Democratic party is sppealing to them for aid in preservin, 

5 5 in the center west and in restoring it in the eastern part o 


“They are responding to our appeal, and to repay them for their aid with 
adisfranchisement of ate hotp — a be folly and ingratitude upe — 
men who make these charges know they eir cam 
this year is run upon the idea that the 2 of North Garolina would — im 
believe a faslehood than the truth, and they would rather hear libels upon 
the honored dead than to hear arguments based upon truth. 


“JAMES H. POU.” 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 1, 1898. 


October 
[SEAL] GEO. W. THOMPSON, Notary Public. 
Mr. Pou is the only speaker, so far as I know, who made an 
affidavit himself to try to convince his auđiences that he was tell- 
ing the truth when he was making these pled But I have on 
my desk a number of affidavits from voters, who testify that other 
Democratic speakers made on the sump e same pledge that the 


party o tion officially made in their cam handbook, I 
will e them: pe 


STATE or NORTH CAROLINA, Hertford County: 


A. W. Simons and Jack Everett, being duly sworn, depose and say: 
That heard Hon. R. A. Daughton, one of the Democratic speakers w 
was er in the senate of 1893 and 1895, make a speech at Harrellsville. 
Hertford County, on or about October, 1898, in which Mr. Daughton de- 
nounced the charge made upon the Democratic pare by Populists and Re- 
a that ar adhe pass a franchise law ora ran hising scheme, 

©, Daughton, further declared and assured every voter in the andi 
both white and black, tha 


ocrats got control of North 
itical rights, and they would soon see that 

Se ves Sey ‘alse, and t no such thing would be at 
ae a the Democratic party would never attempt anything of the 


A. W. SIMONS, Justice of the Peace. 
JACK EVERETT. 


Sworn to and subscribed before mo this 29th day of January, 1900. 
J. H. EVANS, Justice of the Peace. 
PLEDGES BY DEMOCRATIC CANDIDATES FOR LEGISLATURE. 


Not only this, but the Democratic candidates for the legislature, 
from the mountains to the sea, made the solemn pledges on the 
stump that their State chairman said they would make. I have 
on my desk affidavits from voters in different counties who heard 
the Democratic candidates make these pledges. But it is unnec- 
essary to read them or offer soy other proof, because not one of 
these candidates has ever denied that he made these pledges. It 
a charged on them since, and they all admit it or all keep 

en 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask when these pledges were made? 

Mr. BUTLER. They were made during the last campaign in 
North Carolina when the legislature was elected which adopted 
— proposed constitutional amendment. Since the Senator has 
as the question, I will read the affidavit that I hold in m 
hand. This affidavit refers to Mr. Plummer Davis, of Franklin 
County, a Democratic member of the legislature, who voted to 
submit this amendment to the people, but who pledged the le 
of his county that he would not doit. The affidavitis as follows: 
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, County of Franklin: 


Ephraim being duly sworn, deposes and says that he heard Mr. 
Plummer Da Democratic candidate for the legislature in Franklin County, 
say publicly in town of Louisburg that nobody need be afraid to vote for 
him; that if elected he would not vote to disfran anybody, and he wonld 
vote for no law that would be nst the interest of the colored race; and 
in my opinion, such promises as this was the reason why several hundred 
colored people in this county voted the Democratic ticket. 

EPHRAIM BLACKNALL. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 15th 5 5 of December, 1899. 

H. A. FINCH, Justice of Peace. 


Mr. Davis was elected a member of the legislature. He is a 
member of the legislature now. When he got to the legislature 
he voted to submit this amendment, and is to-day su porting it, 
eee his solemn pledge and the pledge of 25 party to 

e contrary. 
on I will stop to read only one more of these affi- 

vits: 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, Cumberland County: 


D. K. Taylor, duly sw and says that he heard H. McD. 
Robinson, ö legislature in Cumberland County, 
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say that the Democrats did not want the Louisiana disfranchising amend- 
ment to the constitution; that the charges made by the Republican and Pop- 
ulist speakers that they, the Democrats, would disfranchise the negro and 

r whites was false and only used to influence their votes. They also 
romi the negroes controlling their own schools. 


D. K. TAYLOR. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 27th day of January, 1900. 
W. P. WEMYSS, Justice of the Peace. 


Mr. Robinson, like Mr. Davis and a majority of the Democratic 
members, also broke his pledge when he was elected. But be it 
said in the honor and to the credit of a few Democratic members 
of the last legislature that they refused to violate their solemn 

ledges and to betray those who voted for them on this pledge. 
Ther defied the lash of the porty machine and stood true to their 
pledges and to the people. ey refused to vote for this proposed 
amendment in the legislature, and they are now openly opposing 
it in their counties. 
PLEDGES BY DEMOCRATIC COUNTY CHAIRMEN. 

Mr. President, not only did the Democratic candidates from the 
legislature make these pledges, but the Democratic county chair- 
men thought they ought to follow the State chairman, and they 
issued PER wos and appeals to oe people: I have here a sample 
of them. This is from Chatham County. Mr. R. H. Hayes, the 
county chairman, published an address to the voters of his county 
in which he uses as strong language as the State chairman had 
used in denouncing everybody who made the 7 that they in- 
tended to disfranchise a single voter. I read the following from 
Mr. Hayes’s address to the voters of Chatham County: 


The most ser tap, ung of the Fusionists, in their desperation, is that 

if the Democrats win they “ disfranchise the negro and r white man.” 

I consider this an absolute insult to the intelligence of the whites and colored 

alike. In the first place, this can not be done without a change in the consti- 

tution, and this can only be done by a two-thirds vote of the people. The 
ture can not doit. 

One of the fusion candidates in Chatham is a lawyer, and when pressed by 
me at Cumnock admitted this was so, but tried to invent some other excuse. 
Men of Chatham, have not the Democrats had control for the last twenty 
years? Have they ever disfranchised one ot you? Have you been denied the 
right to vote? If we can and wish to, could we not have done so ne ago? I 
can not believe that any man of intelligence believes such ridiculous and 


tion as I am informed these people are secretly making to the 


—— and unlettered white man. My friends, it is an attempt to presume 
upon your ignorance and is an insult to your intelligence. 
I read the following affidavit appended to this address certify- 
ing that what I have read is a correct copy: 


R. B. Linebe being duly sworn, says that the l ie! is one of the 
circular letters adresse? to the voters of Chatham and distributed in Chat- 
ham County just previous to the election in 1898, and that R. H. Hayes, a 
lawyer, who sent out said circular letter, was then and is now, as he is in- 
formed and believes, the chairman of the Democratic executive committee. 

R. N. LINEBERRY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of December, 1899. In 
witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix my official seal. 


H. DIXON, 
Clerk Superior Court of daha 5 ty. 

Mr. President, I have here on my desk copies of similar addresses 
issued by other Democratic county chairmen to the same effect, 
which I will not take the time to read unless some Senator wants 
to hear them. 

a THEY HAVE BROKEN ALL OF THESE SOLEMN PLEDGES. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the kind of pledges made to the 
voters of North Carolina in the last campaign by the politicians 
who are the authors of this chising amendment. 

No sooner had the Democratic party gotten in power by these 
pledges than certain party leaders began to prepare the disfran- 
chising suffrage scheme that we have now under consideration. 

I do not change. that all members of the legislature when they 
made those p ges on the stump knew at the time that they would 
keep them, for I believe that most of them when they made pledges 
intended to stand to them. Why? Because the record of the Dem- 
ocratic in North Carolina has been for manhood suffrage, and 
they of it on every stump. But when the legislature met a 
few leaders began to urge this amendment. A large number of the 
Democratic members of the legislature prot against it, first 

on the ground that they had pledged their constituents not to vote 
for anything of the kind, and next, on the ground that their con- 
stituents were opposed to it, and if it was submitted it would be 
voted down. The leaders continued to work and lay on the party 


lash. 

At this juncture efforts were made to try to get the leaders, in- 
stead of submitting this proposed amendment, to submit another 
amendment, one to prohibit the colored man from holding office, 
but not 3 him or anybody else from voting. It was 
claimed that they had not pledged the people not to prohibit any- 
body from holding office. It was furtherclaimed that that eak 
be constitutional because the fifteenth amendment did not use the 
words ‘‘ to hold office,” but used the words to vote.“ 

It was also 8 out to them that no race prejudice was ever 
raised when the negro simply voted, because they compose only 
about one-third of the voters of the State, but that it was only 
when the negro held office or aspired to office that race prejudice 
and antago was or could be aroused. 

It was further pointed out to them that the change made in the 
county government, putting the negro counties under a different 


county government system, in accordance with the recent deci- 
sion of the supreme court, was sufficient to settle whatever negro 
question there was; and if that did not settle it, then an amend- 
ment to prohibit the negro from holding office would settle it be- 
yond question. 

They contended that it would be going too far” to prohibit the 
negro from holding office. Besides, they contended that such an 
amendment would be unconstitutional, while at the same time 
they contended that section 5, which discriminated against the 
negro’s right to vote, was constitutional. 

Mr. President, these ringleaders not only refused to submit an 
amendment to prohibit the negro from holding office, but, on the 
other hand, they explicitly provided in their amendment that the 
negro should be eligible to hold office. Itis clear from this that 
these politicians are carefully nursing and preserving the race 
issue for use in future campaigns. 

I am told that there were many stormy meetings in the secret 
caucuses of that legislature, but the party lash was laid on from 
morning till night. At last, by a bare majority, as I understand, 
this dangerous and undemocratic measure was driven through. 

But, Mr. President, while a sufficient number of the members 
of the legislature were whipped in by the party lash to break their 
pledges and pass this proposed amendment, yet I am proud to be 
able to say that the masses of the Democratic voters have not been 
whipped into line with the party lash and will not be. 

THE PEOPLE WILL NOT TOLERATE SUCH TREACHERY. 

There is not a more independent set of men on God's green 
earth than the voters in North Carolina. They have been doing 
their own thinking since the last election, and the result is that 
they have decided that section 5 is dangerous and they are going 
to vote against it. The Democratic leaders have discovered it, 
and here they rush with a new device, to be known as section 6, 
that they think will hoodwink these voters or satisfy them to run 
the risk of section 5. But the trick will not work, 

Mr. President, the masses of the Democratic party in North 
Carolina do not indorse the treachery of their so-called leaders, 
They contend, and correctly, that the Democratic party in the 
past has always stood up for manhood suffrage and that at least 
they ought to be honest with the people on this question. They 
pore to the late Senator Vance as the leader of the party for this 

emocratic doctrine of manhood suffrage, for which he always 
stood, As long as Senator Vance lived no such disfranchising 
scheme as this could ever be gotten through a Democratic caucus 
or a Democratic legislature. 

ZEB VANCE DEMOCRATS AND MANHOOD SUFFRAGE. 

To illustrate how the rank and file of the Democratic party in 
North Carolina looked upon Senator Vance as their leader, and 
who followed him loyally while he was alive and who revere his 
memory now, I will read the following interview with an old-time 
Zeb Vance Democrat, given in the last few days, Mr. W. H. Har- 
grave, ex-Democratic representative from Haywood County in 
the general assembly of North Carolina. He says: 

Iam anold-time Democrat, and there are many in my section who can boast 
of the same distinction. With some exceptions we are opposed to this at- 
tempt to deprive white men of their prerogative. 

Lfought a sim: measure whtn I was in the legislature eleven years ago. 
It was introduced at a midnight caucus, and for that reason the . 
were never printed, as I can remember. It was the warmest kind of a debate, 
but the measure was defeated by a small majority. Such eminent Democrats 
as Judge Hoke, Lieutenant-Governor Daughton, and Mr. 3 Jones flercely 
oppona the bill as undemocratic. Zeb Vance was not present at this caucus, 
but was known to be in sympathy with the tion. 

No, we old-time Democrats do uot intend to o ize anti-amendment 
clubs. We are going to make a “still” fight against the proposed amend- 
ment and election law. Let me tell you, the amendments will get a big 
surprise when the returns from Haywood are turned in. 

Now, it may be asked, How is it possible for these supporters of 
the amendment to hope to carry the State in the coming election 
in the face of the past record of the Democratic party for man- 
hood suffrage, in the face of these false promises and broken pledges 
in the last campaign, and in the face of the fact that ring politi- 
cians who were the enemies of Senator Vance have captured the 
machinery of the party? Indeed, the man who is now Democratic 
State chairman was by Senator Vance defeated for confirmation 
in this Senate for a revenue office, 

My answer is, they do not hope to carry the State; they do not 
hope to get a majority of the votes. They know that an over- 
whelming majority of the voters of the State are opposed to the 
amendment they have submitted and, besides, are determined to 
vote to repudiate them for their broken pledges and treachery, 

They knew it when they submitted the amendment. Knowing 
this, Mr. President, they proceeded to take precautions before 
their legislature adjourned to provide a machinery by which they 
hoped to put it through. What was that? They gave long and 
careful attention, these leaders who forced this amendment upon 
the rank and file, toward framing one of the most indefensible 
election laws that any State has ever had upon its statute book. 

THE ELECTION LAW. 

They have not only given in it unlimited discretion and power 

to minor election officers, but they have provided that there shall 
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be no appeal to the court from any wrong, however great. Before, 
we have had appeals in North Carolina to some higher body than 
a little election officer when the law and the constitution were 
violated. It is not so with the present law. The fair and just 
election law that we had upon the statute book when this legisla- 
ture met provided that every political party in North Carolina 
should be represented on every election board in the State. 

That fair and honest election law provided further that the 
pacara should select their own officials to represent them and not 

ve some other party select them for them. Is there any such 

rovision in the present election law? If it had such aprovon 

in it, the Democratic leaders of the State would never make a fight 
for this proposed constitutional amendment, for they would know 
it would not be worth while. They would know before they be- 
an it would be defeated by from fifty toseventy-five thousand 
vo 

Instead of a fair and just provision like the one I have referred 
to, giving every party a representative of its own selection on all 
election boards and giving power to eee to the courts when 
necessary to secure justice, they have adopted the machine meth- 
ods of the Kentucky law, and with cunning ingenuity have devised 
new schemes for manipulating and miscounting votes. 

I have said this much, Mr. President, to give to those interested 
a fair idea of the political situation now existing in the State. 
Under these conditions, we are preparing to vote on the proposed 
amendment. In spite of the election law referred to, if the peo- 
pe of my State are of the opinion that section 5 is unconstitu- 

ional, then the majority against it will be so great that I do not 

think the election law will save them to overcome it. Besides, 
those who do not indorse bad faith and treachery will vote to re- 
pudiate the leaders who have violated their solemn pledges to the 


people. 

The Democratic leaders in my State realize that the more this 
proposition is discussed the more the voters will make up their 
minds that it is unconstitutional, and already that part of the 
press and the politicians who are supporting it are declaring that 

e amendment should not be further discussed, but, on the other 
hand, they are doing everything in their power to banish reason 
and to arouse prejudice and create a state of excitement. 

A few days ago a prominent citizen who is 98 to this 
amendment gave out an interview in which he stated that he was 
satisfied that a majority of the white voters of the State were 
against the amendment and would vote against it if it could be 
calmly discussed upon the stump and the speeches pro and con 
could be put before every voter in the State. 

To that end, and to make it impossible for politicians who want 
to appeal to race prejudice and prevent discussion from doing so, 
he suggested that the negro should not register or vote in the com- 
ing election, but leave the proposed amendment to be discussed 
and settled by the votes of the white men alone. 

Would you not think that every Democratic paper and poli- 
tician who has appealed and yelled for “ white supremacy ” and 
loudly objected to negroes voting at aH would have gladly in- 
dorsed that suggestion to have one election in which the colored 
people would take no part, but stand aside and let the white peo- 
ple settle it? It will surprise those who think so to be told that 
at once the newspapers supporting the amendment began to de- 
nounce the suggestion and redoubled their efforts to stop discus- 
sion and to appeal to race prejudice. 

One of the leading papers in the State supporting the amend- 
ment, published at Raleigh, as a countermove to this proposition 
for the negro not to take any part in the campaign, proceeded to 
interview a negro and got an opinion from him for publication to 
the effect that he did not approve of this plan, 

Tbe editor, after stating the plan, said: 

a asi the success of this plan, however, there is considerable room for 
oubt. 

And then proceeded to publish the following interview from a 
negro politician: 

ve he to d idly by while our liberties are in Si 
— dha -Á Sater and o litielan 3 “Tf the de. they l be Fady 
fooled. e'll do nothing of the sort. If we did, we'd deserve to be disfran- 
chised. Just now the negro is dazed. He doesn’t know where to turn or 
bee to do; but, mark my words, you'll hear from him later on in the cam- 
paign.” 

The paper proceeds to comment on that negro politician’s inter- 
view as follows: 

Whether their leaders wish it or not, the negro is going to be very much in 
the coming campaign. 

The above is from the Raleigh News and Observer of Wednes- 
day, January 31, 1900. 

Mr. President, I submit to the Senate and to a candid public 
that the editor of a newspaper, claiming to be in favor of remov- 
ag ene negro from politics, yet who goes out to hunt up negro 
politicians and secures and publishes interviews from them to the 
effect that they are not in favor of such a plan to leave the white 
people alone to settle this s question, is not a fit man to ad- 
ia the people how to vote on such a question or on any other 
question. 


I submit that it has the earmarks of desiring the negro ques- 
tion to stay in the campaigns in order to hide the real issues and 
to enable politicians to appeal to race prejudice instead of to ar- 
gument. This is the first step to try to bring the negro into the 
campaign, and this from a source that is supporting this amend- 
ment. This same editor in the last campaign in my State advised 
negroes to become candidates for various offices in order that he 
might have a text from which to appeal to race prejudice. I will 
leave every Senator to form his own opinion of such methods and 
the cause that needs to be supported by such methods, 

DISCUSSION WILL KILL THIS DANGEROUS AND PERFIDEOUS SCHEME. 


Mr. President, this proposed amendment will be discussed in 
North Carolina on every stump, and before the discussion is over 
the people will see the flimsiness and the absurdity of the propo- 
sition of Judge Brown to instruct the court how to decide on the 
constituti: ity of section 5 as clearly as they have already seen 
that section 5 was unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, discussion will kill this amendment wherever it 
is discussed, here or elsewhere. Appeals to race prejudice, mob 
violence, and ballot-box stuffing are its only hope, and that the 
people of North Carolina will not again tolerate. 

. President, in conclusion, I trust I can truthfully say that 
I have proven by the weight of authority that section 5of the pro- 
poned amendment is 3 unconstitutional; that I have proven 
y the overwhelming weight of authority and by all rules of con- 
struction ever observed by the court that section 5 would fall 
and that the remainder of the amendment would stand, and that 
the result would be that as many white voters would thereby be 
disfranchised as negroes; that I have proven that the peopessa 
attempt to amend the amendment at another session of the legis- 
lature by the adoption of a provision instructing the court how to 
construe the amendment would be ignored by the court as not 
only a ‘‘dead letter,” but as a piece of impertinence, and hence 
would be of no effect except to call the attention of the court to the 
fact that the legislature itself in passing the amendment doubted 
its constitutionality. 

Mr. President, in addition to the above I have proven beyond 
question the fact that the legislature that submitted this proposed 
amendment got elected by making the most solemn pledges that 
they would not attempt to disfranchise anyone, white or black, 
if t ey were trusted by the people and put into power. Now, Mr. 
President, it would be a base slander upon the voters of North 
Carolina to say that they would condone and indorse such treach- 
ery, perfidy, and dishonor, to say nothing of supporting at the 
pais puoi an unconstitutional and dangerous scheme. They will 
not do i 

But, on the other hand, the majority against this base and fraudu- 
lent scheme and against these politicians of perfidy and dishonor 
will beso large that they will not be able to steal or aay res it, even 
under the most infamous and thieving election law that ever dis- 

aced the statute books of any State. The voters of North Caro- 

ina, even though many of them are illiterate, are not dishonest, 
neither are they cowards. 

Mr. President, I ask that the resolution lie on the table subject 
to further call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TURNER obtained the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Washington yield to me? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. It is nearly 4 o'clock and the Senate is exceed- 
ingly thin. I hardly think we ought to ask the Senator from 
Washington, under the circumstances, to go on with his speech, 
unless he wishes to do so. 8 r 

Mr. TURNER. My remarks would probably detain the Senate 
until about half past 5 o'clock; and whilst I am perfectly willing 
to go on if it is the pleasure of the Senate that I shall do so, Iam 
also perfectly willing to defer my remarks until to-morrow if that 
will accommodate the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, I do not know whether the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations [Mr. Davis] does or does not desire 
an executive session. Isuppose he does from what he heretofore 
said; but I do not see him present at this time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would say to the Senator from Colorado 
that I think it is the desire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to have an executive session this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be ample time for that. If we 
are not going to discuss the financial bill this afternoon, Isuggest 
that we go to the Calendar, 

Mr. RAKER. For how long a time? 

10 Mr. COCKRELL. For half an hour or three-quarters of an 
our. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I understand it will be more agreeable to the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] to proceed to-morrow. 
Perhaps we had better have a short executive session and go to 
the Calendar afterwards. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not go to the Calendar now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object if the Senator prefers that 
course, but I suggest that the unfinished business may be laid 
aside tem ily. 

Mr. FORAKER. Perhaps, in the absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, that would be better, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the pending business be informally laid 
aside, and let us go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRIC The Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] 
to be entitled to the floor at 2 O clock to-morrow. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. TELLER. Is the Calendar before the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar is now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro 3 Not by virtue of any rule. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] asks unanimous con- 
sent to proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The first 
bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to 


provide for the collection of abandoned property and the preven- 
tion of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States, 
and acts amendatory thereof, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that when the Calendar is 
taken up cases which have been heretofore objected to, like the 
one which has just been stated, should not be called. 

Mr. COC. Let that bill be over. If bills which 
will provoke debate have not been objected to, I object to them 


now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Any other course may lead to embarrassment 
and surprise, because there are a number of objected cases on the 
Calendar; otherwise we must have such bills go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. If we do not do that, Senators will be obliged to 
stay here to object to bills like the one the title of which has just 
been stated, to which a number of Senators have strenuous objec- 
tions. I would suggest, when the Calendar is called, as has been 
the custom heretofore, that we shall take up the cases subsequent 
to those which have been over under objection, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let ers of Business 18 and 36 go to the 
other Calendar. It will not make any difference, for they can be 
taken up on one Calendar as well as on the other. 
ae RICH, Allright; let them go to the Calendar under 

e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been the custom of the 
Senate to commence with the consigeration of bills where the last 
preceding case on the Calendar was left off. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has been the custom, and it has also 
been customary to print the Calendar with a statement showing 
the point which was reached when the Calendar was last under 
consideration. I think it would be a very good idea to have that 
custom continued, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill in order on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

EXTENSION OF LAWS OVER PUERTO RICO, 

The bill (S. 730) to extend the laws relating to commerce, navi- 
gation, and merchant seamen over the island of Puerto Rico, 
ceded to the United States, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill was objected to in the same way, 
and I object to it now. I object to such bills. Let them go 
to the other Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, They can be taken up on vote at any time 
on one Calendar as well as another. 

A ELL. If such bills are to be . 
Calendar is taken up, I shall object to them, notwithstanding 
that I may be in favor of them. Let them go on the other 


Calendar. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word, not on the bill the title 
of which has been stated, but I want to be in order so as to speak 
when there is something before the Senate. 

We have had a discussion going on for some time in the morn- 
ing hour which extends so far beyond the morning hour that the 
financial bill has been practically shelved. The time when final 
action is to be taken on the bill is getting to be bing arate I de- 
sire to say that I shall feel it not only my right, but my duty, 
to-morrow, if any Senator insists on extending his remarks be- 
yond the 5 hour, to object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very glad to hear the Senator from Colo- 


rado make that remark. I understand that, so far as to-morrow 
is concerned, by unanimous consent, the Senator from Washing- 
ton per TURNER] has the floor at 2 o'clock, so that anything 
which may be under consideration before that time will have to 
be set aside at that hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to make another suggestion in refer - 
ence to the financial bill; and that is that after a day or two we 
ought to take up the financial measure immediately on the con- 
clusion of the routine business of the morning hour, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that will be in order to allow 
Senators who wish to s an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. hy not begin to-morrow rere, SR 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to having an d- 
ing or an agreement that we take up the financial bill to-morrow 
morning by unanimous consent after the routine morning busi- 


ness. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make that 


uest? 
Pir. ALDRICH. I do make that request, that to-morrow morn- 
ing and afterwards, until the financial bill is disposed of, it be 
taken up immediately after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks unanimous consent that the bill known as the financial 
bill shall be taken up immediately after the conclusion of the 
morning busin 

Mr, RICH. The routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro wapa After the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, taken up on all subsequent morn- 


ir, ALDRICH. And continued from day to day until finally 


dis of. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. And continued from day to 
day until finally disposed of, to the exclusion of all other busi- 


ness. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuppose if no Senator wants to speak on the 
financial bill in the morning hour of any day, we can attend to 
other business, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from Rhode Island as stated by the Chair? 

e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to give notice for whatever it ma: 
be worth that as soon as the financial bill is of, I 
move to take up for consideration the bill to provide a government 
for Puerto Rico, and for other purposes, being Senate bill 2264. I 
Dapo Ma will be no objection to that. 

. CULLOM. I trust that my colleague on the Committee 
Foreign Relations and the chairman of the committee ce | 
the bill in reference to Puerto Rico will not interfere with the bi 
in relation to Hawaii. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave no di ition to do so at all. On the 
contrary, I am equally interested in that bill. 

. CULLOM. I know the Senator is. I did not wish to move 
to take up that bill when another bill was under consideration 
and proceed with its consideration an hour or two one day and an 
hour or two two or three days thereafter. I should like to have 
qq wii nat ekeeus Wmeta pee 

„an i no very long to pass i 
Mr. FORAKER, Ihave no doubt the Senator and I can agree 
the matter without any conflict at all, but Iwant the Puerto 
Rican bill passed also. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order—the Calendar. 

Mr. SHOUP. I observe the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. He has given notice that 
he would move on Wednesday to take up the question of seating 
Senator Quay. If that shall not be out of the way before the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Illinois move the considera- 
tion of the bills named by them, I think it would be well for them 
to yield until it shall have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement nothing can be taken up after the routine business each 
morning until the financial bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. PETTUS. Would not unanimous consent set it aside for 
the time being? 

Mr. SHOUP. Butthe motions of which notice has been given 
are motions to be made following the vote on the financial bill. 
I do not think any measure — 8 to interſere with the determina- 
tion of the question as to whether or not Senator Quay is entitled 
to a seat in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The time as to which the Senator is speaking 
is after the 15th of February. 

Mr. SHOUP. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us wait until the 15th of February 
comes. 


RU A ete eG iecmae te ante ee eee ee 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is in order and 
the Secretary will report the next case. 


CAPT. FRANCIS TUTTLE AND OTHERS, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 24) recognizing the able and gallant 
services of Capt. Francis Tuttle, Revenue-Cutter Service, his offi- 
cers and men of the Bear; also the heroic services of Lieuts. David 
H. Jarvis, Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Dr. Samuel J. Call, compos- 
ing the overland e ition to Point Barrow, Arctic Ocean, for 
the relief of imperiled whalers, was announced as next in order, 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. s i 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with an amendment, on page 2, after line 19, to strike ont 
the last paragraph, as follows: 

b 
cide theses r heats A nna 
upon W.T. P, agent of the American Society of Cape Prince 

Wales, ; Artisarlook, and other natives of Alaska, for material aid 
and assistance rendered by them to the overland relief tion, com- 
manded by First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Revenue-Cutter 

So as to make the bill read: 


Resolved, etc., That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to Capt. 
Francis Tuttle, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and the officers and men of 
the revenue cutter Bear, under his command, for their able and gallant serv- 
ices in conveying Feuer to and succoring the officers and crews of the im- 
periled w ng fleet in the Arctic Ocean in the season of 1898. 

That the thanks of d 

overland ex 
First Lieut. 
Lieut. Elisw 


the arctic Alaska, in the depths of an arctic winter, over 
nearly 2,000 miles of that desolate and dreary and 
cheer to 275 distressed ci of our country, and t 
the dauntless courage and heroic struggles of these brave men a 
of honor of an ee design, to approved by the Secre! a of the 
EREE be awarded to each of said officers of the overland expedition. 

That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, a) prope laced out of any m in the Treasury not other- 
wiso appropriated. or the above 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GOVERNMENT FOR HAWAIIL, 


The bill (S. 222) w pona a government for the Territory of 
Hawaii was announ as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 
of wasting time in debating that now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 

BOARDING OF VESSELS, 

The bill (S. 733) concerning the boarding of vessels was an- 
nounced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 4, after the word directed,“ to insert 
“from time to time;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed f time to time to prescribe and enforce lations 


There is no need 


penalty of po, 
BEC. 3. t this act shall be construed as ementary to section 9 
of chapter 374 of the Statutes of 1882, and section of the Revised Statutes. 
Sxo. 4. That this act shall take effect thirty days after its passage. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
he bill was ordered ta be ngrossed for a third reading, read 
e bill was ordered to be e or a rea rea 
the third time, and passed. : 


ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 561) extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the railroad mange across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, III., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
3 to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 


That the act 5 May 21. 1896, granting the St. Louis, P. and Chi- 
cago Railroad authority to construct and maintain a bridge across the Illinois 
River, near Grafton, in the State of Illinois, which has expired by limitation, 
be, and is hereby, revived and reenacted. 

bro. 2. That section 6 of the said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced and completed within one year 
from May 21, 1900.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was 8 be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and 


d | supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to revive and re- 
enact the act entitled ‘An act to establish a railroad bridge across 
the Illinois River near Grafton, III., approved May 21, 1896.” 

FUNERAL OF GENERAL LAWTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of a 
telegram, which will be submitted to the Senate for its informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Telegram. ] 
ARTMENT, 


Wan Dep. 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1909. 
To the President of the Senate: 


In making arr: ents for the funeral of the late Goneral Lawton, which 
is to take place at the Church of the Covenant, next Friday at 2 o'clock, seats 
have been reserved for the military committees of the two Houses of Con- 

also the Indiana 1 in Congress. to intorm you, and 

rough you the members ot the body over which you preside, that seats will 

also be reserved for all individual Senators and Members who shall before 

Thursday noon notify the poe yah pene of the Army of their desire to be 
as to Sena 


present. su tors and Members applies to the officers 
of the Senats and House. 
ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had 
to the rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 5 and 26 to the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to 
year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to use $60,000 of the appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask unanimous consent, if it be necessary, 
that the conference rt may be laid before the Senate and con- 
sidered at this time. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the report, which will be now considered, 

he Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the sry ye votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 5 and 26 to the bill (H. R. 6237) mak- 
ing appropriations 12 supply Peo 8 in the a ee ‘or the 
fiscal year ending June , and for prior and for r purposes, 
— met, after full and free — rena- 5 to recommend and do 
recommend to respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 
M. TEL 


eee the part of the Senate. 
J. G. CANNON, 
3 e 
The report was agreed to. 
LUMBER RIVER BRIDGE, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Calendar be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The bill (S. 1617) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 
within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. O., was an- 
nounced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Co ttee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
EAST RIVER BRIDGE, 

The bill (S. 282) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS, 


The bill (S. 146) for the relief of Thomas Chambers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It ie ag to ol gd to 
Thomas Chambers, of Mackinac, Mich., $3,654.56, in full com- 
pensation for the additional expenses incurred by him in carrying 
the Canada mails, as contractor on route No. 24413, from Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich., to Mackinac, Mich., from July 1, 1875, to June 
80, 1879, inclusive, he having contracted to carry United States 
mails only. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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M. D. CROW. 


The bill (S. 150) for the relief of M. D. Crow was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Postmaster-General 
to credit the account of M. D. Crow, late postmaster at Pueblo, in 
the State of Colorado, with the sum of $1,032.62, being theamount 
necessarily mded by him in conducting the business of the 
post-office at Pueblo from April 1, 1885, to June 30, 1889, in excess 
of the amount allowed him by the Post-Office Department. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. H. L. PEPPERELL, 


The bill (S. 1284) for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell, of Con- 
cordia, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Postmaster-General to cause the accounts of W. H. L. 
i ag late ter at Concordia, State of to be 

ited with $1,545, and that he cause the credit to be certified to 

the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, being 

on account of the loss of $1,845 in 3 stamps and 8200 in 
funds stolen from that ce on August 27, 1887. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERFORMANCE OF EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS. 


The bill (S. 334) prohibiting the appoinment or employment of 
Senators and Representatives to orm executive functions was 
announced as the next bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I object to the consideration of 


the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice, 

CATHOLIC CHURCH AT MACON CITY, MO. 

The bill (S. 468) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 
City, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- 
rects the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated the alleged 
use and occupation by the United States military authorities, for 
Government purposes, during the late war, of the Catholic Church 
at Macon City, in Macon County, Mo., the actual value of such 
use and occupation, and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
88 the amount, if any, found to be due from the United 

states, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ST. CHARLES COLLEGE, MISSOURI, 


The bill (S. 446) for the relief of St. Charles College was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of War to investigate the alleged use and occupation by the United 
States military authorities, for Government p „during the 
late war, of the college buildings and grounds of St. Charles Col- 
lege, in St. Charles County, Mo., the actual value of such use and 
occupation, and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay 
to the St. Charles College the amount, if any, found to be due from 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BOILERS OF THE ALVENA AND AILSA. 


The bill (S. 1746) to provide for the inspection of the boilers of 
the Alvena and Ailsa was considered as in Committee of the 


hole. 
are PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report accompanying 

e bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it a long or short report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A short one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a short report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The oh 85 will be read. 

The Secretary read the report (submitte 3 PENROSE, from 
the Committee on Commerce, January 11, 1900), as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1746) to 
provide for the inspection of the boilers of the Alvena and Ailsa, have con- 
sidered the same, and report as follows: 

Evidence filed with the committee shows that in 1897 the wrecks of the 
steamers Alvena and Ailsa lay in New York Harbor, and that in April of that 
ya the Engineer Department of the Army advertised for their removal. 

ohn W. Chittenden of New York, associated with the Merritt & Chapman 
Wrecking Company, was the successful bidder. During the progress of the 
work the engineer officer in c decided it would be to the Government's 
interest to dispose of the material recovered to the highest bidder. The most 
valuable of the material was five boilers. The contractor's (Chittenden’s) 


After 3 the and a 
tion. so that they could be used ina 
Chittenden, found that the United States rs 


laws to make the 


The Supervising Inspector-General of Steam Vessels, to whom the bill was 
referred, reported that he had no serious objections to the of the bill. 
As the p T a rs to have bought the boilers in E faith from 
the Government, fora valuable consideration, and as there eat need for 
all steamship material at the present time, your committee feels that it is 


ustifled in waiving a technical requirement of the general law, and accord - 
gly report back the bill with the recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS, 


The bill (S. 732) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 14, page 2, section 3, after the word ‘‘ effect,” 
to strike out the words on June 30, 1900,” and insert sixty 
days after its enactment;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect sixty days after its enactment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
M. E. SAVILLE, 


The bill (S. 442) for the relief of M. E. Saville was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated an embezzlement of quartermaster and 
commi funds and stores at Fort Gill, Okla., discovered while 
M 75 Saville, nee Denten Tenth Rosimon 8 States oe 

antry, was rmaster and commissary at tha t, in 18 
and 1897, and if upon such examination he shall be Atialled that 
Saville exercised due diligence and care, he is authorized to re- 
lease Saville from any further liability for the sum of $1,369.55, 
and to refund and pay back to Saville whatever sums may have 
been withheld and deducted from his pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES STIERLIN. 

The bill (S. 2281) for the relief of Charles Stierlin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President 
to revoke and set aside, so far as they relate to Charles Stierlin, cer- 
tain special orders dishonorably dismissing Second Lieut. Charles 
Stierlin, Battery L, First Missouri Artillery, and to issue to him 
an honorable discharge as of date of March 16, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUIS MILLER. 

The bill (S. 195) for the relief of Louis Miller was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to correct the military record of Louis Miller, late a member of 
the Sixty-second New York Infantry Volunteers, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge as of date August 4, 1862, from Com- 
pany I of that regiment, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF CHARLES M, ROBERTS, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 188) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Rob- 
erts, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the adminis- 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, deceased, 
$39,034.21, in full settlement of the findings of the Court of Claims 
in Congressional case No, 71, House Miscellaneous Document No. 
108, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless some one can explain why no moye- 
ment has been made against the parties who indemnified the United 
States I should like to have the bill passed over. 

Mr. STEWART. A similar bill has passed the Senate several 


times. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it, but that does not necessarily and 
ori A he any inquiry in regard to it. 

Mr. STEWART. It has been thoroughly inquired into, and 
there is a report here which makes it a very clear case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report does not say anything about 
whether the Government has any recourse on those parties, who 
ought to have been required to give a bond of indemnity under the 
terms of the contract. 

Mr. STEWART. The party is dead and the estate is good for 
nothing. ‘There is no recourse on him. 

Allow me one moment. A contract was to be let to put down a 

avement, and Roberts, the claimant, and Cook both bid on it. 
berts bid 45 and Cook 28} cents per square foot. Roberts had 
the exclusive right to lay pavements under the Schillinger patent, 
which afterwards went through all the courts. The Architect of 
the Capitol held that, inasmuch as it was cheaper and the courts 


had not established the validity of the patent, it would be for the 
interest of the United States to accept the lower bid. He took 
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the lower bid of Cook, 9 the patent. The court held 


that the patent was good. The case went to the Supreme Court, 
and later the matter was referred to the Court of Claims to find 
out what the use of the patent was worth. They found it would 
be worth 45 cents; that that was a reasonable bid, he being a 
licensee under the patent. The matter has been beige gett adju- 
dicated. The Supreme Court, in other cases, has held that the 
patent was good, and the Court of Claims have decided, the pat- 
ent being good, how much the Government saved. They think it 
ought to pay for the use of the patent, for which the Government 


did not 5 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the difference between 28} cents and 45 
cents a square foot; that is all? 


Mr. STEWART. 
for the patent. I think it is a bill which ought to be 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only for the amount 
cents and 45 cents a square foot? 

Mr. STEWART. at is all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNION IRON WORKS, AT SAN FRANCISCO, 

The bill (S. 1894) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San 
Francisco, Cal., was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to remit to the Union Iron 
Works, of San Francisco, Cal., the horsepower penalty im: 
under the contract for the armored coast-defense vessel Monterey, 
and the sum of $32,823 is 3 for that purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; WILLIAM r. GODWIN, 

The bill (S. 895) to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In- 
fantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant, was 
announced as the next case in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask whether this is a unan- 
imous report of the Military Affairs Committee? 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Senator from South Da- 
kota inquires whether this is a unanimous report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], who 
reported the bill, is not here. 

. PETTIGREW. Let the bill go over. 


Yes, sir; what would have been reasonable 
tween 28} 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator from South 
Dakota object? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 


ao PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over without preju- 
ice. 
WILLIAM H. HUGO. 

The bill (S. 792) for the relief of William H. Hugo was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint Wiliam H. Hugo a first lieutenant of cavalry in 
the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him on 
the retired list of the Army. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will a Senator whois on the committee make 
a statement about this bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. There is a written report, but I can state the 


case. 

This officer served through the civil war, and he served with great 
distinction on every occasion. He was brevetted twice, I believe. 
His Army record was perfect, both as a diligent soldier and as a 
brave man in every respect. After the war was over he served in 
the Indian wars and conducted himself in the same manner. He 
distinguished himself in every U in which he took part. 

At the date mentioned in the bill hew as arraigned before a mili- 
tary court-martial. It was in time of peace, in a garrison, and he 
happened to be the officer appointed t evening to attend roll 
call, and he did attend it, but he had been to dinner and had taken 
too much spirits. He was tried for that, and that alone, and sen- 
tenced to be dismissed from the Army. It was the unanimous 
opinion of the Military Affairs Committee that that was an awful 
sentence for such an offense committed by such a man, and the 
comana were unanimously of the opinion that the bill ought to 

assed. 
. SPOONER. How long ago was he dismissed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. In 1881. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This officer was in the volunteers during the 
civil war and afterwards was appointed in the Regular Army, and 
was a lieutenant in the Regular Army at the time of his dismissal. 
The bill simply puts him back on the retired list in that position. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SOUTH MANCHESTER, CONN., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 
The bill (S. 2114) to constitute Manchester, Conn., a port of 


delivery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The parties in interest desire that the bill 


shall be amended and the word“ South“ inserted before the 
word Manchester,” more completely to carry out the purposes 
of the measure. That is where the chief business is done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
moves to amend the bill by prefixing the word“ South“ before 
„Manchester“ wherever it occurs throughout the bill. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported as amended, and the amendments were 
e grossed for a third reading, read 

e was order en ora reading, re: 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to constitute South 
Manchester, Conn., a port of delivery.” 


YACHT ANDRIA, 


The bill (S. 2177) to extend the privileges of section 4216 of the 
Revised Statutes to the yacht Andria was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.. 

BENJAMIN W. LORING. = 

The bill (S. 281) to restore Benjamin W. Loring to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service was announced as next in order, and was read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know what the bill is. 

The 5 tempore. There is a report in the case. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not suppose it was necessary to have 
an act of Con to secure a promotion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall object, unless some one explains it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a report from the Committee on 
Commerce. I know nothing of it. It was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce by the junior Senator from New York 
[Mr. Derea 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from South Da- 
kota objects, it will go over without prejudice. 


Mr. W LEY. ~ the Senator from South Dakota want to 
have the ppor read? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. ° 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 


1 : 
. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the bills which have been passed over 
will be placed as heretofore, and that on the next call of the Cal- 
endar it will begin at the point which has just been reached, so 


that those which have been passed over will not be called. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That direction has been given 
to the clerks at the desk. e question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 7, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


” NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate, February 6, 1900. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Henry F. Severens, of Michigan, to be United States circuit judge 
for the sixth judicial circuit, vice William H. Taft, resigned, to 
take effect March 15, 1900. 

INDIAN AGENT, 


Charles E. McChesney, of Sioux Falls. S. Dak., to be agent for 
the Indians of the Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota, to take ef- 
fect April 17, 1900, at the expiration of his present term of office. 
(Reappointment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. James P. Kimball, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lientenant-colonel, February 1, 1900, vice Tilton, 
retired from active service. 

Capt. William O. Owen, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, February 1, 1900, vice Kimball, promoted. 

Capt. Peter R. Egan, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, February 2, 1900, vice Munn, retired from active 
service. 


CON FIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1900. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 


David O. Watkins, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 

Pay Inspector Henry T. Wright, to be a pay director in the 
Navy from the 23d day of December, 1899. 

Paymaster Samuel R. Colhoun, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 23d day of Decemher, 1899. 3 

P. A. Paymaster Joseph J. Cheatham, to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 23d day of December, 1899. 

P. A. Paymaster Martin McM. Ramsay, to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 12th day of November, 1899. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Joseph Anthony Murphy, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 3d day of January, 1900. 

Raymond E. Sawyer, a citizen of New York, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 2d day of January, 1900. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. Preston H. Uberroth, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
ee lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

tates. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 6, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. COUDEN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

FUNERAL OF GENERAL LAWTON, 

The SPEAKER. With the permission of the House, the Clerk 
will read a telegram from the Secretary of War in regard to the 
funeral of General Lawton. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, February 5, 1900. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE: 


In ts for the funeral of the late General Lawton, which 
isto „ of the Covenant next Friday at 2 o'clock, seats 
have been reserved for the Military Committee of the two Houses of Con- 

also the Indiana in I desire 
8 vou the members 
also be reserved for all 


p: nt. The 
of the Senate ouse. 


ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 
COMMUTATION TO PETTY NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. TATE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table 
and put upon its passage the bill (S. 2727) authorizing 8 
commutation of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who 
served on detached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 


1899. 

The bill was read, as follows: ARAN 

Be it en etc., That the petty officers of the Navy who served on de- 
tached 8 March 1. Fees, and November 4, 1899, be, and hereby are, 
allowed commutation of ration for the time they so served. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? r 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to hear the ERS read. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs (by Mr. 
HALE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2727) 
authorizing payment of commutation of ration to the 2 5 officers of the 
Navy who served on detached duty between March 1, 1808, and November 4, 
1899, having had the same under consideration, beg leave to report it back 
favorably and recommend that it do pees 

The yom append the views of the Navy Department upon the meas- 

ý WS: 
* Gi Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 25, 1900. 

Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith the draft of a bill authorizing 
payment of commutation of ration to tho peny officers of the Navy who 
served on detached duty between March 1, and November 4, 1899, and to 
recommend the same to the favorable consideration of the committee. 

Japa In tie Savy Deperknent who estved five coshalt month to nine: 
e ent, w. m one- mon - 

teen detached duty and were allowed to commute their ration. 
e have held that under the decision of 
1 19, 1808. the proxisions of the act 
of January 31, 1895, that all e men and boys in the Navy attached to 
any United States vessel or station and doing duty thereon, 


and 5 
include these men, the places where they were employed not being! stations“ 
in a mili sense, EDA, the Seine Ove paid the amount of the commuted 
ration, of from tog ve been directed against their accounts. 
The pay: of these men has been small, and they are not in such circumstances 
that their accounts may be checked without injury to themselves and those 
Sr upon them, and in some cases they would be left in straitened 


ren: ces. 

It was understood at the time of enlistment that these men would be en- 
titled to commutation and ration, and the Department has received the serv- 
ices of some who otherwise would have been unwilling to enlist. In view 
of the ruling of the e. officers, on November 4 last, the pay of petty 
officers serving on detached duty was, by Executive order, increased Pe per 
month, in lien of the ration allowed in the Navy. 

A second , placing the proposed measure in form suitable for inser- 
— — he ropriatio? is also inclosed for the convenience of the com- 

Very respectfully, 


m 
that form be preferred. 
JOHN D. LONG, 
Secreta 
Hon. EUGENE 


ry. 
HALE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval 2 H 
7 United States Senate. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TATE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill 7661, 
pone in its provisions to the bill just passed, will be laid on the 

e. 
There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, on Friday and 
Saturday last I submitted some remarks upon matters pertinent 
to the Indian appropriation bill, which was then under considera- 
tion. Leave to print has been given, but it is limited to five days. 
In consequence of absence from the city it will be impossible for 
me to file my remarks within the time specified. I ask unani- 
mous consent, therefore, to extend my remarks in the RECORD 
without regard to the limitation of time fixed by the House, 

There was no objection. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, I rise to make a privileged report—the report 
of a committee of conference—and I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the report be 5 with and that only the 
statement of the House conferees be read. 

There was no objection. 

The conference report (which was not read) is as follows: 

Thecommittee of conference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses on 
+e Pee ot 7 7 Aasaia arg rh and 1 7 bill (H. R. ec mak- 

ng appropriations gu urgent deficiencies 0 1 
the fecal year ending 7 Jo. 1000, and for prior years, . for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same. 


é CANNON, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. 1 


H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the t of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
8 . amendment of the Senate numbered 26, 


ing votes of the two Houses on the 

appropriating $5,000 to enable the Naval Observatory to observe the 3 
ing to’ clipse of the sun, submit that the action recommend in the 
accompanying conference report will result inthe House agreeing to said 
amendment and making the said app: 


` J. Q. CANNON. 

L. F. LIVIN ` 

$ Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word about this report. 
This is the urgent deficiency bill. The House made an amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment; and as to one item the Senate 
agrees; and the House A this report recedes from its disagree- 
ment to the other item. am satisfied that from the standpoint 


of the public service the matter to ought not to be appro- 
priated for. It carries 85,000 for observing the total eclipse of the 
sun. There is another item in the bill, which was the proper 


item and was agreed to, making an appropriation for o 

the total eclipse of the sun under the e of the Smithsonian 
Institution. This is an additional appropriation to enable the 
Naval Observatory to make the same observations. 

As the Senate insists, your committee did not feel justified in 
further holding out against the insistence of theSenate. This bill 
makes available between and sixty million dollars for the 
public service where it is needed and which can not wait longer. 

If this matter had stood by itself, your committee would not 
have agreed to this item. And I may say right here for the infor- 
mation of the House that the scientific work and much of the engi- 
neering work and topographical work of this Government is in a 

retty bad condition, so far as the public service is concerned. 
e work is being duplicated in many departments. 

The sum of money now in question is small—only $5,000. But 
it is money appropriated for no practical use, because one corps 
of surveyors and one corps of observers will be quite sufficient. 

We have here a provision for doing this work under the Naval 
Observatory. Strange to say, this work is to be done under the 
command of the Navy, and erally under the command of an 
officer of the Government who does not know anything more 
about astronomy than some of us do about heaven; and that is 
not much. 

But here we have two separate machines, two separate organi- 
zations. If one is left out, that organization is inclined to pout; 
and the sisters, the cousins, and the aunts of the employees besiege 
members in r d to the matter. And so you go. 

I make this remark for the information of the House—that 
somebody, the House or the Senate, or both, can perform much 


goog work if we could bring this scientific work necessary to be 
ne in the various bureaus and departments under one manage- 
ment and stop duplicating the work. There is in this round earth 
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of ours quite enough to be done for the service of any government 
without having two sets of people doing it. 
I now move the adoption of the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
ADDITIONAL FOLDERS. 


Mr. JOY. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, introduced December 
7, 1899, by Mr. BULL: 


Resolved, That the Door of the House be, and is hereby, authorized 
to employ fifteen additional folders in the f room of the House, ata 
compensation at the rate of . paid out of the contin- 

fund of the House: Provided, t such employees shall be 
Erom the rolls of the Doorkeeper at'a period not later than one month 
the expiration of the present session of Congress. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 1 strike out “fifteen” and insert “fourteen; so as to provide for 14 
additional folders. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri whether this is not earlier in the session than this reso- 
lution usually comes in? 

Mr. JOY. It is not. It usually comes in in January or Feb- 
ruary; and I will say this year the documents to be sent out have 
come in a great deal earlier than usual. Within a week after the 
currency bill was disposed of there were 300,000 docum s to be 
sent out. This resolution proposes to allow the same number of 
folders usually allowed in a Presidential year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. One less. 

Mr. JOY. One less in this resolution; but there is another reso- 
lution providing for the assistant foreman. It is in effect the same 
number as we usually allow. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Accounts 
was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT FOREMAN OF FOLDING ROOM. 


Mr. JOY. I present another resolution from the Committee on 
Accounts. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

28 That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, authorized 
to appoint P. L. Coultry, the acting assistant foreman of the oli room 
fare Se Kopat as assistant foreman of same from - 
ber 3, 1899, to June 30, , inclusive; and for such service be by the 
Clerk of the House out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise 
provided for, at rate of $3.8 per day. 

With the following amendment recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Accounts: 


In line 4 strike out the words “June 30” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words March 4." P 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res.6) authorizing the Secretary of War to use $60,000 of the ap- 
ila psa! for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a 
modern military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto. 


The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


Line 4, insert, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 
Lines 6 and 7, strike out “mentioned CCT 


be ‘necessary’ and insert “by the act making a tions f 
ea of the malay and 5 Army for the year ending poring 
approved ch 8, 1899." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwant to know what these amendments do. 
What is the effect of them? 

Mr. HULL. They do not change the amount at all; they sim- 
ply make it clear that it comes out of that appropriation, and after 
the words sixty thousand dollars” it inserts the words or so 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The limit of cost is $60,000? 

Mr. HULL. Sixty thousand dollars. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate cominittees as indicated below: 

S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Den- 
nis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2354, An act enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma 
and Gulf Railroad Company—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of appropriation bills, with a view to taking 
up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Before that motion is put, I ask my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], if we can not 
make some arrangements as to a limitation of debate. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen on this side 
are anxious to speak, three or four in addition to those who have 
already spoken. and I should be very glad to make provision for 
them, if I can do so, by agreement with the gentleman. 

Mr. HITT. About how much time does the gentleman desire 
in addition to what he has consumed? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ihave requests for at least two hours anda 


an HITT. If we can limit the debate, then, say, to 5 o'clock 
_— - 

Mr, DINSMORE, I will consent to that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether that includes the time that I have asked him for? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes; I have made provision for the gentle- 
man from Colorado in that time. 

Mr. HITT. If the debate is to run until 5 o'clock to-day, 
we a as well let the vote go over until to-morrow. 

e with way Gollangus 

8 . 2 er, consulting with m. 
on the committee, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. . — 
I ask the Chair to state the agreement between us that to-day 
be devoted to general debate, as on yesterday, and that, having 
concluded the pea debate to-day, we may proceed with the 
consideration of the bill by paragraphs to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consentis asked by the gentleman 
from Illinois that general debate be concluded to-day. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois what proportion of time has been consumed upon 
this side and on the other? 

Mr. HITT. Forty minutes have been consumed upon this side 
and three hours u the other. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It seems to me that the time ought 
to be more evenly divided, if thereis any disposition upon this side 
to debate the bill. 

Mr. HITT. I consulted the wishes of gentlemen on this side 
who wished to speak yesterday, and all those who wished to speak 
on this side yesterday had the 3 to do so. 

Mr. WM. ALD SMITH. I simply desire to say that, as a 
member of the committee, I may wish to consume some time in 
the general debate, and I should like the opportunity of doing so 


if I 4 
Mr. HITT. The gentleman had the opportunity on yesterda 
— — to-day if he will mention it. 55 i 


and he will have it 
SMITH. I understand I can have the time 


Mr. WM. ALD 
then, if I need it. 

Mr. HITT. I will make liberal arrangement for the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for. 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill, as the Chair 


Y understands it, is limited to 5 o'clock. 


Mr. HITT. The understanding was reached on yesterday, and 
is confirmed again to-day, that the time is to be controlled on the 
= 228 the 5 from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] and on 

e other by m Š 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate to be eaan divided? 

Mr. HITT. The time for debate is to be equally divided be- 
tween the two sides of the Honse. 

Mr. DINSMORE. : That was the understanding, Mr. Chairman; 
that is correct; but it presents this embarrassment—— 


Mr. HITT. It was so stated. 

Mr. DINSMORE. But in coming to this agreement, understand- 
ing that there was a lack of di tion on the majority side of the 
House to avail themselves of all the time, I stated that I thought 
there would 3 for tlemen on this side of 
House who desi osed the general debate to-day. 


to 3 if we 
The gentleman from Illinois will at once see that if one-half of 
the entire time is taken up on the majority side it would not leave 


us sufficient time here. 

ə CHAIRMAN. The agreement reached in the House, as the 
Chair understands it, was that general debate be closed to-day, and 
in furtherance of the agreement reached yesterday, that the time 
be equally divided, to be controlled alike by the gentleman from 
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mtleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINS- 
e time that was occupied yesterday. 

Mr. DINSMORE. y understanding at the time—— 

Mr. HITT. That would include both days; but I will state to 
the gentleman from Arkansas that so far as I know we do not ex- 
pa to piel all our time, and I shall yield to the gentleman for 

side of the House all the time that is not asked for by friends 


TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] 
desire to 5 of his time now? 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Gipson] one hour. 

Mr. GIBSON. . Chairman, I wish to take advantage of this 
opportunity to discuss the question of expansion from a national 
standpoint; to show the various expansions in the history of our 
country from the very beginning. It might be stated generally 
that we began as a people to expand from the moment that the 
feet of our ancestors first landed upon the shores of the Atlantic 
coast of North America, and from that day to this we have been 
extending the area of our possessions and our influence until they 
have reached their present extraordinary limits. 

Ordinarily the Louisiana acquisition is considered our first ex- 
pansion; and it was our first expansion from what might be termed 
a national standpoint. But it was not our first expansion as a 
people. In 1753 the whole of the Mississippi Valley, as well that 
on the west side of the river as that upon the east side, belonged 
to France. That vast domain reaching from the Allegheny Moun- 
tains on the east to the Rocky Mountains on the west was in the 
undisputed ion of France. The territory now occupied by 
the States of Mississippi and Alabama was a part of the territory 
of France. What is now Tennessee and Kentucky and West 
Virginia wasa of the territory of nce. Western Pennsyl- 
vania and all of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin 
were all carved out of what once was a part of the territory of 
France. 


Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] and the 
MORE], and that disregards 


FRENCH POSSESSIONS IN NORTH AMERICA. 


As stated by Bancroft in his river ies the United States, in 
1758 France owned twenty twenty-fifths of the whole of North 
America, Spain owned four twenty-fifths, and England owned 
only one twenty-fifth. In 1753 the area of the original thirteen 
colonies was only 358,000 square miles, not as large as the State of 
Texas when annexed; and they were inhabited only 1,165,000 
white people, none of whom lived west of the Allegheny Moun- 
tains. In 1753 France owned the whole of that immense area 
reaching from the Allegheny Mountains on the east to the Rocky 
Mountains on the west, and no other nation disputed her sover- 
eignty or her possession. But the spirit of expansion, the thirst 
of en ise, and the love of adventure that have animated our 
race from the dawn of its history, and that first brought our an- 
cestors from the Baltic Sea to Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, 
then to the north of France, then from those regions to England, 
and then from England to America, where they laid the founda- 
tions of their empire, were still inspiring the hearts, ener- 
Faint the intellects, and propelling the footsteps of our ancestors, 

o roam, to explore, to occupy, and to build was their nature. 
The Almighty had made them so. This decree He had written in 
their souls, and it was a part of their very life. 

Hitherto this new and vigorous and wonderful race had crossed 
seas and bays and oceans, but had never yet crossed mountains. 

The Alleghenies barred their way to the West. On the other side 
was the yet unconquered red man. On the other side was the 
sovereignty of the great Kingdom of France. On the other side 
were boundless forests, unexplored wildernesses, unnavigated 
rivers, and unmeasured prairies. 

These formidable obstacles, obstacles that heretofore in the his- 
tory of the world had been sufficient to divide people from people, 
race from race, and nation from nation, were no obstacles at all 
to the descendants of those eht adventurers that had breasted 
the tempests and buffeted the billows in order to lay the founda- 
tions of their future empire on the continent of North America. 


WASHINGTON THE FIRST AMERICAN LEADER OF EXPANSION. 


And so our ancestors began to cross the Allegheny Mountains. 
The French resisted, and who was chosen to overcome that resist- 
ance? It was George Washington. George Washington it was 
who led the first army of American expansion. George Washing- 
ton it was who fonght the first battle in the first war of American 
expansion. And N Washington it was who won the first 
yictory ever won in battle for American expansion. 

Then came on the at French and Indian war, which raged 
from 1754 to 1768, the Indians and the French on the one side and 


the British and the Americans on the other side; a war whose line 
of battle was a thousand miles, reaching from the Plains of Abra- 
ham in Upper Canada to Fort Loudon in what is now East Ten- 
nessee, a war waged by land and sea, a war waged by cannon and 
rifle, by tomahawk and scalping knife, a war whose zone of con- 
flict was illuminated by the blazing homes of hundreds of the 


inhabitants of the frontiers and made hideous by the warwhoops 
of ted say: and the fearful cracks of the deadly rifle. 

he people of the American colonies never looked backward. 
Looking backward is not one of the characteristics of our race, 
pe pare not only always looked forward, but have looked far 

orwar 

In June, 1754, the representatives of the American colonies met 
in convention at Albany, N. V., and agreed to unite in making 
defense against the French and Indians, and in an effort to drive 
them out of the country west of the Allegheny Mountains, 

Mr. Chairman, that was a great da American history, for 
then and there we began to be one people; and from that day down 
to the present, amid many „ many rds, many vicissi- 
tudes, many perplexities, and many dangers, have continued to 
be one people. d hence it is I call this great war the first war 
of expansion ever entered on by the American people. 

OUR FIRST GREAT WAR OF EXPANSION, 

The American people, as I have already stated, then numbered 
1,165,000. Bryant, in his history of the United States, says that 
during this war the Americans lost nearly 30,000 of their young 
men,” which was one out of every six men capable of i 
arms. And hundreds of women and children were massacred, 
the victims of the tomahawk and the scalping knife of the merci- 
less Indian savages. 

That, Mr. Chairman, was war. There were no faint hearts in 
that war. There was nothing said about the rights of the French 
and the Indians; nothing said about the consent of the gov- 
erned.” No, Mr. Chairman, nations do not move forward in that 
way. The children of Israel did not ask the consent of the 
Canaanites to take ion of their country, The army of 
Joshua did not ask the consent of anybody when they crossed the 
Jordan and planted the ark of the covenant in the land of Canaan. 
The earth is the Lord’s, and the people of the earth are but His 
tenants, and tenants at will, and He gave us this land to be our 
inheritance, 

This great war between the Americans and British on the one 
side and the French and Indians on the other resulted in the over- 
throw of the armies of France, and the ten years’ war was brought 
to a close by France surrendering all the territory east of the 
Mississippi and all of what is now Canada. By this surrender 
there was added to the domain of the American colonies 530,000 
Square miles, now occupied by the great States of Mississippi, 
Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, and by the western part of 
Pennsylvania. 

This was our first great expansion—530,000 square miles of the 
choicest land to be found to-day anywhere beneath the bright sun. 
OREGON OUR SECOND EXPANSION. 

Exactly what territory was our second expansion may be a mat- 
ter of dispute. Captain Gray, in 1792, discovered the mouth of 
the Columbia River and sailed up that river and laid claim tothe 
unknown country of Oregon in the name of the United States of 
America, and that has always been the foundation of our claim 
to the Oregon country—its discovery by Captain Gray in 1792. 
Oregon is no part of our Louisiana ee and the maps of the 
United States, now issued by the d Office, show upon their 
face that Oregon was no part of the territory we purchased from 
France in 1803. Our title to Oregon depends, fitst, upon the 
discovery of the mouth of the Columbia River 6 Copain Grayin 
1792. It isa law of nations that any country that discovers and 
occupies the mouth of a river thereby becomes entitled to all the 
unoccupied territory watered by that river. It was on that doc- 
trine of international law that nce laid claim to the whole val- 
ley of the Mississippi between the Rocky Mountains and the Alle- 
ghanies, and it was in accordance with this law that we based our 
claim to all the territory watered by the Columbia River. 

The next ground of our title to on was the treaty of 1819 
with Spain, whereby Spain, at the time she ceded Florida to the 
Uni States, quitclaimed to the United States all of that terri- 
tory north of what was then called Upper California, now occu- 
pied by the States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho. And it 
is upon those two acts, one of discovery by Captain Gray and 
the other of quitclaim by Spain, that we our title to the 
territory of Oregon. And so Oregon is our second acquisition, 
The whole territory aggregates 299,000 square miles, 

LOUISIANA OUR THIRD EXPANSION. 

I now come to the Louisiana purchase, in 1803, whereby for a 
consideration of $15,000,000 we acquired from France that great 
territory reaching from Canada down to the Gulf of Mexico, and 
lying between the sone Sane i River upon the east and the Rocky 
Mountains on the west, including Texas, for I will show in the 
course of my remarks to-day that Texas was a part of the Louisi- 
ana purchase, and that in 1819, when we acquired Florida, Presi- 
dent Monroe and the American Government turned over Texas 
and the Americans in it to Spain as part of the purchase price. 

Mr. Chairman, the average man who has not investigated this 


1900. 
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uestion often thinks, in consequence of confusion of names, that 
the Louisiana we acquired from France in 1803 is merely the pres- 
ent State of Louisiana; but that is far from the truth. The Louisi- 
ana that we purchased from France contained, leaving out Texas, 
883,000 square miles, and including Texas contained 1,260,000 
square miles. Out of the Louisiana purchase have been carved 
the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, Nebraska, 
Kansas, and Colorado, and the Territory of Oklahoma and the 
Indian Territory, all carved out of this magnificent domain ac- 
quired by Thomas Jefferson in 1803, at the price of $15,000,000. 

Our next acquisition was Florida, which we purchased from 
Spain in 1819, the treaty being finally consummated in 1821, when 
the country was turned over to us; and for Florida we contracted 
to pay Spain $5,000,000, although as matter of fact the actual cost 
was $6,500,000. By that acquisition we acquired 70,000 square 
miles of territory. 

TEXAS OUR FIFTH EXPANSION. 

Onr fifth acquisition or expansion was Texas, which we acquired 
in 1845 by agreement between the then independent Republic of 
Texas and the United States of America, the agreement upon our 
part having been consummated by joint resolution p by the 
two Houses of pon apes In that day, as in this, there were men 
in the Congress of the United States fighting the further expansion 
of our country, and good men at that—wise men and patrioticmen, 
Even so good and great a man as Daniel Webster opposed the ac- 

uisition of Texas. Henry Clay opposed the acquisition of Texas, 
although in 1819, when in acquiring Florida we sold Texas to 
Spain, and sold many Americans in the bargain, Henry Clay then 
protested inst the sale, declaring that Texas was worth five 
times what Florida was worth, In 1819 Andrew Jackson favored 
the transfer of Texasto Spain. President Monroe himself said 
that our claim to Texas was as good as our claim to New Orleans, 
and President Tyler, in his message to Congress in reference tothe 
annexation of Texas, said that we were then reclaiming a terri- 
tory that we had once transferred to another country. 

By the annexation of Texas we acquired 377,000 square miles of 
territory. 

Mr. GAINES. Before the gentleman leaves the question of the 
Louisiana purchase, I hope he will explain that in the treaty mak- 
ing that purchase it was ex 5 that the Territory 
should be made into States of the Union; and that is not even 
contemplated, as I understand, 8 the treaty with Spain or 
by Congress with reference to the Philippine Islands or Puerto 
Rico. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will bring all that in at the right place. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
right there. Does he think there is any analogy 

r. GIBSON. I will come to the analogies after a While. I 
hope gentlemen will wait. 
r. TERRY. I should like to have the gentleman now—— 

Mr. GIBSON. No; it does not fitin with my argument. Iam 
going to show that the objections that were made to the acquisi- 
tion of Louisiana, and the objections that were made to the acqui- 
sition of Texas and to the acquisition of California were exactly 
the same objections that you gentlemen are now urging in this 
House against any further extension of American sovereignty— 
the very same. But do not be so tender under the saddle, 

Mr. TERRY. We are not at all tender; but you must be a little 
tender when you will not permit any interruption at this point. 

Mr. GIBSON. It will be nointerruption when I get tot nent 
place; but gentlemen must not get too touchy. have hardly 
made any motion yet in the direction in which you want me to 
proceed. I know thata horse with a tender back will flinch as 
soon as you put in an appearance. But the time for gentlemen on 
the other side to flinch will come a little later. 

CALIFORNIA OUR SIXTH EXPANSION. 

Our sixth acquisition was in 1848, when we acquired California. 
By that acquisition we obtained 523,000 square miles of territory, 
for which we paid thousands of lives and hundreds of millions of 
treasure in prosecuting the war and $15,000,000 in hard cash to boot. 

Our seventh acquisition was Arizona, made in 1853, whereby we 
acquired 46,000 square miles of comaa sometimes called the 
Gadsden purchase;“ and for that Gadsden purchase we paid 
$10,009,000. Anybody who has ever traveled over the territory 
embraced within that Gadsden purchase knows that it will not 
sprout any sort of seed that has ever been discovered, unless it be 
seed ticks, or some other vermin, [Laughter.] Prairie dogs, go- 
phers, coyotes, and rattlesnakes are about the only sort of animals 
you will findin the Gadsden purchase, for which we paid $10,000,000 
in 1853; but that was all right, because it was done under a Dem- 
ocratic Administration. 

Our eighth acquisition was Alaska, acquired in 1867, containing 
577,000 square miles of territory, for which we paid $7,200,000. 

Our ninth acquisition was the Hawaiian Islands, acquired in 
1898, in the same manner that we acquired Texas. The parallel 
between the two cases is absolutely perfect, They are on all fours 


and fit at every corner. In the case of Hawaii, as in the case of 
Texas, the Senate of the United States failed to ratify the treaty, 
and the annexation was e about by joint resolution 
passed by a majority of each House of Con 

The government of Texas was revolutionary, just as the govern- 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands was revolutionary, when the acquisi- 
tion by joint resolution was consummated. By the Hawaiian ac- 
quisition we obtained 6,000 square miles of territory. 

PUERTO RICO AND THE PHILIPPINES OUR TENTH EXPANSION. 

Our tenth acquisition was Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands, acquired as a result of the treaty with Spain ratified last 
year; and by that treaty we acquired 120,000 square miles of ter- 
ritory, thus bringing up the area of our national domain from 
358,000 square miles to 3,789,000 square miles—all as the result of 
expansion; for, be it remembered, when our ancestors first landed 
on 2 shores of North America they did not own one foot of 

e soil. 

And I will say here now, Mr. Chairman, that expansion is a 
art of our national life. We are expansionists by destiny and 
y heredity. The progressive men, the aggressive men, the enter- 

prising men, the adventurous men of every generation have 
moved still farther west. From the Atlantic coast they moved 
westward until they reached the Blue Ridge Mountains; then they 
crossed the Blue Ridge and went westward until they struck the 
Allegheny Mountains. The most adventurous of that generation 
crossed those mountains, going down into Tennessee and Ken- 
tucky and western Virginia and western Pennsylvania and Ohio; 
and the most adventurous inhabitants of those States continued 
to go west, until the Mississippi River was reached, ever follow- 
ing the setting sun, as though anxious to discover his resting 
place. 

When the banks of the Mississippi River were reached, many of 
1 of the United States believed that we had reached our 
** Ultima Thule.” They believed that the Mississippi was the Ne 
Plus Ultra” of American territory; and that if we went f 
we would travel the rugged road of danger; and in both branches 
of Con at that time, both in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate of the United States, there were men who rose 
up and protested that the acquisition of the territory west of the 
Mississippi River would result in the ultimate destruction of the 
country, and was so violative of the provisions of our Constitution 
that it amounted in itself to a dissolution or abandonment of the 
Union, and relegated all of the original States to their rights prior 
to the formation of the Constitution. 


PREDICTIONS OF EVIL AND DANGER. 


But gloomy forebodings and warnings of danger and predic- 
tions of disaster failed to deter the adventurous American expan- 
sionists. The heredity of 1 was in their heels and in their 
hands and in their heads and in their hearts, and no danger could 
alarm them, no difficulty deter them, no obstacle stop them. 
The sons of the pioneers of Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, and 
the great West moved down into Texas, rebelled against Mexico, 
raised the banner of independence, and finally annexed Texas to 
the United States. This brought on a war with Mexico, during 
which we acquired Upper California, and thereby more firmly 
planted ourselves on the shores of the Pacific 

Then it did seem that we had indeed reached the Ultima Thule 
of territorial expansion; that here on the shores of the mighty 
Pacific we were to set up the pillars of the god Terminus, on 
which should be inscribed the words ‘‘ Ne Plus Ultra;” that there 
was no further beyond for the sovereignty of the great American 
Republic. But those who adopted that view, like those who fixed 
bounds for us previously, found themselves mistaken, 

Mr. i „when Columbus discovered America all the 
English-speaking people on the face of the earth numbered only 
4,000,000 and occupied but 51,000 square miles of territory. How 
many are we to-day? One hundred and forty-three million. And 
we 15.000, 000 square miles of territory, two-fifths of the 
whole habitable globe, and we are still expanding! This mighty 
and irresistible wave of expansion, that started from the Baltic 
Sea about two thousand years ago, is spreading, ever spreading, 
and will continue to spread until it rolls over every sea and washes 
every shore in all the world. The progress of our race can never 
be stayed. You can never fix its bounds. No one continent can 
suffice it. No one ocean can satisfy it. No one zone can contain 
it. No one hemisphere can circumscribe its powers and its actiy- 
ities. 

EXPANSION OUR DESTINY. 

The world is its arena, and the limits of the world its only 
boundary. Its destiny is to dominate the entire face of the earth, 
including all races and all countries and all lands and all con- 
tinents, in all latitudes, under every sky; and wherever we go we 


carry blessings in our hands; from the folds of our flag are shaken 


out the bright rays of liberty, and out of our mouths will proceed 
12 gospel of a higher civilization, a better religion, and a grander 
0. 
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Pero th ta ET ace 
A limit to the t's strength, 
Or carb his 8 in the forward race? 

Iam one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe that the race we 
belong to—I care not whether you call it German or whether you 
call it Saxon or Anglo-Saxon, or whether you call it American— 
I believe that the race we belong to, the race that came from 
the Baltic Sea—call it Norwegian, Swede, or Dane if you will— 
that Viking race that came from the Baltic Sea, one branch of it 
coming toward the west and the north, peopling Denmark, Swe- 
den, Norway, Holland, France, and the tish Islands, and 
thence across the Atlantic to America; and the other branch 
going into Russia, establishing itself in that country and giving 
to it its name and its inspiration—yes, these same Northmen, who, 
finding the Baltic Sea open to the west, sailed thence across two 
oceans around the world, finding this same sea closed on the east 
by the greatest unbroken stretch of land in the Old World, with 
a sublime faith in their destiny and the universality of their em- 
pire, boldly took possession of its shores and undertook the gigan- 
tic and seemingly impossible task of reaching the sea by a con- 
qu march of 6,000 miles across two continents, and now 
behold them on the shores of China, launching their ships on the 
Pacific Ocean and saluting their American kinsmen at the other 
end of the earth! 

THE RUSSIAN EXPANSIONISTS OUR KINSMEN. 

The Northmen, ordinarily under the name of Varangians, not 
only gave Russia her name but her start as the ruine Powar in 
northeastern Europe and northern Asia; and when Russia finally 
reached the Pacific through the Gulf of Pechili, one of her Varan- 
gian dreams was realized, and once more the Russian sea kings 
could launch their ships upon the unbounded sea. 

In the Gulf of Pechili the descendants of those Northmen who 
sailed west out of the Baltic met the descendants of their brother 
Northmen who marched eastward from the Baltic, and when they 
shook hands their dominion girdled the globe and their conquest 
of the whole earth was assured. I say, Mr. Chairman, I am one 
of those who believe that this race can neyer be confined to any 
quarters, however large. It ises barriers, ignores limits, and 
rebels against boundaries. For it there is no Rubicon, no Pillars 
of Hercules, no impassable Alps, no unnavigable sea, no impene- 
trable desert, no intolerable climate. 

This race, Mr. Chairman, born of what divine parents we know 
not, cradled in the Baltic Sea thousands of years ago, baptized 
with what baptism of glory we know not, the of human 
liberty breathed into its nostrils as the breath of its life, and the 
badge of empire 8 on its brow, it went forth commis- 
sioned to subdue and conquer the earth and to have dominion 
over every living thing. s 

You may as well try to dam the floods of the Mississippi with 
ropes of sand, or to stay the mighty currents of the ocean with 
bags of chips, or stop the planets in their courses with cobwebs, 
as to try to stay the irresistible and all-conquering progress of 
that spirit of national expansion that has animated our race for 
the last thousand years. Like the ‘‘eternal spirit of the chainless 
mind,” no dun can confine it, no whip can subdue it, no 
difficulty can 8 it, no obstacle can stay it, no power can 
conquer it, for God is its father and victory is its destiny, It is 
the master heredity of our master race. 


OUR RACE HAS A MISSION. 


Mr. Chairman, our race has a mission. No devout student of 
history can misread it. Weare the preachers of a new evangel 
of government; we are the missionaries of a new and higher civ- 
ilization; we are the apostles of the New World to the Old, anda 

of our mission is to evangelize Asia and the Islands of the 


The Genius of this New World, standing like an Archangel on 
the highest mountain on our Pacific coast, might well use that 
grand poetic and prophetic chant of Walt Whitman, uttered 
many years ago: 

Ichant the world on my W. 


estern 
I chant copious the islands beyond, thick as stars in tho sky, 
er than any before, as in a vision it comes tome. 


13333 N I chant te: 
e: a greater supremacy, 
CCC 3 those groups of 


sea 
My sail ships and steamships threading the archipelagoes, 
My Stars ao Stripes fluttering in Seawind. 23 
erce opening, sleep of ages having done its work, races reborn, re- 


Lives, works resumed—the object I know not—but the old, the Asiatic re- 


newed as it must be, 
Commencing from this day surrounded by the world. 
* * e. > 


* 
. the orb is inclosed. 


The sign is re 
The ring is circled, journey is done. 


Mr. Chairman, the Philippine Islands have been lawfully and 
constitutionally acquired, The President made the treaty of 
acquisition, the Senate ratified it, and the House of Representatives 


voted the money to pay for them, and voted 65,000 soldiers to 
hold them. : 

And yet some complain of the President because he is obeyin 
the orders of Congress and the mandates of the Constitution. lf 
the President were to surrender these islands or pause a mo- 
ment in the enforcement of our sovereignty there, he would be 
guilty of an impeachable offense and would violate his oath of 
Office. 

OUR POLICY IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

In prosecuting the war in the Philippines the President is not 
only doing his duty under the Constitution and laws of the land, 
but he is doing what a large majority of this Congress and a large 
majority of the American people desire him to do; and in his every 
act has shown himself not only a great President and patriotic 
American but a magnificent specimen of the true type of that 
grand race to which we balong, 

My individual views on the Philippine question are contained in 
8 resolutions, which I introduced in this House December 19, 


Concurrent resolutions relative to the views and purposes of Congress as to 
the Philippine Islands. 


Resolved es, House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Philippine I ds are, and ever since the ratification of the late treaty with 
Spain have been, the exclusive and absolute pro; of tho United States; 
and that it is, and ever since said ratification the constitutional 
owe, of the President to maintain the sovereignty of the United States over 
said islands and to effectually suppress all insurrections — said soy- 
ereignty and other disturbances of the public peace in said islands; and that 
we hereby ratify and approve all that the President has done to maintain 
OUR. 2, That as soon as the supremacy of the United States shall have been 
fully established in said islands Congress will provide for them such a form 
of government as will best secure protection to and property and 
develop the arts of giving to the inbabitante as large a share in their 
government as will promotive of their happiness and welfare and con- 
sistent with the sovereignty of the United States 

Mr. Chairman, I want now to come a little nearer to the present 
time. I want to show the character of the objections that are in- 
2 against any further growth of our country, and espe- 
cially against the acquisition of the Philippine Islands, 

One objection is that they are too far off. They say they are 
11,000 miles away, measured from one side of the country, and 
7,000 from another side of the country. In these days, Mr. Chair- 
man, distance is not so oftena question. Ifaman is going from 
here to San Francisco, he does not inquire how far it is. He wants 
to know how long it will take him to go, and what is the price of 
a railroad ticket; and that is all. We have passed the day when 
distance has to be counted. 

PHILIPPINES NOT TOO FAR AWAY. 

The civilized man of the present is omnipresent and almost 
omnipotent. Too far, they say! Why, you can go from the 
United States, from San Francisco to the fet sae Islands and 
come back on a troop ship in two months. And yet when we 
acquired California it six months to E there, and it was 
like going through a hell to get there. aughter.] You had 
to cross 2,000 miles of country uninhabited by anybody ex- 
cept wild Indians, buffaloes, prairie dogs, gophers, and coyotes. 
You had to your water supply oftentimes for a hundred 
miles, and it is estimated that one out of every seven persons who 
undertook the trip 3 by the roadside. I have been over the 
overland route to California, and on the right and on the left are 
found the graves of the thousands of men, women, and children 
who lost their lives in that awful overland journey of six months. 

Now, when you go to the Philippines, all that you have to do is 
to get on a ship and touch a button, and the balance is done for 
you. Yon can play cards, gon can read books and newspapers, 
you can write sermons or political speeches, you can dance or pray 
or sing, you can attend dinner parties, youcan do arene that 
you can do in your office or in your home on land; and this 
while the ship is steaming away across the ocean at the rate of 15 
miles an hour, and you are put down at Manila without having 
raised a drop of sweat, without having given a thought to the 
journey, without having lost a meal or an hour's sleep. And yet 
in this day some of us Americans have become so effeminate, 
either through wealth, or rongi excess of civilization, or through 
the refinements of political or theological 3 they dread 
boarding a ship to go to the Philippine Islands, when their fore- 
fathers girded up their loins, saddled their horses, packed their 
mules, yoked their oxen to their own wagons, and took their wives 
and their children, traveling on foot 3,000 miles across plains and 
deserts, across mountains and valleys, across creeks and rivers, 
among Indians and wild beasts, in order to reach California; and 
they were not afraid. 

JOSHUA AS A LEADER OF EXPANSION. 

To hear some of these men talk, I am reminded of what took 
lace when the Children of Israel approached the promised land. 
hey sent spies to look out the country, timid men, the Demo- 

crats of those days, and when these spies returned, what did they 
say? ane said. Oh, if is an awful country, The land de- 
youre 


inhabitants, and the children of the giants are out 
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there, the Anakim and the Zamzummim, and we, in their sight, 
are but as grasshoppers.” That was the report of a Democratic 
investigating committee a thousand years before the Saviour was 
born, and they are still bringing in the very same reports. But 


notwithstanding all that, Joshua, at the head of 
Israel, crossed the Jordan and occupied the country. br) 

Mr. Chairman, I will just read you a summary of the objections 
raised against the acquisition of Louisianaand California. These 
objections were just as vociferously ur in their day as are the 
objections to the acquisition of the Philippines in our day. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE ACQUISITION OF LOUISIANA. 

First. Territory too large ever to be peopled. 

Second. Population too large and too incongruous ever to be- 
come homogeneous with people of the original thirteen States. 

Third. Impossibility of ever making the inhabitants fit for 
American citizenship. à 

Fourth. Territory too remote from the Atlantic coast ever to be 
eat pid more than a wild land roamed over by wild beasts and 

er men, 

Fifth. If ever peopled like the Eastern States, it will eventually 
dominate these States and overwhelm their civilization and laws. 
and perhaps their religion and liberty. 4 

Sixth. The United States have no constitutional power to ac- 
quire the territory. d : 

Seventh. Parts of the territory are so remote as to be inaccessi- 
ble to the influences of civilization, commerce, or religion. 

Eighth. The expense of governing it will pauperize the people 
of the East, and no compensations therefor. 

Ninth. Governing it will cost the lives of thousands of our sons, 
in battle or by disease, 

Tenth. If ever peopled by white men, they will be as wild and 
lawless as the Indians and as unfitfor civilization and citizenship, 
and they will be a menace to the Eastern States, and may in time 
subjugate them, as the Goths, Vandals, and other barbarians sub- 
jugated Rome, 

OBJECTIONS TO ACQUISITION OF CALIFORNIA. 

First. Too far away; can not be reached in less than six months 
either by land or sea. % 

2 Population dissimilar in race, customs, traditions, laws, 
and religion. 

Third. sap potas Bed defending it against a foreign foe. 

Fourth. It will shift the balance of territorial power from the 
Atlantic coast to the Pacific, 

Fifth. It will introduce into our population a race of mongrels, 
unfit for our civilization, religion, or liberties, 

Sixth. The land is mainly composed of deserts and mountains 
the deserts blasted by unbearable heat and the mountains covered 
by unmeltable snow. 

Yes, there were kickers, too, in those days, but they kicked 
against the pricks and were forced forward in spite of themselves. 
In vain they protested; in vain they predicted evil; in vain they 
prated about the Constitution; in vain they abused Jefferson as 
to Louisiana, and Polk as to California; in vain they swore they 
would never submit. The great mass of the American people, 
obeying the fundamental law of their heredity, went on in their 
acquisitions, with sublime confidence in their destiny, and now 
behold the glorious results! 

J hate to say it, but the American who belittles expansion be- 
littles not only the mighty statesmen and md heroes who have 
ye paras our country from the Gulf to Lakes and from the 

egheny Mountains to the Pacific Ocean, but he belittles his 
own self and takes from his own head that glorious crown of 
nee which makes an American the foremost man in all the 
world, 


army of 


THE TRUE AMERICAN SPIRIT. 

How different the spirit now animating some men who think 
they are good Americans from that mighty spirit of patriotism 
that blazed up into one universal conflagration two years y 

In the Spanish war the world beheld a marvelous spectacle. It 
saw the North and the South, the East and the West rally around 
the banner of the Republic as the great object of their love and 
loyalty. Fitzhugh Lee and J neepa Wheeler, mighty men who 
had battled for an independent Confederacy from 1861 to 1865, 
now fought side by side with the sons of Grant and Logan, and 
in the Congress of the United States men who served in the Con- 
federate army joined the men who served in the Federal Army in 
voting men, money, and ships to uphold the cause of a reunited 


country. 

There is an inspiring lesson in the very names of the ships 
which wrought the ruin of Spain’s navies. At Manila the Olym- 
Ria apok for the great Northwest, and the Boston for the t 

ortheast. The Concord spoke for the old North and the ti- 
more and Raleigh spoke for the new South, while at San the 
Oregon spoke for the Pacific States, the Texas for the Gulf, the 
pet as for our Atlantic coast, and the Jowa for the great Mis- 
sissippi Valley. Every section and party of our mighty -in- 
one thundered and lightened in the cause of liberty, and ed 


fire and iron hail upon freedom’s enemies. And the descendants 
of the old Norsemen, the sons of the Vikings, were the men behind 
our guns. 

They have another objection to the acquisition of the Philip- 
pine Islands, They say the people have not consented, and that 
we ought to get the consent of the people. Mr. Chairman, when 
did we ever get the consent of any people except those of the State 
of Texas? Never. When we drove the French out of the coun- 
try between the Allegheny Mountains and the Mississippi River 
did we get the consent of the inhabitants? No, sir. 


CONSENT OF THE PEOPLE. 


When we bought Louisiana did we get the consent of the in- 
habitants? Not at all. The inhabitants were opposed to it toa 
man; and when the French flag was pulled down at New Orleans 
thousands of people cried like children to see the flag of their 
country hauled down upon the soil of North America forever. 
Who was President then? Thomas Jefferson, the apostle and high 
priest of Democracy. Did he say anything about the consent of 
the governed? No. He bought the people of Louisiana alon 
with the soil, and as appendages or appurtenances to thesoil; an 
that was Thomas Jefferson! And after we acquired Louisiana 
what did Thomas Jefferson do? He sent a military governor there, 
backed by United States bayonets, and gave that military gov- 
ernor the right to pass just such laws as he saw fit and to execute 
them at the point of the bayonet; and that was Thomas Jefferson! 

No consent of the inhabitants there. When we acquired 
Florida was there any consentof the inhabitants? No; President 
Monroe sent Andrew Jackson, of Tennessee, down to Florida, 
and Andrew Jackson wrote upon a sheet of white paper just such 
laws as he wanted to prevail in the district of Florida, and en- 
forced them by the United States Army. He was at the same 
time military commander, governor, legislature, prise, and 
sheriff, all combined; and he was another of the gods of the Democ- 
racy, and agror god he was, too. Iam willing to sign and sub- 
scribe an affidavit to that effect. If Andrew Jackson were here 
to-day he would be standing side by side with hisillustrious suc- 
cessor, William McKinley, in enforcing the sovereignty of the 
United States over all justly and if at cess Ga it terri- 
ef [Applause.] That is where Andrew Jackson would be, 
and where Thomas Jefferson would be, too, or else they would 
have to go back on the precedents they furnished us in the cases of 
Louisiana and Florida. - 

No, we have never asked for the consent of any poe. Did we 

t the consent of the Mexicans when we annexed Upper Cali- 

ornia? No. Did we get the consent of the Spaniards when we 
annexed Florida? No. Well, now, I want some man to tell me 
whether the French and the Mexicans and the Spaniards are not 
as utah sx es to consult as are the Tagalos and the Visayans in 
the Philippine Islands. Are the French to be written down as 
infants and incapable of giving consent? Are the Spaniards to 
be written down as infants and incapable of giving consent? Are 
the Mexicans of Upper California to be written down as infants 
and incapable of giving consent? No. 


EXPANSION NOW BECOME A POLITICAL QUESTION. 


The question of consent has never been raised in any of our 
acquisitions until this late day; and I want to say this—some on 
my side here may not with me in it, but I believe it to be 
true—lI believe that if William Jennings Bryan had been elected 
President of the United States instead of William McKinley, 
the Yepes war would have come on all the same; that Dewey 
would have sunk the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay all the same; 
that the United States would have acquired the 2 Islands 
all the same; that William Jennings Bryan, by the aid of an 
American army, would to-day be putting down Aguinaldo all the 
same, and that every man on the Democratic side of this House 
would be shouting *‘ Hurrah!” and Amen!“ while some men on 
this side of the House would be kicking. Now, put that in your 
pipes and smoke it. rauker] 
opposition to the acquisition ot the Philippine Islands is 
political, and political only. So far as I am concerned, I welcome 
the issue, because no i. has ever been able to stand u 
against the great wave o erican expansion, and never 
until the time comes to write our epitaph, and not until then; 
and that day may God in his wisdom and mercy put off forever. 

Some say that we may have the right to buy land, but we have 
no right to buy people; and they sarcastically say that if we do 
bu le, they ought to be worth more than $2 a head. 

en we bought Louisiana, some no doubt said, 815,000, 000 
for 150,000 redskins, a hundred dollars per skin!“ But if any- 
body did say it, no man has wasted paper in preserving his name; 
and if he has any descendants (which I doubt, as cowards have 
no children), they are not bragging about it. fe 

When we bought Florida did we not buy Seminoles, alligators, 
bullfrogs, and mosquitoes? And the shallow-brained wits no 
doubt claimed that there was nothing to be admired about the 
territory but its name, 
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When we bought California, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, and New 
Mexico, no doubt the disgruntled politicians of 1848 inquired why 
we paid $15,000,000 for territories we had already conquered by 
the sword; and others wanted to know what use we had for terri- 
tories beyond the Rocky Mountains, when we already had a mil- 
lion square miles of territory this side of the Rockies, inhabited 
by nothing but Indians, buffaloes, and prairie dogs. 

And when a Democratic President bargained away Texas to 
Spain, did he not bargain away the Americans then living in Texas 
without their consent? 

FILIPINOS NO BETTER THAN OUR INDIANS. 

Others, again, say: Are not the Filipinos as much entitled to 
their liberty as we are to ours?” Force rules the world, and all 
our rights are based on force, which is only another name for law, 
We drove out the Indians and robbed them of their lands, just 
as these Indians in their turn drove out a race that lived here be- 
fore them; and thus race drives out race, one religion supersedes 
another, one barbarism Puppini another, one civilization gives 
way to another, asa rule the better always superseding the worse. 

Did not Massachusetts destroy her Indians and murder King 
Philip, who was an Aguinaldo in his day? Did not Virginia ex- 
terminate the Potomac Indians? Did not North and South Caro- 
lina and Georgia drive out their Indians? Did not we Tennes- 
seans expel the Cherokees? Is Aguinaldo any nobler than was 
Pontiac? or Logan? or Tecumseh? or Osceola? or Black Hawk? or 
Captain Jack? or Sitting Bull? or Geronimo? 

No: it is safe to say that these great Indian chieftains were one 
and all the superiors of Aguinaldo, and the red warriors of their 
tribes were far braver and greater lovers of liberty than the 
yellow-faced soldiers of the Philippines; and are we not, to-day, 
areas 200,000 Indians right here in the United States without 

eir consent? 

Another objection that is urged is that we have no use for the 
country. No use for it! That was said in 1753, when we started 
to acquire Mississippi, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, West Vir- 
ginia, western Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin. Why, ari said, We haveplentꝝ of country over 
here on this side of the Allegheny Mountains. England, that is 
nearly two thousand years old, is not thickly populated, and she 
has only 51,000 square miles, while we have got nearly 400,000 

uare miles, and we have enough land on the east of the Alle- 
gheny Mountains to last us ten thousand years. Why, then, 
send our young men off across the Alleghenies to fight the French 
and Indians and bring on war and cause blood to be shed and 
money to be spent?” » í 

But the spirit of expansion, the spirit of the Vikings, was in 
their hardy hearts, and we went forward, Then, when Thomas 
Jefferson acquired Louisiana, they said we did not need it, had no 
use for it, none whatever. So, when we uired Texas, Daniel 
Webster said we had all the country we needed. All the Whigs 
all over the country said we had no use for it. 

Mr. 7 81 * I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. GIBSON, v. A 

Mr. ROBB. I would like to ask the gentleman if he believes 
we are authorized by justice and morals to invade a country and 
take it because we have a use for it? 7 

Mr. GIBSON. My friend and brother, nations do not go to 
Sunday school. If they did, you would to-day surrender all the 
property you have to the Indians—every dollar's worth of it—for, 
from your Sap ene it has all been the result of robbery. 

Mr. ROBB. Ihave another question I would like to ask the 
gentleman. I would like to ask if he thinks that England is jus- 
tified in the course she is now pursuing down in South Africa 
toward the Boers? > 

Mr. GIBSON. Ask me some question about Siberia. R 
ter.] It would have justas much to do with my argument. Such 
a question is an admission that the gentleman has nothing sub- 
stantial to say. 

Mr. ROBB. I have another question n 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
further to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not for such irrelevant questions. No use for 
the country, no use for Texas, no use for Louisiana, no use for 
Florida, no use for California, no use for Oregon, no use for Alaska! 
Why, a member of Congress arose on the floor of this House and 
offered a resolution to give $7,200,000 to any nation on earth that 
would take Alaska off our hands. 

Mr. GAINES. And yet you did not think that they ought to 


have a 115 ns 7 5 i 

Mr. GIBSON. Isee that Iam stirring up the animals, although 
I have tried to keep very quiet. [Laughter.] No use for the 
territory! Iam one of those men who believe in Providence; I 
do not know whether gentlemen on the other side believe in it or 
not, and I do not know whether everybody on this side believes 
in it or not, but I believe init. Ican not understand history any 
other way. I believe there is a Providence in this matter. Mr. 
Chairman, what would have been the condition of North America 
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if the English, the Irish, the Germans, the Danes, the Sw.des, 
and the Norwegians had not come over here? 

Mr. ROBB rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

STATESMANSHIP LOOKS AHEAD ONE HUNDRED YEARS. 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; unless my time is extended, I can not 
yield. What would be the condition of North America? It would 
be one vast wilderness inhabited only by heathen Indians—not a 
church, not a Sunday school, not a Bible, not a civilized man. 
Now see it—the glory of the whole earth, the admiration of all 
nations, and the nearest realization of a heaven on earth yet 
achieved by the children of men. Of course it has cost blood and 
cost treasure; it has caused injustice in individual cases; but we 
do not look at what is to-day or at what will be to-morrow. 
Statesmen look forward a hundred years, and looking forward a 
hundred years, when the Philippines will be likeanew Jerusalem, 
come down from the skies, glorified by Christianity, ennobled by 
civilization, purified by the principles of liberty, and living hap- 
pily under a republican government, then what will become of the 
men who rise in this Congress and want to know whether it is 
right to go and take possession of the Philippine Islands without 


the consent of the people there, * as no doubt four hundred 


years ago there were men in England who said it was wrong to 
come here and dispossess the red men? 

No, Mr. Chairman, we are moving forward and moving on- 
ward, this great army of American civilization and American 
progression. Under the starry banner of Columbia there can be 
no such thing as legalized oppression, no more than there can be 
darkness under the light of the midday sun or iniquity in the 
courts of heaven. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
Objections to the acquisition of Louisiana on the part of members of Congress. 

The uisition of Louisiana, in 1808, was vigorous]: posed in Congress. 
Senator Pickering, of Massachusetts, said: ws Azi e 

“It is declared in the third article [of the treaty] that the inhabitants of 
the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the United States. 
But neither the President and Senate, nor the President and Co are 
3 Suon an act of 5 1 apri in assent o Aie in- 

vi necessary for the admission of a foreign country as an 
associate in the Union.“ 

Senator White, of Delaware, said: 

“But as to Lo this new, immense, unbounded world, if it should 
ever be incorporated into the Union, of which I have no idea, it can only be 
done by amen the Constitution. I believe it will be the greatest curse 
that could at present befall us. It may be productive of innumerable evils, 
and y of one that I fear ever to upon. * * * Thus our citi- 
zens be removed to the immense distance of two or three thousand miles 
from the capital of the Union, where they will scarcely ever feel the rays of 
the General Government.” 

Representative Griswold, of Connecticut, said: 

“The vast and unmanageable extent which the accession of Louisiana will 
pole the United States, the consequent dispersion of peak na ulation and the 

estruction of that balance which it is so important to between the 
Eastern and Western States, threatens, at no very distant day, the subver- 
sion of our Union.” 

Representative Griffin, of Virgi: said: 

“IT fear the effect of the vast extent of our empire; I fear the effects of the 
increased value of labor, the decrease in the value of lands, and the influence 
of climate upon our citizens who should migrate thither. I fear (though 
this land is represented as flowing with milk and honey) that this Eden of the 
New World will proye a cemetery for the bodies of our citizens.“ 

When, in 1811, the bill for the on of the present State of Louisiana 
the mere southern corner of the Louisiana purchase - camo before the House 


of Representatives, J Quincy, of Massachusetts, said: 
“To me it appears that it [the passage of the bill] would justify a revolu- 
it eng NETE it. 


ts, 

tion in this country, and that in no great 1] of 
“I am compelled to declare it as m . tif this bill 

passes the bon sof the Union are 2 dissolved. > 3 


y Sta 
at no erent distance of time, more. I have also heard that the mouth of the 
Ohio will be far to the east of the center of the contemplated empire. * * + 
i osity to the people of New Orleans, but 
e deep conviction that it contains a 8 incompatible with the 
liberties and —— of my country. * * è This bill, it it is a dea 
blow to the Constitution. It may afterwards linger, but, Ingoa, its fate 
will at no very distant period be — 
OBJECTIONS TO OREGON. 

When the bill for the settlement of Oregon Territory came before the Sen- 
ate in 1843, Senator McDuffie, of South Carolina, said: 
ten rae Darp atta ]ĩ§U! avai fortum ANIT fair OAOA 

or t ve a t9 snuff for the whole’ ry. Iwis 

we did oe ownit. I wish it was an impassable barrier to secure us against 
the intrusionof others. This is the character of that country. Who are we 
to send there? Do you think your honest farmers in Pennsylvania, New 
York, or even Ohio or Missouri will abandon their farms to go upon any such 
enterprise? God forbid!” 
2 opposition to the same measure, Senator Dickerson, of New Jersey, 


We have not adopted a system of colonization, and it is hoped we never 
shall. Oregon can never be one of the United States. If we extend our laws 
to it we must consider it as a colony. * * + the Territory of Oregon 


bale become a State, a member of the Union? 
Never. 
„The Union is already too extensive.“ 
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Mr. DINSMORE, Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour to the 
entleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I hope not to 
take all the time the . has yielded to me. I have several 
times discussed the Philippine annexation question and questions 
cognate to it. I have hitherto attempted to discuss the higher 
phases of the question, from the standpoint of human liberty and 
world civilization. I shall discuss it to-day from a lower stand- 
point. L hate to discuss great questions from a groveling standard 
of dollars and cents, but there is a spirit of ‘t commercialism” 
abroad in the land that absolutely demands that that phase of this 
question shall be met. 

On yesterday, while my colleague from Arkansas [Mr. DINS- 
MORE] was speaking, he was interrupted with a question from my 
friend upon my right [Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois] to this effect: 

Suppose the will of the Filipinos were ascertained, and they desired the 
Philippine Islands to be annexed to the United States, would that annexa- 
om ye trom a commercial standpoint advantageous or disadvantageous 


I shall take that as the text of the beginning of whatI have to 
say, and 1 think I can show from the standpoint of American 
agricultural industry, and from the standpoint of the interest of 
American laborers, that the annexation of the Philippine Islands, 
if every Filipino man, woman, and child desired it, would not be 
advantageous to the United States and to its commerce, either ab- 
solutely as an original proposition, or in comparison with what we 
may do under comparatively free trade relations with them by 
3 and when I say comparatively free trade relations, I mean 
a e which shall give us a right to free entry into their ports 
and not give them free entry to ours. 

I think I can make it plain, palpable, and obvious” that the 
most advantageous of these two positions is the position of giving 
these people a protectorate for a time until they learn how to 
stand up and walk by themselves, while we take advantage of the 
fact that we have stretched out our great arm to help them, to 
obtain such commercial expansion as we can, such commercial 
expansion as I believe they will readily grant. Everybody wants 
commercial expansion. 

I believe they will readily grant perpetual free entry of Ameri- 
can products to all their ports, and I believe in doing that we can 
solve the great question which is interesting a great many of you 
gentlemen on that side in your perplexity, namely, how to make 
them a part of the United States and at the same time, in con- 
tradiction of the decisions of the Supreme Court and all prece- 
dents of authority laid down by the retaries of State and the 
great publicists, fix one rate of import duty for New York, another 

or Pensacola and Nogales, and another for Manila, That is the 
task you are confronted with under your plan of colonial acces- 
sion. ‘ 

You can not hope to do this, as I hope to prove, if the Philippine 
Islands become definitely a part of the United States. If you do 
not make them a part of the United States and thereby bring them 
under the uniform-import clause of the Constitution, you can by 
treaty provisions obtain the utmost markets for our goods and 
abundant stations for our Navy, and yet avoid all inj to our 
agricultural interests and our labor and also many troublesome 
3 of citizenship. That is our plan. Commercial expan- 

on pure and simple. 

But before proceeding to that I want to argue the commercial 
question from a present, actual, practical standpoint—the stand- 
point of unwilling Filipinos protesting with arms in their hands 
against annexation and undergoing the process of mili sub- 
jugation. I zopa to prove that annexation will be the death knell 
to some of our g men and to some of our agricultural in- 
terests and a grave menace to others. 

At the very forefront of this question it is well to remember 
that we have in the Philippine Islands to-day, wearing the blue 
uniform of the Republic, 65,000 men. 

It is well to remember that it has been estimated again and 
again—and it is a conservative estimate that, taking the rank and 
file and officers all together of the Army of the United States, that 
Army costs $1,000 per annum per man. A thousand thousand is 
a million, and sixty-five thousand thousand dollars is $65,000,000. 
You are then paying now $65,000,000 for the purposes of . benevo- 
lent assimilation,” as you call it, or for purposes of conquest and 
greed, as I call it. 

But whatever may be the purpose, that is what it is costing the 
people of thiscountry. Whatare you getting asa possibility—not 
as an actuality? You might be getting as a possibility the entire 
trade of the entire Philippine Islands in imports and exports. 
That is the utmost es ility. Of course, however, that is prac- 
ticall . use there are some things which we sell 
that they do not want, and there are some things which they sell 
Which we do not consume. 

But if you take it for granted that we could get the entire trade 
of the entire archipelago, including all the imports and all the 
exports, that neither in, Great Britain, France, China, nor 
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Korea would trade a dollar with them, then upon the present basis 
you would get $30,000,000 a year, for that is the sum total of all 
their exports and imports with all the world as reported by the 
Bureau of Statistics of the United States Treasury Department; 
and if out of the exports on the one side and the imports on the 
other we should get 25 per cent clear profit, the American people 
would make one-fourth of those $30,000,000—some seven or eight 
million dollars. And who would make that? Not the plain peo- 
ple, but capitalists and syndicates, who would carry machi 
and money thither for industrial exploitation, employing not 
American labor, because white men can not labor in the fields 
there—but coolies of every clime and race. Bring this 13 
down to a paltry, miserable, contemptible question of dollars and 
cents, if you choose, and there is where you will find yourself! 

But I have not made a fair calculation, because an American 
soldier in the Philippines, npon a conservative estimate made by 
gentlemen who think the ow what they are talking about— 
and I think perhaps they do know—costs 40 per cent more than 
an American soldier in the United States. This is because of in- 
creased cost of subsistence and immense cost of transportation 
for men and munitions. Therefore your army out there is cost- 
ing you, instead of $65,000,000 a year, $91,000,000 a year, three 
times the amount of the entire import and the entire export trade 
of the entire archipelago with all the world, and over ten times 
all ible profits that could possibly be made out of them. 

. BOUTELL of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 


ns 1 
r. WILLIAMS of oar ya With pleasure. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I have some diffidence in interrupt- 
ing any gentleman in the course of his remarks, but I think some- 
times we may arrive at some honest conclusion by a little inter- 
change of thought. There is a great 75 8. of opinion as to 
just what course we should pursue in the Philippines in the im- 
mediate future. 

I understand the chairman of the Anti-Imperialist League says 
that he believes that we should immediately withdraw all our 
troops from the Philippine Islands and leave them hereafter abso- 
lutely to their own devices. Now, in connection with the gentle- 
man’s remarks as to the expense of the maintenance of the Army, 
I would ask whether in his view that would be the wisest course 
for us now to pursue? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. Chairman, the question is 
a little irrelevant to the immediate point I was discussing; but I 
am always glad to be interrupted by a gentleman so courteous as 
my friend from Illinois, 

have given my opinion upon that question by introducing into 
this House a set of resolutions expressing my views upon it, and 
also by two speeches upon this floor. Sometimes a man is put in 
a position in which he does not want to be put. I have been put 
sometimes in a position in which I did not want to be put. 

Sometimes you find yourself in the midst of a fight, and you 
must fight it out, even though your better judgment tells you 
you ought not to have been in the fight, having been mistaken in 
its incipiency, and that as soon as you can e your e with 
gone antagonist from any honorable a a you better 

o it. Still, you can not stand still and let him knock you down. 
You would rather postpone explanations to him until after the 
fight. Meantime you can consult yourownconscience. I am no 
probing the American conscience and judgment. [Applause. ] 

Now, let me leave that branch of the case and goon. Gentle- 
men may say in answer to my argument, The Army will finally 
be drawn away from the Philippines, and even if that country is 
kept asa ‘part’ of the United States or as a ‘ possession’ or ‘ de- 
pendency ’” (and I care nothing about lan call if what you 
please—let us differ about ideas if we differ at all) “that Army 
will be reduced or entirely done away with.” 

I do not believe it; and I have behind me in my unbelief the 
history of the world. There is not a single instance in which a 
white or Euro race has held in subjection an Asiatic race 
where it has not been found necessary to keep up an immense 
army of occupation, Great Britain has found it necessary in the 
East Indies and in Egypt. France finds it necessary in Algiers 
and in Madagascar. 

All nations have found it necessary wherever they have gone. 
You may stamp out this insurrection except for a few bush- 
whackers here and there; but every three monthsit will break out 
afresh. Is my friend aware of the fact that Great Britain was 
fifteen years in subduing the hill tribes of Jamaica, a miserable 
little country not larger scarcely than a county of Mississippi; 
and that even then, in order to obtain permanent peace. she had to 
enter into a treaty and give those people certain rights of tribal 
autonomy? 

I say that when the so-called war is over you will have to keep 
at least 25,000 men in the Philippine Islands for all time as an 
— f of occupation to prevent further insurrection. At a thou- 
sand dollars a man per year that is $25,000,000, and at 40 
cent increase it is thirty-odd million of dollars per annum, which 
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is more than equal to all the present import and export trade of 
the Philippine Islands with all the world. 

Now, my friends, I want to be perfectly fair. 
say in to that that the present commercial condition in 
the Philippines is not a fair sample of what it may be under the 
American flag when law and order and peace and justice and civ- 
jlization and all those things have been introduced; when it has 
become the New Jerusalem,” as the gentleman from the moun- 
tain district of Tennessee [Mr. GIBSON | said a moment ago. 

Let us be fair. Now, my friends, one of two things is abso- 
Iutely certain, and I want in this connection especially to address 
those men who are engaged in cotton planting, who have been 
led off by the arguments of some men with interested motives 
who have wanted to dupe them into the belief that they would 
obtain a vast market there for cotton and cotton goods, and who 
have been led off also by some other men who are not knavish and 
do not desire to dupe them, but who are themselves ignorant of 
the conditions in the Philippine Islands and who, while duping the 
people, have duped themselves. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will my friend allow me before he enters 
upon that branch of his argument? He has made a very interest- 
ing statement in respect to the money cost of holding the Philip- 

es. I would like to ask him if in the course of his remarks he 
k of the cost in the loss of human life? 


Gentlemen may 


is prepared to s 
Mr. WIL 


remain substantially as they are, or they will be vastly improved 
under our flag. If they remain as they are, then if all the Fili- 
pinos who wear clothes were to put into one gigantic order all the 
cotton they want for a year, and send it within one week to the 
city of New Orleans, it would not create a ripple upon the cotton 
market. 

Now if, npon the contrary, we teach them to wear clothes, either 
in the schoolhouse or u the battlefield, and we produce a con- 
dition of great industrial progression and improvement; if this 
dream that the brown man in the Orient can be imbued with the 
energy, the industry, progressiveness and goaheadativeness of 
white men in the Occident, if that shall be realized; if we should 
succeed in bringing about a vast industrial amelioration of in- 
dustrial and commercial conditions by improved transportation 
facilities, by the introduction of e machinery, — 
equal administration of the law, and by all the instrumentalities 
that can bring that about, then we may possibly create a valuable 
customer. But how will he become a valuable customer? 

How, if not by first becominga better producer? Because, except 
aman have the wherewithal to buy, he can not buy, and except 
he pona something to sell he can not obtain the wherewithal 
to buy. Now, suppose that you put these people in a position 
where they progress more marvelously than Japan has pro; 
Suppose they increase in productive capacity to such an extent 
that they are capable of increasing their purchasing power twenty- 
fold. Upon what lines of increased p uction must they increase 
their purchasing power? What will be the lines of improved and 
increased production? Why, to-day the main exports of the Phil- 
ippine Islands consist of sugar, tobacco, and hemp. 

the tobacco growers of Connecticut and Maryland want to 

uce that sort of ‘‘industrial amelioration” in the Philippine 

ds that will enable men who are employed at 20 cents a day, 

even if their double, as they have done in Japan, to com- 

te Shoat sae f the Connecticut Valley and along the hills of 
arylan 

Do the sugar planters of Louisiana want to get valuable cus- 
tomers for the manufactured goods of this country by enabling 
these people after putting up improved machinery for sugar man- 
ufacture to sell five, ten, twenty, fifty, a hundred fold as much 
sugar as they do now in competition with the Louisiana man who 
raises cane sugar? Does the man out West who has gone into the 
new industry of raising beet sugar want to annex competition? 

You have an object lesson in Hawaii. We gave Hawaiian 
sugar free entry to our ports and capitalists went there, intro- 
duced the best machinery, and imported from all parts of the 
world Japanese, Chinese, Portuguese, East India coolies, Negri- 
tos, and even Tagalos, to compete under the peonage contract 
system with our colored laborers in Lonisiana and white farmers 
in Nebraska. Do you want more of it? 

Congressmen have stood here loud-mouthing their o tion to 
Chinese immigration and to contract importation o bor, and 
these same lawmakers, because they think the le’s eyes are 
not open, have already admitted tens of W Chinese and 


Japs by the annexation of Hawaii, and now prope toađmit10,000,- 
000 of pauper labor and their products to the freedom of trade and 
freedom of travel, secured to all parts of the Union by the Con- 
stitution. For whose benefit? Labor's? No! Syndicates and 
capitalists with money to work paupers? Yes! 

the few hemp raisers who are yet left in the United States 
want to increase competition of that sort? 

What is the capacity to raise these things? We are told in Gov- 
ernment documents that only one-twentieth of their arable land 
is in cultivation. 

But now, my friends, in that connection I will go a little bit 
further. These are the things that the Filipinos to-day export, 
but they are not the only things that they can export or did ex- 
port when they were formerly in a condition of prosperity com- 
parea to what they are now. They then exported a large quantity 
of rice. 

Do the rice growers of Georgia and South Carolina and Lonisi- 
ana want to annex that sort of competition? And that is not all. 
1 find from this Treasury document, page 1313, that as far back as 
1818 these people exported over $25,000 worth of long-staple cotton. 
Remember, they had then no cotton gins, Remember how small 
were our own exportations at that time. 

Some time ago 1 was talking to my friend the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] in the cloakroom, and he told me of a con- 
versation that he had had with one of the Philippine commis- 
sioners about raising long-staple cotton in the Philippine Islands. 
I thought it must be a mistake, but it put me upon inquiry, and I 
consulted this document from which I have n quoting and 
which I have here, issued by the Treasury tment of the 
United States, and I find that in 1818 they actually exported that 
amount of long-staple cotton, 

I find also that they exported ‘“‘homespun fabrics of cotton,” 
on page 1310 of this document, which is entitled Summary of 
Commerce and Finance of the United States for November, 1899.“ 
On page 1311 I find this language: The galleons used to carry 
from there spices, cotton fabrics, silks,” etc. That led me to fur- 
ther investigate this matter, and now I want to tell you why I 
looked into it. 

I come from a section of country that raises long-staple cot- 
ton. I am myself a producer of long-staple cotton. Latel 
Egyptian cotton has been coming in in larger and larger quanti- 
ties, and during three or four seasons the prices of long-staple 
cotton have been cut down from between 14 and 16 cents, its old 
price, to between 7 and 9 cents by Egyptian competition. This 
3 price went up in, owing to a small crop in Egypt. 

uch was the result of the introduction of law and order and 
t, under the equal ad- 
competition at our 


improved machinery and irrigation in 
erm of English laws, in produ 
oors, 

This thing went so far that a great many people down in my 
section of the country, forgetting the traditions of a lifetime 
were knocking at the doors of Congress for a protective tariff 
upon long-staple cotton; men who had spent their lives denounc- 
ing a protective tariff as a robbery of the great mass of the con- 
sumers for the benefit of some class found themselves willing to 


rob the general consumer a bit further in order to benefit them- 
selves. ing a cotton planter, I received a great deal of pres- 
sure to vote fora law to put money by tariff taxation into my 


own pocket, as well as into theirs. 

It may suit the New England cotton manufacturer to get his 
long-staple cottons cheaper than he does now, but it happens to 
be our interest that he should pay eno for them to give us a 
protons our investments and a reasonable living besides. Now, 

find in this book to which I refer (Foreman’s) the following 
language, on page 361: 

— e cotton was formerly extensively cultivated in the province of 
Llocos No: 


whence many years large quantities of cotton stuffs 
were exported. This per TA aas stili exist. he culti on of this staple 
was, however, discouraged by the local 


in to the plant- 
ing of tobacco for the Government — A -s 

I wish to explain to the House here how that came about. The 
Spanish Government instituted, as did many governments in 
Europe, what is called the tobacco monopoly, the Government 
and the politicians and the farmers of the revenue thus becoming 
directly interested in encouraging the 5 of tobacco leaf in 
the Spanish colonies, so that the utmost profit possible might be 
made out of the tobacco monopoly. 

Orders were then issued, of course, from the home Government, 
and the local governors proceeded to discourage the cultivation of 
everything standing in the way of tobacco and to encourage the 
production of tobacco. This they did through revenue laws and 
administrative favoritism, to the enrichment of the monopoly. 
This author furthermore says: Cotton spinning and weaving is 
still carried on on a 8 scale in the Llocos province.“ 

1 ina, furthermore, in Fiske’s “Story of the Philippines,” on 
page 66: 

The long-staple cotton could be easily cultivat and at one time there 


were cotton fields in northern Li It only needs enterprise and 
common sense to make 


uzon. 
cotton raising a valuable industry. 
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Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit me 
to ask him a question there? 0 

Mr. WILL of Mississippi. Les. 3 

Mr. TERRY. Isit nota fact that these various products that 
you have shown would come in ċompetition with others in this 
country will be raised and produced and sent here by corporations 
and syndicates employing cooly labor? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a fact, and I am coming 
to that after a while, We have had an object lesson in Hawaii. 

Mr. TERRY. And has it not been stated here and published 
in the public prints with reference to Cuba and the Philippines 
that un ess a man had a million or more dollars’ capital he could 
not make anything by going there, so that the plain people of this 
country will never be benefited by the present policy of the Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why,I do not know whether 
I can make it as strong asa million; but I am coming to that part 
of it after a while. I the gentleman’s pardon. I did not hear 
him distinctly. The statement he made accords with all I have 
read or heard from Hawaii and the Philippines. 

Now, my friends, these long staple cotton people have been 
knocking here. I am nota protectionist. Iam not willing to lay 
a dollar of taxes upon any human being on the face of this gore 
in order to put an increased profit into my own pocket, but I will 
tell you how far I dogo along that line. {fam not in favor by any 
vote of mine of annexing oriental pauper competition against my 
constituents. 

But, again, my friends, what sort of competition is this that we 
are about to annex? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment to me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. By free trade you would annex the pauper com- 
petition of the whole world. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, my friend, there is not the 
slightest danger of what you call ‘‘free trade,” except when you 
are making a political speech. A Democratic ' tariff for revenue“ 
is “free trade” when you are making pontica speeches. [A 
plause on the Democratic side.] Besides that, free trade with 
those who compete with agriculture and labor alone is one thing, 
and free trade in all things—fair trade—is another. Give us free 
trade with all the world and we will risk it, but do not give us 
legislation which discriminates against the people for whom I now 


speak. 

I will nga pete isd to my friend from Iowa that I heard my 
friend Mr. BAILEY of Texas say rather a thing the other 
day. He said his free-trade principles never been remotely 
staggered except by one thought, and that was the prospect of 
competition, not from the white men, who have a decent stand- 
Rt of living, but from the brown man and yellow man of the 

rient.” 

But to go further in my argument. When I examined this book 
of Foreman —which, by the way I will commend you all to read, 
written by John Foreman, fellow of the Roy Lohr aaig ders 
Society, and entitled The Philippine Islands,” written before 
this controversy arose. and without any political purpose—I found 
there a very important industry growing up in Ta oil, an 
industry of making oil from cocoanut-palm nuts. I found that 
this oil is sent to exactly the same people in Europe who buy our 
cotton-seed oil. 

It is an illuminant and lubricant and at the same time an edible 
oil, and it is being sent to France to mix with olive oil, and sent 
elsewhere to mix with the various other things which furnish 
healthy articles of food for humanity. 

I found it a comparatively new ind . Beginning in 1890, 
the export was 4.653 tons; in 1892 the export had risen to twenty- 
two thousand and a few odd hundred tons in round numbers; 
in 1895 it had grown to 87,000 tons in round numbers; and in 1897, 
even with the war and trouble, it had grown to 53,750. In 1891 a 
arp as factory, with modern appliances, was started near 

au 

Most of the coconnut-oil factories, to use the language of our 
author, are very rough, primitive establishments, built with eight 
or ten posts supporting a nipa-palm-leaf roof, and closed in at all 
sides with split bamboo. The nuts are heaped for a while to dry 
and concentrate the oil; then they are ch up, and aman, sit- 
ting on a board, with his feet works a t e, from which a rope 
is passed over to work to and froa cylindrical block, in the end of 
which is fixed aniron scraper. He picks up the half nuts one at 
a time and on applying them to the scraper in motion the white 
fruit or pith falls into a vessel. These scrapings are then pressed 
between huge blocks of wood to express the oil.” If they can ex- 
port 54,000 tons in round numbers of this oil compressed in this 
crude manner, what amount could they not send out if our capi- 
talists introduced our superb oil-mill machinery? 

Now, take either horn of the dilemma you choose, whether the 
Philippines remain commerciully as they are, when even their en- 
tire trade is not a drop in the bucket to any one of the industries 


of the United States, or whether they improve immensely, in 
which case they must improve along the lines of increased pro- 
duction in sugar, hemp, tobacco, rice, long-staple cotton, and 


copra oil. 

ow. Mr. Chairman, already the has begun to ‘‘come up 
from Macedonia.“ Perhaps the New York press voiced it first; 
but its cry has been reenforced and swollen by the cries of the 
men from the Connecticut tobacco-raising country and from the 
men of the West who are raising sugar beets; and if there be any. 
idea upon the part of any sugar planter of Louisiana to the effect 
that any agreement between Senators can bring around a state of 
things where the Philippine Islands can be kept at one and the same 
time out of the United States and in the United States, or at one 
and the same time kept neither out of the United States nor in 
the United States, they are horribly mistaken. They will find 
out their mistake, and their voices will increase the wail. 

The courts will be called upon to consider the question; and if the 
courts decide as they have hitherto done, if they follow the uni- 
form precedents ing before the time of John Marshall, but 
voiced most forcibly by John Marshall in the case of Blake against 
Loughborough, and then by Justice Curtis, and then by Justice 
Taney, and lastly by Chief Justice Fuller himself, under these prece- 
dents it will be found incumbent on them, if precedents have any 
weight or authority, to decide the first time the question arises, 
when a man has imported goods from San Juan to some port on 
the Atlantic or from Manila in the Philippines to San Francisco, 
and refuses to pay duty, that the Louisiana sugar and the beet 
sugar of the West must meet the competition of the sugar of this 
people in the open markets of the country. 

ow, to return to what I was on the eve of saying when inter- 
rupted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey), what sort of 
competition and by what sort of poopie isit, my friends? Here on 
page 334 of this book Foreman's—I find astatement of the wages 
actually paid in a sugarhouse and sugar factory over there; and 
all my friends from sugar and cotton districts will understand 
that men employed three months—a sort of harvest time in a 
sugar warehouse area superior class of labor to those who are em- 
ployed in ordinary cotton-field work: 

Let me give you what these men are paid, One hundred labor- 
ers, $1.50 per week for the season of three months. They are the 
high-priced ones, employed in harvest time.” Forty laborers, at 
$4 a month for the whole year round. Four overseers—God save 
the mark—are paid the munificent wage of $6 per month each the 
whole year round. I find but two men that get money enough to 
keep soul and body together, one a machinist, who gets $30 a 
month, and another a manager, who gets a salary of 81, 500. 

Then I find this curious entry here: Food for the laborers dur- 
ing the whole time of service,” 145 laborers, for all these laborers 
for a year, “$2,000!” Something less than $15 apiece a year to feed 
the whole business! I suppose the high-priced fellows who got $6 
a month lived high, and that must have brought down the average 
for the others. t is the sort of competition you are introduc- 
ing here—annexing unnecessarily. 

ow, my friends, I say that ‘‘cries have come up from Mace- 
donia,” and they have begun to have some effect. Why, some 
time the President said it would be rank injustice to tie 
Puerto Rico to us as a part of the body politic and then starvo 
her to death with a protective tariff. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] introduced a bill 
in this House along the lines of the President’s recommendation, 
and a bill was introduced in the Senate, and then your ultra-pro- 
tectionist constituents came after you and you got scared to death; 
then the Ways and Means Committee appointed a “subcommittee 
on lexicography to determine what the words United States” 


meant. 

John Marshall had decided, in Blake against Loughborough, 
that it was the name our ancestors chose to give to the great 
public and that itincluded every Territory and foot of ground over 
which the United States had 2 But John Marshall was 
to be forgotten, Jay was to be forgotten, Hamilton, Daniel Web- 
ster, all the great masters of the school of loose construction, as 
well as those of the strict construction school, were to be forgotten. 

The Supreme Court decisions had to be 5 Political 
necessity,” the t's plea, entered into this House of Represent- 
atives, so that I understand that it has been now authoritatively 
re by a majority of the Ways and Means Committee that 
United States” does not include the Territories of the United 
States. This is official,“ as theysay in Pinafore.“ Why? Ah, 
because the Connecticut tobacco growers were beginning to find 
out something. The western sugar-beet raiser was beginning to 
see a little farther than the end of his nose. 

Louisiana sugar planters had found a new “nigger in the wood 
pile,” who was not as useful as the one they havenow. Men were 
waking up to the “cries from Macedonia.” Moreover, laboring 
men from this country had learned something about the decisions 
in that august tribunal, the Supreme Court a court which Idecline 
to believe to be either corrupt or a political machine even to this 
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day. I believe it will stand as ithas stood so many times athwart 
3 path of political necessity and athwart the path of party am- 
ition. 
The laboring men began to find out that the Constitution not 
only guaranteed freedom of trade between the States, but freedom 


of travel as well as freedom of traffic. They began to find out 
that the great Chief Justice of this country had announced that, 
in the opinion of the Supreme Court, when we annex a territory. 
at the moment we annex the land we annex the inhabitants, and 
when you annex them you annex them as citizens of the United 
States entitled to all the civil and personal liberties and rights of 
citizens—not the power to vote, of course, because that is a priv- 
ilege and not a right under our laws—but all the personal and 
civil rights, including the right to remove from Manila to San 
Francisco or New York, 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what opinion does the gentleman find that 
decision? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam going to cite that anda 
great many more in a few minutes. I will cite them in a few 
seconds, Do not be uneasy. The laboring men began to find 
out that cases had gone up from nearly every Territory when it 
was in its infancy, some of them involving the application of the 
eight first amendments, containing the Bill of Rights, some of 
them involving the construction of the import clause declaring 
that imports shall be uniform in all parts of the United States,” 
and some involving other personal rights of various sorts. 

But gentlemen say—and I want to state their position before I 
undertake to answer it We are not going to subject our people 
to this competition; we are not going to make the Philippines ‘a 
part’ of this country; we are going to make them ‘a possession’ 
of the Republic, ‘a dependency’ of the Republic, ‘a colony’ of 
the p aig Words, idle words! Pure, unadulterated political 
wind! 

Why, my triends, you can not have an imperio in republica; you 
can not have an empire within the Republic. We have a written 
constitution, and that written Constitution created the Govern- 
ment. How can a government which is the creature of a written 
constitution legally govern anything in any manner except in the 
manner provided by the constitution which created it and gave it 
power within its own limits to legislate? Daniel Webster him- 
self said that no government upon the American Continent pos- 
sessed, in the European sense, sovereignty; that sovereignty was 
in the people who had created both the Constitution and the State 
and the National Governments. 

And when the people of the States created the Federal Govern- 
ment it was merely through the instrumentality of that Constitu- 
tion and within its limits, not outside of it, that they created it. 
It is barbarous and absurd to s of a government which is 
a creature of the constitution which can, through its congress, 
impose laws upon a people, and at the same time deprive those 
people of the right to appeal to the highest law—its own creator 
and source—namely, the constitution itself; which gave birth to 
the government. 

On this question we are met by two different sets of men, giving 
two different answers. The rough soldier, in the person of Gen- 
eral Merritt, is reported in the newspapers as saying—whether he 
said it or not We have outgrown the Constitution; what is the 
use of talking about it?” 

And then men like a distinguished Senator whose name I have 
in my mind, coming from a State whence good lawyers have 
come, made a i elaborate argument upon the floor of the 
Senate to prove that every father of the Republic was wrong, 
that the Constitution itself was wrong when it said all powers 
not granted to the Government are reserved to the States and to 
the people, and that this is a government of delegated, not in- 
herent powers. This Senator undertook to show thatin foreign 
affairs, at any rate, this Government has all the “inherent” rights 
of Great Bri $ 

But, my friends, with all due deference to both sides—the im- 
pulsive explosion of the ts, soldier—to be excused because he 
entertained, of course, the habitual and professional contempt of 
the soldier for civilinstitutions—and the argument of the lawyer— 
all this is absurd, You can not hold the Philippines at one and 
the same time outside of the Union and inside of te Union. 

You can not legislate for foreigners if they be foreigners; and 
if they be not foreigners, then they must be inhabitants of the 
territory of the United States; and if that territory shall have 

annexed, then its inhabitants were annexed; andif annexed, 
they were annexed as cititizens, because we can not have subjects. 
As the Supreme Court says—and I will refer to the language in a 
momentis very moment and fact of annexation works a change 
of allegiance, 

On common-sense principles the opposite contention would not 
do for a people with a written constitution. : 

Mr. TA EY. Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississ pei. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How did the men who made the Constitution 


legislate for the people inhabiting the territory northwest of the 
river Ohio? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the world—— . 

Mr. TAWNEY. How did they do it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have 
heard a dissertation this morning on the history of the United 
States; I do not want to go into another one. The gentleman cer- 
tainly knows that they never undertook to legislate for the North- 
western Territory until after the States that had a title to the 
Northwest Territory had ceded that territory to the government 
ue ne Confederacy. That was before the Constitution went into 
effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But howdid the men who made the Constitu- 
tion—the men who sat in the First Congress of the United States— 
legislate for that territory? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, when they made the 
Constitution itself were they not legislating for Virginia and Mas- 
sachusetts and Connecticut? Were they not legislating for all 
the parts of Virginia and Massachusetts and Connecticut? And 
when those States ceded those lands to the Government, did not 
the Government have to accept the cession, and did they not 
thereby become a part of the public domain—a part of the Union 
and subject to further 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not in the judgment of the men who made 
the Constitution, because they reenacted the ordinance of 1787, 
making that territory a part of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then it was not a part of the United States 


before, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This reenactment was deemed 
necessary. or at any rate advisable, ey ae in the meanwhile they 
had founded a new Government entirely; a new Government had 
been formed by the accession of the various States, some of which 
had formerly owned this land; and it became necessary that these 
eat i a become a part of the new Government as well as of | 

e old, 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Lask it because I value the gentleman’s opinion; 
not with any desire to antagonize his views. 

I find in the United States Statutes at Large å treaty ot alliance 
between France and the United States, under the dateof February 
6, 1778—eleven years before the Constitution wasadopted—a treat 
which was annulled nine years after the Constitution was adopt 
That treaty contains in Article V this language: 

Conquests that shall belong to the United States: 

If the United States should think fit to attempt the reduction of the Brit- 
ish power remaining in the northern parts of America or the islands of the 
Bermudas, those countries or islands, in case of success, shall be confederated 
with or dependent upon the said United States. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 
SILAS DEANE. 
ARTHUR LEE. 


Why, for the easiest reason in 


What did that mean? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That was a recognition on the 

rt of France and of the controlling authorities of the United 

tates that the United States, being engaged in war with Great 
Britain, had a right to make conquests—a right not disputed by 
any judge of any court. It admitted the right to acquire terri- 
tory by conquest, which has never been disputed, I believe, by 
anybody. 

France and the United States thereby entered into a treaty 
that these lands should become and remain, if conquered, a part of 
the United States. I suppose the purpose upon the part of France 
was to keep the Uni States from ceding them back in the 
treaty of peace to Great Britain and thereby arming her great 
he ay enemy with additional territorial power as against her, 

Mr. HILL. But what would be their relation as dependencies 
of the United States? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of array cee They could not have been 
„dependencies“ of the United States in any sense excluding them 
from the benefits ofthe Union. That proves that even great men 
sometimes use words which seem to mean one thing when they 
mean to express other things. 

In a certain sense everything is a ‘‘dependency” of the United 
States; but our Supreme Court has held that when a Territory 
and its population me a ‘‘ dependency” of the United States, 
it becomes a part of the United States; that the population 
become citizens of the United States, and that they are land and 
people—alike covered by the Constitution as by a blanket; that 
every right guaranteed by the Constitution to anybody is guaran- 
teed to them, : 

Now, gentlemen, I want to givesome of these authorities. And, 
by the way, I will say to gentlemen who are seeking informa- 
tion that I bought a number of the Conservative Review for Feb- 
ruary, 1899. The first article which appears in it is entitled The 
8 and absolutism,” I do not know the man who 
wro 
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I never heard of him until I read this article, but it is the most 
masterful and exhaustive compilation and collocation and analy- 
sis of authorities upon this question that I ever saw. He starts 
out in the beginning by saying that he is not going to quote asin- 
gle publicist or statesman who belongs to the so-called “strict- 
construction” school, because their authority would carry little 
weight with a great many men who are imperialists, but that he 
intends to quote Jay and Hamilton and and William 
Everett and Daniel Webster among his statesmen, and the Su- 
preme Court. with its binding decisions. 

Then he takes up every decision that Senator PLATT referred to 
in his speech in the Senate and traces it back, and, with the one 
pouar exception of an utterance in an interruption upon the 
part of Daniel Webster on the floor of the Senate, every one of 
them is shown to be either misquoted or misconstrued. 

Now, I will read you some of them. Alexander Hamilton is the 
father of Federalism, and through Federalism the father of the Re- 
publican PAS ‘ 

Alexander ilton thus announced the rule for determining 
the constitutionality of a proposed measure: 

o a thin any of t wers,” 

ERA if the TAASTE DAYO an obvious relation to thet end, ends not TOE MINASO 

any provision of the Constitution, it may safely be deemed to come within 
the compass of the national authority. 

Note the language. If the end be comprehended within the 
Constitution,” then the means need not be 1 stated. In 
other words, if you have the right as an end to acquire territory, 
then on can acquire it by one means or another not necessarily 
specified. If you have the right as an end to carry on a bankin 
business, then you have a right as a means to issue a charter, an 
soon. What is the end? y, it must be a constitutional end, or 
else it can not be comprehended within” any of the clauses of 
the Constitution. 

Chief Justice Jay announced the same doctrine, and Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall declared: 

The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution; and the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given, or given by necessary implicati: 

This instrument contains an enumeration of tne powers exp: y granted 
by the people to the Government. 


Daniel Webster asserted the same rule. In the “Reply to 


Hayne” he said: 
The National Government those powers which it can be shown 
the people erred upon it, and no more. The people erected this Gov- 


ernment. They gave it a Constitution, and in that Constitution they have 
enumerated the powers which „ parow on it. ey have e it a 
limited Government. They have defined its authority. ey have restrained 
it to the exercise of such powers as are granted. 

It is a Government of strictly limited powes; of enumerated. ed, 
and particularized powers; and whatever is not granted is withheld. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Miss port kag One moment, sir. 

And right in that connection, Daniel Webster, in that same 
speech, gave utterance to the thought that I mentioned amoment 
a 


go. 

You remember for a long time there was a great quarrel in this 
country as to where sovereignty“ rested, whether in the Fed- 
eral Government or in the State government, and Daniel Webster 
said that in the European sense there is no sove: ty in any 
government here; that the people were sovereign; they havecreated 
the existing governments, and can uncreate them; the people 
created the States, and then the people of the States, respectively, 
created the Fedéral Government by means of the Constitution, 
and created it to operate within the limits of that Constitution. 

Now, the people, the sovereigns, can change your Federal Con- 
stitution whenever they please by amending it. . 
in the proper way Siy can absolutely nullify and annul it. How? 
Why, they could hold a new constitutional convention, repeal the 
old Constitution, and pass a new one, or they could even go so 
far, if they chose, as to hold a new constitutional convention, all 
of them being represented there, and repeal this present Consti- 
tution without putting anything in its place, thus relegating us 
to the unwritten constitutional law of the English-speaking race— 
the common law. 

But until your Constitution is altered, amended, or annulled, 
then, no man can vote against its plain, palpable, and obvious pro- 
visions without committing perjury in the sight of the great Bod 
before whom he raised his hand when he was sworn in as a mem- 
ber of this House. 

_ Why, gentlemen, but for the miserable plea of political neces- 
sity nobody ever would have been bold enough to announce that 
any part of this globe could be at one and the same time neither 
in the Union nor out of the Union; or, if in the Union, that it 
would not be in the same Union that you and I are in, namely, 
the Union created by the Constitution, governed by the Consti- 


1 See Jay’s Writings and Correspondence, Volume III. 300. 
Martin faias Hunter’s Lessee, 1 Wheat., 304, a Se 


2 Seo 
3 See Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat., page 1. 


tution. and which breathes and lives and has its being within the 
limits of the Constitution. 

But let us go on and read some more. 
all ot these authorities in this Review, but I am going to put nearly 


Jam not going to read 


every one of them in the RECORD. Let us read from some of the 
text writers. Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, page 11—— 

Mr. Morris rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
I = ised to yield to him. 

. MORRIS. Did the gentleman from whom you read give 
all the quotations or did he pretend to give all the quotations 
from Daniel Webster on this subject? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; Iam going to give some 
more in a minute, and one of them seems to be on your side, and 
after I have read it I am going to Lg Soar it. 

Mr. MORRIS. Since you are on that subject—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman excuse 
me if I ask him to tell me what the case is to which he would 
refer? Was it the speech of Webster in the Senate when he was 
discussing the Calhoun resolutions? If so, I have it here and it 
will go into my remarks. 

Mr. MORRIS. I refer to a speech in the Senate of the United 
States as late as the year 1848. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, how much time 
have I left? I ask because I think the speech of Webster referred 
to will be covered by me if I can go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes left. 
Mr. MORRIS, I will allude to the matter when I come to it in 

own remarks. 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I want toask the gentleman in reference to the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States which he says 
holds that when we annex territory to the United States we thereby 
make the inhabitants of that territory citizens of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For the gentleman’s benefit I 
will come to that case first, although it is not in the immediate 
line of my argument, and I think it is a little out of the way to 
have me come to that first. I will come to it now, however, if I 
can findit. Here it is. 

It has been stated by the Supreme Court that, even independent 
of an express stipulation by treaty, the allegiance of the inhabit- 
5 the territory acquired is ipso facto transferred to the United 

Now, here is the language of the court, and the justice who 
8 this decision was Chief Justice Marshall himself. 

ere is the language: 


The same act which transfers that territory transfers the allegiance of 
hose who remain in it. 
Does that make them citizens under the Con- 


Mr. TAWNEx. 
stitution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, if aman 
is not a citizen of the country to which he owes his allegiance, if 
that country be the United States, what is he? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does that make him a citizen under the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly. Itmaynotmake 
him a voter, but it makes him a citizen, entitled to the personal 
and civil rights guaranteed by the first eight amendments, con- 
taining our Bill of Rights, and to all the other trading and per- 
sonal guarantees of the Constitution. Ihave quoted from 1 Peters, 
511. But the Supreme Court goes further, and the Chief Justice, in 
Boyd against Thayer (114 U. S. Reports, page 159), says: 

The eee Boe the inhabitants of a territory acquired by conquest or 
cession becomes that of the government under whose dominion they pass. 

Mark the language, “ nationality.” If a man’s nationality is 
American, then he is a citizen. Can the gentleman deny it? 

Why! Is the gentleman . contend that the United States 
can have subjects? I ask you that, and I dare you to say that. 

Mr. TA EY. No, sir; I donot say so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then what can the United 
States have except citizens? If they are all equal and of American 
“nationality,” then vepar American citizens. If not citizens, 
then I ask 7 again what they are? Ichallengeareply. If not 
subjects, what else can inhabitants be except citizens? Iawait a 
topy from any of you. 

r. RICHARDSON. Mugwumps. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If they are not citizens, what 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 


m 


are they? 
Mr. WEEKS. Inhabitants of the Territory. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, inhabitants! Well, then, 


if an inhabitant is neither a subject nor a citizen, what is he? 
Mr. . They are Republican microbes. [Latghter.] wes 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A gentleman says they ars 
“international Se baba eo erhaps that is an answer. It is 
as satisfac as eny that can be given. 
Mr. Will the gentleman define what Indians are? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Indians are recognized as for- 
eign tribes—aliens—under our wardship or under our - 
ship or protectorate or suzerainty, and we make treaties with 
them, just as if they were foreign powers. We do not pretend, 
except through those treaties or authority given by the treaties 
to exercise any power over the Indian lands or the Indian people. 


Be etre 
$; N. Will the gentleman say whether they are subjects 
or whether they are citizens? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are foreigners; I have 
told you they are not citizens of the United States, Some are 
citizens of the Choctaw Nation, some of them are citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation, and they are bound by our authority only so 
far as they themselves haye consented to be bound by it through 
treaties. [Applause.] 

Sometimes, to be sure, we have forced them to make treaties; 
but always we have forced obedience under the pretense of treaties; 
and when we pretend to exercise any authority over them at all, 
it is in pursuance of treaties made with them. They are called in 
the Constitution“ Indians not taxed.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Following up the gentleman's suggestion, I would 
like him to ask the gentleman on the other side if the proposition 
= to give to the inhabitants of those islands the same status as the 

dians? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will not answer that. 
[Langhter.] The United States can not have any subjects. I 
challenge any man on that side to say that the United States can 
have subjects. Ihave waited for a reply. No man has said so, 
and no man will say so. 

No man will get up and say wecan haveanimperiuminrepublica, 
or an empire within the Republic, and yet, upon the other hand, 
there is not one of you who will rise in his seat and say—and Ichal- 
lenge you to do so, and will pause for reply—that he would be 
willing to admit these Philippine Islands, with their 10,000,000 
people, at any time as States in the American Union. I dare any- 
one to say it. I dare you to go on record. Is there one of you? 
Not one. 

Mr. WEEKS rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, one sentence and then I 
will yield to the gentleman. t us not play with fire; let us be 
frank and honest with one another and frank and honest with the 
3 If you are going to make subjects of these people, and 
make them subjects of an eternal, perpetual, imperial, military 
denporan, say so bravely. 

y friends, I state to you frankly and with a full intent to 
mean all I say, that, as far as I am concerned, when I hear people 
say, I am in favor of Philippine annexation, but I am opposed 
to imperialism,” my reply is that I am much more opposed to an- 
nexation of the Philippines in its old, historic American sense— 
that is, the expansion of our institutions over them and their part- 
nership as equals with us in the Union—than I am to the new-fan- 
gled doctrine of imperialism. 

As much as I would hate tosee the Declaration of cp yf poner 
throwntothe winds, as muchas I would hate toseetheold, historical 
landmarks of Washington's Farewell Address forgotten, as much 
as I should hate to see the Constitution amended so that we might 
have subjects, I would rather frankly change the Constitution, I 
would rather be relegated to the unwritten constitution of the 
English-speaking race—the common law itself—than to admit 
10,000,000 barbarians like those to share and share alike with me 
and my children and my grandchildren in molding the desti- 
nies of this great Republic—the last hope of all the for popu- 
lar freedom and for the demonstration of the fact that man can 
govern himself. [Applause.] 

Ah, but gentlemen tell me that these people over there are not 
fit to govern themselves. In what chancel of God were you made 
the judges? I am willing to stand by them for five years or for 
ten years until they prove they can govern themselves, if they can 
not now. But I tell you, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, that the right of self-misgovernment is no less divine than 
the right of self-government. I am sure only that they have no 
divine or other right to govern or misgovern me. But to govern 
themselves; that is different. 

Who is to pronounce the judgment? Where will you stop if you 
once begin to take people who can not govern themselves and say 
that they must be governed by meand yon or by Great Britain or 
France or Germany or by somebody else? id not Admiral 
Dewey say that these people were more competent for self- 
government than the Cubans, and do not you and I know that the 
Cubans are more car! ogee and capable of self-government than 
the Nicaraguansand the Costa Ricans and the Venezuelans? And 
yot we are not waging a war on Nicaragua or Costa Rica to estab- 

ish gur militaty tutelage because they can not govern themselves. 


— T have as high a regard for the white man as any man that ever 


existed. Iam perhaps fanatical in my race pride. I believe that 


God has chosen our race as the instrumentality for the propaga- 
tion of all that is civilized and all that is cultured in this world. 


But at the same time, my friends, no man can ever learn self-gov- 
ernment when held in tutelage. Lord Macaulay said, and said 
well, that if you keep a man in darkness until he can stand the 
light, he would remain in darkness forever. So it is with man’s 
capacity for self-government. I will now yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan, who wanted to interrupt me. 

Mr. WE . I want to ask the gentleman if, in the treaty of 
Paris, the inhabitants of Puerto Rico were not mentioned as in- 
habitants, and did it not differ from the other treaties like the 
treaty of Mexico? Now, did it not leave to Congress alone the 
decision as to what should be done with these people? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, they put the 
word“ inhabitants“ in the treaty purposely, I Suppan because they 
did not want to tell whether they were going to hold them assub- 
jects or keep them as citizens. But that stands for nothing; any- 
body is an inhabitant; you might be an American citizen, for 
. and yet an inhabitant of Italy. I do not think that is 
relevant. 

Mr. WEEKS. Did not the treaty leave it to the Congress to 
settle the status of these people? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I catch the gentleman's 
point. The gentleman now is going to the point of contention 
that if the ordinary law of Congress is not superior to the Consti- 
tution, then a treaty, as a special sort of a law, is superior to the 
Constitution. 

A treaty is butalaw. That question has also been settled by 
the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court has held that the Con- 
stitution is the highest law of this Jand, no matter what other 
sort of law may be brought into clash with it. I did not under- 
stand at first what the gentleman was talking about. 

Now, I go on with some of these authorities. 

There are some things here which are so strong that I want to 
ay them to this House. Here is the language of Mr. Justice 

cLean: 


In organizing the government of a Territory Congress is limited to means 
appropriata to the attainment of the constitutional object. 
o powers can be edema which are hibited y, the Constitution or 


communities who have been annexed to the Union by conquest or pannas 


no more 
power can bec ed or exercised than is necessary to th 
end. This is the limitation of all the Federal powers. 
And Mr. Justice Curtis said of the power of Con over the Territories: 
“I can not doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory, by such laws as Congress deems needful, until they obtain admission 


It is a striking fact that Chief Justice in a memorable opini 
finds the sole and entire defense of our system torial . 


-as States. 


hiy presented as to whether the Consti- 
tution contemplated or permitted a colonial system. Chief Justice Marshall, 


y 
tion for the Territories of the United States. 
Now, let me read another citation stronger even than that: 
During the interim between the decision in borough vs. Biake and 
—.— in tt vs. Sanford that tribunal had distin i ray pen the samo 
vs. n 
(3 How., pages 221,223), and that case wasin that particular fully afti: in 
ae of Shively vs. Bowlby (152 U. S., page 49), in which the court 
asse z 

“t The Territories acquired by Congress, whether by deed of cession from the 
original States, or by — — a foreign country are held with the object 
as soon as their population and condition justify it of being admitted into the 
Union as States, upon an equal footing with the original States in all respect: 
and the title and dominion of the tide watersand the lands under them arehel 
by the United States for the benefit of the whole people, and as this court 
has often said, in trust for the future States.“ 

In the same case the court, samming up its concl adds (page 57): 

“Upon the acquisition of a territory by the United States, whether by 
cession from one of the States, or by treaty with a foreign country, 2 
discovery and settlement. the same title and dominion passed to the Uni 
States for the benefit of the whole people, and in trust for the several States, 
to be ultimately created out of the territory.” 

In Murphy ts. Ramsay (114 U. S., page 45) to the same effect it was said: 

The power of Congress over the Territories is limited by the obvious pur- 
poses for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfied by measures 
which prepare the people o the Territories to become States in the Union,” 

The same doctrine is distinctly laid down by Mr. Justice Field in Weber us. 
Harbor Commissioners (18 Wallace, page 65). and it is notable that all these 
later decisions contain express references to the Dred Scott decision for the 
8 they announce. i 

he views of the late Mr. Justice Cooley fully coincide with those above 
stated. In his Constitutional Law (pages 169 to 170), he says: 

“It could never have been understood that any territory which by pur- 
chase, cession, or conquest should at s time come under the control of the 
United States should permanently be held in a Territurial condition, and the 
new States which have been formed of territory acquired by treaty must be 
suj Ora AO eee een into the Union in strict compliance with the 
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He cites Scott vs. Sanford (449 How., 447), and continues: 
And when territory is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 


therofrom and to receive them into the Union must follow of not only 
because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States without re- 
striction, but because it would be inconsistent with institutions founded on 
the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Government 
should retain territory under its imperial rule and deny the people the cus- 
tomary local institutions.“ 

The same learned authority, ee pere as did Chief Justice Marshall, 
between the Hoy mere 5 tates and the American colonies under 

nts ou 
ifferences which are important and, indeed, vital. The first of 
these is that the Territorial condition is understood under the Constitution to 
be merely tem and prepara‘ and the people of the Territories, 
while it continues, are assured of the right to create and establish State in- 
stitutions for themselves as soon as the population shall be sufficient and the 
local conditions suitable; while the British colonial system contained no provi- 
sion or assurances of any but a dependent government indefinitely.” (Page 38.) 


Besides being thus embodied in the jurisprudence of the coun- 
try, the doctrine in question is fully supported by our political 


osophy. 

„Edward Everett finely points out ‘the inherent incongruity of 
colonial government with the principles of constitutional liberty.’ 
He analyzes that form of government and shows that ‘in its very 
nature it is inconsistent with the requirements of constitutional 
freedcm, either to the colony or the mother country,’ and that it 
‘obstructs the growth of liberty in the colonies and favors the 
Gene of arbitrary power in the mother country. (Everett's 

orks, Volume I, page 530; also Volume II, page 489.) 

Daniel Webster's Works, Volume V, page 300, says: 

In the which I have acted in public life it has been my P dora ce to 
maintain the people of the United States what the Constitution designed to 
make them—one people, one in interest, one in character, and one in political 
Feeling. If we depart from that we break it all up. Arbitrary governments 
may have territories and distant possessions because arbitrary governments 
may rule them by different laws and different systems. Russia — rule in 
the Ukrane and provinces in the Caucasus and Kamchatka by different 
‘dinances, or ukases. We can do no such thing. They must be of us, 
part of us, or else stranger. 


* 
3 in opposing the annexation of Mexico to the Union, 
5 1 out 1 SA t it would be impossible to incorporate that territ 

to the Union or to admit it as a State. He showed that if annexed it wou 
have to be ruled as a dependent province or colony, which, he declared, 
would be totally incompatible with the Constitution and in the end subver- 
sive of our free institutions. 


Note also the following language from Pomeroy’s Constitutional 
Law, section 492: 


But is e e absolute over these districts or territories? Is it, like the 
British Par 


a as well to that legislation of Con which is conce: exclu- 

. the District of Columbia, or with the Territories, as to that 
is concerned with the States. 

reasoning which leads to this conclusion is irresistible. A bill of 

rict of Columbia and for the 

is organized into 


ngress should be hed round 
© inhabitants of States, who 
protected by their local governments, how much more nec- 
should be restrained while | ting for the 

an exclusive 


ht necessary 
with restrictions while it is legisla 
may be partially 
essary that the same y 
parce wt of those districts and Territories over which it 
contro! 


Chief Justice Marshall, in Blake vs. Loughborough, says: 


The power, Leng ey lay and collect duties, imposts,and excises may be ex- 
ercised, and must exercised, throughout the United States. Does this 
term designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 
88 this question gan tof but one answer. It is the name given to 
our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The District 
of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less within the United 
States than Maryland or 55 and it is not less n on the 
principles of our Constitution, t uniformity in the imposition of e 
duties. and excises should be observed in the one than the other. 5 


In the early days of the Republic the first judges of the Supreme 
Court had announced substantially the same principle as that above 
quoted from Chief Justice Marshall, In the case of United States 
vs. More it was declared: 


The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the United 
States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition, or wherever he may be, 
within the territory of the United States, who has not a right to its protection. 


Upon the point under consideration the language of the Dred 
ae decision is explicit and decisive. Chief Justice Taney de- 
red: 


The power of Congress over the person and property of a citizen can never 
be a mere discretionary power under our Constitution and form of govern- 
ment. The power of the Government and the rights and privileges of the 
citizen are regulated and plainly defined by the Constitution itself. And 
when territory mes a t of the United States the Federal Government 
enters into possession in the character impressed upon it by those who created it. 

It enters u it with its powers over the eitizen strictly defined and lim- 
ited by the Constitution, from which it derives its own existence, and by 
virtue of which alone it continues to exist and act as a government and soy- 
ereignty. 1t has no power of any kind beyond it, and it cun not when it enters 
a territory of the United States put off its character and assume discretionary 
or despotic powers which the Constitution has denied to it. 

It can not create for itself a new rated from the citizens of the 
United States and the duties it owes them under the provisions of the Con- 
stitution. The Territory being part of the United States. the Government 
and the citizen both enter it under the authority of the Constitution, with 
their respective rights defined and marked out. and the Federal Government 
can exercise no power beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully 
deny any right which it has reserved. * * è 


The 
„6 
2 „ pened including those poritons of it remaining 
si x 
under eee as well as that cov by the States. 

In these propositions Mr. Justice Curtis concurred. They have 
also, as we shall see, been frequently affirmed by the Supreme 
Court, and Mr. Pomeroy, in his Constitutional Law, says of this 
part of the opinion of the Chief Justice: 


The position assumed by the court that Congress in the exercise of its cy — 
lative function for the Territories is bound by the restrictive clauses of 

bill of rights, can not be successfully attacked. Indeed. 
ence whether that body proceeds under the express grant of Article [V, or 
under its power implied in the — 5 to acquire and hold additional soil. 
In either case, it is equally hedged round and trammelled by the safeguards 
of individual rights that are contained in the first eight amendments. 


The doctrine has also been enunciated in recent decisions of the 
Supreme Court, oftentimes with express reference to the Dred 
Scott case, : 

In Murphy vs. Ramsey the Supreme Court declared: 

The people of the United States as sovereign owners of the national Terri- 
tories have sirens power over them and their inhabitants. In the exercise 
of this sovereign dominion they are esented by the Government of the 
United States, to whom all the powers of government over that subject have 
been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed in the Con- 
stitution, as are necessarily implied in its terms, or in the purposes and objects 


of the s power itself. 

* * The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories 
are secured to them as to other citizens by the principles of constitutional lib- 
erty which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national. 

In National Bank vs. County of Yankton, the court, by Chief 
Justice Waite, on page 133, asserted: 

All territory within the jurisdiction of the United States not included 
within any State must necessarily be governed by or under the authority of 
Congress. The organic law of the Territory takes the place of a con- 
yest asthe 88 law of the pa . a ‘ot oo 
gress is supreme ‘or 35 s departmental autho: 
the powers of the people of fhe nited States, except such as Rave hock am: 
pressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the Constitution. 

In Callan vs. Wilson, which was a criminal prosecution by in- 
formation in the police court of the District of Columbia, the 
accused claimed that the right of trial by jury was secured to him 
by the third article of the Constitution, as well as by the fifth and 
sixth amendments. The court held that the articie and amend- 
ments of the Constitution referred to applied to the District of 
Columbia, saying in part:” 

There is nothing in the of the Constitution or of the original amend- 
ments to justif. assertion t the people of the District may be lawfully 
deprived of the benefit of any of the constitutional guarantees of life, liberty, 
and property. * * We can not think that the people of this District have 
in omg an Sey less rights than those accorded to the people of the Territories 
of the United States. 


The author of Absolutism, or the Constitution, well says in 
conclusion: 


ich the Con- 


it can make no differ- 


can be assigned to its power: What 
States living in its tory 
ion? What could restrain a dominant faction in Congress from establishing 
the President as omperor or king uver newly sararea territory and investing 
oriental despo ? Esi 
o u- 


t doctrines 
t their welfare aud safety 


half constitutional and half d tic. We warn them that the principle of 
absolutism once admitted, by which the Government ish peso Dy the Consti- 
tution becomes lifted above its solemn declarations and restraints, heralds 
the ultimate doom of the Republic. 

[Mr. WILLAAus of Mississippi resumed his seat amid loud ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. T. Inow yield one hour to the gentleman from Min- 
8 bar Morris]. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, itis my purpose to-day to discuss 
the constitutional questions as to the government of acquired 
territory growing out of the conditions presented by our recent 
acquisitions. From the beginning of the century we have been 
acquiring, governing, and controlling large areas of territory 
which did not ori y belong to the United States, and it would 
seem that our right of acquisition, at least, no matter what may 
be our powers of government, have at all times been conceded by 
the members of all parties. It is true that it has recently 
contended, and indeed by some strenuously maintained, that such 
acquisition conld only be made for the purpose of ultimately 
adinitting the territory as a State, or a number of States, into the 
Union. I think it will be apparent when we come to consider the 
grounds of our authority to acquire that this position is altogether 
untenable. It would seem to be too plain for argument that the 
framers of the Constitution and the people of the States who 
adopted it could not possibly have foreseen what territory the for- 
tunes of war or the necessities of commerce or of self- ation 
might bring to us, and also equally plain that it would have been 
absurd for them to require that such territory should be brought 
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into the Union no matter how ill adapted its location or the char- 
acter of its people to the conditions of statehood. But, be that as 
it may, the right of acquisition under the Constitution seems to be 
now, and to have been always, universally admitted. 

That the question as to whether or not certain territory has 
been or should be acquired is a political and not a judicial one, to 
be determined by the political departments of the Government, 
the executive and the legislative departments and not the judicial, 
is now too firmly established by the decisions of our highest court 
to admit of controversy. (United States vs, Reynes, 9 Howard, 
127, 154, and cases there cited; Johnson & Graham's lessees vs. 
McIntosh, 8 Wheaton, 543. 588; Jones vs. United States, 137 U. S., 
202, 212, and cases there cited.) The question of the sea of our 
recent acquisitions I think it is too late to discuss. That the cir- 
cumstances and conditions surrounding them, at least so far as the 
Philippine Islands were concerned, were entirely different from 
those which were nted in the acquisition of Louisiana and 
the adjacent territory must be admitted. And it may also be 
admitted that had the circumstances been different we should not 
have sought them as we did Louisiana. To my mind it is plain, 
in the face of the conditions presented, that we ought not to, that 
we could not, have acted otherwise than we have done. And 1 
have not the slightest doubt that if we had we would now be hear- 
ing from the other side of this Chamber even fiercer denunciations 
than those to which we have lately become accustomed; that we 
would be told how we had basely betrayed those who had trusted 
us; how we had left them to their former inhuman oppressors or 
to the selfish greed of other European powers; how we had failed, 
in the moral obligation resting upon us amongst the nations of 
the earth, to restore peace and order when we had destroyed their 
only safeguards; how we had failed in the highest duty which we 
owed to civilization and progress; how we had failed to and 
hold that which to us is the commercial opportunity of the centu- 
ries; and they would then be extolling the splendid achievements 
of Jefferson and his party in seizing every opportunity to extend 
the boundaries of our dominion and the blessings of our civiliza- 
tion as loudly as they now vaguely proclaim the doctrine of the 
consent of the governed. But the question whether we could act 
otherwise or not passed beyond the domain of discussion, at least 
so far as Con: is concerned, upon the adoption of the treaty 
and the appropriation for carrying it into effect. By that action 
they became a of the territory belonging to the United States, 
and the only thing left for us is to go forward in a manly and 
straightforward way, with hope and confidence and courage, to 
the performance of the duties which have devolved upon us. 

No one could take any sep to the course of any Senator 
who, when the treaty was under consideration, opposed its ratifi- 
cation or of a member of the House who, when the appropriation 
for carrying it into effect was being considered, opposed the grant 
of the necessary funds, believing in his heart and mind and con- 
science that we were doing something which we ought not to do. 
But the treaty having been ratified and carried into effect, not 
only can no good be accomplished by criticism and fault-findin, 
with what is beyond recall, but no sense of duty can comman: 
such a course, On the contrary, every impulse of patriotism 
ought to prompt every citizen stand squarely behind those 
charged with the administration of the Government and lend 
every aid to the correct and successful solution of the diffictlties 
by which we are confronted. And not only ought he to do this 
freely and with all his might and main, but to do less is little 
short of treason. The treaty being ratified and carried into 
effect, what, then, is the duty of Americans, and especially of 
those who have the high e and duty of a voice in this 
Capitol? It seems to me there could be but one answer. I ask 
myself what I would do if [had been amongst those opposed to 
these acquisitions. I have been able to find but one answer. I 
would say I have done my duty; I have spoken and voted against 
this course of action; I have warned my colleagues and my coun- 
= sy but they have not heeded my advice or my warning. 

ey have thought otherwise. They have determined otherwise. 
The dieis cast,and now I stand for my country and with my coun- 
trymen against all who would strike at the , who are in arms 
against our authority, wherever they may be. is was the spirit 
of the brave men who, althongh opposed politically to Mr. Lin- 
coln, answered his call to arms in 1861. This should be the spirit 
of the patriot to-day. There can be no middle ground. Choose 
you this day whom ye will serve.” If your country, shall you 
not do it fully, unreservedly, unstintedly? Should you not do it 
in word and deed? Should you not, in the name of humanity and 
peace, demand that your vernment should strike hard and 
strike home, and should you not be ready to give every assistance 
to thatend? Idonot wish to sit in judgment on any other man. 
I only judge myself. But I do say that when I read the words 
of that noble hero who has just given to his coun the fuil 
measure of devotion, I felt that I would not be one of those who, 
since the ratification and exchange of that treaty, have found no 
words but those of condemnation for our Government and praise 
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for those in arms against us for all the wealth of all the Indies. I 
would have felt that every such word had sped a bullet straight to 
the heart of some American soldier. I would have felt like ex- 
claiming, with the heartbroken, remorse-stricken Macbeth: 

What hands are here! Ha! they pluck out mine eyes. 

Will all great Neptune's ocean wash this blood 

Clean from my hand? No; this my hand will rather 


The multitudinous seas incarnadine, 
Making the green one red. 


How admirable the course of the President of the United States 
in comparison with that of his critics and detractors. Does any- 
one who knows his pure and exalted life, public and private, sup- 
pose for an instant that he is any less actuated by a sense of duty 
than are they? Can anyone who remembers his readiness in other 
days to offer his life for the cause of freedom and humanity sup- 
pose that he loves liberty any less than these nursery statesmen, 
who talk about his intention to subvert it and set up a monarchy? 
Can anyone sup that he has not as complete and ever-present 
Ay iad as they of the arduous task which is set before him 
and us 

Ah, no, Mr. Chairman. He sees all, feels all, understands all, as 
well as they, and with no less profound sense of duty, with no 
less stern realization of the magnitude and delicacy of the respon- 
sibility, with no less ardent love of liberty and justice. But he 
approaches that duty with no sign of shirking or evading. He 
sets about the task slowly and cautiously and tentatively, as well 
becomes so great an undertaking, but hopefully, courageously. 
He indulges in no ill-timed, academic, and axiomatic deliverances 
about liberty, but goes steadily on with the work of establishin 
and extending, not its theoretical shadow, but its etical an 
enduring substance. He ought to succeed; he will succed. He 
ought to be supported by the American rap ew he will be sup- 
ported by them. And when the history of Administration, 
this brilliant, this wonderful Administration, comes to be written, 
like those of Washington and Lincoln, it will stand ont bright 
and shining and glorious in the onward march of the nation; 
great in the arduous greatness of things accomplished,” remem- 
bered ever for its splendid achievements and noble sacrifices, 
while those who, instead of supporting and assisting it, are cen- 


suring or ing and caviling, will be forgotten, or, if remem- 
bered, remembered as to this part of their public careers only 
with sorrow and regret. 


For my part, I place myself under the flag, behind the Adminis- ` 
tration of my country, by the side of the American soldier in 
whatever land he may be. I believe in oF gnay I believe in 
the e of those whom the pio ave ed to guide its 
destinies. I do not believe there throbs a tyrant heart amongst 
them. I do not believe there exists anywhere any sentiment or 
hope or aspiration that does not make for the lifting up of these 
people whose destiny we have made a part of our own. lieving 
thus, I look forward, not backward. I ask myself, not what of 
the past, but what of the future? I would wipe out no footprints 
that have been made, but make morecertain and secure the steps 
that are yet to be taken. 

The power to acquire being admitted, and acquisition being ac- 
complished and Sees arin we then approach that subject with 
which we have to deal, the only real, practical question which now 
remains, the question of their governmentand control. Of course, 
the immediate business in hand in the Philippines is the restora- 
tion of peace and order. But in Puerto Rico the case is different, 
and what I shall say to-day is prompted by the knowledge that in 
a few days we will be called upon to legislate for that island. And 
we here meet with problems totally different from any which have 
ever confronted us before, and indeed different from any with 
which any other government has had to deal. Problems more 
complex, even, in these islands, with their enormous area and in 
some of them their savage or semisavage population of many 
millions, and in all of them a people totally unaccustomed to our 
institutions, than any ever presented to England in all her broad 
empire. It should be our endeavor to make no mistakes, or as 
few as possible. That we have made some mistakes in the past 
when confronted by new conditions I think few will now deny, 
and with the warning of these before us it behooves us to move 
and act cautiously and slowly, and inspired by the feeling that 
what we do now may affect not only the present but many genera- 
tions to come. And we should be governed not by any spirit of 
partisanship or party advantage, but only by that of the loftiest 

triotism and the most unselfish devotion to the principles of 

iberty and humanity. 

There is much talk about a protectorate for these islands. To 
me this would seem to be the widest and most inexcusuble de- 
parture from the settled policy, upon which we have acted for 
more than a century, of minding our own business. It is true 
that we have undertaken a limited quasi protectorate as to our 
neighbors in this hemisphere, going to the extent of forbidding 


any European nation to acquire, and extend the European system 
to, any part of their territory; but this we have done for our own 
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protection, not for theirs, and as essential to our own peace and se- 
curity, not totheirs. In other words, the Monroe doctrineisin the 
strictest sense a minding of our own business. We can find no jus- 
tification or excuse for extending it tothe Philippine Islands. To 
attempt to do so would only make us absurd and absolutely destroy 
the tenability of that doctrine. If we attempt to extend to them 
a protectorate in the real meaning of that term, we shall be med- 
dling not only with their affairs, but with the affairs of every 
other nation with which as an independent sovereignty they may 
be brought in contact, and thus we shall be obliged to take prac- 
tical control of their affairs or else constantly expose ourselves to 
the danger of being embroiled with other nations about matters 
which they may justly say are none of our concern. Surely there 
can be no question in the minds of thoughtful men that if we are 
to have the responsibility of them, it would be best to have at once 
power egual to that responsibility. But if we make them our 
own, call them our own, treat them as our own, they and all 
nations will know to whom to look and with whom to reckon, 
and whatever we may do with them or in them or about them 
will be our own business and nobody else's. We have not yet 
gone into the business of acting as general guardian for all the 
weak and incapable tribes and peoples of the earth, and I hope 
we never shall. But wherever our flag floats there it is the sym- 
bol of our protection, our power, and our responsibility. 

Holding them asour own, there ought to be no question amongst 
reasonable men as to our duty to their people. The spirit of our 
Government, the genius of our people, point the way. 

That we should lead them to civilization and fit them for self- 
government; that we should at the beginning confer upon them 
such measure of self-government as their character and and 
present environment will admit; that we should gradually from 
time to time increase that measure of self-government; that in 
the 2 to come we should bring them, if it be ible, to that 
condition of practical independence enjoyed by Canada and Aus- 
tralia with reference to Great Britain; and for my part I hope and 
look for the day to come when, reserving to ourselves only such 
points of advantage as shall be necessary for the maintenance of 
our commercial and international interests, we shall grant them 
actual independence, if they shall desire it and shall prove them- 
selves fit for it and able to maintain it. How far off that time 
may be no man can now determine. That they will ever, after 
they have for a time enjoyed in their fertile and prolific soil, and 
in the soft air and under the brilliant skies of their beautiful 
climate, all the blessings of liberty and law, after they have 
found under the flag of this gee Republic a safety and security 
and sweetness in life of which they have never dreamed before, 
desire to depart from its protection and set up an independent 
government and of their own I do not believe. But that we 
should, if it be possible, guide and lead them to the capacity to 
do so, if they shall wish to, is to my mind our clear duty, as it 
should be our unceasing endeavor. Some people seem to about 
holding these possessions as dependencies or colonies as though it 
was unworthy of us and degrading to them. They seem to forget 
that right upon our northern border there are a people as free and 
as liberty loving and brave as we are who occupy that relation to 
Great Britain. They seem to forget that for nearly two centu- 
ries we were in that condition ourselves, and that but for that 
apprenticeship we 3 would not have been fit for the task 
which we have had to perform. But the business in hand now is 
to govern and control them as we find them. It is for us to meet 
a responsibilities and leave those who come after us to meet 

eirs, 

That we shall abide by and enforce those great principles of 
liberty and natural justice and right, which are, as it were, bred 
in the bone of our race and tepari y a partof our traditions 
and of our habits of thought and action, I do not think any will 
deny, unless it be a rare one here and there who having found 
under our institutions a liberty and freedom unknown elsewhere 
is now engaged in the self-imposed task of teaching us how to 
preserve them. But that we shall be obliged in the outset to es- 
tablish in these islands a government in some respects different 
from any we have ever before adopted for any 7 of our ter- 
ritory I do not doubt. The judicial system will probably have to 
be in some respects different from our own. No people can be fit 
for that participation in the administration of justice to which 
under our system every American is accustomed, without years, 
perhaps generations, of training in the habits of freedom and self- 
restraint and in that spirit which stands, above everything, for law 
and order, and which dreads, above all else, the pollution of the 
fountains of justice. The revenue laws and commercial regula- 
tions may have to be different from ourown. There may be other 
things as to which we may have to adopt different principles and 
policies from those heretofore pursued by us. Surely at first we 
will have to govern with a firm, strong hand. 

Let us, then, approach this problem from this standpoint and 
with the objects to which I have referred in view. At the very 
outset it is a matter of the greatest importance that we should de- 


termine whether in dealing with these dependencies we are bound, 
by reason of our written Constitution, by certain paper limita- 
tions by which other nations—as, for instance, Great Britain— 
are not bound. At the very outset in such legislation as we un- 
dertake we must determine this question, and sooner or later the 
courts must also decide it. While these limitations may not be 
and, I think, are not insuperable obstacles to success, yet it must 
be evident that, if we are not bound by them, the chances of suc- 
cess will be much greater in the greater freedom of action which 
we will enjoy. There have appeared recently in the magazines 
and the public press of the country articles by eminent constitu- 
tional lawyers, professors of law, and publicists of the test 
learning and research, on both sides of this question. I desire 
here to express my indebtedness to these articles, and to say that 
I have not hesitated to adopt those views which I consider sound, 
and to use their language when it has appeared to me most apt to 
express the proper and exact meaning. I have given to 
and to the Constitution and the decisions of the Supreme Court 
thereon the closest examination possible in the time at my dis- 
posal, and I purpose to give to the House the result of that exami- 
nation and the conclusions I have drawn therefrom. I shall not 
discuss, then, the character of the people of these islands or the 
form of government best suited to them or what rights and 
privileges ought to be granted to them or withheld from them; 

ut how far, in whatever 5 may be considered best for 
them, the Congress of the United States is free to deal with them, 
and whether the limitations of the Constitution apply. 


L 


Let us first turn to the Constitution. 

In the first place it is necessary for us (and the Supreme Court 
will find it 5 to come to a clear and fixed determination 
of the meaning of the term United States” as used in the Con- 
stitution. 

The preamble begins, ‘‘ We, the people of the United States, in 
order to form a more perfect Union,” etc., and ends, do ordain 
and establish this Constitution for the United States of Amer- 
ica.” 

We, the people of the United States.” What people? What 
people ordained and established it? What does the term United 

tates” mean here? The Constitution framed and proposed by 
the Federal Convention was ordained and established, or, as we 
might express it, enacted into law, by the people of the several 
States a ng through their respective representative conventions, 
Ratification by the conventions of nine States was sufficient for 
itsestablishment between the States so 78 0 5 it. (Article VII.) 
The people of the western territory, which had prior to that time 
been ceded by certain of the States to the United States, united 
under the Articles of Confederation, or which had been acknowl- 
edged by Great Britain as belonging to the United States, had no 
part in its adoption. Furthermore, Article V provided that 
amendments might be proposed and adopted, and that they should 
become valid as a part of the Constitution when ratified by the 
legislatures or by conventions of three-fourths of fhe States united 
under it. And each amendment which has been adopted has be- 
come, as it was intended it should be, a part of the organic law, as 
ee by that law, by the action of three-fourths of the States 
so un 

In no case have the people outside of the limits of the States had 
any voice or in making such amendments. ‘People of thy 
United States” could, then, mean nothing else than the people of 
the States which should ratify it or amend it, acting severally in 
their State conventions or legislatures. If they had said, We, 
the people of the United States, respectively“ (they could not say, 
We, the people of the thirteen States, respectively,” for it was 
uncertain how many States would adopt it), the sense in which 
the words United States” was used would have been precisel 
the same. There can be no doubt, then, that the term Unit 
States,” first used in the preamble of the Constitution, must mean 
the States collectively within which resided the people who should 
establish it or amend it; and that in this its collective sense it 
must comprise the territory within those States, and none other. 

It is, then, the people of the States who ordain and establish. 
And what do they ordain and establish? This Constitution for 
the United States of America.“ This charter of government,” 
for what? For the people of States who should not adopt it? Cer- 
tainly not. For the States which should adopt and for the terri- 
tory and its people belonging to the United States? If certain of 
the States had refused to adopt it a question might have arisen, 
certainly would have arisen, as to who was the owner of that terri- 


tory. Certainly it could not have this meaning. The only answer, 


then, can be, for the States, collectively, which shall adopt it, if 
there shall be nine of them, and for those which may thereafter be 
admitted tothe Union, all forming together when thus united that 
sovereign nation which, when the requisite number of States shall 
have ratified and adopted, will be hereby created. 

The term United States” in the preamble. then, can have but 


em 
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one meaning, the collective name of the States, and under this 
name comprising the territory embraced within those States, and 
no more. By no 8 twisting or turning of the language and 
its context can it be given that wider meaning, having its equiv- 
alent in the word Empire“ in England, and thus embracing all 
the territory, the States, and that outside the States as well, over 
which the sovereignty of the United States extends. And this 
would seem to settle the question, for it is the preamble that shows 
by whom, for whom, and for what purpose the Constitution was 
adopted. If the Constitution was adopted by the people of the 
States united under it, and for those States, then it would seem 
to be self-evident that it and its limitations could only apply 
to those people and to those States. By it a nation was create 
with all the powers of a nation among nations. Among these 
powers would inevitably be that of acquiring territory. Such ter- 
ritory having been acquired would belong to the United States, 
and must be governed and controlled. Its framers realized this, 
and also that the power to govern such territory would be as 
broad as the power to acquire. But in order that there might be 
no question about the matter, after providing for the powers of 
the Government of this nation made up of the States united under 
it with reference to those States, and placing certain checks and 
inhibitions upon it in reference to the States, and upon those States 
with reference to it, they went on to provide, in the third section 
of the fourth article, that the representatives of the sovereignty 
of that nation—the Congress—should make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory belonging to that nation. Note 
the words belonging to.“ Territory might belong to that nation 
and yet not be a part of the nation; its people subject to the Gov- 
ernment and control of that nation and yet not a part of the su- 
preme governing power. 

Passing now from the preamble to the body of the Constitution 
and its amendments, we find that this term is used seventy times, 
in such phrases as the following: Congress of the United States,” 
President of the United States.“ Citizens of the United States,” 
“The judicial power of the United States,” “Treason against the 
United States,” “All ms born or naturalized in the United 
States,” “Officers of the United States.“ “Common defense and 
general welfare of the United States.“ Within the United States,” 
“Throughout the United States.“ etc. I will append a note giving 
all of these phrases and their references. a 


a Congress of the United States. (Art. I, sec. I. sec. 2, subs. 3.) 


Citizens of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 2, subs. 2, sec. 3, subs. 3; Art. IT, 
sec. 1, subs. 4; fourteenth t, sec. 1 (twice), sec. 2; fitteenthamend- 
ment, sec. 


1) 
Senate of the United States. (Art. I, see. 3, subs. 1.) 
Vioo rene ences States, eta eas 3, subs. 4; twelfth amend- 


Art. bs. 3; fourteenth amendin: 

the United States. (Art. I. sec. 6, subs. I. sec. 10, subs. 2.) 
Common defense and general welfare of the United States. (Art. 

hren ghout the United States. (Art. I, sec. 8, subs. 1, subs. 4; Art. IT, sec. 1, 


bs. 3. 
woe tho credit of the United States. 3 bs. 
Securities and current coin of the United States. Aini 


amendment. ? 
No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States. (Art. I. sec. 9, 


bs. 
Within the United States. (Art. II, sec. 1, subs. 4; thirteenth amendment, 
sec. 


amendment, sec. 3. 
Army and Na 
Offenses 
Officers of the United States. (Art. sec. 2, subs. 2, sec. 3, sec. 4; Art. 


ment.) 
Laws of the United States. (Art. III. sec. 2, snbs. 1; Art. VI. subs. 2.) 
28 ͤ ees Cates linter ae tee DENT: (Art. IH, see. 2, 
su 


against the United States. (Art. IH, sec. 3, subs. 1.) 
> ins gt or other property belonging to the United States. (Art.IV, 
sec. 3, su 
Claims of the United States. (Art. IV, sec. 3, subs. 2.) 
The United States shall guarantee to every State in the Union. (Art. IV, 


4. 
il edt, ete., shall be valid against the United States. (Art. VI,subs.1. 
‘Treaties made, ete., under the authority of the United States. (Art. VI, 


subs. 2.) 
Court of the United States. (Seventh amendment.) 
„ not delegated to the United States by tho Constitution. (Tenth 
men 
Suit commenced rosecuted again: 
of another State, ea. r D amendmen) Cr!!! E 
persons born or naturalized in the United States and sub; 
jurisdiction thereof, ete. (Fourteenth amendment.) = 
Public debt of the United States. (Fourteenth amendment, sec. 4.) 
Neither the United States nor any State shall assume or pay, etc. (Four- 
teenth amendment, sec. 4) 
aS abb or rebellion against the United States. (Fourteenth amend- 
Shall not be denied or nited States. (Fifteenth amend- 
Porat abridged by the U: 8 th id: 


Examining these with reference to the context, it will be found 
that in all of them, with the possible exception of three, the term 
„United States” has the same meaning as in the preamble, or is 
used as the name of the sovereignty or nation created by the Con- 
stitution and mađe up of the several States united under it in the 
Federal Union, or, in other words, to designate the Federal sov- 
ereign, and can have no other meaning. These three are the 
following: Throughout the United States,” “ Within the United 
States,” and All persons born or naturalized in the United 
States and Se Fe to the jurisdiction thereof.” 

Now, it would seem that it would have to be presumed that if, 
as we have seen, the term United States,” as used in the pream- 
ble and in all the other phrases in the Constitution, has one or the 
other of the two meanings above given, to wit, (1) collective or 
United States, (2) Federal sovereign, it would also have one or the 
other of those two meanings as used in these three phrases, And 
but for what has been said by the judges of the Supreme Court in 
certain of their opinions, I hardly think there would be any ques- 
tion as to the conclusiveness of this presumption. These opin- 
ions we will consider hereafter. Let us examine these phrases 
now only in the light of the Constitution itself, the context and 
the scope and object of the whole instrument and its various parts. 

The phrase Within the United States.“ as noted above, occurs 
once in the original Constitution (Art. II, sec. 1, subs. 4). That 
subsection 8 what persons shall be eligible to the office of 
President: First, a natural-born citizen (the meaning of this we 
will have to consider hereafter); second, a citizen of the United 
States at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, though he 
should not bea natural-born citizen. And as to any one of this 
latter class, the last clause of this subsection further prescribes 
that he shall have been fourteen years a resident within the 
United States.” Sup only nine of the States had ratified the 
Constitution, could there be any doubt as to the meaning of the 
term ‘‘ United States?” This question puts it beyond doubt that 
the meaning is the first above given, for we are obliged to remem- 
ber that the outside territory would not then have even belonged 
to the States ratifying, but would have had to be the subject of 
negotiation, and as the result of that negotiation might have gone 
to the nonratifying States. The phrase also occurs in the thir- 
teenth amendment. There the term can have no other than the 
same meaning, if the words which follow, or any place subject to 
their jurisdiction,” are to have any meaning whatever. Indeed, 
does not the wording of this amendment show that its authors 
understood that the term United States,” when used to express 
ae of territory, had no other meaning than that first above 
given 

The phrase ‘‘ throughout the United States” is used three times, 
each time in the original Constitution. As used in subsection 3 
of section 1 of Article IL, the term United States” can have no 
other meaning than the first, for it relates to the time of choosin, 
electors and the day on which they shall give their votes, an 
electors are not chosen except by the States which compose the 
United States. Would not this, taken in connection with the evi- 
dent meaning of the term elsewhere in so many places and in so 
many different connections, furnish an almost conclusive pre- 
sumption that it has the same meaning when used in Article I, 
section 8, subsections 1 and 4. And I think, in the light of the con- 
text and of the scope and object of the whole Constitution, and 

icularly of the whole of this section of the first article, which 
shall presently consider, that presumption is made absolutely 
conclusive. 

In the phrase ‘‘all persons born or naturalized in the United 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof” we would argue 
from the facts above that, as the term has no other meaning else- 
where in the Constitution than one of the two above given, the 
same must be the case here, and if it has either meaning it must 
have the first. But aside from this the words following, citi- 
zens of the United States and of. the State wherein they reside,” 
would seem to show that the authors of the amendment contem- 

lated only the States, and this view is further N by the 
5 of the thirteenth amendment, to which I have alluded, 
which was fresh in their minds and which some of them had 
hel to frame. Besides, the amendment consisted mainly of 
prohibitions against the States, and the whole of it resulted from 
the conditions existing after the civil war, and was intended to 
secure its results and to give certain rights to persons of Afri- 
can descent residing in the States, and to prevent the States from 
taking away those rights. [Applause.] al: 

Now, if the term “ United States in the Constitution has only 
one or the other of the two meanings above given, wherever it 
occurs in that instrument, then it would inevitably follow that the 
limitations of the Constitution, except those containing positive 
and express prohibitions, do not extend beyond the limits of the 
States united by and under it, except so far as they may have been 
extended by the action of Congress. 

In what I have to say hereafter let the exceptions above referred 
to be borne always in mind. There the inhibition is against any 


legislation by Congress at all, either in the United States or in 
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the territory belonging thereto, As to those things, it can pass no 
law. But where it can legislate, either by express tin the 
Constitution or by necessary implication, then what I have to say 
as to the limitations imposed upon it applies. 

IL 

Let us now turn to and examine, in the light of the circum- 
stances of their adoption and of the objects sought to be accom- 
plished, those provisions of the Constitution conferring power 
upon Congress and restricting the power so conferred which can 

ect in any way the subject now under discussion, 

Considering the Constitution as a whole, we find that its framers 
were first and mainly concerned with the creation and o iza- 
tion of the three great departments of Government—the legisla- 
tive, the executive, andthe judicial. Article I creates and organ- 
izes and defines most of the powers of the legislative department, 
Article II the executive, and Article III the judicial. They always 
remembered. however, and we must always remember, thatit was 
a Federal Constitution they were making; a Constitution, it is 
true, creating a sovereign nation, but still a Federal Constitution. 
By it there was to bea partition of the sovereignty which the 
people of the several States would have exercised if, instead of 
adopting it, they had separated into different and distinct nations. 
By it the people of each State were to vest in the newsovereignty 
created by the Constitution a portion of their sovereignty. By it, 
in all internal and domestic relations, each State was to possess 
the powers of sovereignty originally vested in its people, except 
such as the Constitution should specifically grant to the Federal 
Government; in all external and international relations, and in 
all those concerns which could not without inevitable conflictand 
confusion be left to the States, every soverei; A epi originally 
vested in the States not expressly prohibited By e Constitution, 
and all the incidental powers necessarily implied therein, were 
vested in the new sovereignty. 

Moreover the Federal Government was to exercise certain powers 
operating directly upon the people of the several States, such as 
the power of taxation and such powers relative to the general 
welfare as could best be exercised by a general government. 
Hence, as to the legislative department, it became necessary to 
make the ts and restrictions contained in the eighth, ninth, 
and tenth sections of Article I and in Article III of the Constitu- 
tion. 

In these we find the following: 

() A ific enumeration of powers which would have been 
exercised by each of the States if, instead of adopting the Consti- 
tution, they had separated and had become thirteen se te and 
independent nations, but which are conferred upon the legislative 
body of the nation to be exercised by it. (Article I, section 8; 
Article III.) 

(2) Certain prohibitions and restrictions u Congress in the 
exercise of the powers so conferred, (Article 1, section 9; Article 
III section 2.) 

(8) A prohibition to the States as to the exercise of certain 
powers, g those conferred upon Congress and prohibited to 
the States exclusive in Congress. (Article I, section 10.) 

Of the remainder of Article I and of the whole of Article II, no 
part has any reference or application or can have any reference 
or application to any territory outside of the limits of the States. 
As to Article III, the practice of the legislative department of the 
Government and the decisions of the Supreme Court, beginning 
with Seré vs. Pitot in 6 Cranch and coming uniformly down, have 
put it beyond question that it has no reference or application to 
territory outside the States. 

Seré va. Pitot, 6 Cranch, 332; American Insurance Company vs. Canter, 1 
Peters, 511; Benner vs, Porter, 9 How., 235; Clinton vs. Englebrecht, 13 Wal- 
Jace, 454; Reynolds vs. United States, 9 U. S., 145; City of 101 U. S., 
453; McAlister vs. United States, 141 U. S., 174 

The fact that no partition was to be made of the powers of sov- 
ereignty in territory outside the limits of the States would seem 
to make it apparent that section 8, so far as regurds its main object 
and scope. could have no application to such territory, for there 
could be no object in specifying and defining powers where every 
sovereign power of legislation existed. Besides, one of the inci- 
dental objects of this section was to provide security thatthe United 
States, in the exercise of its powers, should treat all the States alike; 
otherwise a majority of States might combine to oppress a minority. 
Hence the provision of this section as to uniformity of duties, im- 
posts, and excises throughout the United States. I have already 
given reasons for holding that the term United States” in the 
expression throughout the United States” as used in two subsec- 
tions of this section, must mean the collective name of the States, 
embracing only the territory within the States, and that view is 
strengthened and confirmed by this consideration of the 300p and 
object of the wholesection. The legislative and executive depart- 
ments are sovereign in their nature, it being by them alone that 
the sovereignty of the United States could declare or execute its 
will, Congress, representing that sovereignty, undivided as to 
the territories, would have full legislative powers as to them, 
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without any grant to that effect from the States. And hence it 
would beabsurd to hold that the grant of power had any reference 
to the Territories. A fortiori it would be absurd to say that the 
limitations of the grant have a more extensive operation than the 
grant itself. 

The object of section 9 is to place certain restrictions and pro- 
hibitions on Congress, and the object of the limitations therein 
contained was therefore the same as that of the limitations con- 
tained in section 8, and could not have a wider operation than 
those limitations. Twoof the subsections, on their face, are to be 
operative within the States, and the limitation as to the appor- 
tionment of direct taxes has a similar object to that of the limi- 
tation in section 8 as to uniformity of imposts, etc.—that is, to 
prevent a minority of wealthy States from having an unreason- 
ably prenter part of the burdens of government thrown upon them 
by a less wealthy majority. 

The limitations in section 10 are upon the States. And we must 
note here, as to these limitations and all other limitations wherein 
the word State“ is used, that that word as used in the Consti- 
tution refers only to one of the members of the Union, as has 
been held by the Supreme Court over and over again. Interna- 
tionally and in treaties it may mean any political entity whose 
foreign and international affairs and relations are conducted and 
controlled by the General Government. But in the Constitution 
its meaning is one of the States of the Union. (Hepburn vs, 
Ellzey, 2 Cranch, 445; New Orleans vs. Winter, 1 Wheaton, 91; 
Loughborough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, 317; Barney vs. Baltimore, 
6 Wallace, 280; Geoffroy vs. Riggs, 133 U. S., 258.) 

In Hepburn vs. Elze Cranch, at e 452) Chief Justice Marshal 

the opinion of the 3 ne 


livering court, says: 
“On the part of the plaintiff it has been urged that Columbia is a distinct 
political society; and is, therefore, ‘a State,’ according to the definition of 


rs on W. 
This is true. But as the act ot obviously used the word State 

in reference to that term as used in the Constitution, it becomes n 

toinquire whether Columbia is a State in the sense of tha’ 


ecessary 
t instrument. The 
result of that examination is a conviction that the members of the American 


Confederacy only are the States contemplated in the Constitution. 
The House resentatives is to be com of members chosen by the 
haveat least one Represent- 


popis of the several States; and each State 
ative. 
Ta DI Een OE SOE ATSA BSAA SOME e NEEG Senators from 


each x 

“Each State shall appoint, for the election of the Executive, a number of 
electors equal to its whole number of Senators and Representatives. 

These clauses show that the word State is used in the Constitution as desig- 
— a member of the Union, and excludes from the term the signiflcanco 
at ed to it by writers on the law of nations. 

When the same term which has been used plainly in this limited sense in 

tive and executive departments is also em- 

che pana bs it must be under- 
ven 85 

Geoffroy vs. Riggs (133 U. S., ab pone 268) Justice Field, delivering the 

of court, Sa 

“This article is not 
‘States of the Union.’ 


d yet, sep- 
arate communities withan independent local government are often described 
as States, though the extent of their political sovereignty be limited by rela- 
tions to a more general government or to other countries. The term is used 
in general jurisprudence and oy ieee on public law as denoting organized 
tical societies with an established government. Within this definition 
e District of Columbia, under the Government of the United States, is as 
much a State as any of those political communities which compose the United 
States. Were there no other Terri under the Government of the United 
States, it would not be questioned that the District of Columbia would be a 
State within the of international law, and it is not perceived that it 
less a State within that meaning because other States and other Ter- 
ritories are also the same Government. In Hepburn vs. Ellzey (2 
Cranch, 445, 452) the question arose whether a resident and a citizen of the 
District of Columbia could sue a citizen of Virginia in the circuit court of the 
United States. The court, by Chief Justice rshall, in deciding the ques- 
conceded that the D ict of Columbia was a ct ety, 
and therefore a State, according to the definition of writers on general law, 
but held that the act of Congressin arosine for controversies between citi- 
zens of different States in the circuit court referred to that term as used in 
the Constitution, and therefore to one of the States composing the United 
States. A similar concession, thatthe District of Columbia being a separate 
political community, is, in a certain sense, a State, is made by this courtina 
recent case of M litan Railroad Company vs. District of Columbia (132 
U. S., 1, 9), decided at the present term.“ 


It would seem, from what I have said, to be reasonably certain 
that the limitations upon the powers granted to the General Gov- 
ernment in the original Constitution were not intended to operate 
beyond the limits of the States united under it. But a consider- 
ation of the specific grant contained in the fourth article, follow- 
ing all these grants and limitations, will, in my judgment, put it 
beyond doubt. It is this: 


The Congress shall have er to dispose of and make all needful rules 


and lations respectin e territory or other 
United States, etc. Arti ely, section 2 3. cataract 8 

Here there is no qualification or limitation. If the Constitu- 
tion had not been adopted and the States had separated into dif- 
ferent and distinct nationalities, the territory recognized by Great 
Britain as belonging to the United States, and that ceded by cer- 
tain of the States to the United States under the Articles of Con- 
federation, would have belonged to all of the States, and would 
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necessarily have had to be divided between them, or be the sub- 
ject of negotiation and treaty between the different States after 
separation. 

he Constitution being adopted, this territory (or a part of it, 
the number of States adopting being greater than nine and less 
than thirteen) belonged to the States united by and under it, and 


would have to be disposed of and governed by the government 
created by it. Besides, other territory might be acquired under 
the at national powers of that instrument. Therefore the 
relations between the Federal Government and the States, by 
the grants of power and the restrictions of that power in the 
preceding articles of the Constitution, being disposed of, this 

nt of power was made, And in view of the fact that by the 

mstitution was to be created a sovereign nation, made up of the 
States composing it, and with no divided powers of sovereignty 
as to the Territories, and in view of the further fact that the 
framers of the Constitution could not possibly forecast the circum- 
stances and conditions which might attend any future acquisition 
of territory, it must be apparent that this grant must be absolutely 
unrestricted, and that its exercise must be left to the untrammeled 
judgment and discretion of the representatives of the national 
sovereignty, and that the framers of the Constitution so intended. 

Such were the grants of power and the restrictions thereon as 
they existed in the Constitution as originally framed and sub- 
mitted to the States for their ratification or rejection. When it 
came to be considered by the States, objection was made from 
many quarters that its limitations did not sufficiently safeguard 
the States against an improper exercise by the General Govern- 
ment of the great powers which had been conferred. This objec- 
tion was urged with such effect as to pe, its ratification by 
a sufficient number of the States, and such ratification would 
probably not have been secured had not assurances been given 
that the first ten amendments would be at once proposed and in- 
grafted upon it. Accordingly the first ten amendments were pro- 
posed and submitted to the legislatures of the several States by 
the First Congress September 25, 1789. Thus, in considering their 
effect and the proper construction to be put upon them, they may 
be considered as though they had been originally adopted by the 
Federal Convention and made a part of the original articles, to wit, 
section 9 of Article I, and Article III, and what I have said as to 
the limitations in these articles apply equally to these amend- 
ments. 

The eleventh and twelfth amendments need not be considered 
here, as they have no bearing upon the subject under discussion. 

The last t amendments grew out of the conditions existing 
at the close of the civil war and were intended to secure its re- 
sults. The thirteenth forbids slavery ‘‘ within the United States 
or any place subject to their jurisdiction.” The fourteenth in its 
first section defines who are citizens of the United States and 
places certain restrictions on the States. The other provisions are 
aimed at the States. This is made clear by considering the express 
words of the whole amendment, and particularly the prohibition 
contained in the first section, that no State should ‘‘deprive any 
8 of life, liberty, or property without due process of law.” 

hat the general prohibition to that effect contained in the fifth 
amendment would not bind the States, as had been uniformly held 
by the Supreme Court, was known to the framers of this amend- 
ment, and so they put in these words as a protection to those per- 
sons for whose benefit and protection it was proposed and adopted. 

I shall hereafter allude to these decisions in another connection 
as sustaining the views here contended for. This amendment was 
proposed by the next Congress after that which proposed the thir- 
teenth, and with that amendment and its peculiar language be- 
fore them, and so was adopted by the States. In it were used the 
words, All persons born or naturalized in the United States,” 
without any words, like those in the thirteenth, showing that it 
was to have any wider application than to the States united under 
the Constitution, and the words ‘‘citizens of the United States 
and of the States wherein they reside” were used without any 
words suggesting that any persons are citizens of the United States 
within the meaning of the Constitution except as they are such 
by having been citizens of one of the States, or by being made such 
by operation of the laws of Congress. The words“ and subject 
to the jurisdiction thereof” were evidently intended, as has been 
held by the Supreme Court (United States vs. Wong Kim Ark, 
169 U. S., 649), to exclude from its operation the children of min- 
isters, and others in similar circumstances, born in this country. 
The fifteenth forbids the disfranchisement by either the States 
or the United States of citizens of the Uni States on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

Thus we see there is nothing in any of the amendments, either 
the first ten or those subsequently adopted, which can change the 
conclusions arrived at from a consideration of the original Con- 
stitution; that is, that the term ‘‘ United States” has, in the Con- 
stitution, wherever it is used, one of the two meanings above 
given, and no other; that the limitations placed upon the powers 
granted were intended to apply only as to the action of the Gen- 


eral Government in its dealing with the States or their people; 
and that the grant contained in the fourth article was absolutel 
unrestricted by those limitations, and the power therein conferr 
was left to the judgment and discretion of Congress. 


III. 


The conclusion above arrived at would be easily reached, both 
by Congress and by the courts, and, indeed, it would seem that 
no other could be reached, if we approached the conditions 
presented by our recent acquisitions only in the light of the Con- 
stitution itself. But, as I have said before, there are a number of 
opinions of the Supreme Court in which expressions have been used 
which seem to indicate an opposite view. These, I think I shall 
be able to show, are mere dicta, and therefore not binding as au- 
thority in the consideration of subsequent cases. 

Let us now consider these cases, The first one I call attention 
to is that of Loughborough vs. Blake. (5 Wheaton, 317.) The case 
was this: Congress had passed an act laying an annual direct tax 
of $6,060,000 upon the United States and had, as required by the 
Constitution (Article I, section 9, subsection 4), apportioned that 
tax among the States. Su uently Con passed another act 
extending the first act to the District of Columbia. The plaintiff 
claimed exemption from this tax on the ground that the act thus 
extending the tax to the District was unconstitutional, What the 
effect of the decision was is shown by the learned reporter’s head- - 
note or syllabus to the case. It was this: That Congress has au- 
thority to impose a direct tax on the District in proportion to the 
census directed to be taken by the Constitution; that the power of 
Congress to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is 
coextensive with the territory of the United States; that the power 
of Con; to exercise exclusive jurisdiction in all cases whatso- 
ever within the District includes the power of taxing it. This 
was all, as the reporter viewed it, that the decision meant; and if 
this had been all that the learned judge who delivered the opinion 
of the court had said, it would not now be necessary to refer to the 
case. But in the course of the opinion he used words having a 
much wider and more far-reaching import and which, if they had 
been nec to the conclusion reached, would, unless subse- 
quently modified or reversed, settle the question now under con- 
sideration. 

If the Chief Justice had said in the beginning of the opinion, 
as he did in the latter part of it, that under the power of exercis- 
ing “exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever within this 
District,” Congress had, within the District, all the power that it 
had in any State and in addition the power of the legislature of 
a State and therefore had an unqualified power of taxation, with- 
out regard to representation by the District in Congress, and that 
in case that power was exercised the Constitution furnished a 
rule or standard by which the share of the burden might be justly 
and equally determined and 1 98 5 that would have ended the 
matter, and the decision would have been what it was, no more and 
no less. But for some reason, it is hard to say what, he thought it 
proper, in the first part of the opinion, to go further and sa 
what was notat all necessary to the conclusion reached, and whic 
might have been omitted without in any way affecting that con- 
clusion. Accordingly he went on to use those words, which seem 
1 that the position Which I have taken is unsound, as 

ollows: 

This grant is general without limitation as to place. It consequently ex- 
tends to all places over which the Government extends. If this could be 
doubted. the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which modify the 
grant. These words are, put all duties and excises shall be uniform through- 
out the United States.“ It will not be contended that the modification of 
the power extends to places to which the power itself does not extend. Tho 
power then to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be exercised, and 
must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term designate the 
whole, orany tion of the American Empire? Certainly this ques- 
tion can admit of butoneanswer. Itis name given to our t Republic, 
which is composed of States and Territories. The District of Columbia, or 
the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the United States than 
Maryland or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary on the principles of 
our Constitution that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, duties, and ex- 
cises should be observed in the one than in the other. 

It must be 5 from the statement of the case and from the 
latter part of the opinion to which I have referred before, that 
this was in nowise necessary to the decision, and that it must 
therefore be taken as a mere dictum. 

Let us see whether this dictum is sound and should be followed. 
It can not be contended that the praa of the power of taxation 
is not general or is limited as to place. And it must follow that 
it extends to all places over which the jurisdiction of the United 
States extends. There can be no question as tothe extent of the 
power. The question is, however, not as to the power, but as to 
the modification of the power. And right here is the fault of the 
reasoning of the Chief Justice. Of course, no one would contend 


that the modification of the power extends to places to which the 
power does not itself extend. But it may be contended, and is 
contended, that the power extends to places to which the modifi- 
cation does not extend. 

The power is to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises, 
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This power may be exercised wherever the jurisdiction of the 
Government extends. The modification is that such duties, im- 
pors, and excises must be uniform throughout the United States. 

ut it does not necessarily follow from this that this modification 
must extend wherever the power extends, to territory outside the 
States united under the Constitution, but which is subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Government as well as to the United States 
proper. It is true that the term *‘ United States” may in popular 
usage and internationally be used to designate the whole Ameri- 
can empire,” yet in the Constitution it is used again and again 
with the two other meanings given above, and, indeed, seems no- 
where in that instrument to have been given this meaning. i 
did not seem to have occurred to the Chief Justice at the time, nor 
the further fact that in the first act Congress had given it another 
meaning. 

Besides, there is a very striking inconsistency between the state- 
ment that ! it is not less necessary, on the principles of our Con- 
stitution, that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, etc., should 
be observed in the one than in the other;” that is, in the Terri- 
tories than in the States, and what he says subsequently in the 
same connection as to apportionment of direct taxes. The Con- 
stitution does not less require apportionment as to direct taxes 
than it does uniformity as to indirect taxes or imposts, etc. Yet, 
while he says it is necessary to exercise the power to lay indirect 
taxes in the Territories if we exercise it in the States, and that we 
must do it uniformly, he also says we need not exercise the power 
to lay direct taxes and apportion them in the Territories unless 
we choose to; that we may lay direct taxes and apportion them to 
the States, but we are not obliged to extend and apportion them 
to the Territories at all. 

Yet the obligation of apportionment to the Territories, if there 
be such, exists as much, under the principles of our Constitution, 
as does the obligation of uniformity. ould it not necessarily 
follow, if he is correct in his first proposition, that he must be 
incorrect in the second? And if the obligation of apportionment 
does not extend to the Territories, would it not necessarily follow 
that the obligation of uniformity also does not extend to the Ter- 
ritories? And would not the necessity and desirability be deter- 
mined in each case by the relative conditions existing in the States 
and in the Territories, or any part of them, according to the judg- 
se of Congress? Surely there can be but one answer. [Ap- 
plause. 

It may be further observed that the grant of legislative power 
over the District is contained in Article I, along with the other 
grants of power conferred by the States, and might be ed 
as limited by the same restrictions as the other grants therein 
contained, and especially as the District was at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution a part of two of the States, whereas 
the plenary t of power over the Territories is found in a sub- 
sequent article (Article IV) and contains nothing to indicate any 
restriction. 

Having pointed out that this part of the decision is a mere 
dictum, and having shown the inconsistencies in that dictum, I 
now point out that not only has the case never since been cited 
as sustaining this assertion of the learned Chief Justice, but, on 
the contrary, as to this assertion, it has, in a subsequent case, been 
substantially overruled in an opinion delivered by the same Hedge. 
The case is American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 
511). In that case Mr, Webster, one of the counsel, in the argu- 
ment used these words, at page 538: 

What is Florida? It is no part of the United States. How can it be? 
How is it represented? Do the laws of the United States reach Florida? 
Not unless by particular provisions. 

The 8 and all within it are to be governed by the acquiring power, 
except where there are reservations by treaty. 

By the law of England, when possession is taken of territories the King, 

ure coronm, has the power of | tion until Parliament shall interfere. 


mgress has the jus coronm in case, and Florida was to be governed by 
Coogee as she thought proper. 


extend over this Territory, the law can not be inconsistent with the National 
Constitution. 


And in the opinion the Chief Justice says, at page 545: 

We have only to pursue this subject one step further to perceive that this 
provision of the Constitution does not apply toit. The next sentence de- 
clares that “the judges Si po the 9 and inferior courts shall hold 


their offices during vior.” 
Florida hold their o: 


ngress to make all n rules and regulations the ter- 

ritory belonging to the United States. The jurisdiction with which they are 

invested is not a t of that judicial power which is defined in the third ar- 

ticle of the Constitution, butisconferred by Con in the exercise of those 

13 powers which that body over the Territories of the United 
tates, Although admiralty Suriodiction can be exercised in the States 


eignty which exists in the Government, or in virtue oi 
ables Co: to e 
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those courts only which are established in pursuance of the third article of 
the Constitution, the same limitation does not extend to the Territories. In 
legislating for them Congress exercises the combined powers of the General 
and of a State government. 

Here are the two great expounders of the Constitution, the 
prer judge and the great lawyer and advocate, each of them per- 

ps the greatest man in his particular sphere of action that has 
ever lived. We all know that the bench and the bar mutually act 
and react on each other—a good bar, a good bench; a good bench, 
a good bar. And who knows butthat these two great minds each 

ected and influenced and stimulated the other, so that the one 
became the greatest judge of our country and the other the great- 
est lawyer and orator. 

The judge in this opinion says nothing to indicate any disap- 
proval of Mr. Webster's language, and I am at a loss to under- 
stand how he could say what he did without entirely approving 
it, and what he did say is directly against what was said in Lough- 
. vs. Blake as to the meaning of the term United States“ 
as in the Constitution. Mr. Webster maintained to his dyin 
day, always and every where, the position here taken, at the bar an 
in the Senate. We find himas late as 1848 still maintaining itina 
debate with Mr. Calhoun, in which the advantage was clearly on 
the side of the great lawyer, and again later on, in a speech in 
answer to Mr. Berrien, of Georgia, making use of these words: 

As to the power of Congress I have nothing to add to what I said the other 
day. Congress has full power over the subject. It may establish any such 
government and any such laws in the Territories as, in hes discretion, 15 ma 
see fit. It is subject, of course, to the rules of justice and propriety; but it 
is under no constitutional restraint. 

And Mr. Benton ridiculed the idea of the Constitution extend- 
ing to the Territories as the doctrine of the trausmigration of the 
Constitution.” 

And there is nothing in the case of Cross vs. Harrison (16 How- 
ard, 164) in conflict with the view here contended for. In that 
case it was held that duties on foreign goods imported into San 
Francisco were lawfully demanded and collected by the civil 
governor appointed by the President while the war continued 
and afterwards from the ratification of the treaty of peace until 
the revenue system of the United States was put into operation 
in California under the acts of Congress passed for that purpose. 
So far from holding that the Constitution would extend ex proprio 
vigore to such territory, it might be said to indicate the contrary; 
for from the time of the ratification of the treaty until the gov- 
ernor received notice of it (more than two months) duties were 
collected as prescribed by the tariff, prescribed and enforced dur- 
ing the military occupation, and not as prescribed by the tariff 
act of the United States, and this was sustained by the court. 

It should always be noted in considering the case of Cross vs. 
Harrison that no point was made by counsel or considered by the 
court as to the rates of duty being different in California from 
what they were in the United States. The principal point made, 
and considered by the court, was that after the acquisition of 
California by the treaty and before a law was passed making it a 
collection district and providing for a collector there was no au- 
thority to prevent the landing of foreign goods or to charge duties 
upon them. In other words, that our revenue laws covered only so 
much of the territory of the United States as had been divided 
into collection districts, the contention going to the extent of 
claiming that out of such collection districts there was no au- 
thority to prevent the landing of goods or to charge duties on them, 
even though such landing had been made within the territorial 
limits of the United States. (It was assumed that the port of San 
Francisco was within the territorial limits of the United States.) 
And it was in passing on this contention that those expressions 
in the opinion were used which are being relied on by those tak- 
ing the opposite view from that at which I have arrived. Surely 
this case will not be considered an authority by the courts ina 
case where the question to be considered will be the constitu- 
tional power of Congress in territory belonging to the United 
States, but which, it is contended, is not a part of the United 
States within the meaning of the Constitution, and in which the 
court’s attention will be particularly directed to the last proposi- 
tion and an opinion thereon demanded as absolutely necessary to 
its proper decision. 

Let me not be misunderstood as to this matter of revenue legis- 
lation. That direct taxation for purposes of the General Govern- 
ment will again be resorted to ji do not think now enters the 
mind of any member, and even if it should be resorted to, it is 
not to be supposed that it will be extended to these islands, or, 
if extended, that it will be applied except by the rule of equal 
and pene indie ga The direct taxes which they will have 
to pay will be for the support of their local governments and to 
cover their local expenditures; and those taxes will, so far as they 
are controlled by our legislation, be made equal and uniform 
upon their people. As to tariff legislation, this, too, will be made 
uniform as to these islands and their people; but the conditions 
existing there and here, and our commercial policy, may make it 
shall be one tariff for them and another for 
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us, and it is the power to thus legislate that I am contending ton 
It is hardly to be supposed that iheir tariff rates will be grea 
than ours, or even as great; on the contrary, it would seem igre’ 


they could and ought to be ‘made much less. 

I next refer to the case of Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540). In 
that case the plaintiff had been tried and convicted, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the crime of conspiracy, without a jury, 
which he had demanded. He sued out a writ of habeas corpus 
on the ground that he Was restrained of his liberty in violation of 
the Constitution, in that he had been refused the right of a trial 
by 3 4 155 That contention was sustained by the Supreme Court 

e United States, and he was disc from custody. This 
decision was as to the District of Columbia, and can be distin- 
guished on four grounds, either of which would seem to be con- 
clusive, and show that the same would not be the holding as to 
the Territories: First, the grant of legislative power over the Dis- 
trict is contained in Article I of the Constitution, along with the 
other grants of power conferred by the States, and was intended 
to be limited by the same restrictions as the other grants therein 
contained, whereas, the plenary grant of power over the Territo- 
ries is found ina subsequent article and contains nothing to indi- 
cate any restriction; second, the grant contemplates the transfer 
of territory and people then within certain States to the United 
States, for the purpose of a seat of government, and the conclusion 
is irresistible that the States desired and intended to secure for 
this territory and its people the same protection as for the States 
themselves; third, the Constitution once extended over it, and 
has never ceased to extend over it; fourth, by the act of February 

21, 1871, the Constitution and laws of the United States were spe- 
cifically extended to the District of Columbia. 

It is true the learned judge, Justice Harlan, in the opinion, 


Says, at page 550: 
vs. Un 
MEL ir 9 Ui rnc ge Diy Pa 8., rer gu Ral peg e per oe 
8 — 3 d or telat b AR criminal prosecutions; and it had 
held 7 on Webster d bee How., is, 460) that the seventh 
anal W eared that the people of ‘his aly geno rogard iosa rights 
than those accorded to the people of the Territories of the U 

But it will be noticed that re point as to whether the Constitu- 
tion and its limitations extend ex proprio vigore to the Territories 
was not raised in Reynolds vs, United States. Indeed, it could 
not be raised in that case, for the Constitution had been 
ally extended to the Territory of Utah by act of Congress (9 U. S. 
Stats., chap. 51, sec. 17, p. 458). And in the case of Webster vs. 
Reid it was not decided that the seventh amendment applied to 
the Territories (although it was quoted, it is true), butit was 
stated that the provisions of that amendment had been extended 
to the Terri of Iowa by the organic law of that Territory. 

It may be said further of Reynolds vs. United States that the 
contention was that the act of Congress d bigamy in the 
Territories and providing for its eee ent, which act was in- 
tended for the suppression of polygamy in Utah, was in conflict 
with the first amendment to the Constitution in thatit prohibited 
the free exercise of religion. The decision of the court on this 

t was that the law was not that amendment, because 

t did no such . But if this matter is to be determined 

by dicta in the opinions of the ju judges, es, then the ese question is 

still an one, for in the case of rican Pu pone, ee 

vs. Fisher (166 U. S., bis sahich incgented eee in Spring- 

ville vs. Thomas, in the same volume, Justice Brewer, delivering 
the opinion, says, at pages 466, 467: 


The Territorial 1 was relied as oe. for this action. Its 


validity, therefore, must be de’ Whether the seventh amendment 
tothe tution of the United States, which that “in suits at 
common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed $20, the right of 
trial by jury shall preserved,” tes ex proprio to in date 
ct of thet may be a 8 of dispute. In Webst r vs. 5 Sii 
8 ac © re of the Territory of Iowa a ju 
common-law actions was held void. hile in the inion, 


laws of the 

plicable,” and 

the, Te ‘fhe. inhabitants of the said Territory 

be entitled to the writ A ipiean nomen and of the trial by i 

1 — may have been SARAT reason of the conflict wi 

sional In Re vs. Ui p States (98 U. 8.,145, 154), it was said, 

in reference toa cri: m the Territory of f Utah, that 
the Constitution 1 f the U Uni — (Amendment V1) the accused 

in Callan re. W + trial ry.” Both of these cas 


nee of 


Cob 
jury aro infor United aie S., 1, 44) it was said by Mr. Justice 


House Con lating for the Territories would be A 
*Dou 
those fundamen or yi ts — 


appli- 


3 vs. s. United erg a a. U. S., poy it was ae — — fo 
ark tional provisions respect tenure of judicial ces n 
apply to Territorial judges. 


Butif the seventh amendment does not 

— this Territorial statute. then 8 
es, irrespective of — express constitutional 

ted! in respect to this matter. 

What has been said as to the case of Callan vs. Wilson ap at, 
with eye omits oe case of Capital Traction Company vs, 

in 174 

ren en case of Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 34g) may also be cited 
as against the position for which Iam contending. In that case 
Justice Harlan, delivering the opinion of De court, says at page 346: 

The Constitution of the United States : “That trial of all crimes 
except in cases of impeachment, shall be Daf “and sach trials be held in 
the State where the said crime shall hav been committed; but when not com- 
mitted within an Brats the trial shall be at such place or places as the Con- 
gress may by law directed.“ (Article III. section 2.) And by the sixth 
pet aes of the Constitution it is declared: “In all criminal prosecutions 
me accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial by an 8 

which dist States and district wherein the crime shall h 


in and of itself to invali- 
full control over the Terri- 
limitations, and it has legis- 


8 t him, to ha ulsory n, to be confronted with the 
m, vo com process for witnesses 
in his — 7 . — and to have the AA — of council for his defense. 
pe et of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the rigi right of trial by jury in suits at common law ly to the Territories of 
437, BF to e Putian 55 Fisher i 166 U. er ve, Reid, 15 8 
ican vs. 5 
ville vs. Thomas, 166 U. S., 8. 7070 5 Spring: 
And also at page 347: 


It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the National Constitu- 
tion relating to trials by ju E ry for 55 to criminal prosecutions apply 
to the Territories of the United Sta 

A mere statement of that case co will be sufficient to show that the 
argument of the learned justice as to Article III, section 2, of the 
Constitution, and as to the amendments, was wholly unnecessary 
to the decision of the case, and must therefore be regarded as extra- 
judicial or a meredictum. It was this: The law of the Territory 
of Utah provided that a trial jury in criminal cases should consist 
of twelve persons. The crime was committed while this law was 
in effect. Subsequently the constitution of the State of Utah 
ponsad for the trial of this crime by a jury of eight persons. 

e case was clearly covered by subsection 1 of section 10 of 
Article I of the Constitution, prohibiting a State from passing an 
ex post facto law. 

I next call attention to cases relating to citizenship, which is 
considered by some to be a matter of great importance. But be- 
fore — to their examination it will be necessary to 
examine carefully the provisions of the Constitution on that sub- 
ject. Those necessary to be considered will be found in Article 
[, section 8, subsection 4, in Article IV, section 2, subsection 1, 
and in the fourteenth amendment, section 1. Ido not conceive 
that there can be any objection to allowing the same persons to be 
naturalized in any of the recently acquired territories as in the 
territories heretofore acquired. The expression “throughout the 
United States” used in Article I, section 8, subsection 4, has al- 
ready been considered in connection with the case of Loughbor- 
ough vs. Blake, and what has been said there is equally applicable 
here. As to the provision contained in Article IV, section 2, sub- 
tag 1, it is by its terms appia to the States, and what has 

said as to the meaning of the word State“ in the Constitu- 
tion ton might be ted here. But as to the first section of the 
fourteenth amendment two questions arise: 

First. Do the inhabitants of ceded territory become citizens of 
the United States within the meaning of the titution, ex pro- 
prio vigore that instrument, when the cession is complete? 

Second. Will all persons ‘hereafter born in these territories be 
3 of the United States under the Constitution, ex proprio 


e seem that the answers to these questions are not de- 
575 upon the establishment of a civil government therein. 
These tories belong now to the United States. They are now 
subject to the sovereignty of the nation. The allegiance of the 
inhabitants has been transferred to the United States. Of course, 
then, in the international and common law sense, they are citi- 
zens of the United States. But that is a different thing from 
citizenship under the Constitution. The question is, Are these 
islands a part of the United States within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution, and are persons born in them born in the United States, 
and therefore citizens within the meaning of that instrument? 
The provision defining citizenship does not wait upon the action 
of Congress; they are or they are not citizens by operation of the 
Constitution. 

Certainly a treaty of cession may stipulate that the inhabitants 
of ceded territory may, all of them or a part of them, become 
citizens of the United States, either immediately upon the cession 
being complete or in the future, upon certain conditions or con- 
tingencies, The treaties with France, Mexico, and 8 , for the 
cessions heretofore acquired from them, all substanti y provided 
the same thing: 


The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be ineo . Union 

of the United States. and admitted as soon as ng to the 
of the Federal Constitution, to 3 eck of manic rights, 

eared e d immunities of citizens of the States, and in the 
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meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. 

It would seem thet the makers of these treaties did not consider 
that the inhabitants of the ceded territory would become citizens 
of the United States, except by force of the treaty, or by statute, 

rior to the admission of the States to be formed outof it into the 
nion. 

The Alaska treaty stipulated that— 


The inhabitants, * è * with the exception of uncivilized native tribes, 


shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the ts, advan and immu- 
nities of citizens of the United States, and — s 8 protected 


in the jree enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

Citizenship here, as in the former cessions, is the result of 
mpe ation. And here again we note that the makers of the treaty 
did not consider that they would become such citizens by the 
operation of the Constitution and without such stipulation, 

The definition in the Constitution is: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
— thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 

In Elk vs, Wilkins (112 U. S., 94) Gray, J., delivering the opin- 
ion, at pages 101 and 102, says: 


te all ce. to the time of birth in the one 
case, as they do to the time of naturalization in the other. s thus not 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States at the time of birth can not 


become so afterwards except by being naturalized, either Seg Mat amg! Se by 
proceedings under the naturalization acts, or collectively, as by the force of 
a treaty by which 23 territory is acquired. 

Indians within the territorial limits of the United States, members of 
and owing immediate allegiance to one of the Indian tribes (an alien though 
dependent power), although in a whical sense born in the United 
States, are no more “born in the United States and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof" than the children of subjects of any foreign 8 born 
within the domain of that government or the children within the 


. United States of ambassadors or other public ministers of foreign nations. 


And in United States vs. Wong Kim Ark (169 U. S., 649), at 
pages 702, 703, the same justice, delivering the opinion of the court, 
says: 


an à 
naturalization under the authority and in the forms of law. 
birth is established by the mere fact of birth under the circumstances 

in the Constitution. Every person born in the United States and subject to the 
or at once a citizen of the United — 4. — needs 


case of 

ercised either by a 
enactments conferring citizenship u 
by enabling foreigners individually 
judicial N as in the ordinary provisions of the naturalization acts. 

The recent treaty with Spain provides: 

Spanish subjects, natives of the Peninsula, residing in the terri over 
which 5 by the present treaty relinquishes or cedes her so ty, 
+ $ 6 case they remain in the territory, (they) zany preserva th - 
legiance to the Crown of Spain by making before a court of record, a 
year from the date of the exchange of ratifications of this treaty. a declara- 
tion of their decision to preserve such all: ce, in default of which 


tion they shall be held to have renounced it and to have ted the nation- 
ality of the territory in which mye fos reside. The civil ts and political 
status of the native inhabitants of the territories hereby to the United 
States shall be determined by the Congress. 


Here there is no naturalization by treaty, either of the natives 
or of the Spaniards, natives of the Peninsula, and it is clear from 
the opinions above quoted that the inhabitants of Puerto Rico 
and the Philippines, born there prior to the time of acquisition, 
do not become citizens of the United States, within the meaning 
of this amendment, by the mere fact of acquisition, but can only 
become so by naturalization under Congressional legislation. 
And it is also clear that uncivilized natives, under tribal relations, 
occupy the same status as our own Indians or the uncivilized 
tribes of Alaska. (See Cherokee Nation vs. Georgia, 5 Peters, 1; 

a vs. United States, 118 U. S., 375; Talton vs. Ma; 163 
U. S., 376.) It may also be well to note that the na’ ization 
act embraces only white persons and persons of African descent. 

But how about persons born in these Territories after acquisi- 
tion? To answer this we must answer the question, Are such 
persons born in the United States? And this brings us again to 
the meaning of the term “ United States“ in this amendment. If 
my contention, heretofore set forth, as to this is correct, it must 
mean the States united under the Constitution. The status of a 
person born outside the States is determined, not by the Constitu- 
tion, but by the law of nations, the common law, and the statutes 
enacted by Congress. I have also pointed out the objects sought 
to be accomplished by the fourteenth amendment, and how it was 
framed and its language used with the of the thirteenth 
amendment before those who framed an opted it, and how 
they would have used other language if it had been intended 


the words “in the United States” should include the Territories, 
and how a consideration of all the clauses of the Constitution 
shows the absence of any intention to extend the constitutional 
limitations beyond the limits of the States united under it, except 
where words are used which can bear no other interpretation. 

If this be correct, we are bound to conclude that ms born 
beyond the limits of the States are citizens of the United States 
only in the international sense or the common-law sense, and not 
by force of the fourteenth amendment, and that they may be made 
citizens within the meaning of the Constitution only by treaty 
or by statute. Of course, itis not contended for a moment that 
the Constitution does not operate and have full force in Arizona 
and New Mexico and Oklahoma in this respect, and in respect to 
the personal and civil Hight of all, but that it thus operates and 
has full force because it been specifically extended to them by 
treaty or by statute. 

That there are expressions in the opinion of Mr. Justice Miller 
in the Slaughterhouse cases (16 Wallace, 36), at page 73, which 
indicate the con view will not be denied, But that an exam- 
ination of that case and of the opinion will show that they are 
extrajudicial and a dictum I think will be apparent. There the 
learned justice, speaking for the court, states that the first section 
of the fourteenth amendment defines e k not only citizen- 
ship of the United States, but citizenship of the States; that no 
such definition was previously found in the Constitution, nor had 
any attempt been made to define it by act of Congress; that it 
had been the occasion of much discussion in the courts, by the 
Executive Departments, and in the public journals; that it had 
given rise to two questions which been the subject of differ- 
ences of opinion, to wit: 

First. That no man was a citizen of the United States exceptas 
he was a citizen of one of the States composing the Union, and, 
therefore, those who had been born and resided always in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or in the Territories, though within the United 
. not citizens, which question had never been judicially 

Soi 7 

Second. That a man of African descent, whether a slave or not, 
was not and could not bea citizen of a State or of the United 
States, which question had been decided in favor of the proposi- 
tion by a decision which, while it met the condemnation of some 
of the ablest statesmen and constitutional lawyers of the country, 
had never been overruled. i 

He then goes on to say that the clause All persons born or nat- 
uralized in the United States are citizens of the United States and 
of the State wherein they reside,” puts at rest both of these ques- 
tions, and that, while there can be no doubt that its main purpose 
was to establish the citizenship of the negro, it declares that persons 
may be citizens of the United States without regard to their citi- 
zenship of a particular State, and that it makes all persons born 
within the United States, and subject to its jurisdiction, citizens 
of the United States, 

In the conclusion drawn in these observations of the learned 
justice there is no conflict with the view which I have taken ex- 
cept in the wider meaning given to the phrase in the United 
States.“ In the view which I have taken a person may be a citi- 
zen of the United States without reference to his citizenship of a 
particular State; indeed, he may be a citizen of the United States 
without being a citizen of any State. Such citizenship may be 
established by treaty or by statute, either as to the inhabitants of 
Territories or Indians born in tribal relations, but such citizenship 
is a legislative and not a constitutional citizenship. And what the 
legislative power may grant it may withhold, It, therefore, rests 
with Congress to grant or withhold citizenship to the inhabitants 
of these acquisitions. 

That the observations made in this connection by the learned 
justice constitute a mere dictum will be shown by a considera- 
tion of the questions raised and decided. Indeed, part of the 
statement has been expressly overruled—that part wherein he 
says that the clause ‘‘and subject to the jurisdiction thereof” 
was intended to exclude from its operation children of citizens or 
subjects of foreign States born within the United States; for in 
the case of United States vs. Wong Kim Ark (167 U. S., 649) the 
court expressly held that a porsan born in the United States, of 
parents who are subjects of the Emperor of China, but have a 
permanent domicile and residence in the United States, and are 
there carrying on business, and are not employed in any diplo- 
matic or official capacity under the Emperor of China, is a citizen 
of the United States and of the State wherein he is born or may 
thereafter reside. 

In the Slanghterhouse Cases the Stateof Louisiana had passed an 
act which, in effect, created a monopoly, and the point was made 
that by it the privileges and immunities of citizens of the United 
States were abridged. The court held that there is a citizenship 
of the United States, and a citizenship of a State, which are dis- 
tinct from each other, and that it is only the privileges and im- 
munities belonging to the former which are placed by this clause 


that | under the protection of the Federal Constitution, and that those 
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belonging to the latter, whatever they may be, are not intended 
to have any additional protection by this paragraph of the amend- 
ment; that while there are certain privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the United States, which owe their existence to the 
Federal Government, its national character, its Constitution, or 
its laws, which no State can abridge, the privileges and immuni- 
ties alleged and relied on in the argument to have been abridged 
are those which belong to the citizens of the States as such, and 
that they are left to the State government for security and pro- 
tection, and not by this article placed under the special care of 
the Federal Government; and that, therefore, there had been no 
abridgment of those privileges and immunities of citizens of the 
United States which are protected by this amendment. 

It will thus be seen that it was not necessary to decide who were 
citizens of the United States, and whether or not persons born in 
the Territories are such by force of the Constitution. This ques- 
tion was not raised and was not decided. It was only contended 
that the privileges and immunities protected by this amendment, 
of citizens of the United States, whoever they might be, had been 
abridged, and the court decided that they had not been. It was con- 
tended that there were no privileges and immunities belonging to 
the citizens of the States as such, distinct from those belonging 
to citizens of the United States as such, and the court held that 
there were such privilegesand immunities of citizens of the States, 
that those were left to the State governments for security and 
protection, and that only those, if any, had been abrid Surely 
the dictum in this case will have little weight with the Supreme 
Court when it comes to consider the question of the citizenship of 
the inhabitants of Puerto Rico and the Philippines, which has been 
expressly, andit would seem purposely, left with a different status 
from Sey of the inhabitants of any other territory heretofore 
acquired. 

In the case of United States vs. Wong Kim Ark, above cited, 
which is the last which T have found on this subject, Justice Gray 
uses the following language: - 

The amendment (refe: to the fourteenth amendment), in clear words 
and in manifest intent, includes the children born within the territory of thè 
United States of all other persons (that is, except the children of members 


of the Indian tribes and the children of ambassadors or ministers, etc., of 
whatever race or color domiciled within the United States. 


It is quite evident from the whole opinion that by the phrases 
„within the territory of the United States” and within the 
United States“ the learned justice meant to include all the terri- 
tory, both within and without the States, over which the sover- 
eignty of the nation extends, But the case was that of a person 
born within a State. It never has been decided that a person 
born in a Territory is a citizen of the United States, within the 
meaning of the Constitution, by force of the Constitution, irre- 
spective of treaty or specific statute, or otherwise than in the broad 
international and common law sense to which I have referred. 

The questions here involved never have arisen as they are pre- 
sented by the status of the people in Puerto Rico and the Philip- 

ines, because in all the decided cases the territory considered has 
ey that in which the provisions of the Constitution under con- 
sideration had, by treaty or by statute or by organic acts, been 
specifically made operative. 

In all these cases, which amongst those I have been able to find 
seem to bear most strongly against e it is well to 
bear in mind the words of the great chief justice in Cohens vs. 
Virginia, 6 Wheaton 264, 399. 

rded 

A cron tema et Oceans wi ces ane te aioe Geek arora 
ons are used. If they go be Ay the case, they may be respected, but ought 
not to control the ju ent in a su uent suit when the very Epa is pre- 
sented for decision. e question 
actually before the court is in its full 
extent. Other principles which may serve to illustrate it are considered in 
their relation to the case decided, but their possible bearing on all other cases 

is seldom completely investigated. 


IV. 


And it must further be borne in mind that in all the decided 
cases which have reference to the subject now under considera- 
tion the facts and conditions have been entirely different from 
those now existing as to the people and territory of Puerto Rico 
and the Philippine Islands by reason of the difference in the trea 
1 and also by reason of the operation of statutes whic 
had been passed by Congress extending the Constitution or the 
laws of the United States, or both, to the territory. 

Having now considered these cases, all of which I think I have 
been able to show are not applicable to the conditions as presented 
by our latest treaty, I now proceed to present those which, in my 
judgment, fully sustain my position. 

And first let us consider the source of the power to acquire. 
Having fixed that, it would seem not difficult to find the source of 
the power to govern and the extent of that power. In American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511), in which the ques- 
tion was directly involved and decided; at pages 541 and 542, Mar- 
shall, Chief Justice, says: 


The course which the argument has taken will require that, in deciding 
this question, the court should take into view the relations in which Florida 


stands to the United States. The Constitution confers absolutely on the 


Government of the Union the power of making war and of making treaties; ° 


coi uently, t e; m' i 
8 N pe fin pie 5 possesses the power of acquiring territory 

This part of the opinion has been quoted over and over again b 
the Supreme Court, with approval, and has been uniform] cited, 
with like approval, by all writers on the Constitution. ere the 
power to acquire is derived from the powers to make war and to 
make treaties. 

But there is a long line of opinions of the same court, in which 
certain powers are deduced from the objects and scope of the Goy- 
ernment created by the Constitution, and from the whole_tenor 
and scope of its language, as inherent and implied powers of na- 
tional sovereignty; in other words, certain powers implied in and 
necessarily inherent in sovereignty. 

Thus we find Chief Justice Marshall, in McCulloch vs. Mary- 
land (4 Wheaton, 316), at page 406, saying; 

But there is no phrase in the instrament which, like the Articles of Con- 
federation, excludes incidental or implied powers, etc. 

And in Cohens vs, Virginia (6 Wheaton, 264), at page 413: 


That the United States formed for 5 8 55 and for most important purposes 
a single nation has not yet been denied. In war we are one people; in mak- 
ing peace we are one people. In allcommercial regulations we are one and the 
same people. In many other re: ts the American people are one; and the 
Government which is alone capable of . Wen their inter- 
ests in all these respects, is the Government of the Union. It k their Gov- 
ernment, and in that character they have no other. America has chosen to 
be, and in many respects, and to many 8 a nation; and for all these 
purposes her Government is complete; to these objects it is competent. 


And in American Insurance Company vs. Canter (supra), at 
page 546: 


They are legislative courts created in virtue of the general right of sover- 
eignty which exists in the Government, etc. S 
Justice Bradley, in the Legal Tender Cases (12 Wallace, 457), 
in his concurring opinion, at pages 554, 555, 556: 
The Constitution of the United States established a Government and not a 
1 e, compact, or partnership. It was constituted by the 3 It is 
called a Government. In the eighth section of Article I it is declared that 
Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for ng into execution the foregoing powers and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or officer thereof. As a Government it was invested with ail the 
attributes of sover: 
ane ir Skates d that the States, if chi 
eine ii o an e ose, 
pa tthe acts of the National Legislature, or might secede 
e 


them 


om the Union at 


be 
This has been finally effected by the national ponor, 
as it had never been nero by overwhelming argument. The United States 
isnot only a government but it is a national ent, and the only govern- 
ment in this country that has the character oA nationality. * * * 

Such being the ter of the General Government, it seems to be a self- 
evident pro tion that it is invested with all those inherent and implied 
powers which, at time of adopting the Constitution, were generally consid- 
ered to belong to every government as such and as being essential to the exercise 
of its functions. 


‘ht annul or disre- 


Chief Justice Waite, in National Bank vs. County of Yankton 


(101 U. S., 129), at page 133: 


In the organic act of Dakota there was not an express reservation of power 
in 5 to amend the acts of the Territorial legislature, nor was it neces- 
sary. a power is an incident of sovereignty, and continues until granted 
away. 


Justice Field, in the Chinese Exclusion Cases (180 U. S., 581), at 
page 604: 

While under our Constitution and form of government the great mass of 
local matters is controlled by local authorities, the United States in their re- 
lation to foreign countries and their subjects or citizens are one nation, in- 
vested with powers which belong to independent nations, etc. 


Justice Miller, in re Nagle (135 U. S., 1), at page 62: 


While it is limited in the number of its powers, so faras its sovereignty 
extends it is supreme. 

Justice Gray, in Jones vs. United States (187 U. S., 202), the 
Navassa Island case, at page 212: 

By the law of nations, recognized by all civilized states, dominion of new 
territory may be acquired by discovery and occupation, as well as by cession 
or conquest; and when citizens or subjects of one nation, in its name and b 

hority, S ma 55 8 take and nos eee continuous, and use 3 
possession ough only for the purpose of carrying on a cular busi- 
ness, such as 9 8 and curi h, or working thities) Of tarvitas unoc- 
cupied by any other government or its citizens, the nation to which they 
belong may exercise such jurisdiction and for such period as it sees fit over 
territory so acquired. ; 

And Justice Story, in his work on the Constitution, section 
1286, speaking of the cession of the Louisiana Territory: 

The friends of the measure were driven to the adoption of the doctrine 
that the right to acquire the territory was incident to national sovereignty; 
that it was a resulting power, growing necessarily out of the aggregate powers 
confided by the Federal Constitution; that the appropriation might justly be 
vindica upon this ground, and also upon the ground that it was for the 
common defense and general welfare. short, there is no possibility of de- 
fending the constitutionality of this measure but upon the principles of the 
liberal construction which has been, on other occasions, so corneatly resisted. 

And so I might multiply authorities. The italics above are my 
own. 

It must be remembered that in the early days after the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, and for along time afterwards, there 


were those who, whenever it suited their purposes, contended for 


so strict and limited a construction of that instrument that they 


held that there was no power in the General Government not 
yeah in express terms, and some went so far even as to deny to 


e Federal Union the right ofself-preservation. Hence the judges 
very naturally, as far as possible, sought in that instrument for some 
express provision to justify any exercise of power. But here we find, 
beginning with Chief Justice Marshall, a progressive interpreta- 
tion, deriving from it necessarily certain inherent and implied 
powers, so that when Justice Bradley said that the Government of 
the United States was ‘invested with all the inherent and implied 
powers which, at the time of adopting the Constitution, were 
generally considered to belong to every government as such, and 
as being essential to the exercise of its functions,” he but stated 
what has come to be the accepted doctrine. 

And so Chief Justice Marshall would only have stated what is 
now too firmly established to be disputed, if he had derived the 
right of acquisition not only from the power to make war and to 
make treaties, but also from those inherent and implied powers of 
sovereignty existing in every independent and sovereign nation. 
On no other ground can the right of acquisition by discovery and 
occupation, recognized in Jones vs, United States, supra, be justi- 


ed, 

And if the power of acquisition in the United States is derived 
from the inherent and implied powers of national sovereignty, 
common to every nation as such, would it not necessarily follow 
that by virtue of the same peres we have the right of govern- 
mentinterritoryacquired? If the Government of the United States 
is the representative of the national sovereignty of the poms of the 
United States as the British Crown and Parliament are the repre- 
sentatives of the national sovereignty of Great Britain, would not 
the Government of the United States, through its political depart- 
ments—the executive and legislative—have the same power of 
governing territory acquired by virtue of its inherent right of 
sovereignty as a nation as the Crown and Parliament of Great 
Britain have of governing British territory, or as the representa- 
tives of the sovereignty of any other nation would have? 

Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, section 1328, says: 

Tue power of Congress over the public territory is e gee: we and 
universal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
universal, unless so far as it is effected by stipulations in the cession or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any of it has been settled. 

And again, at section 1324: 


As the General Government possesses the right to acquire territory, either 
by conquest or by treaty, it would seem to follow as an inevitable conse- 


uence that it possesses the power to govern what it has acquired. The 
nog Soora waen so acquired, becom e entitled to self-government, and 
not su 


e jurisdiction of any State. It must, Meee yf be 
under the dominion and jurisdiction of the Union, or it would be without any 
government at all. In cases of conquest, the usage of the world is, if a na- 
ion is not wholly subdued, to der the conquered territory as eine f 

held by military occupation until its fate shall be determined by a treaty 
peace. But during this intermediate period it is exclusively subject to the 
ernment of the conqueror. In case of confirmation or cession by treaty, 

e ee page becomes firm and stable, and the ceded terri becomes 
of the nation to which it is annexed, either on terms stipulated in the 
ty or on such as its new master shall . gr 
The relations of the inhabitants with other do not change, but their 
relations with their former sovereign are dissolved, and new relations are 
created between them and their new sovereign. The act transferring the 
country transfers the allegiance of its inhabitants. But the general laws not 
strictly apes remain as they were until 1 the new 8 It 
the treaty stipulates that they shall envoy. the privileges, rights, and u- 
nities of citizens of the United States, the treaty as a part of the law of the 
land becomes o tory in these respects. ther the same effect would 
result from the mere fact of their becoming inhabitants and citizens by the 
cession without any 3 stipulation may deserve inquiry if the question 
should ever occur. But they do not participate in political power until the 

become a State and are admitted into the Union as such. Until that peri 
the territory remains subject to the Government in such manner as — 
shall direct, under the clause of the Constitution now under consideration, 


In the last section he follows and uses almost the exact lan- 
e of Chief Justice Marshall in American Insurance Company 
vs. Canter, supra. 
And in the case of United States vs, Kagama (118 U. S., 875, 380) 
Justice Miller says: 
But wer of errit 
tars for thie hata aries mo soc from ih aiats ta tne Conte 


jing of and making rules and regulations concerning 


tution in regard to disposi 
the Territory and other property of the United States as from the owner- 


ship of the country in which the Territories are and the right of exclusive 
sovereignty, which must exist in the National Government and can be found 
nowhere else. (Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. S., 15, 44.) 


If, then, there were no clause in the Constitution conferring 
upon Congress the power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United 
States (Art. IV, sec. 3, subs. 2) (and it may be said of this clause 
that it only strengthens the position and makes clear the intention 
of the makers of the Constitution), would not the power to acquire 
by reason of its national sovereignty necessarily imply the power 
to govern by reason of its national eee And would not 
this power be unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by stipula- 
tions in the cessions, as Judge Story has expressed it? It would 
seem that there could be but one answer, 

Those who contend that the limitations of the Constitution 
apply, and who think that those limitations would be fatal to 
the successful government of these islands and their people, are 
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driven to the position that a civil government prescribed b 

Congress for them must be left for the indefinite future, an 
that in the meantime they must be left to the will of the 
President, executed by the President's representatives, In other 
words, that while the limitations of the Constitution would at 
once apply and be binding as toany government that might be 
escri by Congress, those limitations would not apply and 
binding as to any government prescribed and carried on by 
the President; that territory whose acquisition has become com- 
lete, and in which there is no state of war or insurgency, can 
he kept under the absolute and unrestrained rule of the President, 
free from the limitations of the Constitution, for an indefinite and 
unlimited period, but that immediately upon the action of Con- 
gress those limitations take effect; that those limitations do not 
apply to the acts of the President, not enforcing martial law, or 
oe exercising the rights and pe of belligerency, which im- 
plies war or insurgency, but do apply to the acts of Congress; 
that one department of the Government created by the Constitu- 
tion is free to act in regard to territory acquired untrammeled by 

its limitations, while another is not. 

It would seem to be self-evident that the limitations of the Con- 
stitution, after peace has been restored and a treaty has been made, 
and acquisition is complete, bind all of the departments of the 
Government, if they bind any; that if those limitations do not ap- 
ply to the Executive in his government of acquired territory, 
under these conditions, they would not apply to Congress in its 
government of such territory. And this view seems to be made 
absolutely conclusive by the fact that the Constitution has, ina 
clause containing and implying no limitations, given to Congress 
the power of governing such territory, while it nowhere confers 
such power on the Executive, and such power has only been recog- 
nized as aining to the Executive while in the exercise of the 
belligerent rights of a conqueror or in the suppression of insur- 
rection and the restoration of and order. 

But when we say that the United States has power to acquire 
territory by virtue of its inherent and implied powers of sover- 
eignty, and after acquiring it has power to govern it by virtue of 
the same powers, we deduce at once the power in the President, 
as the representative of that sovereignty, to govern it until Con- 
gress acts, untrammeled by the limitations of the Constitution 
which are not in express terms made applicable to such territory, 
and the same power in Congress as representing that sovereignty 
when Congress comes to act, 

In American Insurance Company vs. Canter, supra, the court 
says at page 541: 

The usage of the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdued, to consider 
the holding of conquered territory as a mere military occupancy until its 
fate shall be determined at the treaty of Ik it be caded by tho treaty, 
the uisition is ed, and the ed territory becomes a part of the 
— To which it is annexed, either on the terms stipulated in the treaty of 
cession or on such as its new master shall impose. On such transfer of terri- 
tory it has never been held that the relations of the inhabitants with each 
other undergo any change. Their relations with their former sovereign are 
dissolved, and new relations are created between them and the government 
which has uired their territory. The same act which t erred their 
country t erred the oa of those who remained in it; and the law 
which may be denominated political is necessarily changed, although that 
which regulates the intercourse and general conduct of individuals remains 
in force until altered by the newly created power of the state. 

And again at page 543: 

It has been aray stated that all the laws which were in force in Florida 
while a province of Spain, those excepted which were political in their char- 

which concerned the relations between the people and their sovereign, 
Congress recognise ths principe by tn’ de merda tawe ofthe Tere 
tory now in force therein.“ No laws could then have been in force but those 
enacted by the Spanish Government. 

That is, until the territory is ceded by the treaty of peace, it is 
considered that the holding of such territory is a mere military 
occupation. When the acquisition is complete, however, by ces- 
sion, then the laws which were in force while the territory was a 
part of another nation, those excepted which are political in their 
character, as, for instance, those attaching to the obligations of 
allegiance and protection, remain in force until Congress acts. 
After e pe acquisition, and until Congress acts to change 
them, the former local laws apply, and the President administers 
them through his agents, 

And there is nothing in Cross vs. Harrison (16 How., 164) which 
conflicts with this. This is a very different thing from their being 
subject to the absolute and untrammeled will of the President. 
During this time, if the laws of the former sovereign made no pro- 
vision for juries or grand juries, the limitations contained in 
Amendments V, VI, and VII could not be in force without per- 
mitting criminals to go untried and unpunished, andrights which, 
under our system, would be tried in suits at common law, to be 
without a remedy, for there would be no way of securing a jury 
under the law. 


Ido not think anyone would contend that the Constitution would 


require or permit anysuchresult. Let it must require it, if its limi- 
ta tions apply to the government by the President while administer- 
ing the laws of the former sovereign. And would it not be absurd 
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to say that the President could administer the laws of another 
sovereign free from such limitations while he could not so admin- 
ister laws passed by our own sovercagaty? The only escape is to 
say that these limitations do not apply, and that as we have the 
right to acquire by virtue of the inherent powers of national sovy- 
ereignty, so we have the right to govern by virtue of the same 
powers; that the Constitution only confirms and strengthens that 
right by the express provision of the fourth article; and that in 
the government of such Territory we are as free from all limita- 
tions, not by the Constitution expressly made applicable, as Eng- 
land or any other nation would be. plauso.) 

It would seem to be impossible to harmonize the position taken 
by the Supreme Court as to courts in the Territories and as to the 
aces of the fourth article, above referred to, with any other 
view than that which I have taken. I have already cited and 

noted from the case of American Insurance Company vs, Canter. 
pow call attention to the following opinions, and I might cite 
others: 
230: 
atthe 83 goes 8 toe eee is ign exclusive and 


unive ; and their legislation is su to no control, but is absolute and 
unlimited. unless so far as it is aff 


right to acquire 


position be con „the the ited declares that 
Con shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
8 the terri or other property belonging to pa 

e 


tions respecting 
United States. Accordingly, we fin: 9 exe! 
absolute and undispu vreine for the T: 
of Orleans. Congress has given a legislative, an executive, and a 
judiciary, pa such T to assign to those 
ely.“ 


r (9 Baw 235, 242), opinion by Nelson, judge: 
ction between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under the 
nited States, has no foundation in these Territorial gov- 


ted power of tory 


Constitution of the U 

ernments; and pan yc lame no such distinction exists, either in to 

the jurisdiction of courts or the subjects submitted to their ce, 
are legislative rnments, and their courts legislative courts, Con- 
in the exercise of its powers in the reorganizati 


d 8 of 


ion an 
e Territories combining the power of both the Federal and State authori- 


ties. Their is but one system of government or of laws oparata within 
their limits, as neither is subject to the constitutional pro ms in respect 
to Federal and State jurisdi 


under the Constitution, nor subject to its com- 


8 
supervision trol. Whether or not there are 
ment which extend to and act upon these Territo vernments it is not 
terial toexamine. We are here of those ions that 
between eral and State jurisdiction.” 
of Yankton (101 U. S., 12 supra). 
ews, judge: 
tonal power of Congress to pass th sct ot March 22 158 eofarasitabridges 
T 0 80 far as it abridges 
the rights of electors in the p rsh rade under previous laws. But that ques- 
to ssion, It has beyond tho 
people of the United States as 
have supreme power over them 


rovisions in that instru- 


government over 
strictions as are in the Constitution, or are necessarily implied in 
pe sere, oF = the 8 and object of the power itself; for it may well 
be admi in as to every power of society over its members, 
that it is not absolute and unlimited.” 

United States vs. Gratiot (14 Peters, 528, 537), opinion ia Thompson, judge: 

And the Constitution of the United States Article V. sec. 3) provides: 
shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 


That Co 
and lations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
Uni States.“ The roa territory, as here coed. is merely descriptive of 


kind of property, and is nivalent tothe word lands. And Congress 
the same power wer itas ower any other property. belo: to the United 
States. this i povar is in Con, thout tation and has 
mam considered o foundation upon w. the Territorial governments 
Test.’ 
Shively vs. Bowl 152 U. S., 1, 48), 
the — tion. . 


ion Gray fore: 
a now well setti the United States paving 
rightfully acquired the Terri 


and being the government wh 

can impose laws upon them, have entire dominion and sovereignty, na- 
tional and munici Federal and State, over all the Territories so long as 
they remain in a torial condition.“ 
j Talbott vs. Silver Bow County (139 U. S., 438, 445, 446), opinion by Brewer, 

But the argument fails when applied toa Territory. It is nota 
distinct sovereignty. It has no 8 powers. It is a aig oo com- 
muni all whose y Con: 


ers are created gress, 
and all whose acts are subject to Congressional supervision. Its attitude to 
the General Government is no more independent that of a city to the 
— in which it is situated, and which has given to it its municipal organi- 
gation.” 

en e United States (86 Fed. Rep., 450, 459), opinion by Morrow, 


. in the brief of counsel 
for W A is found in the now well-established doctrine that the Territo- 


ment which can impose laws upon it, has the entire dominion and sovereignty, 
national and municipal, Federal and State.” 

See also Utter vs. Franklin (172 U. S., 416, 423). 

It will be seen that Chief Justice , remembering what 
he had said in Seré vs, Pitot, supra, made use of the 


in American Insurance Company vs. Canter as to the Territorial 
court in Florida, These cases have been uniformly followed and 
approved, and from them it is clear that the established doctrine 
of the court is that ‘‘the judicial power of the United States” pro- 
vided for in the third article of the Constitution means, accord- 
ing to the decisions of our highest court, the judicial power of the 
Federal Government as exercised within the territory comprised 
within the States, and has no reference to the judicial power exer- 
cised under Federal legislation in the Territories; that the courts 
of the Territories are created in virtue of the general right of sov- 
ereignty which exists in the Government or of the clause of the 
fourth article authorizing Congress to make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the Territories belonging to the United 
States; that Congress may by virtue of these powers establish 
there such courts as it may see fit; may give to them such juris- 
diction as it may deem proper, including admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction, notwithstanding the provision of cle III on that 
subject; and, notwithstanding the provision as to life tenure, ma 
rovide for the appointment of judges whose terms of office shail 
limited and who may be removed at the pleasure of the ap- 
pointing power. . 

Barely here are some of the limitations entirely disregarded, and 
all on the ground that they are not constitutional courts, but are 
organized under and by virtue of the general right of sovereignty 
which exists in the Government, or the needful rules and regula- 
tions clause. Here, too, is a case of the exercise of power under that 
clause independent of the limitations in other parts of the instru- 
men 

It would seem that this ought to be conclusive. But mark also 
what is said as to the Government of the United States, by the 
Constitution, having the entire dominion and sovereignty, national 
and municipal, Federal and State, over all the Te ries, As to 
them there is no partition of sovereignty. It is all in the United 
States. In legislating for the Territories Congress has the powers 
both of the Federal Government and of the State governments. 
In other words, as to the Territories it has every sovereign power 
of legislation. 

Now, note the decision of the Supreme Court in Barron vs. Bal- 
timore (7 Peters, 243), which has been uniformly followed and 
approved. (Fox vs, Ohio, 5 How., 410; Withers vs, Buckley, 20 

ow., 84; Twitchell vs. The Commonwealth, 7 Wallace, 321; Ed- 
ward vs. Elliot, 20 Wallace, 532; Pierson vs, Yewdall, 95 U. S., 
294; Davis vs. Texas, 139 U. S., 651; Talton vs. Mayes, 163 U. S., 
376.) In all these cases the doctrine announced is that the limi- 
tations on the powers of the General Governmentin the Constitu- 
tion, expressed in general terms, are not applicable to the States, 
but were adopted to quiet the fears of the States, and as limita- 
tions upon the exercise of the powers of the General Government 
in reference to the people of the States adopting it and united 


under it, . — 

Now, if the General Government, in legislating for the Terri - 
tories and their people, has the legislative powers both of the 
General Government and of the States with respect to their peo- 
ple, in virtue of the general right of sovereignty which exists in 
the General Government, or in virtue of the plenary-power clause 
of the fourth article, and if the States in their legislative powers for 
their own people are not restrained by the limitations exp in 
general terms in the Constitution of the United States, would it 
not necessarily follow that the General Government in legislatin, 
for the Territories is not restrained by those limitations? An 
would not the conclusion be inevitable that Congress, in its legis- 
lation in respect to the Territories, would have those absolute 
and plenary powers of undivided sovereignty which, at the time of 
adopting the Constitution, were generally considered to belong to 
every government as such? There would seem to be but one an- 
swer. And thus we find that in the thirteenth amendment, and in 
those other provisions to which I have referred, where it was in- 
tended that the inhibition should apply wherever the sovereignty 
of the United States extended, words are used which convey 
directly, and without any possibility of mistake or misconstruc- 
tion, that meaning. 

The following onson is sometimes asked by those taking the 
opposite view, and they seem to think that it is absolutely conclu- 
sive of the matter: Can the Government of the United States, 
the creature of the Constitution, having lawful existence only by 
virtue of the Constitution, go anywhere in the exercise of its pow- 
ers and jurisdiction unaccompanied by the Constitution?“ 

It would seem at first blush to be hard to answer, and yet it has 
been answered, and answered completely, in the case In re Ross 
(140 U. S., 453). 

The case was this: Ross, a seaman on board a United States 
ship lying in the harbor of Yokohama, Japan, killed one Kelly, 
the second mate of the vessel. He was arrested and confined in 
jail in Yokohama, and was subsequently tried, convicted of mur- 
der, and condemned to death by a consular court, sitting in Yoko- 
hama consisting of the United States consul-general and four 


used | associates, During the trial motion was made on his behalf for a 
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trial by jury, which was refused, After his conviction and sen- 
tence the President commuted the penalty from death to imprison- 
ment for life in the penitentiary at Albany, N. X. He was brought 
from Yokohama tothe Albany penitentiary and there incarcerated. 
After he had been confined there for some years motion was made 
in the circuit court of the United States for his discharge, on the 

ound that his trial, conviction, sentence, and imprisonment were 
in violation of the Constitution, The circuit court denied the mo- 
tion, and an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court, where the 
order of the lower court was affirmed. 

The authority under which the consular court was organised 
and acted was derived from treaties between the United States 
and Japan, wherein it was provided that Americans committin 
offenses in J anan were to be tried by the American consul-general, 
or consul, and punished according to American laws, and from 
acts of the Congress of the United States investing ministers and 
consuls of the United States to Japan with judicial power over 
such cases, providing for the organization of the consular court, 
and prescribing the manner of procedure in which that power 
should be exercised. 

Attempt has been made to distinguish this case by giving to the 
language of the court the meaning that the Government of Ja 
authorized the American consul to exercise jurisdiction according 
to any form of procedure which his Government igs prescribe, 
andonly required that the punishment should be inflicted accord- 
ing to American law, and that in the procedure, in arraignment 
and trial, the lawmaking power of the United States had the per- 
mission of Japan to prescribe such regulations as it might think 
proper, the lawmaking power of the United States acting in this 
respect for the Japanese Government. This would seem to be 
exceedingly farfetched. But the fact still remains, and it would 
seem to be a complete answer to this position, that the court was 
organized and its procedure was had under a law of the Congress 
of the United States. 

Ican not better give the real meaning of the decision in this 
case than by quoting the words of Dr. Talcott Williams, of Phil- 
adelphia, in Annals of the American Academy, Supplement, May, 
1899. He says: 

Any confusion on this subject arises from failing to discriminate between 
the limits of sovereignty and constitutional jurisdiction. * * * Sover- 

ty and jurisdiction may be coterminous. Either may exist where the 
other is absent. The sovereignty of the United States sentenced in Japan to 
death, and provided for the imprisonment of Ross for life in Albany, a 


stronger case than the finding in Ja) because the sentence had to be exe- 
cuted within our constitutional limits, b 


use 

if it had a would have been n and the Supreme Court wisel 
found the authority for dealing with the tits and liberty of an American citi 
= 


fined limits, to wit. the States which form 
nation with the usual internati: 
3 nation, 


tional sovereignty, it acts wi 


W 
125 the Constitution. Legislation treaty or statute (American Insurance 
Company vs. Canter, 1 ries g> 
tion chal t 


with the municipal law 
States, and is created b 5 because it is a part of that law. 
t oi to t 


Nor does 


has . ha been 
1 territory thus annexed 
— 2 marus found a power wider than that ply to make all needful 
and regu 
national power w 


n passed 
sovereignty, ant not part of our municipal constitutional j 
The course of decisions in regard to the Indian tribes, subject 
as they are to the sovereignty of the United States and living in 
territory subject to that sovereignty, are also suggestive. In re- 
gard to them it has never been considered that the power of Con- 
gress was limited by the Constitution. These semi-independent 
tribes have always been recognized as exempt from our laws, 
whether within or without the limits of an organized State or 
Territory, and in regard to their domestic government left to their 
own rules and traditions. (Ex parte Crow Dog, 109 U. S., 556; 
United States vs. Joseph, 94 U. S., 614, 617; United States vs. 
Kazama, 118 U. S., 375; Talton vs. Mayes, 163 U. S., 876.) 
Now, if Congress can establish such courts and provide such 
. as that established and provided for the trial of Ross in 
oreign territory, and can provide for or permit such procedure 
as may be required by the rules and traditions of an Indian tribe 
in our own territory, unrestricted by any provision of the Consti- 
tution, surely the reasoning which I have given should not be 
considered strained and artificial to show that the constitutional 


limitations do not apply to legislation for territory acquired as 


our new possessions have been. 

It will be noted, Mr. Speaker, that there is one decision of the 
Supreme Court to which I have made no reference, the case of 
2 vs, Sanford, e known as the ee Scott Map I 

ve purposely refrain om making any reference to case. 
It is possible I might have found 5 to sustain my mp oe 
ment in that case, where it was decided that a free man of the 
African race, whose ancestors were brought to this country and 
sold as slaves, was not a citizen of the United States within the 
meaning of the Constitution, and that, too, in the face of the fact 
that such persons were recognized as citizens and given all the 
privileges of citizens in several of the States. That case never was 
entitled to the t of honest men, either lawyers or laymen. 
All of it was absolute obiter dictum, except that relating to 
the jurisdiction of the court; and it long since, in the language of 
an eminent justice of the Supreme Court, became a useless in- 
cumbrance in the reports of that high tribunal. 


V. 


Having examined the provisions of the Constitution and the 
opinions of the Supreme Court touching the question now under dis- 
cussion, I might now cite a great number of historical and legis- 
lative precedents sustaining my contention. But I will not take 
the time of the House by thus adding to a speech which is already 
too long. I desire, however, to call the attention of the House v 
briefly to the acquisition of Louisiana (the first acquisition of terri- 
tory which did not already belong to the United States, or to one of 
the States, after the adoption of the Constitution) and to the first 
legislation had in re; thereto. We shall find much here that 
is instructive, and perhaps something that ought to be startling, 
to those who in these days areinveighing so 5 both against 
our right to acquire and our ability to govern, and especially to 
those who are in the habit of deifying Mr. Jefferson. 

A very brief examination of the views of one or two of the most 
prominent statesmen of that od and of the debates in Con- 
gress will show that none of those entertaining different views 
with the exception of Mr. Jefferson, contended against the right 
of acquisition, and that the differences arose principally on ques- 
tions of government and as to whether the treaty- g power 
could, under the Constitution, provide in the treaty of cession for 
the admission into the Union o uired territory, or for special 
commercial privil to ports in such territory, and as to whether, 
without a clear violation of that instrument, foreign territory 
could be admitted to the status of States at all. 

The purchase and cession of that Territory was a political event 
of as great, if not far greater, importance than the recent cessions. 
We find Mr. Jefferson, as usual, doubting and asserting that it 
was a direct violation of the Constitution; writing to one that 
the Constitution has made no provision for our holding foreign 
territory, and that it should be amended (letter to Breckenridge, 
Jefferson's Works, volume 4, page 500), to another that our pecul- 
jar security is in the ession of a written Constitution and 
that we should not e it a blank paper by construction; and 
cautioning that, if it must be done, it should be done as quietly 
as possible, and signifying his willingness to uiesce, if his 
friends should not agree with him, and trusting t the evil of 
construction might be corrected when it shall produce ill effects, 
(Letter to Nicholas, Jefferson’s Works, volume 4, page 505.) 

On the other hand, we find Mr. Gallatin laying down the broad 
8 since so fully sanctioned by the decisions of the Supreme 


Co 
a That the United States asa nation have an inherent right to acquire 
tory; (2) that whenever that acquisition is by treaty the same consti- 
tuted authorities in whom 


the treaty-makin, wer is vested have a constitu- 
tional right to seocu the nisitions (8) that whenever the terri has 


acq mgress have the power either of admitting into the Union 
as a new State, or of annexing toa State with the consent of that State, or 
of — * for the government of such territory.—Writings of 
Albert lai volume 1, pages 113, 114. 


And Mr. Nicholas, that 


There is noa in the Constitution that.limits the treaty-making po 
ne 


wer 
except the limitations of the other powers given to the Government 


and the evident objects for which the Government was instituted. 


Jefferson subsequently 588 in Mr. Gallatin's views as to 
the power of acquisition (Writings of Albert Gallatin, volume 1, 
page 115), and when the matter reached Congress the members 
also seemed to have adopted them, and there was substantially no 
quon raised by any member of either of the great parties of 
the day as to the right of the President and Senate to make the 
ae ed far asthe mere acquisition of territory was concerned, and 
oe ring that vast territory under the sovereignty of the United 
States. 

As to the right to make a treaty of Sty rowers all were agreed. 
Randolph, Jeffersonian Republican, said that the power to settle 
disputes as to boundaries involved the power of extending bound- 
aries; Nicholson, Jeffersonian Republican, that a sovereign nation 
had a right to acquire new territory under the war power and 
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the treaty-making power; that the right must exist somewhere 
as essential to independent sovereignty; Cæsar Rodney, Jeffer- 
sonian Republican, that there was no reason wey within the fair 


meaning of this general provision (the general-welfare clause) 
is not included the power of increasing territory if necessary for 
the general welfare or common defense; that the words of the Con- 
stitution which give Congress the authority to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into effect the 
foregoing powers vested in us every power necessary for carrying 
such a 5 effect; that as for the special privilege of trade 
accorded to New Orleans, it violated in no way the Constitution; 
Taylor, Jeffersonian Republican and mover of the Virginia reso- 
lutions, that it was derived from the war power and the treaty- 
making power; Breckenridge, Jeffersonian Republican and mover 
of the Kentucky resolutions, that it was derived from this source. 

On the other side, the Federalists all admitted that the power to 
acquire territory was vested in the Government under the war and 
treaty-making powers and also by the inherent right of sover- 
eignty. They only contended that there was no right to admit 
foreign country as an associate in the Union without the assent of 
each individual State, or to give the port of New Orleans special 
privil over the other ports of the country. To these conten- 
tions Nicholson replied that the right to acquire territory was one 
thing, but the right to admit that territory into the Union quite 
another thing, which he refused to discuss as not before the 
House; that as to the privilege to the port of New Orleans, this 
territory was purchased by the United States in their confederate 
capacity, and might be disposed of by them at pleasure; that it 
was in the nature of a colony whose commerce might be regu- 
lated without any reference to the Constitution. And Randolph 
replied that the stipulation as to the port of New Orleans was a 
part of the price of the 3 and as to the admission of new 
associates into the Union, so far as the Constitution was con- 
cerned we might admit Great Britain or France; that the only 
reason we could not was because we could not. 

And it was on this subject of admission tothe Union afterwards 
that the of Josiah Quincy so often alluded to was made, 
not as to the acquisition of the territory. So, also, we find Gou- 
yerneur Morris, who drew the third section of the fourth article of 
the Constitution, approving the ay Yow ton; but condemning the 
clause of the treaty pledging the admission of the territory into 
the Union, and saying that he always thought that when we 
should acquire Louisiana, as he always thought we would, it 
would be proper to govern it as a province, and that in drawing 
this section he had gone as far as circumstances would permit to 
establish the exclusion. (Letters to Henry W. Livingston, De- 
cember 4, 1803, and Jonathan Dayton, January 7, 1804.) 

The first legislation for the government of this Territory was 
the act October 81, 1803 (2 U. S. Stat., 245), which it may 
not be amiss to note was approved and carried into effect by Mr. 
Jefferson. The people of that Territory were restless, uneasy, and 
dissatisfied, and provision had to be made for their government 
and control. By this act the President was given absolute power. 
He was authorized to take ion and maintain the authority 
of the United States, and to make use for that pares of the 
Army and Navy of the United States and of the militia to the 
number of 80,000, and to vest in such person or persons as he might 
appoint all the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised b 
the officers of the existing government, to exercised in suc 
manner as he might direct. 

Mr. Jefferson immediately appointed one person, Governor Clai- 
borne, to exercise all the powers both of the governor-general and 
intendant, which had theretofore been vested in different individu- 
als, and the latter of which had to some extent been acheck upon 
the former. He thus made him substantially a temporary king, 
and intrusted to him the administration of a system of laws 
entirely unknown to and in many respects in violation of our 
Constitution. It may be noted that there was a religious estab- 
lishment, and that canons and curates received salaries from the 
public treasury. Nobody but John Quincy Adams had made any 
effort at amending the Constitution to fit the case, and he had re- 
ceived not only no encouragement but positively hostile action 
from the Jeffersonian Republicans. This bill was reported by 
John Randolph, of Virginia, the chairman of the committee, and 
when the Federalists objected that the powers conferred on the 
President by it were unconstitutional, he defended it on the 
ground of necessity and maintained that with respect to this terri- 
tory the United States possessed the powers of European sover- 


eignty. 

Others defended on the ground that Congress have a power in 
the Territories which they can not exercise in the States, and that 
the limitations of power found in the Constitution are applicable 
to States and not to Territories. Thus defended by the Jefferso- 
nian Republicans, the bill passed. It is true that this was a tem- 
1 5 measure, intended rather for the taking possession of than 

or the government of the Territory. But it is well to note the 
grounds on which it was justified and the doctrine announced— 


that in the Territories Congress is unrestrained by the limitations 
of the Constitution. 

Shortly afterwards, on the 26th of March, 1804, a further act 
was 1 for the government of this Territory. By this bill it 
was divided into two parts, that north of the thirty-third parallel 
to be known as the district of Louisiana and subject to the Ter- 
ritorial government of the Indiana Territory, that south of that 
parallel to be known as the Territory of Orleans and to be gov- 
erned as prescribed in the act. In this government the people of 
Louisiana, numbering 50,000 persons in an old and established 
society, were to have no voice, and were in no way consulted 
about it or asked to consent toit. The governor, secretary, and 
legislative council of thirteen, and judicial officers were all to be 
appointed by the President. In the selection of none of these offi- 
cers were the people to have any voice, and the governor and leg- 
islative council were invested with full legislative powers. 

This bill was reported to the Senate by Breckenridge, of Ken- 
tucky, Jeffersonian Republican, and mover in the legislature of 
Kentucky of the Kentucky resolutions. This bill was violentl 
assailed in the House by members of both parties and was amended, 
but was passed as it came from the Senate, with the exception that 
the time of its operation was limited to one year from the Ist day 
of the following October, to which time the act of October 31, 1803, 
was to remain in force. It may be said of this act also that it was 
only to be operative for a limited time, and until Congress should 
provide for that Territorial government which was afterwards put 
into operation and remained so until the admission of Louisiana as 
a State; but it may be pertinent to inquire whether, if Congress had 
the right to provide for the government of this Territory by these 
two acts for nearly two years, it would not have had the right toso 
cre it for a longer time; and if so, for how much longer time? 

ho could determine that but Congress itself? 

Was there any consent of the governed, either in the negotia- 
tion and ratification of the treaty or in this legislation passed to 
make it effective and to govern the ple of the acquired terri- 
tory, when the Louisianians had shed tears, as was alleged in the 
debate, when the American flag was raised in place of the French? 
And on what ground could either be justified other than those on 
which they were justified—that the power was an inherent power 
of the sovereign nation created by the people when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted? All this was done y the Government of the 
United States in the complete control of Jefferson and his party. 
And I have alluded to it not because I think Mr. Jefferson or his 
followers were infallible or even authoritative interpreters of the 
Constitution, but in the hope tbat it may challenge the attention 
of those who in these days are accustomed to worship at the 
shrine of Jeffersonian idolatry. 

Thus we see that the view which I have taken was the one en- 
tertained by statesmen like Gallatin, and indeed all the statesmen 
of the early years of the century (with the possible exception of 
Jefferson, who at least acquiesced), before there had been or could 
be any judicial decisions on this subject. (For we must remem- 
ber that the status of the Northwest Territory was entirely differ- 
ent from that of any subsequently acquired.) And not only did 
they entertain this view, but in their legislation they did not seem 
to give to the principle of “the consent of the governed” the 
meaning now sought to be attached to it. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that there is not one of us who does not 
thoroughly believe in that principle announced in the great 
Declaration. But there are some of us who believe that the con- 
sent should be at least first expressed in a tega and orderly and 
unmistakable manner by a poopie capable of its intelligent ex- 
pression, and that it can not inferred from the will of the 
minority or from actionsinstigated by the intrigues and deceptive 
influences of ambitious, designing, and selfishly interested indi- 
viduals, and that, except with this qualification, it would be de- 
structive of all organized government. If its meaning had been 
construed in the past to be that which is now claimed for it by 
some persons, we would not now have one undivided and inde- 
structible Union. Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
These are the essential things, and these they shall enjoy as they 
have never enjoyed them before. 


VL 


I conclude, then, Mr. Chairman, from an examination of the 
Constitution, the opinions of our 1 judicial tribunal, and the 
history of our country and its legislation on this subject, that we 
have clearly the same latitude of action in regard to our recently 
acquired possessions that England has in regard to her dependen- 
cies, save and except only as I have herein indicated. 

Whether forbidden by the Constitution or not, surely no member 
of this body will ever wish, or even dare, as to them, to authorize 
or permit arrests by general warrant; or authorize or permit 
excessive bail to be required; or authorize or permit any unrea- 
sonable delay in the trial of a person held to answer for crime; 
or authorize or permit one accused to be deported for trial outside 
the district fixed by law; or authorize or permit secret trial; or 
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authorize or permit one accused to be deprived of the right to 
have counsel, to be informed of the nature and cause of his ar- 
raignment, to confront the witnesses against him, and to have 
compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor; or au- 
thorize or permit him to be compelled to give testimony against 
himself; or authorize or permit him to be prosecuted a second 
time for the same offense; or authorize or permit the imposition of 
any excessive fines or cruel or unusual puni ents; or authorize 
or permit property to be taken for a public purpose without makin 
just compensation therefor; or authorize or permit the seizure o 

roperty by general search warrants; or authorize or permit sol- 

iers to be quartered in any house in time of peace without the con- 
sent of the owner, or in time of war except as prescribed by law; 
or authorize or permit any person to be deprived of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law; or authorize or permit unjust 
or unequal taxes to be imposed. 

If any such there ever shall be here, he will be found only 
amongst those who are accustomed to exert every faculty of brain 
and energy of body to devise methods by which others may be de- 
prived of rights which they themselves claim and enjoy, or else 
amongst those who are the beneficiaries of such methods. He 
will not come from the great State of Minnesota, which I have 
the honor in part here to represent, nor from any of those great 
States where it is the pride and delight of all to enforce equal 
rights and equal and exact justice for all. 

And to whom can all this subject be more safely committed than 
to Congress, responsible always, as it is, to a constituency satu- 
rated with the traditions of liberty, jealous of any exercise of arbi- 
trary or unwarranted power, and watchful to condemn curelessness 
or callousness in the exercise of power by their representatives? 
Indeed, it might be said that on almost every limitation of the 
Constitution little controversy could possibly arise, on account of 
the universal readiness to concede the largest measure of freedom 
and self-government. [Applause.] 

It may be necessary, Mr. Chairman, to provide different tariff 
laws and commercial regulations from our own for these people, 
not for their oppression, but for their benefit and sapport, and 
for the enforcement of a commercial policy which will redound 
to their welfare and our own. It may be necessary for a time, 
until the habits of freedom and the elevating influences of educa- 
tion and the experienced blessings of law and order have fitted 
them for a better system, to establish a judicial system not strictly 
in accordance with those to which we have been accustomed (to 
be as rapidly as circumstances will admit brought into full har- 
mony with our system), not to debase, but to improve and purify 
the quality of justice and mercy. It may be nec to place 
certain restrictions upon their inhabitants, not for their oppres- 
sion or degradation, but for their and our security and protection. 

That the inhabitants of these islands shall enjoy every funda- 
mental and inalienable right, such as protection by the Govern- 
ment, the enjoyment of life and liberty, and the right to the 
pursuit of happiness and to acquire and enjoy property, subject 
only to such restraints as may be prescribed for the public good, 
all of us are fully agreed. That they will, under our Government, 
come to a realization of e which they have never even 
had a glimpse before I for one have not the slightest doubt. It 
could not ‘ag enn be otherwise under the government and control 
of a peop e in whom, as I haye saidin the beginning, these things 
are bred in the bone—a race and people liberty loving, liberty 
preserving, and liberty extending. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. NEVILLE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has not fif- 
teen minutes to yield. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I thought I had more than that, 

Mr. HITT. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Arkansas fifteen 


minutes. 

Mr. DINSMORE, My understanding was that the time to-day 
was to be Sman divided between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] 
yields fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINS- 


MORE}, 

Mr. DINSMORE, Very well. I will yield that to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. NEVILLE]. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this bill it 
is my purpose to dwell upon the policy of this country in relation 
to human rights, and especially those involved in imperialism 
attempted under the cloak of expansion. 

The question as to the right and wisdom of this country enter- 
ing upon a colonial policy is intensely political and has already 
reached the bitter state, yet there is a difference of opinion among 
members of each party, and I have no doubt an honest one, as to 
the duty of this country in the matter. 

Variety of opinion is sure to exist where there is a variety of 
interest considered separate from their relation to justice and 
patriotism, 


I belong to a p which believes that the declaration of prin- 
apra upon which the American people passed from the condition 
of colonial dependencies to the enjoyment of human liberty and 
national greatness is still as sound as the day it was written. 

It is a real consolation to believe in the common brotherhood of 
the human family; to believe that all men were created equal, or 
in other words, to believe that when God made man and woman 
as the 1 of human development, class distinction was not 

ecreed, 

In the consideration of human rights it is well to know that 
classes, . kings, monarchs, subjects, lackeys, valets, serfs, 
tramps, and slaves are all attributes resulting from man-made 


law and rule of conduct. 
Throughout all the liberty has cost eternal vigilance, and 
national greatness has been in proportion to the freedom of its 


people, resulting in the high intelligence of the average citizen, 
et experience of freemen obtained by heroic efforts in the estab- . 

8 ment of government is never inherited by the children of 
eroes, 

History im to us a desire to become great and a patriotic 
love for the liberty we enjoy, but gives us no practical wisdom b 
which we can measure regard for the rights of others while suc 
rights interfere with our apparent opportunities. 

The proposition that the just powers of government are de- 
rived from the consent of the governed” is as correct to-day as it 
was when American patriots hurled it in the teeth of King George, 
and the consent of the majority implies the right of all to partici- 
pate. No government can claim the dignity of being a govern- 
ment by the pepe when a portion of its people are subjects not 
having equal rights before the law. 

It is 3 to a Populist to hear members upon this side of 
the House declare in debate that ‘‘this is a white man’s govern- 
ment,” and justify a property and educational qualification to ex- 
clude the black man from the right of suffrage and at the same 
time denounce the Republican party for trying to govern the 
brown man without his consent. 

I am one of those who believe that every American citizen has 
the right to work for whom he will and for such price as he deems 
just, and in addition thereto should have the right to participate 

the framing of the law which shall control the collection of his 


pay. 

Vr. Chairman, as a Populist, I am much more amazed to ob- 
serve members upon the other side of this House dramatize indig- 
nation because a black man is occasionally deprived of life with- 
out due proce. of law, and in the same breath laud the Adminis- 
tration for shooting salvation and submission into the brown 
man because he wants to be free. 

The prophet of dad said, ‘‘Go with the sword and follow 
with the Koran, and he who will not accept my teachings smite 
him down.” When we contrast with this doctrine the present 
American policy of benevolent assimilation” we are led to won- 
Cer ho the present Administration of this Government will ape 
n 

Nations should have the same ngu among nations that men 
have among men. The right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness is as dear to the black and brown man as to the white; 
as precious to the poor as to the rich; as just to the ignorant as 
to the educated; as sacred to the weak as to the strong, and as 
applicable to nations as to individuals, and thenation which sub- 
verts such right by force is no better governed than the man who 
takes the law in his own hands, 

And it is a gratification to note that the liberty-loving people 
from all countries are flocking to the standard of the rs, to 
help crush out that infamous doctrine that large nations have the 
right to subjugate small ones. y 

Aside from its relation to rectitude, what does a colonial policy 
mean to this country? The love of freedom is not easily obliter- 
ated after once ape | been sought by a human being. The stand- 
ing army, when suffleiently large and biddable, may keep it in 
check, but never eradicate. Can the great American Republic 
afford to abandon civil government for militarism? Has the hu- 
man family not yet realized that a large standing army is the 
bodyguard for kings and tyrants and is always a menace to the 
perpetuity of free institutions? 

Only a few days ago a bill passed this House to establish a mili- 
tary post at Des Moines, Iowa; an innocent act of itself, yet the 
reason advanced by the Secretary of War for its necessity was a 
desire to locate the Army near the great centers of population; 
where many railway lines converge. I need not go into details, 


the humblest wage-earner in the land knows what this means. 

A republic based upon a declaration of equality to all its citi- 
zens and operated by the consent of the majority of the people 
only needs sufficient soldiery to police and defend in emergency, 
but where a minority class seeks to throttle and hold the majority 
in subjection and slavery force is required, and the standing army 
is the most suggestive and the most potent. We need not tell the 
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naturalized citizens who came from any of the provinces of Euro- 
pean nations the effect of militarism. ey know what a govern- 
ment by force means. 

In the selection of a standing army only those physically and 
mentally sound are enlisted, and thus it is the greater the army 
the less the mental and physical average of those remaining to 
father the future generations. 

Our Volunteer Army was sufficient to back our assertion of 
human rights in 1776. It was equal to the emergency in the war 
of 1812. ft was all we needed in the war with Mexico. It saved 
the Union in the fiercest of all—the struggle between the States, 
North and South. It was the admiration of the world in the 
Spanish-American war, and in the war to subju the natives 
in the Philippine Islands the citizen soldiery of Nebraska, from a 

triotic devotion to American valor, increased the record for 

uman bravery without the incentive of a just cause. 

The American flag as the emblem of 


earth as an evidence of sovereignty justly obtained 
2 8 
ow eno respect its purpose; W can 
is made to become a cloak for greed, avarice, and oppression, 
try to wrest it from such d ing tendencies care 

little for the yell Traitor!” „Copperhead!“ 

We are willing that the British lion should have a monopoly of 
the policy of i t and expansion by subjugation and 
criminal ession, but let us hope day may never come 
when the American eagle will abandon the patriotism and hu- 
manity of a Washington and a Lincoln for the greed and avarice 

ea and an Alexander or the brutality of a Tiberius 
and a Nero. Has it come to this in learned America, that the 
halting of a otic ple must be goade by such stirrin 
words as “ Who shall e pull down the flag?” Humanity in 
pursuit of a just cause never needed a lash. 


that it was di to relax the rigor of the exclusion act. Does 
the average citizen see the endless chain? Willit lead to Ameri- 
can civilization in the Philippines or Mongolian equilibrium in 
America? 

Who shall say that the people of an American colony may not 
mingle and e in the master country? Shall Puerto Rico, as a 
Territory of the United States, be allowed a delegate familiar with 
her wants to represent her upon this floor with a view to ulti- 
mate statehood, or shall she be governed as a colony to augment 
that part of our possessions over which an American President 
may pose as an emperor? 

Let me warn you, my Populist brethren, my Democratic friends, 
and conscientious Republicans all over the land, to weigh well the 
tendency of American domination under the cloak of Christian 
ar industrial and commercial benefits, 

Von penetrated the hypocritical mask covering Republican finan- 
cial intent only in time to discover you had slept Upe Jon rights. 
Can you not now see the tendency of the ubli to 
utilize the Army when sufficiently large, with the aid of armed 
assassins, to prevent by force a lawful transfer of the reins of 
id ae when the slightest pretense is available? [Loud ap- 
plause. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Ray of New York 

having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from. 


the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced t the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of tatives was requested: 


8. 2477. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa; 
2 704. An act for the relief of the County of Custer, State of 

ontana; 

S. 329. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 


& | Wyomi 


; and 
5. 26. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
re. 


Was the flag never hauled down? There was a time when it | Hampshi 


waved over the City of Mexico as an evidence of supremacy, and 
the whole Mexican pas! lay vanquished at our feet. Who was 
it then said, ‘‘ Who dare e it down?” That element of 
American citizenship who believed the Declaration of Independ- 
ence did not apply to the black man said. Let it stand;” it will 
make 7 more States, 14 new Senators, and the proportionate num- 
ber of Congressmen to urge the doctrine that one man may own 
and o te another. 

But the big-hearted advocates of human rights said, Take it 
down; if left there it will stand for conquest and aggression 
against justice and liberty.” Who were the “traitors” and “ cop- 
perheads” then? I pause for a reply. 

The venerable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] charges 
that our conduct makes 5 of the hci 1 380g cost $2 
where $1 would otherwise . In speaking solely for myself, 
Mr. Chairman, let it be distinctly understood that so long as I be- 
lieve a proffer of freedom justly due would end hostility I will 
a one trying to thwart inhumanity because of the cost to the 

utcher. 

I pledged my constituents that if elected to Congress I would 
never vote one dollar of public money to help the Sultan of Sulu 
support 12 wives and 146 slaves; and while upon this branch of the 
su ae I would be glad to have the members upon the other side 
of House answer the following questions: 

First. Does the Administration intend to permanently hold the 
Philippine Islands as American territory or colonies? 
eee If ro does, Sie not, does ae 5 ao 

recognize slavery and polygamy in Jolo so long as it ho e 
Philippines as United States territory or colonies? 

Third. If the Ađministration intends to stamp out polygamy 
and slavery at some future time, was the concession for a present 
continuance thereof nec: to secure peaceable control? 

Fourth. If the object of the Administration was to get peaceable 
control by binding this Government to support polygamy, slavery, 
and Mohammedanism, was the acquisition worth the cost? 

Fifth. If the Administration did not intend to be bound, was 
the cunning and fraud up to the proper standard of American 
manhood in dealing with an ignorant and unsuspecting people? 

But, Mr. Chairman, these are not all the complications. We 
have upon our statute books a law known as the Chinese-exclu- 
sion act, and some months ago General Otis, in an effort to enforce 
this law, refused to allow a shipload of Chinamen to land on the 
Philippine Islands. These people had mingled and intermarried 
for a thousand years. They were next-door neighbors. Their 
habits and customs were the same. They were akin by all the 
ties of brotherhood:. What happened? China, after consulting 


with other powers, demanded an explanation of the United States, 
and what was the explanation? The Administration telegraphed 
Otis “to let them land,” and word went out to the newspapers 


The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendment joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) providing for the 
distribution of compiled statutes of the District of Columbia to 
committees of the Senate and House of Representatives; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an 
act to change the time and places for the district and circuit courts 
of the northern district of Texas, approved June 1171896; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Hovresentatives Was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the 
act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for other 
purposes. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr, SHERMAN in the chair. 
5 Mr. HITT. I yield to the géntleman from Arkansas further 
ime. 
Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
COCHRAN] twenty minutes. 


[Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committee. 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the bill under con- 
sideration makes an appropriation for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of our country. No more important measure will 
be presented for our consideration. Very little attention has thus 
far been given in debate to the specific provisions of the bill, the 
result of patient and laborious care on the part of the committee, 
and especially commendable to the distinguished and able chair- 
man. 

Many suggestions have been made by members of the commit- 
tee and others during its pr ation, looking to the improvement 
of the foreign service; and I have no doubt whatever, but for the 
rule which prevents new legislation on general appropriation bills, 
some of these suggestions might have met with favor. 

Notice was given to the committee of my desire to incorporate 
a new provision in the bill authorizing a minister resident to the 
Orange Free State and the South African Republic, not for the 

urpose of adding to our perplexities, but because of the growing 
importance of our relations to those countries and the desire to 
afford to the President, whenever he might think proper, this 
wider latitude for diplomatic relationship. 

Realizing the hostility of our committee to this plan in the pres- 
ent bill, and the fruitlessness of such effort in the face of a 
single objection, which Lam advised will be forthcoming, I have 
concluded not to press the matter in violation of the rales, with 
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is supposed to be familiar, but shall content 
myself by bringing in a bill in the usual and orderly i: la 

Mr. Chairman, much discussion has been going on in the public 
press and in Congress regarding our foreign affairs and much 
about the foreign affairs of other countries. It is not my purpose 
to traverse these well-worn ee, but to briefly point out the dif- 
ficulties of our position and fix some of the r i therefor. 

A very large and representative element in our country has 
placed itself in opposition to the annexation of new territory by 
the United States whenever it has been attempted in the past. 
There was much respectable opposition to the annexation of Louisi- 
ana, Texas, and that vast empire of the West now constituting a 
veritable bulwark of American States; opposition lond and demon- 
strative against the cherished idea of President Grant to make 
Santo Domingo a part of the American Union, when it was offered 
to our country 3 for the asking and defeated out of pure 

ite by a tie vote in the Senate—that rich gem of the Caribbean 
R the natural resting place and rendezvous of our West Indian 
eet. 

The pgp deo representative of this Government in the 
Hawaiian nds under the Administration of President Harri- 
son, and at acritical juncture in the affairs of that Pacific terri- 
tory, raised the American flag with the concurrence of the author- 
ities of the Hawaiian group. i 

These islands had long been under the care and protection of our 
country. European powers understood that our interests were 
paramount there, and no other government regarded these islands 
asopen to 1 The attitude of our country was hailed with 
delight and satisfaction by the poopie there, and for the first time 
they felt themselves relieved from the doubt and anxiety of main- 
taining oe order. 

President Harrison promptly submitted a treaty of annexation 
to the Senate, but before it was acted upon the Administration 
changed. The Democratic party came into power; the treaty of 
annexation was withdrawn and a commissioner with ount 
authority dispatched to these islands to connive and thwart the 
manifest purpose of his predecessor. 

The country well remembers the unjustifiable conduct of the 
Democratic party at that time, and it eee, this backward 
step. So soon as an opportunity was presented, the wrong done 
by Commissioner Blount was remedied, and these islands came 
legally, effectively, permanently within the legal limits of our 
sovereignty. [Applause. 

Were we wise in this action? Everyone now admits it. The 
danger of hostile attack upon our western coast has been re- 
duced, and no foreign fleet hovers about this Pacific stronghold 
. to dash n our coast at the slightest provocation. 

ə dream and hope and expectation of our statesmen, strate- 
gists, and sailors received its consummation when annexa- 
ion became an accomplished fact, Is therea man upon the other 


1900. 


which every member 


ide of this Chamber who has the temerity to now rise in his 


paca and say that he regrets the course pursued by the Repub- 
ican party in this matter? 

When the last revolution of the Cuban people was at its height; 
when they were entitled to belzigerent rights under 2 rule of 
international law; when they had held at bay 200,000 soldiers, the 
flower of the Spanish army, and had driven back to Spain every 
prominent general who had been sent over for the purpose of ac- 
complishing the pacification of the island; when they had main- 
tained a separate government for upward of three years and the 
island was torn with war, devastated with fire and famine, and 
depopulated with disease and starvation from end toend; who was 
it that opposed their recognition as belligerents? Why. of course, 
it was a Democratic President, and his action was sustained for 
ee olen DY his pariy. in Sy ton eg of 3 patea eee, 

e prayer of the struggling, parc ips of the dying, cry 
of 2 asd from women A little children, were not heard until 
the Democratic party was retired from power and the Republican 
party installed in its place, [Applause.] : 

From what source does this wail of political opposition to. the 
annexation of the N Islands come? Who is it that finds 
most fault and is loudest in denunciation of our conduct? No 
less a personage than the late leader of the Democratic party ina 
fruitless Presidential contest, who, if my memory serves me right, 
was, if it be a crime, particeps criminis in our action in this re- 
gard, for he not only enlisted in the Army to put down the power 
of Spain, knowing that the fruits of war would dispossess her of 
her territory wherever it was the disposition of this Government 
to strike, but he could scarcely wait to be discharged before he 
posos off to Washington to advise the hesitating and halting 

moerats in the United States Senate that they should ratify the 
Paris treaty of peace, which provided that the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, Puerto Rico, and the island of Guam should me 
of the territory of the United States [applause], and providing 
also for the payment of the $20,000,000 agreed upon in this con- 
vention. ow often since, with a brazenness and effrontery 


unequaled, has he berated the Government and its high officers 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


1591 


for doing the very thing which he himself advised and to which 
he was a party? 

From what source does this criticism come, I ask again, for our 
Policy as to the Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico and Guam? 

t comes from the disorganized, disordered, distracted organiza- 
tion represented upon the other side of this Chamber. occasionally 
sprinkled witha few well-meaning but misguided and mischievous 
Sago who, haying taken a wrong position, have not the courage 

c it. 

Wher the declaration of war was made with Spain it contained 
a proposition binding upon our Government a certain course of 
conduct with reference to the future government of Cuba. I 
regretted that condition then and I regret it now. From what 
source did that provision emanate? It was tacked on to the decla- 
ration in the Senate of the United States by a Populistic Senator 
as a mere sop to the jealous powers of Europe. 

Whoarethey, Mr. Chairman, who have upon every occasion given 
aid and comfort to the enemies of our country in rebellion against 
the flag borne so bravely by Lawton and Logan and the soldiers 
of our Union in that far-off land? Democrats, Populists. Sir, 
they have criticised the President for not acting earlier in Cuba; 
have criticised the President for acting at all in the Philippines. 
We can not satisfy them. They urged us to war with Spain before 
the country was ready, and want us to stop before we are through. 
The Democratic party were eager for our soldiers to go into Cuba 
and, lo and behold, are as eager for them to get out. You are a 

y of negation, fault-finding, demagogy, and demoralization, 

ou complain of the treaty of peace, ratified under the whip 
and spur of public opinion, many Democrats being forced to vote 
therefor; an ape ilies sublime impudence, you arise here upon 


every occasion to find fault with us for occupying the ceded ter- 
ritory. Consistency, thou art a jewel, but indeed rare upon the 
other side of this ber. 


Applause. 

Complaining of our ee Nar in 4. affairs of the far east, 
to w. point you say we have unlawfully stretched the Con- 
stitution, you now seek to involve our country in the affairs of 
the South African Republic. Can we safely be governed by their 
advice? When has it been wise and helpful? I pause for a reply, 
and the only answer is the echo of your ra hae 

You accuse us of making an alliance with England. What for? 
The occasion does not exist, and the desire is not praan in the 
heart or mind of any worthy public official. The charge is base- 
less, unworthy its authors, and intended merely as a cheap seare- 
crow to alarm timid people. 

The only alliance known to me between England and the United 
States was dissolved yesterday by mutual agreement. It was 
made before the Republican party was born, and is known as the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, providing for the joint use and occupation 
of a canal across the Isthmus. It was an ill-gotten child and 
nobody regrets its demise. 

Alliance with England! Intangible, indefinite, indistinct hallu- 
cination, born in the small brain of a distorted demagogue for 
political p in this campaign only! [Applause.] 

For several weeks past the tender sympathies of the American 
peo le have been aroused and their interest excited in the unjusti- 

ble war now being ger by England in South Africa. Public 
meetings have been , resolutions of sympathy adopted, and 
funds raised to ameliorate suffering and di —all commenda- 
ble, praiseworthy manifestations of the federation of mankind 
and humanity's interest in humanity, though seas divide and con- 
tinents separate. [Applause.] 

Demonstrations of this character are cosmopolitan, embracing 
Americans, native and foreign born, but whether of Dutch, Ger- 
man, Irish, Scandinavian, or Polish descent, they vie equally with 
one another in upholding the right and condemning the wrong. 
Their love of liberty may have been born in the throes of revolu- 
tion. The ax of the Duke of Alva may have been made crimson 
with the blood of ancestors spotless in the sight of heaven, or their 
native soil despoiled and they driven forth into the world without 
a country, save, perhaps; this God-given land of their adoption 
where the bright bow of promise lured them. Emigrants though 
they were, ee have been true and loyal to the country through 
storm and trial, 

I have the honor to represent upon this floor more Holland- 
Americans than any member here. They are among the best 
citizens of our Commonwealth. Honest, sturdy, self-reliant, 
frugal, they pot the weary path of life with hope as their guid- 

star and faith in the life to come. 
__ Sirs, I would consider myself unworthy to represent them here 
if for a moment I yielded to the precipitate pressure of the over- 
zealous or did any act that might in its consequences place our 
country in a false light in the eyes of the world, involve the de- 
struction of the salutary doctrine enunciated by Monroe, or lessen 
the feeling of security now enjoyed by all classes of our citizen- 
ship. A man in the private walks of life is responsible only to his 
conscience—may En expression to his feelings unrestrained—but 
those charged with official responsibility must never forget that 
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no matter how many are pro-English or pro-Boer, itis his bounden 
duty under the Constitution he has sworn to uphold to be openly, 
avowedly, loyally pro-American. [Applause.] 

Gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber mistake the 
character of those sympathizing with the Boer and underestimate 
their love of liberty and devotion to America if they think these 
sturdy men would for an instant imperil our institutions or impair 
the security of our homes, the peace of our firesides, or cast dis- 
credit upon our Government by any hasty, unwise, unlawful, or 
premature act. 

Yesterday upon this floor, in the heat of debate, a distinguished 
and able Representative, after detailing the conquests of England, 
expressed the wish that this last war in South Africa might work 
the beginning of the end of the British Empire. Shame! Shame! 
Would you welcome the fall of a vast empire, bringing wreck 
and ruin upon the millions of peasants and yeomanry who are 
only temporarily represented by a foreign secretary, bent upon 
his present unholy mission? Far, far more preferable be it said 
that Ji ad Chamberlain misinterprets the will of the Togli 
people. blic sentiment does not sustain him at home, and the 
ee wide world is — pe ie disap 5 sees 

eministry overstepped w. ey undertoo erein 

domestic affairs of the South African Republic, I need not go to 
the other side of this Chamber for witnesses. I can summon to 
the bar of public opinion many of the foremost statesmen of Eng- 
land. Take, for erase ye the uncontradicted statements of James 
Brice, W. T. Stead, of Sir William Vernon-Harcourt, the t 
Liberal leader of England and formerly in the cabinet of Glad- 
stone, Who says: 


right of veto upon treaties with foreign states. Secondly, in 
internal administ 


word “suzerainty” has disap . You have a reservation of the control 
of this country over the treaty relations of the Transvaal, and what was the 
result of thatnew convention? The result of that new convention was stated 

Lord Derby; and now this isa very important statement. He said: 

By the omission of those articles in the convention of 1881, which assigned 
to Her Majesty and the British Government certain specific powers and func- 
tions connected with the internal government and the foreign relations, your 
Government will be left free to govern the country without interference, to 
conduct its diplomatic intercourse and shape its npg thc subject only 
to the requirements embodied in the fourth article of new draft that any 
red with a foreign state shall not have effect without the approval of the 

jueen.** 

Therefore, I think you may take it with absolute certainty that the new 
convention of 1884 was this: It kept the control of foreign affairs under the 


veto of the Government, and in respect of their internal affairs 


tish 
struck out the word “suzerainty,” leaving rpn to the ple of the 
Transvaal absolute internal authority—home im fact, for themselves. 


Why should we copy an old preamble ina new convention? In the pream- 
ble of 188i the word “suzerainty ” disappears, and itis not found in any of the 
articles of that convention. I may seem rather technical to you, but it 
really lies at the bottom of what is at issue to-day. * * + 

Mr. W. H. Smith, who was the respected leader of the House of Commons, 
as the representative of that Government, said: 

“The convention of London made in 1881 between Her esty and 9 79 

ueen’s rig 


ough Her esty retains under the convention the 
power of refusing to sanction ne bors He made by the South African 
h certain native tribes, the 


fered with. t is the use of talkin 
their international affairs resery 


t Clearly no legal right existed in Great Britain to regulate the 
suffrage laws and fix new qualifications for electors. This was a 
domestic affair, to be regulated by the Government of the Trans- 


vaal. 

In his dispatch of December 31, 1895, Mr. Chamberlain defined 
the South African Republic as a foreign State which is in 
friendly treaty relations with Great Britain.” 

Again, on May 8, 1896, he said in the House of Commons: 

To go to war with President Kruger in order to force upon him reform in in- 
te affairs of his State, in which secretaries of state, standing in this place, 
have repudiated all right of interference—that would be a course of action 
as immoral as it would be unwise. 

To whom shall he now answer for this deplorable war, with its 
fearful loss of life? To high heaven and his country and mankind. 
Once aroused, the common sense of England will hurl him from 
his high office and, following the example of Gladstone, whose 
wisdom still rules us from its urn,” will halt her troops, wherever 
scattered, and bid them return to the constitutional and legal limits 
of her lawful domain. 

Gentlemen upon the other side have upon the rostrum and in 
this presence said it was our duty to interfere. The gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] says it is our duty to offer medi- 
ation. Mr. Chairman, such doctrine is unknown in the law of na- 
tions, and such course upon our part would properly subject us to 


the charge of unwarranted meddlesomeness, We do not know 
that our offer would be acceptable to either oes The Boers, 
who have shown a disposition to take care of themselves, have 
not asked us to interfere, while Great Britain bears her defeats 
without complaining. Where does our duty lie? 

Much as we Sapir war, sincerely as we would welcome peace, 
the war is not of our making and our sympathies must not be 
permitted to involve us. 

While Secretary, Daniel Webster thus wrote to the President 
in 1852, as follows: 

It has never been the purpose of the Government of the United States to 
interpose, directly or indirectly, in the affairs of the States of Central Amer- 
ica, with a view to settle the controversies between them by any influence 
3 exercised by this Government without their request or free con- 
sen 

Mr. Everett, Secretary of State, in writing to Sir Edward Thorn- 
ton, the British minister, in September, 1879, apropos of the prop- 
osition to join with Great Britain and Germany in offering their 
mediation in the war then pending between Chili and Peru, made 
the following statement: 

lam able to say, however, that our ministers have given and are giving 
attention to the wishes of this Government to procure its good offices in 
favor of at the earliest indication of the readiness of the belligerents 
to consider such good offices acceptable. 

Our course is plain. We must await events or expose our own 
country to criticism and possibly chap The Boers in South 

the 


Africa seem amply able to take care of mselves. [Applause. ] 
And I nope and trust that no false sentimentality will prompt our 
country to enter upon any other course than will be creditable to 


it now and in the future. I would not have England crush the 
Boers; neither do I wish for England calamity within her proper 
and legitimate domain, and I do not believe the most ultra pro- 
Boer in the United States wishes any such destiny for that great 
Empire across the sea. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what does it mean? It means that the 
policy of the colonial secretary, Mr. Chamberlain, is to bring down 
upon the heads of the common people of England the failure and 
fall of their country and their Government. Any man or party 
or set of men who would wish such an end for the British Empire 
is thoughtless indeed. Are you talking for mere advantage? 
How unjustifiable. Who constitutes the British Empire? Not 
Sir Joseph Chamberlain alone, but Sir William Vernon Harcourt 
as well and those whom he represents as the t leader of so 
many thousands of Liberals who oppose and think unwise the 
policy of Mr. Chamberlain in this crisis. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, would the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] bring down ruin upon the common people of England? 
Great in her history, great in her sober, steady yeomanry, it is 
not the mere tempo: reprecentative in power, but it is the 
common people behind that representative, for whom I speak; and 
much as my sympathies go pni to the Boers, much as I believe 
England to be wrong in this controversy, much as I believe that 
history will hold her forever the unlawful a r in the field of 
her present military operations, still I do wish for England honor, 
fame, and renown as a country, because I believe in the ultimate 
glorious destiny of the Anglo-Saxon race. 

Mr. Chairman, I am well aware of the fact that the President 
has been urged again and again to mediate in this controversy. 
The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHaFRoTH] holds that he 
has this power of mediation at any time. A close reading of in- 
ternational law throws doubt upon this proposition. Indeed, if 
he A Sea according to the rule of nations, he must wait until one 
of the parties to the contest or both of them ask him to mediate 
or intervene. 

I find in this resolution which Ihold in my hand, passed by over 
4,000 citizens of my home city at Grand Rapids, at a pro-Boer 
meeting, sympathizing b as does every lover of liberty the 
world over, with the Boers—I find in the closing paragraph of this 
arraignment of Great Britain and her course a provision that the 
President shall be requested to mediate and offer his good offices 
whenever it may be done within the rules of international law,” 
and I am ready to await the action of the President. I am eager 
to follow in his lead. He can be trusted to do what is right, both 
for our country and for others, should they ask mediation. 

Many of us recall how we urged the President to take early ac- 
tion with reference to Cuba. Committees were appointed from 
this House to wait upon him and urge him that civilization and 
the people of the country wanted him to act. But he waited, 
with thoughtful hesitation, not wishing to be rushed unduly into 
a scene the end of which no man could foretell. And I recall 
how, sitting around his Cabinet table one day, members of this 
House urged him to act promptly and vigorously. 

I know one gentleman, now in my hearing, who said to him, 
Mr. President, those torpedo boats are upon the high sea. They 
will soon menace our harbors. We must have protection for our 


coast cities, We think it is time for you to act.” I recall the re- 


ply, as do others sitting near me, when the President said, You 
ask me to act. You say you are afraid of the torpedo boats now 
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upon the sea and headed for our country. Give yourself no un- 
easiness, sir. While I do not pro to go to war if it can be 
avoided, while I pray to God that we may be absolved from this ter- 
rible thing—I know what war is—while I shall not shrink from it 
if it comes, but would be saved from it if possible, if those torpedo 
boats come to our country our American Navy will take care of 
3 sir. Give yourself no uneasiness upon that point.“ [Ap- 
plause. 

And so they did; and I recall with what splendid composure 
the President awaited the final outcome, while many were criti- 
cising him. Indeed, in some sections of the country he was hung 
in effigy. In the theaters his name was hissed; but splendidly, 
superbly, with great composure, he stood at the helm in the midst 
of the storm and awaited the final outcome. And when the time 
came to act, he acted in harmony with that judgment of which 
he alone seems to be capable, and met every situation that con- 
fronted the country with matchless tact and great ability, which 
covered our country with glory and imperishable renown. [A 

lause.] That we were wiser in his leadership than we should 
hewn been withont it everyone now concedes. That he was su- 
1 right and met the full measure of his responsibility all 
admit. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in this exigency, when he is asked to in- 
tervene, when he is asked to mediate, when he is asked to take 
action, shall we await the ripened judgment of his splendid 
mind, equal to every emergency, or shall we unduly force him 
when it is unnecessary? For my part, I am willing to follow the 
President. 

If he ever sees the time when he thinks it will be appropriate to 

intervene, so may it be; but until that time comes 1 do not be- 
lieve there is a single citizen of my district or State, I do not 
believe there is a single person in the United States, who, down 
deep in his heart, would have the President act otherwise than 
according to his own best jud t. He has led the coun’ 
through many a perilous peri He will do it again. 
God, I have never yet in the course of my life felt called upon to 
criticise in severe or harsh lan any President of the United 
States. My respect for that high office prompts me to pause, and 
my respect for its present occupant would not permit severe criti- 
cism or abuse to be hurled at him without ing an attempt in 
his defense. 

He is our President, no matter what political party puts him in 
power. He is the President of the whole people; and it iil be- 
comes any citizen of the country to abuse him without cause. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The burden of the President 
of the United States is heavy enough without ouradding greater or 
more onerous ones for him to carry. The people of my district 
do not desire to embarrass the President, and our Democratic 
friends on the other side should not do so merely to meet the re- 
„ of political exigencies. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, why do not our Democratic opponents criticise 
something in the Administration of President McKinley at home? 
Not a single word of criticism upon the tariff law, whic ra ra 
session of Congress put upon the statute books, reviving industry 
and giving employment to labor; not a singlecriticism about any 
of our 5 — affairs chargeable to the President. Instead, they 
carry us far out into the Pacific and to the Sulu Islands. 

Mr. ee Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question’ 

. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The farther away their inquiry is 
directed the better the excuse for heaping opprobrium upon the 
President and his party. 

m 8 N. Will my friend allow me to ask him a 
question 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand you are ready to follow the 
President on the questions of the day. I want to ask the ponie 
man if he is going with him in recommending free trade for Puerto 
Rico, or is he going to vote to tax them at 20 per cent? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you will not go with the President. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; I am with the President, 
and follow his leadership, because I believe it inspired by the 
highest wisdom and loftiest patriotism. 

r. RICHARDSON. He has recommended free trade, and the 
committee recommend 25 per centtax. Are you going to vote for 
— 55 or are you going to vote for free trade and be with the Presi- 


en 
5 725 WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam going to stari with the Presi- 
ent. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all right. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH (continuing). 
party and the embodiment of more 


The leader of our 
isdom than will ever be 


pa erna up from all the cohorts of the Democracy of the North, 
ast, South, or West. 
the galleries. ] 


[Applause on the Republican side and in 


The CHAIRMAN. p 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Lam glad the gentlemanis with usin that. 


Applause in the galleries is not permissible. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I reassert that they 
have not made a criticism upon our domestic affairs upon which 
they dare to go to the country in the next Presidential election. 
They know that factories have been opened as well as the mints. 
They know that the country is prosperous. We know it. From 
every State represented on the other side of this Chamber the 
uncontradicted testimony comes, while the great industries of my 
home city were never more prosperons. : 

Twice a year the buyers of furniture throughout the United 
States make their way to the city of Grand Rapids. In the past, 
300 buyers, representing as many cities, filled the measure of our 
realization; but this year, this great year of Republican pros- 
perity, over 800 buyers, from States represented on the other side 
of the Chamber as well as this, have gone there to buy the handi- 
work of our genius. [Applause.] 

You can not stop this march of progress; you can not cripple 
the prosperity of our land. You know that your efforts are futile, 
and so you perch yourselves upon a very lofty plane and criticise 
our policy in the farthest nook of the world with which we may 
possibly have some temporary relation. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party will never succeed by 
misrepresentations. The country is too wise; it knows their 
methods; it knows the results of their government, and they will 
avoid you as surely as the time comes to test our strength. Will 
they nominate for President their last and only leader? Will he 
say that the annexation or attempted annexation in the Philip- 
pine Islands was unwise, when he fought to obtain this identical 
conquest? He advocated the payment of this money and he advo- 
cated the ratification of the treaty which meant the annexation of 
these islands. Will he go to the country upon a platform that he 
eg = is opposed to that policy? The country will see through 

is sham. 

No, Mr. Chairman, this is too great a country for small eva- 
sions, The people are too sincere and devoted to it to be trifled 
with, Our struggles are our chaplets woven in the woof of his- 
tory. Mankind the world over shares in our triumphs. Where 
we think and act, and by action change into reality the dreams 
of optimists who love their fellows; where by suffering we wring 
from defeat the glories of victory, it seems to the listening nations 
of an awakened world that our heroic efforts are glorified and 
graced by the approval of heaven itself and redound to the benefit 
of the whole human race, and the spectacle is shown of the Giant 
of the West, with burnished shield and drawn sword, standing in 
the midst of the nations of earth as the champion of the oppressed, 
the defender of the weak, and the acknowledged arbiter of the 
eternal right. 

It was once said of the resurrection of Greece and the cession 
by Great Britain of Crete, Thessaly, Epirus, and the Ionian Isles, 
Thus did the old Hellas arise from the grave of nations; scorched 
by fire, riddled by shot, baptized by blood, she emerged victorious 
from the conflict. She achieved her independence because she 
proved herself worthy of it. She was trained to manhood in the 
only school of real improvement—the school of suffering.” Thus 
our country was born, cradled, and reared, and for the incarna- 
tion of this mighty spirit I follow willingly and gladly the match- 
less leadership of William McKinley, President of an indissoluble 
and united country. [Great applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYNE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6237) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes, 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of the time 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Henry C. SMITH]. 

Mr. RY C. SMITH. . Chairman, I was prompted by 
an article in the Washington Post, of this city, to say something 
on this occasion. 

THE VOICE OF CHAMBERLAIN—EMPIRE'S SAFETY DEMANDS EXTINCTION OF 
REPUBLICS. 
Mr. Chamberlain further declares that the war was just, necessary, and 


righteous. 
“Speaking for the Government, there will be no second Majuba. Never 
again shall the Boers erect in the beart of South Africa a citadel whence to 
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business, it must be fought out to the 
oes not go with justice. Justice is tem- 


the war was an unhappy 
bitter end. Bitterness 
pered with mercy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, I am in harmony 
with my brother from the northern part of my State in saying 
that the sympathy of our country ought to be extended to these 


brave plein the southern Republic, in whose affairs I believe 
a parallel can be traced between their rights, their course, and 
their progress and the early struggles of the American Republic. 

It seems to me that the parallel might be complete if we should 
assume that these Germans, like the Germans everywhere, had 
sought only a home, peace, education, and prosperity. Suppose in 
the early days England had had the strength and the right and had 
had the justice to have conquered us when we were colonies, and 
suppose we had declined to submit to live under the domination 
and the egy hee that Empire, which it exerts everywhere it has 
ever placed its hand; and sup we had moved, for instance, to 
the State of Texas, and we had there builded ourselves homes; we 
had there carved out farms; we had there raised our children, and 
we were happy and ble and contented, pursuing education 
and advancement in culture and civilization, and that England 
had marched on and had taken ion of our farms and little 
homes and had driven us from them, 

Suppose we had peaceably surrendered those homes and what 
we , and had gone on, say to Missouri or Minnesota—and the 
distance is about the same—and had there carved out new homes 
and had started again to rear families, to have an education, to 
have peace and have quiet, and the English had discovered that 
in this new land of ours there was gold. If in this new land of 
ours there were diamond fields; and if they had come to ask us to 
move on, to leave those homes and those diamond fields, would 
we not have fought to maintain them? 

For one I want to say that in my State the civilization that we 
have, the advancement that we have made, the progress we have 
attained we owe largely to the splendid, progressive, and honest 
German blood. I believe that it will grow stronger with time; 
and I believe that if we are to tie up to any power, we ought not 
to tie up to the 8 power of England, but we ought to tie 
up to the progressive, the strong, the growing blood of the Ger- 
man Empire. 

The article in the Post further states: 


as against the Boers 

China made against Japan, pg dl re enemies of Great Britain will 

of Europe, reflecting the sentiment of 

0 which official diplomacy or conservatism can not 

stifle, is 2 in the defeats of the tish. A single Spark may ignite 

these inflammable elements. Intervention is probable; and if England, sav- 

age over her humiliating showing, refuses to accept the suggestion, what 
more natural than that her opponents should turn upon and rend her? 

And if it should come to pass that this sca ee against the Boers should 
result in the dismemberment of the British pire, what a triumph of re- 
tributive justice it would be! There can be little genuine sympathy for Eng- 
land anywhere. She has ever been an oppressor, a slaughterer of savages, a 
crusher of the weak, the most relentless of masters. 

The Boers, figh for their homes and their freedom, have the admira- 
tion of the world. y may lose the ual battle, for England's millions 
of men and money must eventually triumph. but the st e will write an 
indelible page in the bloody history of British greed and injustice. 

Mr. SIMS. Why do not the Surrus from Michigan introduce a 
resolution expressive of our sentiments on this subject? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Isupposed that the other SMITH from 


our State would do it; otherwise Í should have done so. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ith, HITT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills an ee 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

H. J. Res, 6. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to use 
$60,000 of the appropriation for the support of the Regular and 
Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the 
construction of a modern hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; 

H. R. 947. An act to create a new division in the eastern judicial 
district of the State of Tennessee; 

H. R. 5042. An act to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments of the District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 549 1. An act to amend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 2727. An act authorizing payment of commutation of rations 
to the potty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN TEXAS, 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
8 table, for the 5 se of concurring in an amendment 
of the Senate, the bill ( . 5076) to amend the first section of 
an act to change the time and place for district and circuit courts 
for the northern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896. I will 
state that I am authorized to make this motion by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, and the Senate 
amendments were read, as follows: 


On lines 6 and 7, strik; t to read as foll s * 
. eou as follows” and insert “to pro- 


On pago 1, line 9, strike out all after“ Texas down to and includi. 
“court,” in line 10. 1 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The motion was a d to. 

On motion of Mr. HAM, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments were concurred in was laid on the table. 

Mr. HITT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
n were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of Division of Loans and Cur- 
rency submitting an estimate of appropriation for canceling ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for improvement of Charleston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the N avy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1901—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in the naval service— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Postmaster-General submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for an assistant superintendent of the 
free-delivery system—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally re ed from committees, delivered to 
ma Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7662) to carry into effect 
the stipulations of Article VII of the treaty between the United 
States and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898, 
N the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 212); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7771) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury ent, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 218); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 7408, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8127) authorizing 
the Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Cuba Submarine 
Telegraph Company for compensation on account of expenses in- 
curred in repairing the cee done toits cables and property by 
United States forces during the war with Spain, accompanied by 
a report (No. 221); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1066) to indemnify the 
State of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia 
called into the military service by the governor under the proc- 
lamation of the President of June 15, 1863, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 222); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4615) to revive 
and amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned po 
erty and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary distric 
within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 214); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: h 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3206) to correct the 
naval record of Thomas Dunn, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 200); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R. 405) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

N ae 201); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
udar. 

He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1197) for the relief of Edward Kershner, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. ~~ which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2465) to grant an honorable discharge to 
George W. Shank, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
pene by a report (No. 203); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 7483) for the 
relief of James“ T. Ellis, of Rankin County, Miss., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 206); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BR R, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4099) for the relief of 
the Marion Trust Wee e ee of the estate of Samuel 
Milliken, deceased, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panion by a report (No. 207); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the ate Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4275) for the relief of 
the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 215); which said bill 
and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5220) for the relief of Charles 
M. Kennerly, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a 5 (No. 219); Which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 150) for the relief of Edwin 
L. Field, of Gray, Cumberland County, Me., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a npe (No. 220); which 
said bill and r were referred to vate Calendar, 

Mr. METC. , from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1616) to correct the 
naval record of Joseph Pitt, alias Joseph Marr, and to erase the 
name of Joseph Marr and substitute the name of Joseph Pitt on 


.the records of the United States Navy, 5 the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 223); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 103) for the relief of Henry O. Morse, re- 
d the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report 

ade re which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 
Mr. BRENNER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 145) for the relief of Col. 
Albert W.. Bishop, of Buffalo, N. Y., reported the same adversely, 


accompanied by a report (No. 208); which said bill and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8950) for the relief of 
Eliza C. Armin, widow of Frank Armin, 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 209); 
report were laid on the table. 


reported the same 
Which said bill and 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5217) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Stoddart, of New York, reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 210); which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. BRENNER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bills of the House H. R. 557, 564, 6433, 561, 559, 
555, 585, 5:8, 574, and 566, reported the same adversely, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 211); which said bills and report were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2080) for the relief of the estate of Dennis 
O' Dea, late of Richmond, Va., reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 216); which said bill and report were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5405) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine 
O'Dea, of Washington, D. C., reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No, 217); which said bill and report were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
petition of the House praying that the claim of Adalina T. Blick, 
administratrix, for property taken by the Army be referred to 
the Court of Claims under the Tucker Act, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 218); which said petition 
and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8036) for the relief of A. B. Coit, colonel Fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry in the Spanish-American 
war—Committee on Pensions di „ and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8025) granting a pension to Mrs. J. J. Woods, of 
Oswego, Kans.—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
mee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an in- 
crease of pension to soldiers of the Mexican war—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 8125) fixing the salary 
and compensation of the chief justices and associate justices of 
the apres courts in the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, 
and Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

eae CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8126) to reenact section 256 
of the United States Revised Statutes and continue the same in 
force—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 8127) authorizing the Secretary of State to pay the claim 
of the Cuba Submarine ee gra Sompany or compensation on 
account of expenses incu in repairing the damage done to its 
cables and Pro by United States forces during the war with 
Spain—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8128) to establish light-house 
and fog ng ese at Browns Point, in Puget Sound—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8129) to amend section 5 
of an act to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved August 
14, 1898—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8130) to amend 
an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and en- 
listed men of the volunteer forces, approved February 8, 1887—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 8131) providing 
for the naturalization of foreign-born citizens to the Committee 
on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8182) to amend section 
4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8181) to provide what 
evidence may bo received to show the 1 ok time any person 
served in the Missouri Home Guards to determine whether he, 
his widow, or minor children, is entitled to a pension to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8194) to provide 
for a aoe a Ree the ae — — 1 re the 
Orange Free State, an appropria sum needful ‘or— 
to the Committee on Foreign ‘Affairs 
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By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8195) to preserve the abo- 
riginal antiquities and prehistoric ruins on the public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 8196) confirming the 
title of mixed-blood Indians to certain lands, and providing the 
manner for selling, conveying, and encumbering the same—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8197) to provide for the sale of the unsold 

rtion of the Umatilla Indian Reservation—to the Committee on 
ndian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
161) to authorize members of the Prairie band of Pottawatomies, 
in the State of Kansas, to sell their allotments to purchase lands 
in the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. > 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 133) author- 
izing the payment to George C. Randall the sum of $252.80 from 
the contingent fund—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8133) to remove the record 
of 8 discharge from the military record of Robert 
Fitzgerald to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8134) for the relief 
of the Presbyterian Church of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 8135) pensioning Elijah Pat- 
rick at the pensionable rate of a captain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8136) to pay Elijah Patrick, of Salyersville, 

K x., for two years’ service in the late war as captain of a com- 
pany of volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8137) pensioning Mrs. Eliza 
Bayard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8138) for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church at Saulsbury, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8139) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Church, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8140) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. A. 
Walker, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committes 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8141) granting a 1 to 
Mrs. Sarah J. Peddycoart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 8142) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James May—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) for the relief of John R. Brown, Rob- 
ert T. Thorp, Richard A. Wise, and William F. Aldrich—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 8144) granting that the name 
of J. W. Shepherd be placed on the pension roll—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 8145) for the relief of the 
heirs of Peter De Haven—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 8146) granting a pension to J, N. 
De Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 8147) for the relief of Oak Grove 
Methodist Church, at Reams Station, in Dinwiddie County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) for the relief of W. H. Wesson—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) for the relief of the trustees of the 
aa Church at Dinwiddie Court-House, Dinwiddie County, 

a.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8150) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Godfrey, of Lawrenceburg, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8151) for the relief of Levi H. 
Hendren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of Jasper N. Cooper to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8153) for the benefit of the heirs of James D. 
McKenzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) for the relief of Henry P. Bottom—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Jonathan Jacobs—to 
the Committee on 5 2 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8156) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 8157) granting an increase of - 
sion to T. C. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Las 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8158) for the relief of 
the St. George’s Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburg, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8159) to relieve the Italian-Swiss 
Agricultural Colony from the internal-revenue tax on certain 
spirits destroyed by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8160) locating certain land scrip 
in the name of Antonie La Pierre and others—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8161) granting a pension to 
Annis Bean, mother of William H. Wood, late of Company F, 
F Ohio Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of 
James Baker, of Washington, D. C. —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of Harriet 
Schroeter, daughter of Jacob Krider or Creider, who was a Penn- 
sylvania soldier in the war of the Revolution—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8164) for the relief of 
John D, Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8165) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel A, Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8166) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome B. Cassavant, of Ponca, in the 
State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8167) for 
the relief of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale cer- 
tificates—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8168) to remove the charge of 
desertion and grant an honorable discharge to James Perkinson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8169) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8170) removing the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Edward S. Conkling—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8171) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas S. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) to correct the military record of Neill 
M. Campbell, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) to correct the military record of Cicero 
Jordan, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) to correct the military record of New- 
pan, P. Tennison, and so forth—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) for the relief of Frank Swanson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of Reinhart Brenneiren— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8177) to extend the pension laws to Captain 
Skoemaker’s company, Provisional Missouri Militia, and so forth 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) to pay. the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Edwar . James—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) for the relief of James H. Wilson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) to correct the military record of Joshua 
W. Piles, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of e request): A bill (H. R. 8182) 
granting a discharge to Peter Wilson, of Kentucky to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8183) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Michael Fitzgeraid—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Charles Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8185) for the 
relief of William B. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief 
of the occupants of the town of Flagstaff, Coconino County, Ariz.— 
to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8187) to amend the military 
record of Francis H. Staples—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 8188) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1899, for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 818%) for the 
relief of Richard Berry—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension to 
Henry Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8191) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Riga the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8 


o, a bill (H. R. 8192) authorizin, 
settle the claim of Margaretta Engel t for back pay and bounty 
due her husband, Frederich Engelhardt, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8193) for the relief of holders 

-of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 8198) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Lewis Camplain, late of 
Company G, Ninety-first Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. h 


the Secretary of War to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following parions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Cherry Creek Grange, No. 58, of 
Colorado, favoring a general-free mail delivery—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Local Union No. 55, Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners, Denver, Colo., against the ceding of public lands to 
States and Territories—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BULL: Statement of Michael F. Shea, of Newport, R. I., 
relative to the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Hon. T, B. Reed, Wheeler H. 
Peckham, and other leading lawyers of New York City, for relief 
for the law library of Congress—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the ae of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 3988, 
855 reorganize the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of J. F. Farnsworth and other letter carriers of 
Stockton, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4911, to 
`- increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of A. E. Else and 52 other citizens 
of Deland, S. Dak., favoring the passage of House bill No. 996, pro- 
viding for free homesteads—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, r to accompany House bill No. 1944, for the relief of 
Eli C. ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of H. F. Vortkamp and other drug- 
gists of Lima, Ohio, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, per- 
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the National Association of 
Postmasters, favoring certain amendments of the law governing 
the carrying of second-class matter in the mails—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of C. C. Markland and other post- 
office clerks at Columbus, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 4851, for the classification of post-office clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 4 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of G. T. Shanks and 47 other citizens 
of South Londonderry, Vt., urging the passage of House bill No. 
1144, relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Ohio Wool Growers’ Association, Columbus, 
Ohio, against the ratification of the treaty with the Argentine 
Republic—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of J. Seldon Sands and other drug- 
gists of Philadelphia, Pa., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions adopted by the employees in 
the Bureau of Animal Industry stationed at Louisville, Ky., for 
provision to grant them the usual leave of absence with pay—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of General Hancock Post, No. 22, Department 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of House 
bill No. 2583, giving veterans preference in employment—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Fzank Gilroy and 2 other clerks in 
the post-office at Belvidere, III., asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 4351, for the classification of clerks in first and second 
a post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

a 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Frederick C. Kean and other post- 
office clerks of Woburn, Mass., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Joseph F. Egan and other substitute letter 
carriers of Lowell, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 1051, 
to grade substitute letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 

ce and Post-Roads 


By Mr. LACEY: Protest of 58 citizens in and near Old Fort 
Bliss, Tex., against the bill to donate Old Fort Bliss to the county 
of El Paso—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LANE: Remonstrances of Anderson & Vetter Bros. 
and Paul Seigmund and other citizens of Grand Mound and Cala- 
mus, Iowa, against a Log ned aps system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of Edward E. Reimund, F. R. 
Conklin, and other post-office clerks at Findlay and Delaware, 
Ohio, in favor of the ge of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of H. K. Mulford Company and 
Robert A. Hance & Co., chemists, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 5765, modifying the existing internal- 
revenue law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. Humphreys, M. D., of New York City, for 
the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petitions of H. K. Mulford & Co., the A. Calborn Company, 
Burt Bros., Hance Bros. & White, International Navigation Com- 
pany, and C. Este, of Philadelphia, favoring the passage of House 

ill No, 887, in the interest of manufacturing and commercial in- 
dustries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Statement and papers to accompany 
House bill to correct the military record of John G. Wolf—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Statement to accompany House bill 
to correct the military record of John D. Sullivan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of Helen G. Shar- 
hawk, suggesting the adoption of a national song—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of G. N. Wickwire, of 
ongoa Ind., relating to the laws of Alaska—to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUCKER; Petition of 151 citizens of Higbee, Mo., fa- 
voring trial by jury in injunction contempt cases—to the Com- 
mittee on the J N 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Florence (S. C.] Argus; Las Vegas (N. Mex.) Optic; Monticello 

Iowa) Times; Portsmouth (N. H.) Gazette; Great Falls (Mont.) 
eader; Richfield (Utah) Reaper; Victor (Colo.) Record; Salem 
(Oreg.) Journal; Wichita (Kans,) Commoner; Alva (Okla. ) Cou- 
rier; Keeseville (N. Y.) Republican; Ellendale (Mo.) Leader; 
Springfield Gazette, Chagrin Falls Exponent, West Union Scion, 
State of Ohio; Broken Bow Chief, Wymore Wymorean, State of 
Nebraska; also Georgetown Journal, Middletown New Era, Mil- 
ford News and Advertiser, State of Delaware; Port Jefferson 
Echo, Nunda News, Canastota Journal, News, State of New 
York; Brainard Arena, Hastings Democrat, St. Paul Tidings, 
State of Minnesota; Ocala Witness, Orlando Sentinel-Reporter, 
Sanford Chronicle, Ocala Star, Brooksville News-Register, Key 
West Inter-Ocean, Monticello Constitution, Tampa Times, State 
of Florida; Cresco Times, Iowa; Chillicothe Bulletin, Lacon, 
Democrat, Pinckneyville Democrat, State of Ilinois; Waller Ad- 
vance, Fort Worth Despatch, San Angelo Enterprise, State of 
Texas; Yankton Freie Presse, Elk Point Courier, Wanbay Clip- 
per, Hudson Tribune, State of South Dakota; Bloomington Prog- 
ress, Indiana; Oregon Republican, Muncie News, Illinois; Hanford 
Journal, Visalia Delta, San Francisco Wasp, Santa Cruz Sentinel, 
San Diego Tribune, State of California; Towanda Argus, Slating- 
ton News, Mauch Chunk News, Lock Haven Express, Lancaster 
Express, Williamsport Sun, Meadville Democrat and Messenger, 
Renovo Record, Coudersport Democrat, Dunmore Pioneer, Hali- 
fax Gazette, Chambersburg itory. Birdsboro Dispatch, Mid- 
dlesburg Post, Bellefonte Democrat, Greenville Record, Girard 
Cosmopolite, McKeesport Times, Reading Adler, Reading Tele- 
gram, Hanover Record, Lewisburg News, Sandy Lake News, 
Johnsonburg Press, Danville News, State of Pennsylvania, for 
the repeal of the tariff on printing paper—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
so, petition of James H. Wilson, of the State of Missouri, 
raying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Domuntites on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of James McCarthy and others, 
of Taberg, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy 5 to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Albert Duling and other clerks of 
Nashville, Tenn., post-office, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of Susie A. Porter and G. F. Ball, 
of the North Attleboro, Mass., post-office, in favor of House bill 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of G. H. Van Horne and 5 others, of 
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Gage County, Nebr., for the passage of House bill No, 4351 to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of citizens of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., in mass meeting assembled January 28, express- 
ing sympathy for the Boer Republic in its present war—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing the piange of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits 
in the elphia museums—to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the ye ytd record of Thomas Sayille—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of N. F. Mossel and 113 others, pro- 
testing against the crime of lynching and mob violence—to the 
Committee on the J apie 

By Mr, JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany House 
bill to remove the charge of desertion against the military record 
of Michael Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, ere to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of les Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, per to accompany House bill correcting the record of 
Robert McKowen—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of aan Be Petition of Tarrow Brothers 
and other druggists, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: 97 — to . bill No. 5433, 
to remove the charge of desertion against William R. Cox to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2913, to remove the 
charge of desertion against the military record of William Leh- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, pa to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Lewis Camplain—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6045, granting a pen- 
sion to Wavell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 7, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Linpsay, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di wi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 5 er of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween ch 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899; 

A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 5042) to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments of the District of Columbia; ' 

8 H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; an 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use 860,000 of the a nah RE PET for the support of the Regular 
and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for 
the construction of a modern hospital at Fort 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. ee Ree a petition of Golden Eagle Lodge, 
No. 78, Brotherh of Locomotive Firemen, of Sedalia, Mo., 
pre that all the remaining public lands of the United States 

held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of 
title to any of these lands should hereafter be made to any but 
actual settlers and home builders on the lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Higbee, Mo., 
eee against the use of injunctions, and praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a trial of indirect contempt 
by 25 ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e 0 ented petitions of sundry employees of the Bureau 
of Ani Industry residing in Kansas City, Mo., praying that 
they be ted annual leave of absence with pay: which were 


venworth, Kans. 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of the pneumatic-tube system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also sean a petition of the Furniture Board of Trade of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable 
competing cable companies to lay and operate submarine cables 
from the United States to Cuba; which was referred to the Com- 
mittep on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of sun 
pro-Boer citizens of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the war in the Sont 
African Republic; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

1 e a petition of sundry stock and bond 
brokers of Louisville, Ky., praying for the enactmentof legislation 
to remove the internal-revennue tax of $50 imposed upon them asa 
license; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the Belle City Manufac- 
turing Company, of Racine, the Smalley Manufacturing Company, 
of Manitowoc, and of the La Crosse Plow Company, of La Crosse, 
all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the construction of anew Patent Office build- 
ing; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Gatesville, Penn Yan, and Halls Corners, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 

treaty with the Argentine Republic; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of V. H. Laederich, of Ne- 
braska, praying for the re of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also d the petition of Nicholas Lochboehler, of the 
District of Columbia, praying that the sum of 8600 be granted him 
in settlement of his claim against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tunk- 
hannock, Pa., praying for the establishment of an Army veteri- 
72 — corps; which was referred to the Committee on tary 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
New Castle, Pa., and a petition of sun railway mail cterks of 
York, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
Mhapa were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to tha 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 207, Carpen- 
ters and Joiners’ Union, of Chester, Pa., and a petition of Local 
Union No. 7100, Kindling Wood Workers, of Austin, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to preserve the public lands of 
the United States for the use of actual settlers and home builders; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Phoenixville, Pa., praying for the enactment of 8 to in- 
crease American shipping; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; 
Nab pb ab ord Pee hg lie on 3 F a 55 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the repeal of the tariff law placing 15 per cent duty on 
raw hides; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also 8 a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, Pa., praying that a charter be granted to the Lake Erie 
and Ohio River Ship Canal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry commercial, maritime, 
and trade organizations of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the erec- 
tion of a permanent nguy nouas to mark the extreme southern end 
of the breakwater of the national harbor of refuge, Delaware Bay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of the Bateman Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Grenloch; the Murphy Varnish Company, of 
Newark, and of John A. Roebling’s Sons Company, of Trenton, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the construction of a new Patent Office build- 
ing: Stee 5 referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
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Mr. CULLOM nted a memorial of the Federation of Labor 
of Galva, III., and a memorial of Federation of Labor No. 7241, 
of Dundee, III., remonstrating against the cession of public lands 
to the several States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, ; 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Brain- 
ard, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Chenoa, III., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
alcoholic liquors, etc., in our new possessions; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Rock Island Plow Company, 
of Rock Island; the U. S. Wind Engine and Pump Company, of 
Batavia; the Moline Wagon Company, of Moline; the Deere- 


Manson Company, of Moline; the Keystone Manufac Com- 
pany, of Sterling; the Grand Detour Plow Company, of Dixon; 
the Union Malleable Iron Company, of Moline; the k Island 


Stone Company, of Rock Island; the Joliet Manufacturing Com- 
any, of Joliet; the Moline Malleable Iron Company, of St. 
arles, and of the Heller & Merz Company, of Chicago, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. FRYE presented the petition of D. M. Kilpatrick, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce; J. C. mg pd president of 
the Sugar and Rice 8 and of Lazare Levy, president of 
the Produce Exchange, of New Orleans, La., pra for the 
of the so- merchant-marine bill; which was referred 

the Committee on Commerce. 


MAPS AND VIEWS OF WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I present a paper, being a list of maps and 
views of Washington and the District of Columbia in the Library 
of Congress, prepared by P. Lee Phillips, F. R. G. S., superin- 
tendent of maps and charts. 1 move that 500 e be printed 
for the use of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted re thereon: : 

A bill (S. 2216) for the relief of M: C. Mayers; and 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of William B. ey, surviving 
partuer of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth W. Murphey, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 226) for the relief of heirs of Philip C. Rowe, 
ARES it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

r. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of Flora A. Darling; and 

A bill (S. 1336) for the relief of William Leech. 

Mr. MASON , from the Committee on Manafactures, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2692) to incorporate The National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1710) for the relief of Alphonso M. Potvin, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report m. 

r. GALLIN GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1905) granting an increase of pension to 
Lillian Capron, reported it with an amendment, and submitteda 
report thereon. 

ə also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1906) granting an increase of pension to Agnes Capron, 
a Pee it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by him on the 6th 
instant, proposing an appropriation of $2,000 to pay the of 
the consul at Berne, Switzerland, intended to be proposed b: 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, rted favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 8 on 
1 and printed: which was agreed to. 

0 from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


amendment submitted by him on the 6th instant, proposing to in- 
crease the a T for the salary of the consul at Chefoo, 
China, from 42, to $3,000, intended to be proposed by him to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
1 and printed; which was agreed to. 

: 1 = Committee on mop pie bara st 
re the bill (S. 1191) granting an increase o on to 
W. Reynolds, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 


ay thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1127) to increase the pension of Hannah G. Strong, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 299) granting a pension to Susanna Marion; 

A bill (S. 139) granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions; and 

A bill (S. 1600) grantingan increase of pension toJohn T. Hayes. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances 
= De Russy, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. : 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2925) to authorize Frank Hitch to construct 
and maintain a bridge across Fishing Creek, within the 1 
nee of Edgecombe County, N. C., reported it without amend- 
ment. \ 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 67) 
providing for the 5 distribution of United Sta 
maps, to report it with a substitute for the original joint resolu- 
tion, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 
al betore d ticks, ready f th 
on si + the 

buted by the Secretary 
those published for the use of Con; 
Representatives, and Delegates. 
prevented, and in all cases recipients shall be inf 
map is supplied. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
York, the chairman of the committee, if this publication includes a 
map which the newspapers have been 3 for several 
months would be published, containing a map and description of 
the islands? 

Mr. PLATT of New Tork. I think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Unfortunately the announcement went out 
from the Interior Department that such a map was in preparation, 
and we have been flooded with applications for it when it doesnot 
exist. I shall be gratified to know that it is about to be published; 
but I should like to have the Senator certain that this is that map. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is the map that is recommended 
by the 8 of the Interior. 

Mr. COC LL. That is all very true. We have been pub 
lishing maps recommended by him; but I refer to oer including 
the new islands—our island possessions, as they are called. That 
map, it has been reported, was being pre in the office, and 
we have been getting applications for itfor along time. I should 
3 anon if it is that map that this resolution authorizes to be 
pu 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I can not state positively as to that. 
It is the we PS coins by the Interior Department. 

Mr. COC . Yes, we have published seven, eight, or ten 
different editions of that map. I ho 2 5 this is the regular map 
of 1898 or 1899. I take it for granted that it is; and I hope there 
will be no applications for it under the name of the new map that 
was to be issued, with the islands described on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported as a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report an original 
joint resolution, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) increasing the limit of cost of 
the new building for the Government Printing Office, to meet the 
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increased prices of building materials, and to Pete of making 
the south end of the power-house extension of the same height as 
the main building, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
gy es in Con 853 — 5 e oa or cost o Sanon ee = 
e Government Prin ce, authorized by the sundry civil act approy 
March 8, 1899, be, and hereby is, increased by $429,000, or ae much thereof as 
may be necessary, to meet the increased p: of building materials and to 
permit of making the south eud of the power-house extension, for a depth of 

about 45 feet from G street NW., of the same height as the main building. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution waa soporten to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr: for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PIUTE WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2385) for the settlement of Piute war claims, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 


war claims,” now 9 the Senate. 


ROBERT ADGER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2688) for the relief of Robert Adger and 
others, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the followin, 
eee e which was considered by unanimous consent, an 


Adger and others.“ now 
ying pepers, be, 


f p: i in accordance 
vir the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance there- 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that those two resolutions, the one 
reported by the Senator from Nevada and the one reported by the 
Senator from South Carolina, may be printed, so that we can have 
them and see what has been done, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed. 


ESTATE OF PAUL M’NEEL, DECEASED, 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1259) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Paul McNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, W. Va., re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1259) entitled A bill for the relief of the legal 

cNeel, deceased, of 


representatives of Paul Pocahontas County, W. Va.,“ 


now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same is hereby, 


erred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 
provisions of an act entitled An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
a the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 

e said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and 3 to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3019) for the relief of James P pet 

A bill (S. 3020) for the relief of James J. Cox; and 

A bill (S. 8021) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & 
Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8022) to provide for 
lessening the number of appeals in applications for patents; which 


ed mea twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
aten 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3023) authorizing the 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia to conve 
cel of land in the District of Columbia to Lewis Ti 5 9 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3024) for the erection of a 


a certain par- 
trustee; 


new public building at Burlington, Vt.; which was read twice by 
i r and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3025) to amend sections 5424, 5425, 
5426, 5428, and 5429 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


under Title LXX, chapter 5, crimes against the operation of the 
Government; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3026) for the relief of Sarah Jane 
Johnson;, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3027) for the relief of C. E. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

anying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
ost-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3028) to require ađministrative 
action to be taken upon the accounts of the registers and receivers 
of certain United States land offices within the State of Kansas, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
Hip 3 paper, referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3029) for the relief of 
Samuel Ryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
nuig read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

‘ensions: 

A bill (S. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Henry Guckes 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3031) granting a pension to Elizabeth Woerz; 

A bill (S. 3032) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shea; 
ent wik (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to William J, 
ane bill (S, 3034) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 


0 

A bill (S. 3035) granting a pension to William C. Travis; and 

A bill (S. 3036) granting a ion to Henry Justus. 

Mr. FORAKER 8 the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
wees Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3037) granting an honorable discharge to William W. 
Johnson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3038) for the relief of Jacob Burkhardt (with accom- 


paaying papers) ; 5 
A bill (S. 3039) for the relief of Foreman S. Wells (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3040) for the relief of William S. Laney. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Bell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8042) to correct the military record 
of J. B. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8048) making the proceed- 
nes of the Grand Army of the Republic a part of the public rec- 

of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3044) for the relief of William L. 
Ellsworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


as military 
referred to 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3046) for the relief of the 
estate of N. D. Shinn, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3047) to increase the pension 
of William Mullevy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying ; paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MONEY in uced a bill (S. 8048) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Galbreath; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 8049) grantin 
of pension to Mary U. Wilmarth; which was 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3050) for the purchase of an 
oil portrait of Henry Clay; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3051) for the relief of H. Clay Mc- 
Kee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3052) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, Il.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3053) relating to officers on 
the retired list of the Navy who served during the rebellion; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


an increase 
twice by its 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an e appropriate 
75,000 for the erection of a public building at Norfolk, in the 
tate of Nebraska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 

civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

Public Buildin s and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $1,200 for an electric-lighting plant at the Devils Lake 
N Dak.) Indian School, intended to be proposed by him to the 

dian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the manufacture of 
adulterated foods; which was ref to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
2 Ta referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

T. - 
also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 407) to promote the efficiency of the clerical 
service in the Navy of the United States, to organize a clerical 
corps of the Navy of the United States, to define its duties, and to 
regulate its pay; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

Afairs. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1706) for the refer- 
ence of certain claimsagainst the Governmentof the United States 
to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the manufacture of adul- 
terated foods; which was referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. VEST. I present an amendment to the financial bill and 
ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa re- 
quests the reading of the proposed amendment. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


engraved upo: 
that said note is a full 1 tender, as aforesaid; and heshall loan, under such 
rules and regulations as he may imag tee said notes to any person, person 
or corporation in sums not less than $100 on their deposi in the Uni 
States Treasury at par value and in sums equal to the amount of bond Treas- 
wT oe issued to such applicant or applicants; said bond Treasury notes 
so ed shall bear the same rate of interest as the bonds upon which they 
are issued, and said bonds so deposited with the Treas only be re- 
deemed by the original depositors of the same or their s by surrender- 
ing to the Treasury bond notes or other legal-tender money of the 
fod rac paea of equal amount with the par value of said bonds and accrued 
rest.” 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 
lie on the table and be printed. 


PUBLIC-SCHOOL STUDIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STEWART. I submit a resolution and ask for its immedi- 
ate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed 
toinform the Senate what course of studies is prescribed for the public 
See ees Ee 
higher branches of learnings and if nk why nok ps 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I perhaps am not well in- 
formed about this matter; but I should like to ask the Senator 
from Nevada whether the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
ee the curriculum for our public schools? 

5 STEWART. They will have some knowledge on that sub- 


jec 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me that that is asking some- 
thing the Commissioners really have nothing whatever to do with. 
I think perhaps if the Senator would send the resolution to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia for investigation he might 
reach the result he desires. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will excuse me, is there nota 
superintendent of schools here? 

. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would he not have some direction of these 
matters? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Unquestionably. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Let the inquiry be directed to him, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. The board of trustees, I think, has control 
over the schools of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr.STEWART. Then let the inquiry be directed to the board 
of trustees. I think that would be better. I will change the res- 
olution so as to direct it to the board of trustees. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that he 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let it go to the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Let him direct the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to ip be into the condition of primary education in 
the District of Columbia and report to us. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that course is better. 

Mr. STEWART. I accept that suggestion. Let it be a resolu- 
tion of inquiry directing the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia to make 1128 and report to the Senate. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The resolution will require an 
amendment to it. 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the Senator had bet- 
8 withdraw the resolution and present it later in an amended 

orm. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further concurrent 
or other resolutions? 

Mr. STEWART subsequently submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is hereby di- 
rected to make inq and inform the Senate what course of studies is 
i for the public schools of the District, and whether a thorough 


ruction in spelling, reading, writing, grammar, arithmetic, and geogra- 
oy supersede teaching of the higher branches of learning; and if not, why 


D 
no 
SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to examine the acvount between the United States and the State of South 
Carolina growing out of the claim for moneys sponded by said State for 
rulers Pare in the Florida war of 1836 and 1837, and report to the 
Senate of the United States as follows: 

First. What amount was paid said State by the United States on said 
claim, stating date of payments, and under what acts of Congress said pay- 


ments were made. 
Second. What amount of interest was paid said State by the United States 
on said claims. If no interest was whatamount would bedue said State 


on ga ee 30, 1901. In the computation of interest applying the following rules, 


“Interest shall be calculated up tothe time of any payment made. To this 
interest the payment shall be are ap ed, and if it exceeds the interest due, 
the balance shall be seppien mish the principal; if the payment falls 
short of the interest, the balance of interest not be added to the princi- 
pal so as to produce interest.“ 


NEUTRALITY IN SOUTH AFRICA, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Whereas commercial relations have been established and maintained for 
many years between the United States and Portugal in the Portugese East 
African possessions; and 

Whereas a state of warfare exists between Great Britain and the Re- 
publics of South Africa in the territory contiguous to these possessions; and 

Whereas there is entailed on the United States the duty of main a 
strict neutrality between the belligerent nations while maintaining her com- 
mercial rights in those 8 and 

Whereas the United States is without any naval force there to maintain 
her obligations to Great Britain and the South African Republics as bellig- 
erents while her commercial rights with Portugal as neutral 
nations: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to detail 
from any of our squadrons, here or abroad, such and so many vessels as in his 
judgment may be necessary to effect these purposes. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. PENROSE. The bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the State of 
Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into 
the military service by the governor under the proclamation of 
the President of June 15, 1863, introduced by me, was improperly 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I move that the Commit- 
tee on Claims be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER. On the 20th of December, 1899, I introducéta 
bill (S. 1941) for the relief of the Lower band of the Chinook In- 
dians of the State of Washington, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I find that such bills are being referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I move that the Committee on 
Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, on the 3ist of January the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], in the course of his 
speech on the Philippine question, made the following remarks in 
reference to the president of the Philippine Commission, President 
Schurman, of Cornell University. e said: 

Mr. Schurman, in his Chicago interview (and this is the only authority I 
will read which is not vouched for by official documents) August 20, 1899, said: 
[President Schurman, Chicago interview, August 20, 1899.] 

General Aguinaldo is believed on the island to be honest, and I think that 
he is acting honestly in money matters, but whether from moral or political 
reasons I would not say.—Oriental American, page 99. 

The fact of the matter is that he tried to bribe the insurgents, as near as 
we can ascertain, and failed; they would not take gold for peace. 

This speech of the Senator from South Dakota was brought to 
the attention of the president of Cornell, and I have from him the 
following letter, which I will read. I do it for the purpose of 
haying the Recorp corrected by his statement: 


CORNELL UNIVERSITY, OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Ithaca, N. Y., February 8, 1900. 
DEAR SENATOR DEPEw: I see, from page 1362 of the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, that Senator PETTIGREW, of myself, says: 
The fact of the matter is that he tried to bribe the insurgents, as near as 
we can ascertain, and failed; but they would not take gold for n 
preposterous statement been made anywhere elso I should not 
have paid any attention to it; but asit has been made in the Senate of the 
United States, I desire to say to you that it is absolutely without foundation. 


VV J. G. SCHURMAN. 

Hon. CHAUNCEY M. Depew, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Now, Mr. President, at the time this speech was being made 
President Schurman was in this city upon business connected 
with his report and the report of his commission on the Philip- 

ine matter. He was at that very hour in conference with the 
President at the White House, and therefore competent to be 
summoned. 

It seems to me that the alleged facts which have been brought 
forward by my friend the Senator from South Dakota in order to 
substantiate his contention that the President of the United 
States is a tyrant and that Aguinaldo is a patriot fail in theim- 
portant consideration that his alleged facts never turn out to be 
true. 

He has summoned the two witnesses who were more competent 
than any others to testify on the question of the original under- 
standing had with Aguinaldo and of the position of the Philippine 
people, one Admiral Dewey and the other President Schurman, 
the president of the Philippine ion. 

Any evidence, any statement, in to this matter made by 
Admiral Dewey would be received at once by the people of the 
United States without further question, and the same can be said 
of any statement made by the president of Cornell University. 

But instead of singers his evidence by calling the witnesses 
renoven; he calls others for the purpose of proving what they 

ve sai 

With Admiral Dewey here in the city, his house well known, 
himself the most accessible of men, he reads, as proving what 
Admiral Dewey has said and what his position is, an alleged 
proclamation of Aguinaldo, translated by an unknown translator 
and published without any certificate of its authenticity in a New 
England newspaper; and instead of ascertaining, when President 
Schurman is in the city, what his views really are and what he 
really did say and what he really did do, he reads a report of an 
anonymous interview with an anonymous and unknown reporter 
in a Chicago newspaper. A Dewey at once branded the 
statement affecting him as absolutely and unqualifiedly false, and 
pew President Schurman repudiates the testimony attributed to 


I submit, Mr. President, that haying amid the mass of news- 
paper reports, of anonymous remarks, of testimony of no consid- 
eration and no value, subpoenaed the two 5 and most prom- 
inent witnesses in the country, he has done it in a way which 
discredits all the alleged facts which are presented on his side or 
the contention which Senator PETTIGREW and his friends en- 
deavor to make in behalf of Aguinaldo and in discredit of the 
President and of the 8 St policy of the Administration. 

These facts, or alleged facts, cited by the Senator from South 
Dakota, are like the army of Aguinaldo. Whenever the United 
States troops appear, there is no igo Aguinaldo. And when- 
ever the truth is let in, as Admiral Dewey and President Schur- 
man let it in, these all facts vanish in thin air. The basis of 
their whole contention no better foundation than the seat of 
the Aguinaldo government, which, as far as I can ascertain, is 
nowhere except in the hat of Aguinaldo. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I suppose this debate is 


pr by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, if it proceeds at all. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to reply very briefly to the Senator 
from New York. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the tor from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, if it were not for the debate 
proceeding by unanimous consent, I should be very glad to go 
fully into the question with regard to the letters of Admiral 
Dewey. Under the circumstances I will simply reply briefly to 
the statement of Mr. Schurman and the letter of Admiral Dewey. 

Mr. Schurman was chairman of the Philippine Commission. 
We received from him a brief report previous to the election. We 
have got of another one now. It was well understood through- 
out the United States that we offered a sum in money for rifles if 
the insurgents would surrender them, It is well understood that 
we got no rifles, because they would not surrender them for gold. 
Occasionally a gun was delivered, when it was found afterwards 
that they were guns which had been captured, that were carried 
and surrendered by Filipinos who had been hired by some of our 
soldiers to do it. 

What is more, Mr. President, the report went out throughout 
this country that our commissioners offered Aguinaldo a 
position equal to $5, a year and were unable to secure his 
services. 

Now, have we been trying to get the facts? I introduced a res- 
olution asking for facts two months ago, and no reply comes. We 
were told all summer that this was a matter for bon ss to dis- 
pose of, and when Congress meets the facts are withheld. Not 
only are the facts withheld, but what are sent to us are garbled 
f. not a full, fair statement of the whole question, as in duty 
bound the Executive should have done; not all the truth, but a 
portion of it, is sent to us. ( 

I charge, Mr. President, that we attacked an ally; I charge that 
we have made an alliance with slavery; and the answer from Mr. 
Schurman is that it is not true that he offered Aguinaldo gold. 
I do not suppose Schurman saw Aguinaldo; but that the offer was 
made with his consent there can be no question. 

The answer of Admiral Dewey is that he did make an alliance 
BEP the insurgents. Admiral Dewey says, referring to Agui- 

o: 


I never promised him, directly or indirectly, independence for the Fili- 
pinos. I never treated him as an ally, except so far as to make use of him 
and his soldiers to assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. He 
never uttered the word “inde ence" in any conversation with me or m 
officers. The statement that I received him with military honors or saluted 
the Filipino flag is absolutely false. 
Sincerely, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 
haben e is an ally“ if itis not an assistant against a com- 
mon ioe 
I simply-want to read one brief extract from Lieut. Carlos G. 
Calkins, of the United States Navy, published in the June vol- 
ume of the Proceedings of the United States Naval Institute. 
Touching the relations with the insurgents after the battle, the 
author says: 
The igh and Concord were sent to Subig Bay, where they effected the 
and naval . N or earring — Oe one then — — 
direct alliance paign. 


They marched together, Aguinaldo’s shi 
ships and sailors made a joint attack on Su ig Bay, and, having 
captured the garrison, turned the troops and the garrison over to 
Aguinaldo’s forces, If that was not an alliance as plain and dis- 
tinct as it is possible to make one, then certainly the English lan- 

age is at fault, for there is not a dictionary in our tongue which 
Parish oara 40°the word independence,” Aiitoaliio scaroal 

ith r ew s$ ence,” i 0 y 

ever used any other phrase, Here 5 norton lin, rs Hongkong, 


July 22, 1898: 
HONGKONG, July 22, 1898. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, Washington: 
The following is for the Secretary of War: 
25 : one 1 and martial law over all islands. The 
expect in mdence. Recomm 
N piia “ANDERSON, Commanding.” 


DEWEY. 


That was on the 22d of July, 1898, and I read from the Report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, volume 2, page 117. 

Mr. President, it is exceeding! 1 unfortunate, it seems to me, 
that Admiral Dewey ever wrote this letter, and that it was unfor- 
tunate was evidently comprehended by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE], for when he first used the letter he onl 
read a portion of it, not reading the damaging statement whic 
declares that there was an alliance. Afterwards the debate brought 
out the Whole letter. Admiral Dewey's reports to the Navy 
partment show that independence was expected and relied upon. 

On July 17, 1898, Admiral Dewey forwarded a decree issu 
Aguinaldo to the Filipino people, with the following indorsement: 

U. S. FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, Cavite, July 17, 1898. 

Respectfully forwarded for the 1 ott ine Department 
Rear- U. S. N. 
Commanding United Slates Naval Force on Station. 


and sailors and our 
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‘The decree by Aguinaldo to the people of the Philippines reads 
as follows: 
To the people of the Philippines: z 

Acts of Providence have placed me ina tion for which I can not but 
recognize my natural 3 but as I have no right to violate the laws 
of Providence, nor to decline the duties which honor and patrio impose 
upon me, I greet yon. my beloved Reople, from that 8 

In the face of the whole world I have proclaimed t the 
whole life, the final object of 9 and efforts, is your 

use I have the con that also your constant l 

since independence for us means the redemption from slavery and tyranny. 
nn ini ag lost liberty, and the admission to the concert of civilized 
nations. 


That was transmitted by Admiral Dewey on the 17th of July, 
1898, and yet he sends a letter here saying that the word “‘inde- 


pendence” was never used between him and Aguinaldo. I donot 
impeach the veracity of Admiral Dewey, for it is barely ible 
that in the conversations between Aguinaldo and A Dewey 


the word independence wasnever used. The evasion might be 
made if the Spanish word for“ independence” was used; but even 
if that were not the case, there were five or six cases where the di- 
rect connection, the direct knowledge of the claim of the insur- 
gents was brought home to Admiral Dewey. How could he trans- 
mit this decree setting forth distinctly and absolutely what the 
insurgents claimed, and how could he transmit Anderson’s tele- 

am in the body of his own, unless he knew what the insurgents 
8 The facts are, Dewey did make an alliance with 
Aguinaldo, did know that he demanded independence, and Schur- 
man offered gold to Aguinaldo and his followers, either directly 
or indirectly. Why these evasions? Give us the whole truth. 

Oh, Mr. President, the more this matter is turned over and ex- 
posed to the view of the American people the more the reason will 
ap why the Administration withholds the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like, with the leave of the 
Senate and in justice to myself, to ask the Senator from New York 
[Mr. DEPEW] one question in regard to the letter he read, though 
not in r to the point he made. 

In the New York Independent, I think it was, a journal of 
respectability, I am sure—and I have no doubt it was the Inde- 
pendent—was reported an address of President Schurman to his 

upils at Cornell University, after his return from the Philippines, 

which address he says that he thinks Aguinaldo an entirely 
honest man. He accompanies that statement, I think, by saying 
that he does not regard Aguinaldo as a man of great intellectual 
wer, using the word ‘‘ weak,” or something of that sort; but he 

s his emphatic testimony to Aguinaldo’s honesty. 


I have quoted that statement in public, and I with the 
honorable Senator from New York in having the highest respect 
for President Schurman; but has the Senator from New York any 


information which questions the authority or correctness of that 
report of President Schurman’s statement about Aguinaldo’s in- 
tegrity? If he has, I should wish at once to withdraw my affirma- 
tion based upon that report if I have done any injustice to Presi- 
dent Schurman in that particular. 

Mr. DEPEW.. If the Senator will permit me, I have no infor- 
mation on the question except the letter of President Schurman, 
8 ae directly to the remarks of the Senator from South 

ako 

Mr. HOAR, He adverts incidentally to this matter, though he 
makes no denial of that particular point in the letter. I put this 
question because I agree whatever may be ent Schurman’s 
opinions on this subject are entitled to respect. He is a man whose 
personal qualities entitle him to the regard of every person in the 
country; and I sup it very important testimony, after such 
5 been said about the ins t leader in our press 
and in the Senate, that the chairman of the ee oe" Commis- 
sion, of course with the fullest knowledge of the transaction 
which had been char, against Aguinaldo as an act of corrup- 
tion, had pronounced him, as several of our military commanders 
have done, a man of 9 

Perhaps this observation of mine may attract President Schur- 
man’s attention. As I have said, he was reported in a speech to 
his students—a verbatim report in the New York Independent, I 
think—to have made that declaration. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been notified 
that there is a vacancy in the board of directors of the Columbia 
Hospital for Women and 3 Asylum, which, under the law, 
is to be filled by the Presiding Officer of the Senate. The Chair 
ack to that vacancy the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 

cComas}. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The mornin; 
cluded, and the lays before the Senate, 
unanimous-consent agreement made yesterday, 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 


business is con- 
y virtue of the 
the unfinished 


to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. f 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understood yesterday morning that the 
resolution which I introduced went over until to-day. I inquire 
if it has been laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent agree- 
ment made yesterday was that immediately after the completion 
of the routine morning business the Chair should lay before the 
Senate the financial bill; and the Chair will be obliged to hold that 
resolutions coming over from a previous day are not part of the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And that the unanimous consent subse- 
menny given disposed of the unanimous consent given pre- 


y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair would think if the 
Senator desired the two resolutions to remain without prejudice 
a request should be made to that effect. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make that 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that had I been here yes- 
e. at the time the consent was given, I should not have con- 
sented to the unanimous t. It seems to me, with very 
few Senators present, it was rather a strange order to make. 
However, the te made the order, and I shall, of course, sub- 
mit to it; but I shall take the first opportunity on the financial 
bill, unless it shall be considered improper to do so, to address the 
Senate on the subject of which I gave notice, 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

_ The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator will state his par- 


liamentary iig iry. 

Mr. ALLEN. 3 morning, by unanimous consent, a 
resolution I introduced some days ago was passed over until this 
morning as the unfinished business, and was to be laid before the 
Senate at the conclusion of the regular order as part of the un- 
finished business. What has become of that, I inquire? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Underasu uent unanimous- 
consent ment there was an arrangement made that the 
financial bill should receive consideration immediately after the 
disposition of the regular routine morning business, and resolu- 
tions coming over from a previous day are not a part of the routine 
mornin ag business. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a 3 inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to finish my inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR, I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN, Then, if the hour of 2 o’clock expires without 
the di tion of that resolution, what will become of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A request has been made by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that the reso- 
lutions be permitted to remain without prejudice where they are; 
and that has been assented to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Chair whether the 
Chair holds that resolutions which come over froma previous day, 
as these resolutions have done, are standing upon the Calendar as 
routine morning business or not? 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Chair holds they are not. 

Mr. HOAR. I Sener that the Chair said the other day that 
en but te ly misunderstood the Chair. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Chair would hold th 
are not part of the routine morning business. The Chair if | 
without any former decision would hold that the resolutions 
which come over should go to the Calendar; but he has yielded to 
the custom of the Senate, and presented resolutions the next 
morning where they lie over under objection. 

Mr. TURNER rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say, before the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] proceeds, that having 
given notice that I would up this morning the resolution in 
reference to the vacant seat from Pennsylvania, in order that t 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] might speak, I refrain 
from doing so, because it was understood—and very properly un- 
derstood—that no business should interfere with any remarks any 
Senator might desire to make upon the financial bil from now 
until next Thursday, when the billisto be voted upon. Therefore, 
Ido not insist upon bringing that privileged question to the at- 
tention of the Senate against the unanimous consent given yes- 
terday, which was a very proper consent to have been given under 
the circumstances. It was, however, remarked by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH} that at any time when no Sena- 
tor desired to speak upon the financial bill there would be no ob- 
jection to proceeding with other business; and I shall endeavor to 
call up the Pennsylvania case whenever any Senator does not de- 
sire to upon the pending bill. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, we have before us for considera- 
tion both the ori bill as it the House of Representa- 
tives and the substitute by the majority of the Finance 
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Committee of this body and reported to us by the latter in lieu of 
the original bill. The provisions of both measures are identical in 
their essence, and are intended to effectuate precisely the same 
objects. The only difference is that the language of the substitute 
is a little more subtle than that of the original bill, and accom- 
plishes by theindirection of necessary but veiled construction some 
of the objects which the House bill openly and candidly avows. 
I think I shall show the essential agreement of the two measures 
before I conclude my remarks, and, since the House bill may in 


the end prevail against the Senate substitute, I think it safer to 
address my remarks to both measures rather than to the Senate 
substitute alone, 


OBJECTS OF THIS LEGISLATION. 

The first and most important object of this 1 as I read 
it, is to fix and fasten on the American people forever the single 
gold standard, and, by removing from the arena of contention the 
only nation whose voice in favor of silver might compel the re- 
spect of other nations, to fasten that e on the world for- 
ever. 

The next great object is to establish in favor of the national 
banks of the country a monopoly in the issue and control of all 
money save gold, and thereby to establish the great trust of 
trusts, around which all others shall revolve, paying homage to it 
in time of p erity and drawing sustenance and support from 
it in the hour of adversity and threatened disaster. 

These are the two t primary objects of both the House and 
the Senate bill. In devising the machinery to accomplish them 
it has been thought per to decree several other results which, 
in the light of the p ends sought, may be called subsidiary, 
but which are so startlingly brazen in their eee of the rights 
of the people that, if they stood alone, they would command 
amazed and indignant attention from every lover of his country 
and his kind. For instance, it has been thought proper to strike 
down and reduce to the condition of token money the 8600, 000,000 
of silver money in the country, now coined and in circulation, thus 

ng by a stroke of the pen an asset of 8600, 000.000 baonging 
to the United States and its people into an indebtedness due from 
them for that stupendous sum, Our ublican friends are not 
content to give the simple quietus to the white and shining hand- 
maid of civilization for whom they lately professed so much love, 
but the ger, after being driven into her heart,is to be turned 
round so that the wound will give to the world evidence of the 
ferocity which dealt it, and thus cow into submission the timorous 
voices which otherwise might lament and denounce and clamor 
against the cruel deed. 

Another subsidiary result decreed is the increase by a quarter 
of a billion of dollars of the market value of the interest-Bearin 
obligations of the Government in the hands of their individu 
holders. This is to be done not by legitimately appreciating the 
credit of the Government and thereby benefiting the holders of 
our securities—no one could complain of that but it is to be done 

giving up and surrendering a valuable option in our favor de- 
clared by the almost unanimous voice of the Government to exist 
as early as the year 1878, and which we e ly declined to sur- 
render at the time of one of our later bond issues, although then 
offered $16,000,000 to give up the option in connection with that 
bond issue, 

Another subsidiary object decreed is the contraction of the cir- 
cula medium of the country to the extent of more than $900,- 
000,000 until such time as the national banks may have increased 
their capitalization sufficiently to enable them to supply the deficit, 
thus incurring the certainty of great loss and inconvenience and 
the very great risk of irreparable disaster. 

Another most remarkable means to the accomplishment of the 
ends sought is the vesting in the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
power, in executing the main purposes of the law, to issue, at will 
and ad libitum, the interest-bearing bonds of the nation. The 
people of the country will not soon forget the extraordinary course 
resorted to by Mr. Cleveland to extricate his Administration from 
its financial difficulties, when, instead of using the $500,000,000 of 
full 1 -tender silver money then lying in the Treasury, he in- 

the interest-bearing debt of the country to the extent of 
more than $250,000,000, by borrowing that amount of money in 


ld and issuing the bonds of the Government therefor. ith 
e same amount of silver money still in the , itis now 
ury, as 


gravely” proposed to confer on the Secretary of the 
an nary everyday prerogative, and for the very purpose 
of destroying the 3 quality of that silver, the power 
which Mr. Cleveland exerc in the last resort and asa nay Cr 
expedient. And all this in the face of a record of Hepa lican 
clamor and abuse and objurgation against Mr. Cleveland only six 
years ago, in both branches of Congress and in the public press, 
and of tation in favor of silver and of denunciation i 

those who would debase and degrade it, which ought to estop and 
conclude pot Ch ram arty from proceeding in the same direction 
now, and which would conclude and estop any party not calloused 


to criticism by a reliance on the power of wealth for its success 
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* than on the intelligent voice of the common people of the 


THE TWO BILLS ARE ONE. 

Mr. President, I shall address myself to the task of showing by 
an analysis of these measures that the 5 general summary 
of their purpose and effect is well within the limit of their pro- 
visions, and in so doing I shall make good as I go along my state- 
ment that the House bill and the Senate substitute are in effect 
one and the same thing. There is a declaration in each measure 
that the gold dollar shall be the standard unit of value and the 
two declarations are almost identical in terms. There are pro- 
visions in the respective measures making all forms of money 
issued or coined by the Government redeemable in money of the 
standard value, namely, gold; and these provisions, while not 
identical in terms, are so in effect. The House bill, after provid- 
ing for the redemption in gold of all interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States, and all United States notes and Treasury 
notes, and all other public obligations of the Government, makes 
this provision concerning the redemption of silver money: 

Sec.4. * „ And it at any time the Secretary of the Treasury deems 
it n. in order to maintain the . and equal value of all the money 
of the United States, he may, at his tion, exchange gold coin for any 
other money issued or coined by the United States. 

The transaction here described is called exchange,“ but an 
obligation to exchange gold for any other form of money issued 
or coined by the United States” is, of course, as everybody knows, 
an obligation to redeem that money in gold, and everybody knows, 
likewise, that silver is one of the forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States.“ The Senate substitute effectuates 
the same thing in this re as the House bill, but with more 
subtlety and less danger of exposure to criticism. It provides: 

Sec. 1. That the dollar consisting of 25.8 of gold nine-tenths fine 
shall, as established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, continue to be the standard unit of value, and all forms of money 
issued or coined by the United States shall be maintained at a parity of value 
with this standard; and United States notes and Treasury notes issued under 
theact of July 14, 1890, when presented to the Treasury for redemption, shall 
be redeemed in gold coin of such standard. 

This is a direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to take such 
steps as he may deem necessary to keep silver at a parity with 

old, and it means, as he will understand, and as it is meant that 
e shall understand, that he may, at his discretion, establish the 
prione that silver when presented at the Treasury will be re- 
eemed in gold. It has been claimed heretofore by the Secretary 
of the Legare, Orgone by Mr. Carlisle, and, if I am not mistaken, 


by Mr. Gage that the act of November 1, 1893, repealing the 
pag clause of the Sherman Act, conferred the power on the 
tary to redeem silver with gold when it declared it— 


to be the poney. of the United States to continue the use of both gold and 
silver as . to coin both gold 7 Te intomoney of equal 


ity o two metals and the equal 
power of every dollar at all times in the market and in the payment of debts. 


As matter of fact, this declaration is very far from conferrin 
a power of redemption on the Secretary of the Treasury. Bot 
gold and silver, according to that declaration, were to continue 
was standard money” and to be coined into money of “equal in- 
trinsic and exchangeable value,” and this was to be done either by 
international agreement or the ae of Congressional legis- 
lation. Moreover, the jan, Bee legislation contemplated did 
involve the expedient of silver in gold, because thatnot 
would have been to discontinue silver as standard money,” and 
would have had the immediate result of destroying the equal 
intrinsic and exchangeable value” of the money coined from the 
two metals, The difference between the declaration of the act of 
1893 and the provision on the same subject found in the present 
Senate substitute and the far-reaching effect of the latter will be 
readily seen when the two are contrasted. The language of the 
act of 1893 was a declaration of governmental policy. That of 
this proposed law is a direction for administrative guidance, 
The act of 1893 proposed to maintain, by and through the infiu- 
ence of legislation giving both metals a fair show, the equal in- 
trinsic value of both silver and gold, This act Lag a simply 
that silver money shall be maintained at a parity of value with 
the standard money, leaving it to the discretion of the Executive 
Department to adopt such means as it may deem expedient for 
that purpose, and indicating the means by providing for the re- 
demption of other forms of money in gold, Finally, the act of 
1893 was a declaration that silver should never be dishonored, and 
that its rank as one of the standard money metals would be main- 
tained by thisGovernment by every meansatitscommand. This 
act has for its prime object the p to degrade and debase 
and dishonor silver; to strike it down absolutely as standard 
money; to deprive it of its character of money at all and to make 
it simply a representative of money. 

A REPUBLICAN BUBBLE. 

Our Republican friends will fail, I apprehend, when they go 

before the country and claim that this proposed law is simply a 
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reaffirmation of former law, and that the power conferred by it 
on the Secre of the Treasury is one which he has had and 
which he might have exercised at any time since the year of 1893. 
It is well that this bubble should burst before it has been fully 
blown. To more completely explode it I hope some Senator will, 
at the proper time, offer an amendment to section 1 of the Senate 
substitute, providing that nothing therein contained shall be con- 
strued as authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem at 
the Treasury, or elsewhere, with gold, any of the outstanding sil- 
ver money of the United States. If our friends shall accept such 
an amendment, then, while I shall not admit that I am mistaken 
as to the effect of their pro measure, I shall admit that I am 
mistaken as to the effect which its framers intended it to have. 
If they shall refuse to accept it, their action will be a confession 
that both the actual and intended effect of their guarded but skil- 
fully worded legislation is such as I have described. 

e have, then, in both of these measures, not only an affirma- 
tion of the single gold standard, but provisions a. taa to clinch 
that affirmation for all time by destroying absolutely and in toto 
the character of silver as money. en either measure shall 
have passed it will be the sheerest folly to continue the use of 
silver as money, because a token of much less marketable value 
and of infinitely greater convenience can be found to take its 

lace. What would be thought of a policy of printing paper dol- 
on thick clumsy paper costing 60 cents per single sheet when 
paper equally as and much more convenient for the purpose 
could be obtained for 60 cents per thousand sheets? Yet, when 
silver is degraded to the position of token money and made redeem- 
able in gold, that is what we will be doing, in effect, if we con- 
tinue its use as money. Better call the silver all in, melt it down 
into bullion and sell it for what it will bring in the market, and 
make all our token money both cheap and uniform by the exclu- 
sive use of paper. 

Ido not mean to argue that a place is not left for silver as a 
subsidiary token coin. The necessity of money of minor denomi- 
nations for change and small transactions which this bill creates 
will leave that money a place in the business of the country, but 
it is a most insignificant place, and one which will still further 
dishonor and degrade the white metal. Moreover, it is a place 
which a very small volume of coin will adequately fill, and we 
may well dismiss a consideration of it as unworthy of serious re- 


d, 
gar BANKS WILL CONTROL. 

Now, to proceed a step further. Both the House bill and the 
Senate substitute are in substantial accord in the provisions de- 
signed to accomplish the second primary object described by me, 
namely, to create and establish in the national banks a monopoly 
in the issue and control of all money save gold. While neither 
the House bill nor the Senate bill makes 1 against the 
reissue of silver coin when it shall come into the b 
exchange, redemption, or otherwise; yet, no longer being stan 
money, and deriving its value ney from the redemption quality 
attached to it, it can not, in go aith, be paid out to 8 
creditors; and if it should be so paid out at one counter of the 
Treasury, it could, under the operation of these pr meas- 
ures, be immediately taken to another counter and exchanged for 
goa. Noone will want silver money, both because of thelegislation 

iscrediting it and because paper is more convenient to handle. 
No one will want silver certificates, payable exclusively in silver, 
because in order to turn them into gold, the money now which 
all must have, you must by one process of exchange first trans- 
mute them into silver dollars and then ae second exchange 
transmute thesilverintogold. This can all be done by preferring 
the A dap itself, or, if paper be desired for convenience, by insisting 
on the gold certificates which both these measures alike permit 
to be issued. Indeed, the very first fiscal operation the banks will 
undertake with the Government after the passage of either of 
these measures, unless they have put off the dross of humanity 
and take on the unselfishness of immortality, will be to transmute 
their silver dollars and silver certificates into gold certificates. 
They can first surrender their silver certificates and obtain silver. 
Then they can exchange the silver for gold. They can then de- 
posit the gold and obtain gold certificates. As the outstanding 
silver dollars and silver certificates amount approximately to 
$500,000,000 and it is now proposed to increase the gold reserve to 
$150,000,000, this raid of the banks would require the Government 
to provide itself with $650,000,000 in gold. It now has in the Treas- 
ury 8 8250, 000,000 in gold. It would be compelled to 
provide 8400, 000, 000 more gold. The only way to do that would be 
to issue the 3 per cent bonds, which both of the proposed measures 
provide for just such an emergency, and to borrow on them the 
needed gold; so that the currency will not only be contracted 
$500,000,000 immediately if either of these measures be passed, but 
the people will have been saddled with $400,000,000 more of bonded 
indebtedness to the profit of the banks and of the money changers, 
whose intervention seems necessary whenever the Government 
needs to borrow money. Should the Government ever succeed in 


again forcing the silver into circulation, this operation could be 

ted over and ovet again until we had absorbed all the surplus 
gold in the worldand mortgaged ourselves therefor to an extent 
which neither our children nor our children’s children would ever 
see the endof. The ability to repeat this endless-chain perform- 
ance is the only thing that will ever again float silver beyond tho 
Treasury doors, and the certainty that silver could and would be 


used for that purpose is the safe and sure guaranty afforded the 
banks that after it has once been redeemed it will never again see 
the light of day or ever again be permitted to vex and confound 
them in their schemes to corner the money of the nation. So 
much for the silver money, both the coin and the certificates. 

Our paper money, outside the gold and silver certificates and a 
very few currency certificates, is composed of $346,681,016 in 
United States notes, commonly called greenbacks, and $93,518,280 
in Treasury notes, issued under the act of July 14, 1890, both 
3 the aggregate to 8440, 199,296. The House bill and the 
Senate substitute, While not identical in terms, are in substantial 
harmony in the provisions made to retire these forms of money 
from circulation. The language of the Senate substitute is: 

And United States notes, and Treasury notes issued under the act of Jul: 
14, 1890, when presented to the Treasury for redemption, shall be redeem: 
in gold coin of such standard. 

When this paper money has thus gotten into the Treasury, sec- 
tion 2 of the Senate substitute makes it the duty of the Secretary 
to use it in the . manner: First, to exchange it for any 
gold coin in the general fund of the Treasury; secondly, to ex- 
change it for any gold which individuals may offer at the Treas- 
ury for that purpose, and third, to purchase gold with it in the 
open market at such rate of discount as may then prevail in the 
market. Now, since individuals may under both measures pre- 
sent their gold at the Treasury and obtain gold certificates for it, 
itis certain they would not part with their gold for a less satis- 
factory form of paper money. The only way, then, which this act 
leaves by which we may get the paper money in circulation nan 
is to go into the open market and purchase gold with it. i 
would immediately place gold at a premium, and no Administra- 
tion would either wish to do that or would dare to do it if it had 
the inclination. — 

GOLD AND NATIONAL BANK NOTES. 
While the Senate substitute does not expressly declare that the 
pepe money shall not be in paid out in the ordinary course of 

usiness, that is undoubtedly its purpose. The express mention 
of the manner in which it shall be dealt with by the Secretary is 
the exclusion of every other means of dealing with it. Expressio 
unias, est exclusio alterius. So that the Treasury notes and green- 
backs, having once got into the Treasury, are there for all time and 
might as well be sent to the macerater at once. The House bill 
does directly and certainly what the Senate bill does by indirec- 
tion, but with no less certainty. It provides: 

The notes and certificates so redeemed or exchanged shall be held in and 
constitute a of said redemption fund, and shall not be withdrawn there- 
from nor disturbed except in ex: for an equivalent amount of the coin 
in which said notes were redeemed, or exchanged, etc. 

The amount of money, then, which it is proposed to retire 
this legislation is as follows: by 
M AT E N E E SE T 
Treasury notes and greenbacks 


~ 940, 199, 296 
This will be to withdraw from circulation almost one-half of 


the money in the country. If it were to be permanently with- 
drawn, everyone knows that the results would be frightful. I 
shall not accuse any person of desiring to produce results so bane- 
fuland sinister. Our Republican friends are simply endeavoring 
tocreatea hiatusinto which the national banks may step. The idea 
in this regard is to vest them with the function heretofore exercised 
by Congress of r: ating and controlling the money supply of the 
nation. This has long been a favorite idea with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. We all remember his appearance before the House 
committee more than two years ago and the exposition of his 
policy at that time. He wanted to fasten the gold standard on the 
country and to vest the power to issue paper money in the banks, 
where it would be controlled by the law of supply and demand. 
The incident made a deep impression, becauseit was so soon after 
the Presidential election, in which the Republican party had 
ledged itself to secure bimetallism by international agreement; 
use we then had a commission in Europe endeavoring to ne- 
gotiate such international agreement, and because when that 
commission returned its chairman excoriated the Secretary while 
complimenting the President on his steadfast adherence to prin- 
ciple. But it appears now that the Secretary was better acquainted 
with the purposes and views of the President than the distin- 
guished Senator from Colorado who was chairman of the Mone- 
tary Commission. Note now what the President says in his last 
annual message, observe its ment in every respect with the 
analysis which I have made of the provisions of these two measures, 


~~ 
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and then judge between the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Senator from Colorado. The President says: 


national banking act seemed to prove a reason- 
ich needful additions to the circulation could from 
Changing conditions have ap whe rendered it 

e high margin in 1 — securities required, 
remiums which Government bonds command in the 


ascertainin, 

can be made in the national ing act as will render its service in the par- 
ticulars here referred to more responsive to the people's needs. I . urge 
that national banks be authorized to organize with a capital of $25,000. 

Lurgently recommend that to support the existing gold standard, and to 
maintain the parity in value of the two metals (gold and silver) and the 
equal power of every dollar at all times in the market and in the payment of 
debts,” the Secretary of the Treasury be given additional power charged 
with the duty to sell United States bonds and to employ such other effective 
means as may be necessary to these ends. 
The authority should include the power to sell bonds on long and short 
time, as conditions may require, and should provide for a rate of interest 
lower than that fixed the act of January 14, 1875. While the 
commercial fright w. thara 
contrary, such widespread confidence that gold seeks the Treasury, demand- 
ing paper money in beg ean yet the very situation points to the present as 
the most fitting time to adequate provision to 
ot the gold standard and of public confidence in the ability and get ao of 
the Government to meet all its o tions in the money which the civilized 
world 2 — ga as the best. The financial transactions of the Government 
are cond upon a gold basis. 


We receive goia when we sell United States bonds and use gold for their 


to supply gold. t been done in the past, however, and may have to be 
done in fu . It behooves us, therefore, to provide at once the best 
means to meet the emergency when it and the means are those 

hich are certain and eco Those now authorized have the 
virtue neither of directness nor 8 

We have y ted one of the causes of our floancial plight and 
embarrassment during tho and 1896. Our receipts now 
equal our ent revenues no longer us 


e repeatedly declared policy of the United 


In this connection I repeat my former recommendations, that a portion of 
the gold holdings shall be p ina trust fund, from which nbacks shall 
be redeemed upon presentation, but when once redeemed s not thereafter 
be paid out except for gold. 

REPUBLICAN PERFIDY. 


Mr. President, no one in the Republican party any longer pro: 
fesses friendship for silver. Even the President, who it 
the part of wisdom, if not of statesmanship, to follow where others 
would lead, has seen his way clear to advance to the tion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and, throwing behind him the pro- 
fessions of x entire 3 has thought it i to ee 
to Congress legislation designed to suppo 0 g go 
standard.” Noone, however, who has studied the tendencies of 
the Republican party of late years and the peculiar character- 
istics of our honored Chief Executive is sw „ unless we ex- 
cept the junior Senator from Colorado. is exception appears 
to be necessary in view of the warm and im oned eulo; 
which that Senator, on returning from his fruitless trip abroa 
delivered on the President as an earnest and ardent friend of the 
cause of bimetallism. So clearly do both of these measures prove 
the abandonment by the Republican party of its former professed 
friendship for silver that the majority of the Finance Committee 
became ed, after reporting their substitute to the Senate, at 
the clear evidence of Republican perfidy thus afforded, and on yes- 
terday they reported an amendment ible the old farce of 
international ment which was used with such dishonest 
effect in 1896. t amendment reads: 

That the visions of this act are not intended to 
the way of accomplishment of international bime vided the 
same be received by concurrent action of the leading comme: nations of 
the world, and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 

But the people of the United States can not be longer deluded 
with such chaff. The Secretary of the Treasury came to the con- 
clusion more than two years ago that it was a worn-out expedient. 
The President hasnowevidently come tothesameconclusion. The 
House of Representatives indorses both of them in that view. And 
before the dog daysare done the Finance Committee of the United 
States Senate will be reluctantly compelled to see the matter in 
the same light. 

Mr. President, it will be observed from my analysis of these 
measures, and also from the recommendations of the President's 
message, which both measures were framed to carry out, that I 
was justified in stating that the second primary object of this leg- 
islation was to vest a 55 money in the national banks. 
In anticipation of that result both measures make provision for 
eee, facilities on the part of the banks to add to their circu- 
lation. The provisions in the House bill to that end are the most 
marked and pronounced and many radical changes are there pro- 


standard 
F 


ace any obstacles in 


posed. The Senate substitute, pursuant to the policy, which 
appears to have been thought wise, of muddying the waters, is not 


quite so radical. However, it is sufficient, and under its provis- 
ions, if adopted, the banks will have no difficulty in adjustin, 
themselves to an execution of the sovereign power there 5 
on them. They can contract the circulating medium to the van- 
ishing point or expand it to the r at will, and the 
man little understands human nature who imagines that they 
will exercise this great power with any other view than that of 
their own enrichment. And the enrichment of one set of men 
through the 2a pon of sovereign power means the impoverish- 
ment of everybody else. It always has been so on this earth, and 
always will be so until the millennium, and I fear, if this pro- 
sed legislation may be accepted as indicative of the average of 
uman thought and p toward our fellows, that that beatific 
state of the world is still far in the indefinite future. 

Mr. President, to be strictly accurate, the money to be retired 
from circulation under these measures in kind and amount is as 
follows: 

Silver dollars in circulation. ............. „%4„„6„. Sa 
Silver certificates outstanding, representing— 
Silver dollars in the 5 han 


Treasury notes, act July 14, 
United States notes, greenbacks 


$85, 191, 110 
402,136, 617 
93, 518, 280 
846, 681, 016 
926, 527, 023 
Add to this $150,000,000 gold reserve, to be maintained in the 
Treasury-at all times, and this will require the Government, in 
the immediate future, to come into the possession of $1,076,527,023 
in gold. Of this sum we now have in the Treasury $283,759,734. 
We will be required then to provide, in addition to the last-named 
sum, $792,767,289 more gold to meet the demands on the 8 
These figures are stupendous, but the gold can be procured. e 
have not sufficient in this country to supply. the amount needed, 
but our credit is , and the entire world stands ready to honor 
our requisition when backed by the bonds of the nation. Both 
the Senate bill and the House bill are full in their provisions 
authorizing the issue of bonds to meet the necessities of the nation 
to be created by this great drain on the Treasury. I quote from 
section 2 of the Senate bill, so that the country may see how fully 
the authors of that measure realized the necessity of resorting to 
loans to meet the demand created by their bill: 
If the Secretary of the Treasury is unable to restore and maintain the gold 
coin in the reserve fund by the foregoing me and the amount of such 
old coin in said fund shall at any time fall below $100,000,000, then it shall be 
duty to restore and maintain the same by borrowing money on the credit 
of the United States, and for the debt thus l to issue and sell coupon 
or red bonds of the United States in such form as he may be. in 
denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing interest at the rate of 
not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, payable quarterly, etc. 
Mr. President, this of retiring our own money in order 
bed ty the banks a monopoly of furnishing the money suppl 
ill require an issue of bonds to the amount of $792,767,289. A 
8 per cent annum, the amount fixed by each of these 
measures, this will cost the taxpayers every year the sum of 
$23,783,018.67. If we adopt twenty years as the ay life of 
the bonds, the ayers will have paid at the end of that time 
for the privilege of further enriching the national banks and in- 
vesting them with autocratic power the sum of $475,660,373.40, 
These things come high to the taxpayer, but in this day and age, 
when our financial institutions are found contributing $15,000, 
to one political party in a single political campaign, the interests 
of the taxpayers, who have nothing but votes to give, and who 
can be bamboozled into giving them, area secondary consideration, 


GOLD FOR ALL OBLIGATIONS. 

Mr. President, I proceed now a step further in my analysis of 
these measures. en it comes to an explicit direction making 
all the obligations of the nation Poos in gold coin, the two 
measures are somewhat variant, tion 2 of the House bill takes 
the bull by the horns and provides in express terms: 

That all + eg, tions nited States for the 
of money pecan ot tip or cen ras 8 pone th rt and all United States 
notes and notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be 
deemed and held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States, as de- 
fined in section 1 of this act, etc. 

The Senate measure is not nearly so explicit. Its authors ap- 
parently could see no virtue in being so direct and incriminating. 
After making silver to be redeemed in gold it did not seem neces- 
sary to their minds to make further provision directing the use of 
gold in paying the bonds of the nation. When the holders could 
take their silver and demand gold for it, it would simply be an 
avoidance of clumsy circumlocution for the Secretary to establish 
the practice of paying the bonds in gold in the first instance. 
Moreover, the bulk of our bonded debt is approaching maturity, 
and it was easier and far less embarrassing to make a renewal of 
those bonds the vehicle for introducing the gold-paying clause 
than to apply it directly to the present outstanding bonds, as the 
House bill does. Accordingly, we find the following elaborate 
provision in the Senate substitute for the refunding of our 3, 4, 
and 5 per cent bonds: 


Suc. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive 
at the Treasury any of the outstanding bonds of the United States bearing 
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interest at 5 
bonds of the United States bearin 


cent per annum, payable February rim, and any of the 
n 


at 4 per cen 
nited States bearing interest 


be, |. turi 


bonds surrende in accordance wi 
provisions of this act and their par value. 

Mr, President, the present worth of the outstanding bonds of 
the descriptions mentioned in the 2 section is, on an aver- 
age, about 1.12. This would entitle the holder of each outstand- 
ing $1,000 bond to receive in exchange a 2 per cent gold bond for 
$1,120. The income from this $1,120 bond, giving it an average 
life of twenty years, which, as it is payable any time at the pleas- 
ure of the Government, is a fair average, would be as follows: 

hb beta bie, Sete re Ee er . 40 

8 td BF oop ste WO anal payments and applied each = 
year for 6.00 
23.40 


This is equivalent to exchanging at par the present coin bonds 
for gold bonds bearing interest at the rate of 2.840 per cent per 
annum, or nearly 3 per cent. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. ould I interrupt the Senator if I called his 
attention to another portion of the bill, which he seems to have 
overlooked? 

Mr. TURNER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, that there shall be no more of the 
bonds issued than the bonds taken up. So it is impossible to have 
an eleven hundred and twenty dollar bond as sugested: 

Mr. TURNER. The bonds are to be taken up that are then ont- 
standing, at the market value, and if you e up a thousand- 
dollar bond worth 8120 premium on the market, how are you to 
get it without issuing bonds to cover the premium? 

Mr. ALLISON. By paying the difference in money. It ex- 
pressly provides for that. I merely call the attention of the Sen- 
ang to the fact that the bonded debt is not increased under the 


Mr. TURNER, It is wholly immaterial whether it is paid in 
money or in bonds, 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be immaterial, but it is a fact, never- 
theless, that it is not paid in bonds. 

Mr. TURNER. I apprehend when you go into this business 
you can not get this e 8120— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Gage, in his testimony before the House 
committee two years ago, said it would increase the bonded in- 
debtedness of the United States by $90,000,000, 

85 e e . But we have expressly provided here that it 
all not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secre of the Treasury was discussing 
another act, one framed upon a different basis. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itwas substantially the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not substantially the same, because it pro- 

to issue an additional amount of bonds. 

Mr. TURNER. More than all that, our friends on the other 
side can not be assured that their own substitute is going to pass. 
The House bill is to be considered here as well as the Senate bill. 
The bill we have here may not be the one which ultimately is to 
become the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House bill contains no provision of the 
kind—nothing in r d to 33 $ 

Mr. TURNER. Ithinkitdoes. Ithinkmyanalysis has shown 
ae — 5 perhaps the Senator was not here when I was on that 
subject. 

The method of exchange provided and the rate at which the 
exchange is to be made is, as I said, equivalent to 2.840 per cent 
per annum, or nearly 3 per cent. It is fully equivalent to 3 per 
cent, if not more, when we consider that the holders are to now 
receive the premium in a lump, instead of having it spread out 
over a long series of years, and that this premium lasts until the 
bonds are paid, and is paid when they are, instead of suffering the 
depreciation to which the premiums on all bonds are subject as 
the latter near maturity of payment. As we have been able at 
any time during the last ten years to float 8 per cent coin bonds 
at par, and even above par, it will be seen that the only difference 


between the House bill and the Senate substitute, so far as the 
provisions for the payment of our bonded obligations in gold are 
concerned, is that under the House bill they are to run until ma- 
at the present rate of interest, and then be payable in gold, 
which will be done . them into gold bonds, while un- 
der the Senate substitute they are to be refunded into gold bonds 
immediately, but at a lower rate of interest than they now bear. 
To the extent last stated the Senate substitute is an improvement 
on the House bill. 

Under the operation of both measures, then, our outstanding 
bonds are to be made payable in gold. This follows as a necessar 
corollary of the provisions making gold the single and sole stand- 
ard of money. the one pay to be done, the other must 
necessarily follow. But the cost is something to make one marvel. 
For more than twenty years we have had the following resolution 
concerning our bonded debt, known asthe Stanley Matthews reso- 
lution, on our statute books: 


ing — grains each 
silver; and to restore to its such silver coins as a legal 

yment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 
Faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

That resolution passed both Houses of Congress in 1878 by large 
majorities, and it received the vote, I believe, of ANS Republican 
then and now in public life. Under it, and with full knowledge 
of its terms, avery Government bond now outstanding has been 
accepted byits holder. With half a billion dollars in silver mone 
in the Treasury, we are now giving up our option to pay these bonds 
in that kind of money. If our credit were impaired there might 
be some reason for making the sacrifice. But our coin bonds, 
payable in either metal at the option of the Government, are sell- 
ing in the marketat from 10 to 40 per cent above par, the premium 
varying according to the interest rate and the length of time the 
bonds may run. Why are wedoing it then? Becauseif the effort 
to strike down silver is to succeed, we must do it. To make gold 
the only standard money and then decline to pay in it would be 
ridiculous and absurd. 

THE PRICE OF THE GOLD WHISTLE. 
Now, how much are we paying in this matter alone for our new 
gold whistle? In the spring of 1895 Mr. Cleveland negotiated a 
oan of $62,315,485, and delivered 4 cent bonds therefor. He 
notified ing oe however, that if it would consent to make the 
bonds gold bonds the purchasers would accept a rate of 3 per 
cent, and thus save the Government, d the life of the bonds, 
the sum of $16,174,770. Here is what Mr. Cleveland said to Con- 


gress: 
The gement just completed * * + develops such a difference in 
the estimation of web be be bonds made ble in coin and those 
call r. as represented 


y made payable in gold in favor of the 

fourths of a cent in annual interest. In the 2 gE just conclu 
the annual saving in interest to the ee operate 8 per cent gold bonds 
should be substituted for 4 per cent coin bonds under the privilege reserved, 


Con , however, declined, even for the proffered saving, to 
haere atte by making the bonds payable in gold, and none 
were more vehement in denouncing the p tion than the Re- 
publican Senators and Representatives then in public life. Now, 
if there be the same proportional difference in value between all 
our outstanding coin bonds and strict gold bonds, and it is hard 
to see why there should not be, it is a mere matter of mathemat- 
ical Caloutatlon to determine the value of the right we are now 
giving up. The ig eae that 16,000,000 bears to 62,000,000, 
applied to our entire bonded indebtedness, amounting to $1,300,- 

,000, gives us as a result, xo pated speaking, $325,000,000. That 
sum, then, is the value of our option to pay in silver, which we are 
making a present of to the holders of our bonds, If it is worth 
that to them, it is worth that to us. 

Yes, Mr. President, to speak broadly, it is worth ten times that 
sum to us, because if we retain it we will be in honor bound to 
maintain silver as a money metal, to enter on a policy which will 
support and uphold its dignity and sustain its purchasing and debt- 
paying power. In the ced value which a successful mainte- 
nance of that policy would give to our products now and in the 
future the sum of 8325, 000, 000 would, by comparison, be a mere 
bagatelle. But Isee nowhere in either of these measures any indica- 
tion that the interests of the people of this country have been consid- 
ered. The Republican party is legislating for the moneyed inter- 
ests, and those interests require not cheap money and dear goods, 
but dear money and cheap goods; they require not an amplitude 
of money and an enhancement of prices, but a paucity of money 
and a decline of prices. Letit beso. I welcome this evidence of 
the solicitude of that oad for their very dear friends, It comes 
at an opportune time. only surprise is that the Republican 


party, with its record of shiftiness on this question, could get its 
own consent to come out into the open in a 
in advance of the casting of the votes. 


esidential year and 


A NEW SLAVERY. 

Mr. President, the fight made in this country to preserve silver 
as money is the only issue we have had since the abolition of slav- 
ery which has appealed to the higher sensibilities of the human 
mind and aro to life and energy the nobler emotions of the 
human heart. Thisisso because the question involves the never- 
ceasing conflict of interest between aggressive power, panoplied 
with all the aids that make for success, and impotent weakness, 
naked and helpless before its confident and ever-pushing adversary. 
In that conflict, bottomed as it is on the selfishness of human na- 
ture, strength is always advancing because it can and weakness 
receding because it must, and if there were not a power some- 
where to throw its force into the scale and restore the equilibrium 
the process would go on until there was absolute dominion on the 
one hand and abject slayery on the other. Italways has been so 
where power could work its will, and it always will beso. The 
ov g force that intervenes when the process has reached 
a point that provokes the attention of the world is the enlightened 
conscience of mankind. Such a conflict has been going on for 
the last twenty-five years throughout the entire world, strength 
being represented by the wealth of the few and weakness by the 
poverty of the many. The struggle has been to enhance the 

urchasing power of the money controlled by the former and to 
Fiminish ined the selling power of the commodities produced 
by the latter. I would not say that any single individual has con- 
sciously acted on sucha view. Weareallof us prone to associate 
our own interests with those of our country, and this conflict has 
been going on between strong and weak nations as well as be- 
tween strong and weak individuals. The creditor nation wants 
dear money and cheap commodities, the same as the creditor in- 
dividual. And even the weak nation, like the weak individual, 
may feel called on to submit to the exactions of power, and to 
conform its fiscal and commercial policy to that of its neighbors, 
lest it meet with further ions, which might lay it helpless 
and prostrate at the feet of its adversary. So that men of every 
nation are always able to bolster themselves with the satisfac- 
tion of believing that their action, however selfish it might be 
if it concerned their individual interests alone. is really based on 
a patriotic conception of that which is best for the interests of the 
country at large. But, however, it is the leaven of self-interest at 
bottom, scarcely perceived, perhaps not perceived at all, that turns 
the scale, and the individual generally finds himself acting with his 
own class and as his and its interests seem to reauire. 

This conflict, I say, has been going on for the last twenty-five 
years, and it has taken the form of an attempt to lessen the supply 
of metallic money in the world in order that that which remains 
may increase in purchasing power, and thus further enrich its 
owners Dy an unearned increment to be paid by the masses in 
cheapened products. The governing powers of Europe, with this 
end in view, determined more than twenty-five years ago that silver 
should cease to be money, and they kept up the struggle until in a 
very short time every nation in Europe of any consequence had 
ceased to coinsilyer. We ourselves in 1873, through ignorance of 
the import of our action, forbade silver free and unlimited access 
to our mints, and thereby joined the coalition of the classes against 
the masses. But our statesmen soon realized what they had done, 
and then a struggle began to right the great wrong, which has con- 
tinued with varying fortunes down to the present moment. At 
times it has seemed on the point of succeeding, but ignorance, 
weakness, and selfishness have always had the power to postpone 
victory,and nowit would seem as if a combination of those forces 
was about to fasten the great iniquity of gold monometallism on 
the world for all time to come. 

The Republican p does not lend itself to these forces in igno- 
rance of the nature of its act or of the consequences which will 
ensue. On the contrary, it is proceeding with open eyes and in the 
light of long-continued discussion in which it participated, of legis- 
lative declarations which it helped to make, and of solemn party 
pledges which it may now ignore, but which will ever rise up to 
accuse and convict it of perjured faithlessness. te 

Mr. Blaine said in a speech in this body as long ago as 1878: 

I believe gold and silver coin to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, 
the money of the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that 
great maton quite independent of its own existence. No 


power was conferred on Con to declare that either metal should not be 


money. Congress has, therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize 


silver any more than to demonetize gold; no power to demonetize either any 
more than to demonetize both. * * Few persons can be found, I appre- 
hend, who will maintain that Con the power to demonetize 


gress possesses $ 
both gold and silver, or that Congress could be justified in prohibiting the 
coinage of both; and yet in logic and | construction it would be diffleult 
to show where and why the power of Con over silver is greater than 
over gold—greater over either than over the two. If, therefore, silver has 
been one „I am in favor of remonetizing it. If its coinage has been 
prohibited, I am in favor of order: it to be resumed. If it has been re- 
stricted, Iam in favor of having it 
* * * * * * + 
I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries 
for a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster 
in the end none the commercial world. e destruction of silver as 
money, and establishing gold as the sole unit of value. must havea 
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effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixed 

return in money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would 

gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other es of 

E of cous or bullion iu the world, not vora uosquelly divined beter 
world, not very, un 

gold and silver, it is im ble to st aoe A . mney 


rike silver out of existence as 
without results which wil Taian 


prove distressing to millions and utterly disastrous 
to tens of thousands. (From speech in U. B. Senate February 7, 1878.) 


Mr. McKinley, in a public speech at Toledo, Ohio, as late as 
February 12, 1891, said: x ; 

During all of Grover Cleveland's years at the head of the Government he 
was dishonoring one of our precious metals, one of our own products, dis- 
crediting silver and enhancing the price of gold. He endeavored even before 
his inauguration to office to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterwards 
and to end of his Administration persistently used his power to that end. 
He was determined to contract the circulating medium and to demonetize 
one of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money among the people, 
make money scarce, and therefore dear. He would have increased the value 
of money and diminished the value of 5 else—money the master, 
everything else theservant. He was not thinki got“ the r then. He had 
left “their side“ He was not standing forth in their defense. Cheap coats, 
to stand connd drerthawethee of ter peerend Gort Warten res 
385 ney or ption! poo! owly as re evermore 

Between these es and before and since our political litera- 
ture has been enriched with a wealth of discussion and illustra- 
tion from a eer sources, and all in the same line, from 
which I would quote if it were not to weary the Senate with the 
iteration of things which it has heard so often and knows so well. 
I will content myself with the statement that almost every Re- 
publican statesman in pontio life to-day has at one time or an- 
other given utterances in this or the other Chamber, or on the 
stump, to language showing the most perfect familiarity with the 
true reason for the crusade against silver and the fullest compre- 
hension of the baleful results to ensue to the people if that cru- 
sade should in the end be successful. 

In 1888 Mr. McKinley, then chairman of the platform com- 
mittee of the Republican national convention, reported to the 
convention and procured to be adopted on the subject of bimetal- 
lism, the following plank: 

The Republican ty is in favor of both gold and silver as money, 
8 pallor, of The Democratic Administration in its 2d er te 
monetize silver. 

In 1892 the Republican party adopted this platform on the sub- 
ject of bimetallism: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican demand the use of both gold and silver asa standard 
money. with such restrictions and under such 5 to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
whether silver, gold, or paper, be at all times equal. We commend the 
wise and patriotic steps taken by our Government to secure an international 
conference and adopt such measures as will insure a parity between gold and 
silver for use as money throughout the world. 

It is evident, then, that the Republican party is not now pro- 
ceeding in ignorance of the principles underlying the question, or 
of the effect which must sooner or later ensue, should the present 
efforts of its leaders in Congress be successful. Our Republican 
friends have simply turned a deaf ear to their own teachings, and 
at the dictation of the selfish interests to which they have surren- 
dered have abandoned the people to the evils they have so often 
foretold and which they foresee now as plainly as at any former 
period in the history of their party. 

BOASTING OF A BUNCO GAME. > 

Mr. President, the silver question is not dead, but if it were 
so, as Republican orators and newspapers tauntingly proclaim, 
it might written on its tombstone, ‘‘Dead in the house of 
its friends, and murdered by the author of its being.” So cer- 
tain are our Republican friends that it is dead that they have be- 
gun to quarrel over the question of who delivered the coup de 
grace. It is assumed that the money plank of the St. Louis con- 
vention, that skilfully constructed juggle of words designed to 
read all things to all men, did the business, and two distinguished 
Republican citizens are proudly claiming the authorship of that 
plank. Thecontroversy waxed so warm that it involved toa greater 
or less extent most of the shining lights who were at St. Louis assist- 
ing in that pious fraud, and nearly all of them have now spoken, 
giving such lucid testimony that both distinguished citizens feel 
fully confirmed thereby in the honor which they have claimed. 
For my part, speaking merely to the truth of history, and without 
desiring to disturb the satisfied equanimity which any man may 
feel in his achievements, I should as soon boast of a successful con- 
fidence game practiced on some confiding innocent as to claim 
credit for the financial plank of the St. Louis platform, becauseif 
a bunco game was ever successfully played, one was perpetrated 
when the people of the United States were induced by that plank 
to vote . McKinley into the Presidential chair. If the silver 
question be dead, indeed, and these measures of legislation are 
intended for its burial, let it not be forgotten by our Republican 
friends that all must die, and that there is a resurrection morn when 
all shall stand before the great white throne, the deserving to drink 
of the water of eternal life, ‘‘ But the fearful, and unbelieving, and 
abominable, and murderers, and whoremongers, and sorcerers, and 
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idolators, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake which 
burneth with fire and brimstone.” : 

No Republican to-day denies the A Serpe laid down by politi- 
cal economists without exception, that the general level of prices 
of all commodities is determined by the volume of money in ex- 
istence, and that to decrease the volume of money is to decrease 
the general average of prices, and to increase the volume of money 
is to increase the general average of prices. They can not denyit, 
because it is too well established and has been too many times 
illustrated and proven in the history of the world. But they say 
that the output of gold has increased so enormously of late years 
that that metal is sufficient to bear the burden formerly borne by 
both gold and silver, and they point to the present alleged pros- 
perity of our country in co tion of their contention. But 
our prosperity, such as it is, is only comparative. It is based on 
a range of prices for all the products of the workshop, the forge, 
and the farm, which are 50 per cent less than those which pre- 
vailed twenty-five years ago, when silver was first struck down. 
Such a result, succeeding the true prosperity of that day, would 
have been starvation then; but succeeding a long period of starva- 
tiou now, it may in a sense be called prosperity. 

OUR PROSPERITY. 

Without stopping to discuss the effect which the war with Spain 
and the present war with the Filipinos may have had in produc- 
ing such prosperity as we now enjoy, or the influence thereon of a 
repeated failure of crops in other countries while our own have 
been bountiful, it is sufficient for the purposes of my argument to 
say that the claim of increased prosperity by reason of the bounti- 
ful output of gold, or the admission that that has had influence in 
that direction, is the highest confirmation of the correctness of 
those who in 1896 laid our evils to the striking down of silver, and 
who insisted that it could be corrected by again restoring silver to 
its full function as one of our money metals. It is striking proof 
of the fact that prosperity depends on the possession of an ample 
volume ot primary money, capable of paying debts everywhere 
throughout the world. Now, with this fact conceded and empha- 
peed ligt can any fair-minded man, desirous of promoting the 
happiness and prosperity of our ple. get his own consent to 

roceed to the final and irremediable destruction of silver money 

y the passage of either one of these measures now before Con- 
gress? Who can say how long this increased output of gold is to 
continue? And when it ceases, as it must do, sooner or later, 
what barrier are we then to inte: against the renewed appre- 
ciation of money and the renewed depreciation of all other forms 
of property? hen that process l again commence and pro- 
ceed as far and as rapidly as it did from 1873 to 1900, our farmers 
will be serfs, our mechanics bondmen, and our laborers slaves. 
With the immediate past behind them and its lessons graven on 
their minds, with the p: tive future before them and its con- 
sequences so clearly pointed out, to assume that the silver question 
is dead so long as the masses of our people have votes to give is to 
poy that they do not deserve to be free and that they ought to be 
slaves. 

THE FIGHT FOR THE RIGHT. 

Mr. President, both our great political parties admitted for 
years that the striking down of silver was a crime am human- 
ity, and both declared in their platforms time after time that 
our nation was strong enough to undo the crime, and that its duty 
to its owa poopie required it to do so. I do not mean that they 
so decl in terms, but that was the effect of their declarations. 
Yet, notwithstanding these declarations, no matter which politi- 
cal party succeeded in securing the votes of the people, nothing 
was ever done to restore silver. At last, in 1896, when the condi- 
tion of the country had become deplorable, public interest was 
aroused to a pitch which demanded not only a decisive declara- 
tion by both political parties, but the nomination of candidates 
whose 5 personality would insure that the declarations 
made would be crystallized into law. The Republican party was 
the first to meet in national convention in that year, and instead 
of meeting the just expectations of the people by an explicit state- 
ment affirming its former declarations, matig the profes- 
sionsof its leaders, and exemplifying its long and illustrious career 
as the champion of human rights. it ingloriously surrendered itself 
to the selfish interests against whose aggressions the people were 
clamoring, adopted a juggling and deceptive platform, and then 
. William McKinley thereon for President of the United 

tates. 

The Democratic party was the next to meet in convention, and 
never did a political party in this country more gloriously respond 
to the demands of an imperious situation or the just expectations 
of an insistent people. The note which was then struck vibrated 
with the accents of earnestness and truth, and the great leader put 
forth was himself an inspiration anda platform. More than that, 
that party pulled down from their high places and a from 
the Democratic temple the unfaithful stewards who so long 
stood in its way andstultified its most solemn and binding declara- 
tions. It did that which few political parties in their decadence 
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have ever had the power to do. It renewed its youth, rejuvenated 
itself, dedicated itself anew to the cause of liberty and humanity. 
It made itself again the party of Thomas Jefferson, and stepped into 
the shoes of the Republican party as the true exponent of the prin- 
ciplesof Abraham Lincoln. Its action was so glorious that another 
political party, young, strong, and vigorous, and formed in despair 
at the faithlessness of the old parties, melted into its embrace and 
adapten its platform and its candidate; and hundreds of thou- 
sands of men who had never voted anyeng but the ublican 
ticket, moved by the manifest deception and trickery and chicane 
in their own party, of which they had long been tired and to 
which they had determined to no longer submit, let the scales 
drop from their eyes and sprang to the support of the standard 
erected by the loyalty and the courage and the conviction of a 
noble, an Inspired , and a godlike Democracy. 

It is not necessary to recount the struggle which followed. 
Everybody knows that the will of the people was defeated by 
force, by fraud, by intimidation, by corruption without parallel 
in the history of the country. But the gallant fight is to be re- 
newed on the same lines and under the same leadership. And 
now that the Republican party has come out into the open, re- 
canted even its hypocritical professions made at St. Louis, become 
the open advocate of all the industrial trusts, and made itself the 
father of the great monetary trust erected by the measures now 
pantie: and under consideration—the trust of trusts, which is to 
crush the lifeblood not out of labor alone, but out of every pro- 
fession, avocation, and pursuit not allied to itself—who can doubt 
that theenlightened conscience of the nation will at last triumph 
over the force and fraud and corruption which before stood in its 
way ona which will be again opposed to its just and humane de- 
man 

Mr. President, I have here a discussion by Mr. Bryan upon the 
questions to which I have adverted in my remarks. Without 
reading it, I ask that it nor be printed as part of we speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McComas in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered, 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


BANK-NOTE DESPOTISM. 
[William J. Bryan in the New York Journal.] 


_ The advocates of the 2 gold standard have a double purpose: First, they de- 
sire to make gold the o ¥ legal tender for the payment of debts, public and 
private. I have discussed t uestion on former occasions and pointed out 
that the necessary effect of such a law would be tocreate a r demand 
for gold, which would then be the only money legally available for the pay- 
ment of debts, and thus aid the money-owning and injure the wealth- 

ass. 


mback 
Government, and the volume of such money is determined by the people, 
acting through their representatives. The Supreme Court has held t 
such a money can be made al tender. When a man has 1 in 
his pocket ke has money which is available for the payment of his debts; if 
he . un notes, his money is only good when the creditor is willing to 
accept the money. 
ring the war, when gold and silver were at a premium, bank notes cir- 
culated on a level with n and were never worth any more; the 
reason being that nati -bank notes are payable in lawful money; and the 
greenback being lawful money (and at that 2 — the cheapest money) was 
used by the for the redemption of bank notes. It is interesting 
to hear these same bankers, who redeemed bank notes in paper when gold 
and silver were at a premium of over a hundred cent, talk about the dis- 
honesty of a debtor, whether the debtor bean individual or the Government, 
who would redeem obligations in anything but the dearest money. 
The bank note has been because it has had behind it the bonds and 
the greenbacks issued by the Government. If the greenback is good enough 
to stand behind the note, it is good enough to stand alone without any 


b 
bank note in front of it. 
is objectionable because it is favoritism 
extended to a few. A bill reported by the House Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in the last Sonaro ponga: 
First, that the Treasurer of the United States pay out ph coin in re- 
campro of greenbacks and Treasury notes; second, that the Secretary of 


the asury have authority to issue gold bonds, drawing not more than 3 
rcent, to secure the gold to maintain gold redemption; t „that national 
s be allowed to deposit bonds and receive notes up to the par value 


of the bonds so deposited; fourth, that the tax on the national banks be re- 


duced. If this plan goes into operation, the difference in its effect upon the 
individual and the national bank may be stated as follows: The nbacks 
are to be retired and bonds issued. This will mean an increase in taxes to 
pay the interest upon the bonds. The individual who enjoys no 1 priv- 
eges will find taxes increased, while the national bank, t enjoys 
special privile: will find its tax diminished. 
Second. If the individual buys a bond at par, he will lose the use of his 
wone and must content himself with the 3 per cent interest. Ifa national 
vank 


vests its capital in bonds at par, it can deposit the bonds and secure 
bank notes to the face value of the bonds, thus securing a return of its in- 
vestment, and in addition to that it can draw 3 per cent interest upon the 
bonds. In other words, the individual parts with his money and draws in- 
terest, while the national bank gola its money back and draws interest be- 
sides. The individual must eat his cake or kopit The national bank both 
eats its cake and KAA it. This is favoritism t ought not to be tolerated 
in a government which recognizes the doctrine of 9 before the law. 
The moment the Government begins to confer special privileges those in a 
ition to profit by favoritism begin to clamor for legislation immediately 
n their interest, and as a result the instrumentalities of government are 
used for private gainand the true purpose of government forgotten. 
There is another objection to the national-bank Sahar namely, that 
the national banks are given control over the wolume of credit money. 
Power to issue money should never be intrus to private individuals or 


private corporations. Jefferson was an opponent of of issue. 
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one of his letters declared that his opposition was so persistent that he had 
those banke: desired to secure this 


been _denoun as a maniac rs who 

privilege from Governmen mming up the work of Jack- 

son, gave emphasis to his fight with the national bank, and 

work with the work of 9 when he destroyed the con- 

spiracy he 756 America as saved Rome by overthrowing the 
Wend Phillips has so well described the danger of allowing private indi- 

viduals to control the volume of money that I quote from a speech made by 

him a few years before his death: 


In other words, it was the currency which, rightly arranged, opened a 
nation’s well springs, found work for. willin poe, to do, and filled them 
with a just return, w honest capital, y er and more secure, min- 
istered to a glad p: ty. Or it was currency, wickedly and selfishly jug- 
gled, that made mer: ts bankrupt and starved labor into discontent and 
Slavery, while capital added house to house and field to field, and gathered 
into its miserly hands all the wealth left in a ruined land. 

“The first question, theref 
control of the currency to rest? 


i orter, as they 
please. They own every pound 97 1 and can make it heavier or lighter 


asthey choose. This explains the so mysterious to the common people, 
that those who trade in money always grow even while those who trade 
in other t into bankru 


The third objection to national b. of issue is that the moment the na- 
rmitted to issue money, _— moment it becomes, for pecu- 


niary reasons, the enemy of an: paper. 
The banks are now g that the issue of paper money is a function of 
a business. 
and that 


vernment ought to go out of the 

Our answer is that the issue of money is a function of governmen’ 

the banks gues to go out of the governing business. e Government can 
not afford to d up a strong financial interest hostile to the exercise, by the 
8 — oa right to issue and control both the metallic and paper 
9 5 8 national tank circulation rests upon Government bonds, and can not 
in amount exceed the total sum of bonds outstanding. if the banks 
are to supply an increasing amount of currency to meet the needs of increas- 
ing population and business, the national debt must perpetually increase. 

Mr. BATE, Mr. President, the legislation involved in the House 
financial bill and in the Senate substitute, as well as that which 
may be the outcome of a conference of the two Houses, it seems to 
me, is, after all that has been said, the naked triumph of that 
Democratic faction which in 1896 polled less than a quarter of a 
million of votes for the gold standard—in fact, only 133,554—while 
over 14,000,000 votes were cast for bimetallism. : 

Instead of this measure being legislation for the people, it is leg- 
islation against every of the public will. There has 
been no ere of the public opinion in this regard since that 
voiced in 1896 at the Presidential poll. nearly sixand a half 
millions of Democratic voters declared for independent bimetal- 
lism; at the same time about 7,000,000 of Republicans declared for 
international bimetallism, and a beggarly 133,000 Gold Democrats 
voted, amid the derision of the people, for gold monometallism, 
not even, I believe, getting a precinct in the United States. 

The stone which the builders rejected with scorn this Congress 
makes the corner stone of our financial superstructure; and that 
faction which, because of utter insignificance as a political factor, 
would have passed into absolute forgetfulness has been exalted 
into the directing force which has brought the Republican party 
to abandon bimetallism and establish the standard of gold mono- 
metallism, with all its attendant evil and depressing influences 
on the energies, the industries, the property, and the indebtedness 
of the le of these States. 

As an illustration of the fact that a discredited Democratic fac- 
tion blazed the way to the gold standard when the Republican 
at St. Louis lost itself in the intricacies of international 


imetallism, I will read an extract from the Indianapolis platform 
which, without a behind or before it, has dictated the gold 
standard to the Republican party, and which again emphasizes 


the proverb that the tail may sometimes wag the dog: 


Realizing these truths, demonstrated by long public inconvenience and 
loss, the Democratic party 

Meaning thereby the omnibus load which made up the Indian- 
apolis convention, so called 


In the interest of the masses and of ustice ‘to all, practically estab- 
lished by the legislation of 1834 and the gold standard of monetary 
measurements, 


If that is true history, then the existing gold standard” of 
President McKinley’s message antedates all Republican legisla- 
tion, was of legal age when the crime of 73 was perpetrated; 
survived every law enacted since 1853; was unknown to the 
Supreme Court when the legal tenders of greenbacks was 
sustained; in fact, was hid from all the rest of the world except 
that baker's dozen” of bolting Democrats which at Indianapolis 
laid down the lines which the 88 party have followed in 
their financial scheme. 

A recapitulation ot the arguments, facts, and statements which 
in 1896 convinced six and a half millions of the voters of this coun- 
try that gold monometallism would follow the abandonment of bi- 
metallismis not necessary, now that the fact has been accomplished, 
as evidenced by this bill under consideration. But from the advo- 
cates and supporters of this radical departure from the financial 


policy of bimetallism, which has been coeval with the establishment 
of the Federal Union, which is called for by no expression of the 


his panne voice, rendered necessary by no condition of the public 


usiness, but is interjected into our financial system at a time 
when its supporters have rendered themselves hoarse with ac- 
claiming prosperity all over the land, we are entitled to know 
what existing public exigency calls for a change of financial policy 
against the expressed voice of 14,000,000 voters. 

Yes, what is it that demands such legislation, and ially at 
this time? If, as you say, we are prosperous, why change the 
financial system of the country? An analysis of the original bill 
as it came to the Senate is now useful only as showing the animus 
of that portion of the Republican sporit which controls legislation 
at the other end of the Capitol. But for all practical purposes the 
oniar bill has been emasculated in the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate by its substitute proposing to draw the black line of 
criticism, if not condemnation, through every section by strik- 
ing out all after the enacting clause and inserting the printed 
in italics,” as reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

But notwithstanding, the work and labor of a specially consti- 
tuted Republican caucus committee, whose labor at the seashore 
and mountain resorts was heralded in the press during the sum- 
mer and fall, is now black-lined by the Senate wing of the Repub- 
lican party. A short and condensed analysis of the product of 
that labor mer be of use in the future as a warning and example 
for the consideration of our reading and thinking people, 5 1 


give it in a brief way: 
Section 1 of the now defunct House bill provided for the gold 
standard, repealed the silver-dollar unit of the legislation of those 


who founded the Government, and . our country to the 
level of an imitator of the British stan and British finances. 

Section 2 declared all bonds and other Federal obligations, 
whether issued already (ex facto) or to be issued hereafter, 
to be payable, principal and interest, in gold; thus ing the 
statutory provision of redemption in “coin” under which every 
obligation had been bought. r 

This House bill declares all greenbacks and Treasury notes to 
be redeemable only in gold, thus giving a black eye to silver. 

It restricts silver certificates to denominations of one, two, and 
five dollars, 

It creates a division of issue and redemption in the Treasury 
and practically reduces that great . to a bank. 

It establishes a permanent reserve d of gold equal to 25 per 
cent of the total of greenbacks and Treasury notes outstanding. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain that re- 
serve by selling 3 per cent gold bonds, running twenty years— 
swapping noninterest-bearing money for interest- . 

It prohibits the reduction of that general fund of the 
gor A sagan of greenbacks and Treasury notes) below $50,- 


It redeems backs and notes in gold, and au- 
thorized their reissue for gold only, and thus strikes down silver. 

It provides for “ parity ” by a reserve fund to be created by the 
Secretary of the Treasury by exchange of gold for any other notes 
issued by the Treasury under this process and under this reliance. 
Will there be any ‘‘parity”” money? 

It receives subsidiary, worn or uncurrent coins for coi and 
repealed all laws limiting the issue of such coins to $50,000,000. 

t provides for a note currency to be issued by the Treasury in 
denominations of not less than $1, as the Secretary may prescribe. 
A reproduction of ‘‘shin-plasters” not expected at the opening of 
the twentieth century. ; 

It increases the note issues of national banks by repealing the 
90 per cent limit and authorizing an issue to the full value of 
bonds deposited to secure circulation, a- manifest help to specu- 
lators on the exchange, but of questionable aid to the people in 
their business. 

It the 1 per cent tax on national-bank circulation and 
requires a tax of only one-fifth of 1 percent. This section and the 
preceding unite in increasing profits and diminishing taxes—but 
only to benefit national banks; all others must follow the old, old 
rule of taxes increasing as profits increase. Here under this bill 
taxes decrease as profits increase. 

It authorizes the incorporation of small national banks of $25,000 
capital in towns of 2,000 and over of population. 

ut, Mr. President, the House bill and all that long debate 
which followed elsewhere are overshadowed by this Senate substi- 
tute, which after weeks of debate in this Chamber will find its 
quietus in a conference report, the purport and scope of which no 
human intelligence can define, Thesubstitute providesinsection1 
that the gold standard is fixed, with a sort of mental reservation 
that it is not now new, but has been in existence, unknown to the 
people, since the enactment of section 3511 of the Revised Statutes, 
and this substitute only continues that standard unit of 
values,” and incidentally to maintain all forms of money at a 
“parity” with the unit standard of value, and to that end all 
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Treasury obligations, issued under the act of July 14, 1890, shall 
be redeemed in gold. i 

This substitute establishes ‘‘a reserve fund of $150,000,000 in 
gold coin” for redemption purposes ey 

This substitute makes it the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to coin standard silver dollars, and with them to retire and 
cancel an ones amount of Treasury notes for that purpose only. 
But having by section 1 made 25.8 grains of gold the standard, it 
is somewhat confusing to ascertain of what the silver dollar is the 
standard in this section. 

Mr. President, the manner in which the silver dollar, of whose 
usefulness and sacredness we have heard so much, was made a 
part of our coinage and how it came to be made the essential fea- 
ture of our national currency is a matter that would doubtless 
interest, and I beg to give the incident as legendary lore, though 
it may be that years agone it appeared in Niles’s Register, It is 
interesting not only for revealing the history of the making and 
adoption of our dollar,“ but becomes more so because of the per- 
sonality of those who stood godfathers at its birth. A 

Those two grand characters who figured so conspicuously in 
the formation of our Government, Alexander ilton and 
Thomas Jefferson, both members of the Cabinet of President 
Washington, were its sponsors. It is said that every mornin 
when they came around the Cabinet board they were in the habi 
of sitting on opposite sides of the table, like two game cocks when 
gaffed and trimmed and put into a pit ready for battle; that es- 


pecially upon all matters relating to the police ations and 
the respective jurisdictional powers of the States and the General 
Government they were constantly an mistic, but that there 


was one question upon which they agr 
the money of the country. 
The story relates how those two distinguished gentlemen were 
eee y the President in 1792 a committee, so to speak, for 
purpose of seeing what should be the dollar of account,” 
what should be the unit of value” in this country; what should 
be the system of weights, and what of measurement. Those gen- 
tlemen, with alacrity and t pai ing, attended to ir 
duty, and they first established the yard stick according to the 
English rule, adopting the old metallic yard stick, which been 
in use long in England and kept in the exchequer with gold tips, 
which, when measured at a certain temperature Fahrenheit be- 
tween the gold tips, would measure exactly 36 inches. They 
adopted that as the standard of measurement. 
en, as to the pound weight, they adopted that in use in Eng- 
land, saying a pound was a pound, whether of lead or of iron or 
of feathers. y agreed as to these, but had some trouble when 
ey came to make money—this dollar, this almighty dollar, 
as it is sometimes called. they came to the consideration 
of that question they invited into consultation two gentlemen, 
Mr. Bowdrich and . Rittenhouse, who were practical business 
menand understood all the transactions of every-day business life, 
These gentlemen were called in. They sent for an assayer, and 
finally decided on getting 1,000 Spanish milled dollars of different 
dates of coinage for an experiment. At that time S was not 
what she is now. She was a great power, was in the 
of nations, and her money went abroad to a greater extent than 
that of any other nation. Her money was used in Mexico and 
South America, as well as in er piaca it was current here; 
not only so, but the Spanish milled dollar was then the pre- 
dominant money in this country and had been in colonial days. 


It was then 
Bowdrich and Rittenhouse, that in order to arrive at what should 
constitute a dollar eer would make an experimental test. They 
agreed that they would get 1,000 Spanish milled dollars of differ- 
ent dates and have them thoroughly cleansed of all extraneous 
matter, and have an assayer take them, melt them down, and ex- 
tract all the alloy therefrom in their presence. So they took a 
thousand Spenni milled dollars thus prepared and had them 
melted and this residuum weighed. They then divided that 
residuum by 1,000 and the product of that division thus ascer- 
tained was exactly 3714 grains of pure silver, and they made that 
871} grains the dollar of account,” the unit of value,” and it 
has been so ever since. 

From the time of the adoption of that standard, April 2, 1792, 
this country has grown into a vast area, with untold strength and 
wealth and capabilities and all that constitutes true greatness. 
Since the 2d of April, 1792, this dollar has stood the test of the 
storm of wars, of itics, and of revolution, and that dollar still 
maintained its value until the assassin struck it, by stealth, in 
1873, and its veritable ghost has lingered on the stage of action 
since and will not down at the bidding; and now its former friends, 
with this bill, seek to give it the finishing stroke and put it out of 
the way by a statutory burial. 

That seems to have the condition, and it was so stated in 
the various resolutions which were adopted here and in party 
a until we were informed by the ident of the United 

tates in his recent message that the gold standard is the “exist- 


, and that question was 


d, advising with these eminent business men, 


ing” standard in this coun’ 
which was enunciated in the 
to 1853. 

Mr. President, this is the condition which surrounded the al- 
mugs Soles. I shall not enter * any eulogy of that dollar; 
but it sacredness and purity. The question has been debated 
over and over again, yet we have a respect for it; and now, when 
a doubt exists in the popular mind as to whether the gold standard 
really exists or not, we have here a bill introduced by the party 
which is predominant not only through its thousands of officials 
throughout the country, but predominant in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and in the Senate, and controls the executive d 
ment, all adhering to the doctrine that we must have the gold 
standard. The question is, Will it be of benefit or injury to the 

ple of this country? I shall have something to say about that, 

. President; but before I do I wish to proceed alittle further in 
e england. 15 4 — e b; friend ht, who has 

ngland, as has been s my friend on my right, who 
just addressed the Senate [Mr. 1 did away with her sil- 
ver and demonetized it in 1816. The other day I heard a remark 
made by the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] which 
struck me with force, He said that he defied any man to show 
him any great country that was known to the history of the en- 
i, ig world which had adopted the single gold standard 
which was not injured by the adoption of that standard. 

In furtherance of this idea I had occasion to look into some 
statistics, which are startling. Cast your eye for a moment to 
that great power, England, which seems to be the head and front 
of this offense, and contrast for a moment the former and present 
condition of the subjects of that Kingdom—Empire, To say noth- 
ing of her crushed and starving millions in India, from whom she 
a few years since took even the right to coin, in a small way, sil- 
ver money, g to her boastful island itself and see the former and 
present condition of her bone and'sinew, the laboring population. 

In 1816 England demonetized silver. That was the first great 
power we know of in modern times, at least, which had taken such 
action; and when she did it, what was her condition? Turn to the 
statistics, and you will find that 60 per cent of her laboring popula- 
tion, the plain people, as Mr. Li called them, were the owners 
of their own homes and lived under their own rooftree, ws 

Look there again, twenty years later, and an examination of the 
statistics will show that, instead of 60 per cent, there were only 40 
per cent who owned their own homes under the grinding cen- 
tralizing power of the single gold standard, and from that time 
on during every decade the per cent of ownership of homes has 
lessened, until now you can 3 find a man who labors for his 


. He adopts, then, the ciple 
dianapolis platform of A eg back 


bread—the man who tills the soil, or the man who works in the 

eat factories in the cities - who is the owner of the house in which 

lives, Such has been the inroad, such has been the course and 
curse of the single gold standard. 

It is centralizing in its power; it makes the rich richer and the 

poor poorer. That has been the history everywhere of the single 
gold standard, and it will in the future, when our population 
comes more dense, be so with us. Therefore, we ought, with all 
the power within us, strive to maintain our silver dollar with 
its 871 grains, as ee S ke Soia and Hamilton, with the 
aid of Rittenhouse and Bo ich. Let us hold to it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as to an anchor of safety. 
_ Again, look as 88 van all this was going on a Engana, 
eee e people and taking away from them their homes, 
go across the fretful English Channel into France, and what do 
you see? You see upon the sunny banks of the Seine, where na- 
ture smiles in beauty, and upon the vine-clad hills of the Rhone, 
where the grape clustersand yields tothe wine press its imprisoned 
sweets—go there, and what do you find? There almost every man 
owns his own home and sleeps under his own rooftree and culti- 
vates his own ee and vineyard, and there is no one to molest 
or make him afraid. 

They are small farmers as a general thing, and when trouble 
came, when the storm of war came with its angry clouds bursting 
upon them, when the hordes of Germany were thundering at the 
gates of Paris in 1870, with the cry of ‘‘ Væ victis,” demandin 
millions in coin or blood, what did theydo? They did that whic 
no other people on earth could have done in so short a time—paid 
the milliards as a ransom of their capital, and paid most of it in 
silver coin. Those owners of their own homes drew from their 
pockets and the women from their stockings the silver coins whick 
thrift and economy had, under the silver Latin Union then in 
vogue in France, enabled them to lay aside fora rainy day. 2 
were then free from the grinding power of a single gold standard. 

Now, I might cite other countries to illustrate this, but am con- 
tent not to extend my criticism further in this direction than to 
place, as I have, in contrast, these two great Euro powers. It 
shows that. when a nation demonetizes silver and establishes the 


single gold standard it disturbs the proper business relations, giv- 
ing advantage to money over labor, and enriches the one and 
impoverishes the other, _ 
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I have, Mr. President, rather parenthetically gone out of the 
line of what I intended to say; but to resume my criticism, this 
substitute of which I am speaking also provides for deposit of 
gold coins and the issue therefor of gold certificates, 

I believe the first bill that was framed and given out touching 
this very vital question was prepared by a select committee of 
Republicans in vacation, which was presented to the House Repub- 
lican caucus and discussed by it and molded into the shape of the 
House bill now before us; which in turn has been superseded by 
the substitute of the Senate Finance Committee, which is also 
before us for discussion. It will be observed that in each and 
every bill the destruction of silver money as a standard and the 
establishing of gold as asingle standard, together with the conver- 
sion of coin bonds into gold bonds, are leading features. Indeed, 
they are the essentials in each bill, and should be so regarded. 

The House bill passed the House by Republican votes, and the 
Senate substitute, differing in some respects from it, will doubt- 
less the Senate substantially in its present form by Repub- 
lican votes, bringing about, as no doubt originally designed by 
their authors, a conflict which will result in throwing the House 
bill and Senate substitute into a committee of conference of the 
two Houses, and this is the diplomatic condition, no doubt, 
intended from the beginning of this discussion in which to place 
this contention. In this conference committee such changes will 
be made as the power behind the throne may desire, and on this 
report the final issue will rest. In this report the danger lies— 
the main features, if not the form, of this report are doubtless 
already understood by the controlling spirits of the Republicans 
in the Congress, and will finally work out, as originally designed, 
under party discipline. My grave fears are that it will pass in an 
ugly form and be detrimental to the rights and interests of our 


e. 

Prt this substitute—provides against the issue of United States 
notes and Treasury notes in denominations less than $10, and for 
the cancellation of all such notes of less than $10 when received in 
the and also that silver certificates shall not be issued for 
more than $10, and all such certificates of greater value than $10 
shall be canceled when received in the Treasury, thus decreasin, 
the circulation, for an increase of which there is somuch demand, 
„The substitute also provides for further issues of Government 
bonds to be exchanged for outstanding bonds. That is a most 
startling proposition. Why, I ask, should that be done, convert- 
ing them into gold and giving, as I shall show, longer life to the 
banks? Mr. President, why is this done? Why is it ne at 
this time, when they say that rity abounds in the land? 
Why, at a time when the Presiaent in his message tells us we are 
paying gold in all of our transactions, is it necessary to place upon 
the statute books that which will condemn the silver of the coun- 
try and result in the issue of bonds that will be payable, principal 
and interest, in gold? I have heard no sensible reason, and I think 
none can be given. 

But there is a reason which is behind the scene. It is under the 

and you can not see it exactly, but it is so. What power 
was it that brought this bill about? asit not the national 1 — 
of this country? No sensible man denies that fact. What was 
the situation of the banks then before the issuance of the bonds 
by Mr. Cleveland in 1894-95, amounting to 8162,00, 000? Let me 
read for a moment from the Treasury report, We had then and 
have now how many bonds? 

The amount of bonds outstanding July 1, 1896, was as follows: 
Four and a half per cent bonds continued at 2 per cent, $25,000,000; 
4 pr cent bonds of 1907, $559,000,000; 5 per cent bonds of 1904, 
$100,000,000. Then come the Cleveland bonds—4 per cent bonds— 
$162,000,000; that is all. It makes about $847,000,000. It is known 
to every inteltigent man, ially those who have read with care 
the bank act under which the national banks are now doing busi- 
ness, that the banks are required to have money issued only at 90 
per cent on the dollar. They could not go beyond that. This bill 
provides that it shall go to the full face value of the bonds. 

It was essentially provided in this law that they should take 
these bonds of the United States—not State bonds or corporation 
bonds, but bonds of the United States—upon which they are to 
base their operations, and which are liable for any forfeiture or 
any failure to meet the obligations of that bank in any form. 
That now is essential. They had, exclusiveof the Cleveland bonds, 
$685,000,000. How many banks are there in the United States? 
More than 3,500, with a paid-in capital of more than $605,000,000. 
So when the bonds due in 1907 are taken up, there will be but 
little left to bank on. They could not get a sufficiency of bonds, 
and the banks are increased in number and enlarged as our coun- 
try builds up and the business demandsit. Therefore more bonds 
were necessary in order to sustain the banks and give them a 
safe basis of operation, or an additional capital upon which they 
might do business. Therefore the banks must have more bonds. 

shall not, even by intimation, accuse Mr. Cleveland of doing 
that demanded by the interests of the banks when he issued the 


$162,000,000 of bonds, but nevertheless it so operated that it gave 


additional strength to them. Mark you, the point to which I 
wish to ad seca direct the attention of the Senate is that these 


bonds expire by their own limitation in 1904 and 1907—and they 
are all coin bonds, every one of them. They all expire then ex- ` 
Sapa me bonds issued Pr ee Cleveland expiring in 1925. 

ere are then of the bonds which fall due in 1904, $100,000,000; 
they are 5 per cent bonds. There are also $559,000,000 of bonds 
which fall due in 1907, and there are only $25,000,000 of 2 per cent 
bonds. They extended these last-named bonds by grace; they have 
been continued over; they are overdue and are retained by the 
holders at 2 per cent. There are $25,000,000 of those. I do not 
know whether they are subject to use as sources of bank circula- 
tion or not. 1 suppose, as they are overdue, they are not. In- 
cluding the Cleveland bonds there were only $847,000,000 subject 
to being used as a basis for banking operations. Take the $162,- 
000,000 off, and you have only about 000, 000 upon which the 
banks can operate, and nearly all those will be due in 1907. 
_ Now, the banks see that they would have to go out of business 
in 1904 and 1907 unless there is a new supply of bonds. There 
have been a hundred and ninety-eight million dollars of bonds is- 
sued during the Spanish war by the President which might be 
operated upon, but five hundred and fifty-nine million will go out 
in 1907 unless renewed, and this would leave the amount required 
insufficient and the banks would have comparatively nothing to 
operate upon. bot must either quit business or convert their 
bonds into those of longer life. 

They seek in this bill to renew the life of the bonds, They 
make it a bond for twenty-five or Rori ence longer. It is the re- 
newal and extension of the life of the bonds they are after, so that 
the national banks of this country may flourish under existing 
laws. That is, in my opinion, one of the main secrets of this bill. 
The banks are at the back and bottom of it. They are, doubtless, 
instigating those who have fashioned the bill in this shape. That 
is not in the interest of the main body of the people of this 


untry. 

I object to national banks for various reasons. They are the 
greatest of centralizers, and one of the great dangers to this cotin- 
try is centralization. Yes, sir, it is going on and on, and through 
the instrumentality of national banks in part it is being done, and 
another mode by which this centralizing movement is being 
effected is the establishment of one money metal instead of retain- 
ing both silver and gold. 

e authors and promoters of this bill have the power in the 
House; they have it in the Senate; they have the Executive. All 
official influences are u their side, and I believe that the Execu- 
tive will approve the bill, should it pass, notwithstanding the 
President has been er asa self- announced bimetallist. Leg- 
islation in favor of enlarging and extending the powers of national 
banks ought to be checked. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, the substitute also provides for 
increasing the issue of national-bank notes to the par vulue of 
bonds 3 to secure circulation. It reduces the taxation of 
national from 1 per cent to one-fourth of 1 per cent each 
half year, or one-half of 1 per cent yearly—that is, one-half as 
much as the present law requires. 

I observe no provision in the substitute for smaller national 
banks, If allowed at all, they should be allowed in the country as 
well as towns and crossroads if wanted and the law conformed 
to, and not concentrate them in cities, as this billdoes, with large 
capital, thus centralizing financial power. 

t is surprising that the initiation of a monet: policy thus 
fraught with so many departures from the principles and prece- 
dents of more than a century of our financial history should have 
been accompanied with a ic in the stock markets little less 
disastrous than that which made ‘‘ Black Friday” a memorable 
day on our financial calendar, so much so that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, whether rightfully or wrongfully, did goto the relief 
of the bankers of New York and, as they boastfully say, relieved 
their panic, showing that when you undertake to establish the 
gold standard and to exclude silver from circulation and lessen 
your currency, as this bill does, the very motion excites the alarm 
of the speculators and the money dealers of the country and pre- 
cipitates a panic. 

ut these national banks, permit meto say, have the absolute 
power to precipitate a panic at any time. The touch of an elec- 
tric button in New York will get its response in a half hour or 
less from San Francisco upon the Pacific coast, and between them 
there can be a panic precipitated on the country. We are putting 
ourselves in the power of the banks, and they can give flush times 
or hard times at will. We should legislate against any such 


wer, 
Phas at the first serious intimation that the Congress intended 
to abandon every promise made on the platforms of both political 
parties and inaugurate a standard of value on the principle of a 
single money of ultimate redemption, we see developed in the 
money exchanges a storm center from which came the cyclone 
which swept away the values which the alleged prosperity was 


1900, 
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represented to have firmly established. It did it almost in a day, 
to a very large amount. x 

Thus the very first appearance of gold monometallism in this 
Congress was accompanied with the rumbling and threatening of 
the return of one of those cycles of business adversity which fol- 
low close on the heels of factitious prosperity. And the settle- 
ment of accounts on the 31st of December, 1899, was overshadowed 
by the “slump™ in the prices of all investments, whether of a 
permanent or speculative character. 

Mr. President, if coming events cast their shadow before,” the 
factitious prosperity upon which so many ho have been 
founded may prove to be the hectic flush and not the ruddy glow 
of returning health to the body politic. The enormous expendi- 
ture of the Government incident to the war with Spain, as well 
as those which keep pace with our Army in the Philippines, has 
stimulated some business enterprises and given an impetus to 
trade in certain lines without spreading prosperity over the States. 
A rise in all prices followed by a general advance in values of 
property are the indicia of genuine prosperity, but a partial rise 
of prices in certain articles, with stagnation in the values of prop- 
erty, imposes a higher cost of living without providing the means 
of meeting its demands, 

Five years after the crime of 78 had been 8 and when 
it was in the green and tender state, Mr. Blaine said: 

I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries for 
a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread di in 
the end 3 the commercial world. 

That, my fellow- Senators, on the other side of this Chamber, is 
not the expression of the conviction of a Democrat; it is not the 
prophecy of a Populist, but the well-considered judgment of the 
man who was in his lifetime the leader, the Henry Clay, of the 
Republican party, and whose words were the golden apples for 
which sige iar scrambled over each other on every utterance, 

If Mr. Blaine could revisit the “ glimpses of the moon” that 
struck the Republican party when it formulated this financial 
policy, what would he say? One can only infer from what he 
predicted of legislation like this that— 

ewe destruction of silver as money and establishing gold as the sole unit 
of vaine— 

Exactly what the bill does— 
must have a ruinous effect on all forms of ee except those investments 
which yield a fixed return in money. These would be enormously enhanced 
in value and would gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over eve 
other species of property.—Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, secon 
session, yolume 7, part 1. page Ei. 

When those words were uttered by Mr. Blaine there was no 
peou political insult that could be offered to Republican or 

ocrat than to charge him with being a Gold Bug.” 

At the same time that Mr. Blaine uttered the language I have 
quoted, the Republican party in Congress further enacted what 
are known as the Stanley Matthews resolutions, in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, which were as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 22. 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the ae credit,” ap- 
royed March 18, 1869, it is provided and dec that the faith of the United 
tates was thereb: 


solemnly d to the payment, in coin, or its equiva- 
lent, of all interest-bearing obligations of the United Sta except in cases 
where the law . issue of such obligations expressly pro- 
vided 65 the same shall be paid in lawful money or other than gold — sil- 
ver; an 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the act 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt.“ approved 
J a 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable in coin 
at the then present standard value, interest payable semiannually 
in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled An act to provide for the resumption of spocie payment,” p 
proved Janu: 11, 1875, are required to be of the same description of bon 
of the United States described in said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the ipo tp the national debt;“ and 

Whereas at the date of the of said act of Spoon ron last aforesaid 
to wit, the 14th 8 July. 1870, i Sta 
value at that date included silver dollars of the weight of grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled An act supplementary 
to the act entitled ‘An act esta g a mint and regulating the coins of the 
United States,’” to be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal 
value, for any sum whatever. 


I will read the resolution itself; it is short; it is very clear, and, 
if carried out, perhaps no resolution which has been introduced in 
Congress in modern times could have more effect: 

Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring). That all 
the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued under said 
act of Congress hereinbefore recited are able, principal and interest, at 
the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars of 
coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains of standard silver; and 
that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of 
said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor 
in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

Language could not be put together stronger or more clear and 
- conclusive. Not only that, but the Republicans indorsed the bill 
in the Senate and in the House, and those who were present voted 
with him upon this question; and it has been said here, and I be- 
lieve truthfully said, that you can not find a leader or a man who 
posed as a leader of the Republican party to-day or since that time 


who has not indorsed at one time or another in full that resolu- 
tion and who has not been in favor of the remonetization of silver 
and opposed to its demonetization. They were always opposed to 
the issue of gold bonds in every instance. 

The Republicans voted against issuing bonds and gave as the 
reason that they did not want to issue gold bonds, but coin bonds, 
Mr. Cleveland some years ago sent the figures to us, who were 
then in the Senate and House, showing that he could give us 
$16,000,000 advantage by way of interest if he had authority to 
issue gold bonds, and they refused to doitthen. The Republicans 
as well as Democrats refused to doit. Why? Because they did 
not want gold bonds. That is the reason. Yet now, presto, 
change! we find our Republican friends on the other side advo- 
cating not only the issuing of gold bonds but making gold the 
single standard. 

The declared policy of the United States by those resolutions of 
Congress was to strengthen the 8 credit by declaring that all 
bonds were payable in coin, and that such payment in silver dol- 
lars was not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of 
any right of the public creditor. I come now to the act to repeal 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, that act in which we 
all figured here and in reference to which we remained so long in 
our secret caucuses on each side, and when we, the two parties, 
were balanced in this Chamber almost to a man and all these 
troubles came upon us (in 1893) and for which many politicians, on 
our Democratic side at least, have been condemned for voting to 
repeal the Sherman law, Tennessee presenting two or three notable 
instances; for the Democratic voters there have always been for 
silver haying equal rights with gold and not fora single gold 
standard, 

Politicians, under the influence of an Administration remark- 
able for its strong personnel, seeking patronage from it and receiv- 
ing now and then a little taffy that flatters vanity, do sometimes 
go too far in trying to keep in with the Administration and are 

orgetful of the rights of their constituents and subsequently are 
condemned by the people for so doing. No one remembers all 
those troubles in 1893 more than the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], whom I see before me, and justly one of the leaders 
of his party then and now, as do other Senators present among 
our friends the enemy, on the other side of this Chamber. 

So, as late as 1893, when repealing the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act of 1890, it was again declared ‘‘to be the policy of 
the United States to continue the use of both gold and silver as 
standard money ” as well for the bondholder as for the citizens, 
Then the policy of the Republican party was to strengthen the 
public credit” by paying bonds in silver. Now, the financial 
scheme under consideration, whatever form it may vako, proposas 
to change the public policy of all previous opiaat an, and by that 
change in redemption from ‘‘coin” or silver dollars to gold, to give 
to the present holders of bonds that increase in value which gold 


has over silver. 

What magic words! Four little letters—to substitute one for 
the other—what difference it makes! Coin has four letters; 
“gold” has four letters. Substitute one for the other, and what 
does it do? It puts $60,000,000, according to Mr. M of 
New York, into the pockets of the bondholders as a bonus. That 
is what the change of these four little letters from coin to gold 
means. Substitute one for the other, as in this wicked bill, and 
vou see the result. Iam against such a change. Ido not believe it 
best and proper for the country in its commercial, social, and busi 
ness relations, or in any other way that will benefit the vast mass 
of taxpayers and consumers who constitute the bone and sinew 
of our country. . 

As said, it has been estimated to amount to $60,000,000 (by Mr. 
MCCLELLAN of New York, in the House of resentatives) alone 
upon the issue of bonds maturing in 1925. Those are the Cleve- 
land bonds, a handsome present, I may say, to the bondholders, 
taken from the pockets of the people; $60,000,000 that could be 
saved by keeping in the word ‘‘coin” instead of taking it out and 
putting in the word gold.“ There are sometimes certain policies 
and there are certain other policies embodied in the same move- 
ment. One of our misfortunes is that we can not always see the 
bottom of the well. There are policies that are open and above- 
board, but there are others which we can not see and can net find 
until too late. 

Never before in the history of the country did any political 
party so openly abandon the policy of ‘‘ strengthening the public 
credit” for one increasing the profit of corporations. That is 
what this bill does for corporations and especially for banks. It 
is worthy of note that the Stanley Matthews resolution not only 
made the bonds redeemable in coin, but made coin synonymous 
with silver dollars, and recited those separate acts of Congress in 


svpport of the provisions of those resolutions, viz., the act of 
March 18, 1869; the act of July 14, 1870, and the act of January 11, 
1875, each and all of which made the financial policy of the coun- 
try to be understood as declaring silver the equal of gold as money 
of redemption for Government obligations, 


1614 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 7, 


This resolution is in keeping with the Constitution. 
the word used in the Constitution, and that instrument itself in- 


“Coin” is 


terprets the meaning of ‘‘coin” when it says no State shall have 
a legal tender in payment of debts but gold and silver—not one 
alone, but both—and makes no distinction between them. 

I do not understand why the constitutional point could not be 
made upon this matter, for you can not by act of Congress de- 
stroy silver as a full and complete debt payer in the States. The 
Constitution itself forbids it. You have to do away with a por- 
tion of the Constitution before you can destroy it. Any debt in 
any State can be paid in silver as a legal tender, for the Constitu- 
oo says a State shall make nothing but silver and gold legal 

er. 

The profit which Mr. MCCLELLAN estimated for the bonds ma- 
turing in 1925 applies equally to all of the United States bonds 
now outstanding, which are— 


4} per cent bonds, continued at 2 per cent $25, 364, 500 
4 per cent bonds due 1907 .--.---1-----20 0551ra neuas 559, 636, 850 
5 per cent bonds due 1904. 100, 000, 000 
4 per cent bonds due 1923. . 162, 815, 400 
4 per cent Spanish war bonds 198, 000, 000 

Thus over $1,000,000,000 of bonds, payable py ist terms in coin, 
have been appreciated in value to the holders by percentage vary- 


ing from 15 to 25 per cent. 

ou will find that the time will not be very long before some of 
these other bonds will be issued. I doubt very much if it will be 
before the ides of next November, for reasons best known to the 
Republican party; but you will find that the remainder of the 
$400,000,000 of bonds that are authorized will be issued, and they 
must be gold bonds then. under this law, if you pass it. 

This financial scheme not only mort the resources of the 
people of this crap day pay gold bondholdersa profit not ‘*nomi- 
nated in the bond,” but adds to that unnecessary burden that of 
redeeming in gold $98,026,280 Treasury notes issued under the 
Sherman law of July 14, 1890, as well as the greenbacks legal 
tenders, amounting to $346,681,016, together aggregating $435,- 
707,269. And further, the Secretary of the Treasury, by either 
wing of this financial policy—the House bill or the Senate substi- 
tute—may, in his discretion, redeem silver dollars and silver cer- 
tificates in gold by a roundabout process, and that notwith- 
8 Treasury Circular No. 123, of 1896, declares, in substance, 


Silver dollars, standard coins of the United States, are not redeemable. 

Why are they not redeemable? Simply because they are stand- 
ard, and being a standard, you can not redeem them, for they 
already stand at the highest point, The language used in that 
Treasury circular is: 

Gold coins and standard silver dollars, being standard coins of the United 
States, are not redeemable. 

But, Mr. President, the advocates of this bill say they will go 
on and coin some of these silver dollars and that the bill proposes 
to do it. Well, I may „ ask, For how long can that 
last? Do you provide by bill the right to purchase silver or in 
any other way top re to coin it, as was formerly done? Do you 
let the owners * go and submit it to the mint to be coined 
free, or by paying for doing it? No. Do you propose to keepa 
supply by any means whatever? No. Then, just as soon as you 
exhaust the little amount of silver you have on hand, no more 
standard silver dollars can be made. 

„Silver certificates are receipts for standard silver dollars de- 
posited and are redeemable in such dollars only“ until this finan- 
cial scheme makes them exchangeable by the hocus-pocus of its 
„division of issue and redemption,” in House bill, or its“ reserve 
fund” or its “ general fund of the Treasury,” in the Senate sub- 
stitute, 8 provision of the scheme runs to the advantage 
and profit of the bondholders, who are the stockholders of the na- 
tional banks. 

The criticism of President Cleveland by Mr. McKinley on the 
tendency of the former toward all that was harmful in cial 
policy reveals the inconsistencies of mén and e. when in the 
evolutions of politics they abandon pledges and principle. 

I have the highest respect personally for the President of the 
United States, Mr. McKinley, but he is but mortal, and sometimes 
he makes mistakes. Anyhow, he was upon one side of this ques- 
tion some eight or nine years ago and is now on the other. I 
make a witness of him now as to the correctness of our position 
to-day and the error that the other side of this Chamber are mak- 
ing Ww. en they pursue the course that they have marked out in this 

Mr. McKinley said at Toledo, Ohio, in February, 1891, not so 
10 ago, but long after the act of 1853, which, it is said, did away 
wi ver and established gold as the standard—lI will read what 
Mr. McKinley said, and I tell you this is very sharp criticism. It is 
not exactly personal, and if is not that which ought to be stricken 
from the speech of a Senator because it is scandalous or too per- 
sonal, but, my fellow-Senators, it is about as strong and rough as 


language can be used i the policy which you are pursuin 
here, and it is by the chief of your party, the President of the 
United States. ere itis. I read it: 

During all of Grover Cleveland's years at the head of the Government he 
was dishonoring one of your precious me e of your own products 
discrediting silver and enhancing the price of gold. 
before his inauguration into office— 

Mr. Cleyeland did, says Mr. McKinley— 
to th į f sil doll: 
his Adninieeretion K TESTATA Geek NOE 

He used his power to that end. Does anyone dare say that the 
President is not now using his power to that end? You will see 
when this bill is presented to him whether he will a ve it or not. 
J believe he will. It is the very same thing which Administra- 
r. is now doing along the same line. Continuing, Mr. McKinley 
said: 

He [Cleveland] was determined to contract the circulating medium and 
to demonetize one of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money 
among the people, make money scarce, and therefore x 

That is the language Mr. McKinley applied to Mr. Cleveland 
when President, and pray is he, President y, not now 
doing the same thing in a more aggressive and objectionable form? 
Mr. McKinley continues in the same censorious style: 

He [Cleveland] would have increased the value of money and diminished 
the value of inking o else—money the master, ev g else the servant. 


endeavored, even 


He was not thin of “the poor then. He had left their side. He was not 
standing forth in their defense. Cheap coats, cheap labor, and dear money. 
The sponsorand promoter of those professing to stand guard over the welfare 


of the poor and lowly. 

But the finish of this has the most poisonous sting to it. He 
concludes his tirade on President Cleveland in the following terse, 
pungent, and epigrammatic style: 

Was there ever more inconsistency or reckless assumption? 

I answer, Never!—until this Administration and this financial 
policy became the pet scheme of President McKinley and his Ad- 
ministration, when the ‘‘mote” in the eye of Grover Cleveland 
became the“ beam” in that of Mr. McKinley. 

Mr. McKinley in 1891 was the ardent adnate of silver, the 
passionate defender of bimetallism, the earnest opponent of de- 
monetization of silver; but he has lived and learned to followthe 
footsteps and adopt the measures of Grover Cleveland. In his last 
message I find this extract, which Grover Cleveland might have 
written without the least recantation of previous opinions or the 
least ground for any charge of inco $ 

I urgently recommend that to support the existing gold standard 


Was the gold standard less “existing ” then than it was when the 
Toledo speech was made?— 


I urgently recommend that to support the existing gold and to 
maintain ‘the parity in value of the coins of the two metals (gold and silver) 
and the equal er of every dollar at all times in the market and in the 
payment of debts," the ry of the Treasury be given tional power 
an charged with the duty to sell Umted States and to employ such 
other effective means as may be necessary to these ends. Tho authority 
should include the power to sell bonds on long and short time, as conditions 
may require, and should morne for a rate of interest lower than that fixed 
by the act of January 14, 1875. 


see 
ation ye to the present as the most fiți 
vision to 


an yment, 
ty of all the money issued or coined by authority of 
thin hand. 5 
resort to loans to supply 


It behooves us, therefore, to provide at once the best means to meet tho 
emergency when it arises, and the best means are those which are the most 
certam and economical. Those now authorized have the virtue neither of 
directness nor economy. We have already eliminated one of the causes of 
our financial plight and embarrassment during the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 
1896. Our receipts now equal our expenditures; deficient revenues no longer 


create alarm. t us remove the only Dae xr ey, omen conferring the 
full and necessary power on the Secretary of the and impose upon 


In this connection I repeat — f former recommendations that a portion of 
p: 


the gold holdings shall be ina trust fund from which greenbacks shall 
be redeemed upon presentation, but when once redeemed not thereafter 
be paid ont except for go! 


Mr. President, every great Republican party leader throughout 

the political course of that . been the opponent of the 

old standard, the supporter of bimetallism, the friend of green- 

ks and notes, and not one would recognize their ideas 

of Republican finance in this bankers’ bill for the establishment 
of gold monometallism, 

hat does this financial scheme, whether of the House or Sen- 

ate, do for any other interest than that of corporate and accumu- 

lated wealth? There is not a feature in any section of either 

House bill or Senate substitute that carries a sympathetic note to 


1900. 
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the hardships and sufferings of any but those capable of 8 
cating favors when the Presidential election comes around. e 
great farming and planting interests of the e in many of the 
States have experienced the rise in the prices of nearly all they 
have to buy without receiving any increase in the prices for what 
they must sell. They witness their products sw g the volume 
of their country's exports, but they do not realize any in 
returns to their purses. 

The gold standard acts after the fact,“ so far as farmers ure con- 
cerned, It may swell the profits of speculators in grain, tobacco, 
wheat, meats, cotton, rice, and other icultural products, but 
it brings no help or relief to the agriculturist. It may hold out 
to the speculator the blessing of a 100-cent dollar, but it for 
the producer the 50-cent dollar, supported only on the promise of 
“parity,” and how long, pray, will that promise be kept? How 
long will that promise be kept when there is nothing Ba provide 
for a sufficient amount of money to do the business of the country? 

In this financial scheme we have the abandonment of the prom- 
ises and pl of soe yon Tapes bimetallism made on manz pasty 

latforms and avowed with solemn protestation in every 

ican s h. The pledge of ‘*‘parity ” rests on no greater sanctity 
than t z on woii e main i tengano 85 bim a 1 — solemnly 
given. How long will the pledge of parity e 
abandoned by the repeal of, the law, and it will 2 — 
when the powers behind this bill make that demand. Parity and 
gold monometallism can not live together in the same monetary 
system. It requires two metals of standard value in order that 
parity may exist. ; 

If you take this away from silver, how can you have parity? 
Their separation will not be compelled prior to the next Presiden- 
tial election, but with the return to power of a Republican Admin- 
istration and Con the divorce a mensa et thoro will follow. 

Mr. President, the only hope for silver as a money of ultimate 
redemption rested on the possibility of free co: y the United 
States. That hope this financial scheme destroys certainly for a 
poe; and 215 too much 25 ere that gold e e will 

ong carry the burden of “parity” with a reciated coinage. 
The hour when parity will Daa doned will come and come 
quickly after the reelection of a Republican President and Con- 
gress, should that occur; and parity repealed, the holders of sil- 
ver and silver certificates will realize the loss, while the more pru- 
dent s tors, always alive and alert, will pocket the profits of 
the gold standard. 

The silver certificates float only on the promise of parity, and 
that exists only in the statutes, ble by Congress; and with 
another Republican Congress and tive ere behind this 
bill will assert its authority and compel the fruition of gold 
monometallism. 

Iam one of those who believe that silver is not dead. It seems 
that you may strike it down, and yet, like the antique wrestler, in 
the olympian contests, it rises the greater for the Silver be- 
longs to the people; it is domestic; it is the friend of the poor; it 
is handmaid of charity; it belongs to commerce; it belongs to 
the world; it is eee by our Constitution; it was given us by 
God; and, sir, we can not strike it down so that it will not rise 
again. Whenever hard times come, when ions have run 


rife in this country, leaving, as is generally done, a charred and 


blackened track, and the people have become em and 
disheartened, then they willturn about, and, remembering what 
virtue there is in silver, will bring it back again, through the ballot 
box, and renew this battle for silver. It has not been dead in 
the last few years. Itis not dead now. You can not kill silver. 
It has a God-given life. It is more useful than gold. It sleeps 
in the same mountains with gold, is found in the same rocky bed 
and will not remain se ted. There must be bimetallism. Itis 
necessary for the success of the commerce of this country, as for 
all its business and social relations. 

Gold monometallism, the standard of the most enlightened 
nations,” that is the phrase of the Republican platform which 
concealed the purpose now avowed in this financial scheme to 
abandon bimetallism. There has been some dispute in the public 
ae as to the authorship of that platform. I will not speak at 

ength upon it, but whoever he may be he illustrates again that 
art of Talleyrand which employs words only to conceal p 8 
So long as the United States maintained by parity two me in 
its currency it was, according to the Republican platform, out- 
side of the enlightened nations. 

So, in order to bring us within that pale, this Administration 
perpetrated that practical joke of an international silver confer- 
ence, at which France united with the United States in thea 
ment as to silver, and the joke took a serious outlook. But Eng- 
land saved the day for gold monometallism, and bimetallism was 
found to be no longer practicable, since the most ‘‘ enlightened 
nation,” Old Mother England, refused to unite in maintainingsil- 
ver on an equality with polg 

The single standard of gold had been her policy for more than 
half a century, and under its operation the world—all other en- 


lightened nations—had become her debtors and she could see no 
reason for reducing the standard of the money in which the debts 
2 her must be paid. So this Republican Administration 
and gress, having pretended toward a conference for interna- 
tional bimetallism and England not agreeing, they promptly aban- 
doned every pledge and promise of their platforms except that of 
following in the footsteps and imitating the 8 of land, 
and this financial scheme is the outcome and fruit of that interna- 
tional bimetallic conference, and abandons bimetallism and puts 
the United States as a ‘‘second best” to England in the race for 
gold monometallism. 

The State De ment of this Administration is reported in the 
public press to have secured the cooperation of the most enlight- 
ened nations in keeping open the trade doors of China, where sil- 
ver is the only money known and used, while gold is merely an 
article of commerce; and when the merchant from the United 
States enters that ‘‘open door,” he must sell by weight the golden 
dollars of our currency for the silver pieces of the Chinese. 

Have you thought of that? When we go to China with our 
money we have to sell the gold by weight, because they have only 
silver coin there. Whether that barter of our gold currency will 
help our commerce is to be ascertained only on trial. 
is a nen eee ona e apse has oe no — 5 

ion in the public will, no ent in y politics, no sup 
in the 3 of trade, business, „ no reason in 
the state of our finances, and no justifiable cause in the alleged 
p rity of the poopie: What, then, has brought it about? 

e the pepe had voted almost solidly against gold mono- 
metallism, as I have shown, there was a potent infiuence, small 
andi cant in numbers, but powerful in its“ pull” on po- 
litical parties, which demanded its ‘‘ pound of flesh” cut from the 
very heart of the po e. By this financial scheme all Govern- 
ment bonds heretofore made redeemable in ‘‘coin” are made re- 
deemable hereafter in gold, and now the essence and doctrine of 
the Indianapolis convention is adopted by the Republicans. 

If that changein the character of redemption creates an increase 
in the value of the bonds, by what authority and on what — 
= of finance was that increase in value given to the holders of 

ds already bought on a coin basis? What sound reason existed 


for making a nt of that increase in the value of the bonds to 
the present holders? 
But two Congresses the President, Mr. Cleveland, asked 


for authority to issue gold bonds on the plea that many millions 
of dollars would be saved to the Treasury. And notwithstanding 
the country was to have the advan of that increase in value, 
the country and the Congressrefused Mr. Cleveland the authori 
to issue gold bonds. It was then stated that a3 per cent gold bon 
would net the Treasury as much and perhaps more than a 4 per 
cent coin bond, but the Congress refused the temptation because 
it was a step in the direction of gold monometallism, and the Re- 
publicans voted against it, as well as did the Democrats. 

Not for the profit of sixteen and a half million dollars, which a 
change from coin to gold would have earned the Treasury on a 
scale of $65,000,000 of 3 per cent gold bonds, would the Sion pe 
or the le take the initial step toward gold monometallism. 
The Republican in the House of Representatives, in the 
debate on resolution No. 275, on the 14th of February, 1895, ap- 
poneo to the following provisions of its platforms as reasons why 

t would not vote to issue a gold bond, and I want no better reason 
than they give themselves. In 1888 that party declared that 


The Republican party is in fayor of the use of gold and silver as money, 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration— 


Cleveland’s— 
in its efforts to demonetize silver. 


That was said in the House of resentatives by mblicans. 

In 1892 it declared: a oes 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of gold and silver as money. 

These extracts from platforms were read on the floor of 
the House by the floor leader of the Republican party as the 
declarations of our (Republican) party, and, Mr. Speaker, as one 
5 Sos 5 dec tion, I can not vote for this measure 
go n 

But, Mr. President, all that has been changed and the bond- 
holder, not the taxpayer, is now to reap all the profits of a gold 
bond over a coin bond. The people “are not in it,” as the phrase 
goes; only the bondholding class. And that class is largely the 
stockholders of national banks and come in for another nice plum 
in other sections of this financial scheme for the relief the 
classes at the expense of the masses. 

The backs, which stood the shock of war and held their 


own when all else felt the depressing influence of the crime of 
*73, and which have weathered every storm that has blown across 
the financial world, are to be impounded in order that the na- 
tional banks may have no rival in the 

and may still further i 


usion of their notes 
increase the issue of their notes and the 
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rofit thereon. To the po on a gold over a coin bond, said to 
1 25 per cent, since a 3 per cent gold bond would sell for more 
than à 4 per cent coin bond, there is added by this scheme the 

rofit of increased circulation, and both profits go to the stock- 
folders of the national banks. i 

What part the money power in this country has taken in the 
preparation and passage of this financial scheme is known only to 
those who enjoy its confidence and share in the contributions of 
its wealth. But there is one feature in this financial scheme, an 
earmark of the money power, which can not be mistaken, 

The power given to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds 
at his pleasure effectually sidetracks the 5 mortgages 
every interest of the people at the discretion of a single officer, 
who, from his official duties, is far more connected with and inter- 
ested in the money ipower than in the popular prosperity. That 
power never came from the people and is not likely to be used for 
their benefit. For the ‘‘ endless chain” of greenbacks this bill sub- 
stitutes an ‘‘endless chain” of bonds running uninterruptedly 
from the Treasury to the banks and back to the 3 

On the 6th day of December, 1899, there were in the ary 
$238,065,588.87 of gold; there were in circulation Treasury obli- 
gations amounting to $483,870,133 for which gold could be de- 
manded and must be paid under this bill. Such a presentation 
and demand would leave $245,804,544.13 of notes to be redeemed 
after all the gold had been paid out and require a sale of $200,000,- 
000 of gold bonds to raise the amount required by the provisions 
of this financial scheme. 

Thus it is placed in the power of the banks to create an endless 
chain” of bonds payable in gold and bearing interest in gold, and 
all proceeds going into the bank vaults and leaving no returning 
tracks therefrom, lessening the amount of circulation. 

The power of the national banks, already far too great, is in- 
creased by this bill, which turns over to them the right toissue all 
the paper money of the country. That creates a great bank trust 
and gives it a monopoly of the paper currency and increases the 
profits of the banks. 

The voice of the people calls upon this Congress to suppress all 
trusts, combines, and 5 of every character whose opera- 
tions hinder the great law of competition in anything in which 
the people are interested, and both parties say it must be done; 
and now this financial scheme, shutting the issue department of 
the Treasury, shuts also that of the State bank and opens wide, 
without competition of the Government or State banks, the issue 
department of the national banks, and compels every man to make 
obeisance thereto. The power to establish small banks of $25,000 
capital in country towns was provided by the original House bill, 
but has been totally abandoned in the Senate substitute, leavi 
the large banks in commercial centers to monopolize and con 
without competition. 

As for myself lamin favor of State banks. I believe in local self- 
government. National banks are not consistent with local self - 
government. They can bring about a panic at will by touching 
a button in the East, whose effect will be felt in the western or 
central portion of the country; can advance or lower the price of 
stocks and bonds at will, and destroy the price of property, and 
then bring flush times by ge Tomer and thus precipitate a penio 
at any time. That is one of the great objections to this bill. I 
believe in State banks, and I believe in repealing the 10 per cent 
tax upon their issues. 

Let them issue the money and have itat home, This bill is not 
local 1 but it is centralization in operation and 
effect. ith the State-bank system, based upon proper securities 
and under proper regulations, if a panic should occur it would be 
limited and less disastrous. 

This financial scheme in either House bill or Senate substitute 
contains no help, no relief, no aid, and no assistance to any class 
of le but the rich and influential. It is another illustration 
of “taki anay Ga him that hath not and giving to him that 
hath,” ing the rich richer and the poor parer; 

The motives which underlie a financial scheme so utterly desti- 
tute of public sanction and approval must be sought elsewhere 
than in that ‘‘ general welfare” for which this Union was created 
and its Constitution ordained and established. There existsin the 
public mind an apprehension that the last Presidential election 
was won not in the forum of argument and debate, but was 
wrested from the consciences and convictions of the people through 
their fears and apprehensions, and not by fair and legitimate 


means. 

The candidates and supporters of the Democratic party were 
held up before the people as a gang of socialists, red republicans, 
anarchists, and nihilists because their platform boldly declared 
against government by injunction” and refused to accept a rul- 
ing of the Supreme Court as final and conclusive against an in- 
come tax which previous decisions of the court had sustained. 

The Democratic party demonstrated to the people that with the 
mints of the United States open to the free coinage of silver as 


well as gold, the parity of the two metals would be self-acting and 


self-adjusting and no longer dependent on the provisions of a re- 
bet ii law. We advocated an abundant supply of good money, 
not ‘‘cheap” money, but a supply of metal money equal to the 
needs of the whole country, rather than the dear” money which 
a gold erage compels, a 

e, the Democrats, contended that property and the movements 
of trade should regulate the 8 of money rather than that 
the business of 75,000,000 industrious people should be handi- 
capped and cramped by a supply of money controlled in the in- 
terest of the manipulators of banks, trusts, and corporations. 
We, the Democrats, have stood and stand square to every wind 
that blows for both the silver and the gold coins of the Federal 
Constitution, and denied the authority of the Federal Congress 
to divorce the two metals. We held that the right of legal tender 
of either silver or gold coins was so secured by the Federal Con- 
stitution that it was without the power of Congress to make either 
coins the sole legal tender in business or trade. 

We, the Democrats, demanded that bonds payable in coin and 
bought with that knowledge on the part of og buyer should re- 
main redeemablein coin, at the option of the , when pre- 
sented for redemption. We, the Democrats, o the issue of 
interest-bearing bonds in times of e, and that carried the 
moral obligation that Con should neither create nor recognize 
the necessity for issuin mds in times of peace, whether they 
were to be payable in coin or gold. 

We accepted, as graciously as we could, the ruling of the Su- 
preme Court that under theconstitutional power to“ coin money” 
Congress could authorize the Treasury to issue notes as currency, 
and that it was a plain principle of political economy that a non- 
interest-bearing currency provided by the United States was pref- 
ene to the notes of national banks based on an interest-bearing 


nd, 

We, the Democrats, deprecated that financial servitude to 
London,” which this financial scheme inaugurates; and we be- 
lieved firmly that the United States, now recognized as the most 
powerful nation on earth and as the wealthiest and most pro- 
gressive people, could have and maintain its own financial policy 
of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and that there was no 
power, either material or political or commercial, that could 
make us afraid to pursue our own policy on our own convictions 
as to what was best for our own interest; we felt that this great 
country, with all its wealth and power, was able to stand alone 
and face the frown of any power, interest, or potentate. 

In that glorious pride of country we failed not before the reason 
and judgment of our fellow-citizens, but we succumb to what we 
believe to be the most stupendous fraud of the ballot and the most 
unprecedented deere that our patriotism and our pride of 
country would not keep from wreck and ruin this mighty govern- 
mental fabric, freighted as it is with the hopes and fortunes of 
our too patient people. 

This bill is the result of that defeat at the polls, and its patrons 
both in and out of this Capitol hope that its gold standard, its 
fostering care of national banks, its making an endless chain of 
bonds, its corralling of the greenbacks, and its manifest declara- 
tions that the Republican y is prone to give its aid to those 
who can return, in kind, the benefactions which this financial 
scheme distributes with a most liberal hand to e. rate wealth 
will find its recompense and reward in the to-day of 1900. I say 
to our friends the enemy on the other side of this Chamber, 
“ Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not what a 
day may bring forth.” 

hen the near-by canvass of 1900 lays bare the ugly questions 
which are shaping up to it; when the open policies and the half- 
concealed policies and the 8 J course of the present Admin- 
istration, having control of all branches of the Government, is 
held up before the calcium light of public criticism; when its 
new departure from doctrine long ered to and sanctified by 
being in platform after platform, as is shown by this bill; when 
employees who win bread by labor feel the weight of accumu- 
lated taxes; when the small commercial enterprises that have 
been crushed by combines under this Administration raise their 
ghostly forms as witnesses; when trusts, unprosecuted by this Ad- 
ministration, have become rampant and defiantly rear their im- 
perialistic crests, overawing trade; when the countless columns 
of countless millions of dollars expended by this Administration 
are made to confront the taxpayers in this 1900, it will be in order 
for the authors and promoters of this silver-killing bill toexclaim, 
“ Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not what a 
day may bring forth.” 

Mr. ALLEN. . Mr. President, the time is rapidly approaching 
when this measure is to be voted on, and whatever may be said in 
its support or in opposition to it must be said speedily. i have 
not had time to make as close an analysis of the measure as I had 
hoped to make, and therefore will not consume much time in dis- 
cussing it. It is so ey re from my ideas of what a 
great monetary bill should be that it is very difficult to find in it 
anything that commends itself to my judgment, 


1900. 


The money question—and I use the ec in its most en- 
larged sense—is an important question, I believe the most impor- 
tant before the American people to-day, and it will continue so 
until it is finally settled upon a sound, honest, and scientific basis, 

Iam an adherent of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 fo 1. If 
there be those who have heretofore advocated the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 who have receded from 
it, I do not know them and I am not of them. If the doctrine 
was good in 1893, it has been good every hour and every day from 
that time to the present and it will continue to be good through- 
out the ages; and no mere change in commercial or industrial 
conditions—ephemeral, false, and deceptive as they are—can 
change the conviction of the American people on the subject of 
the relation of gold and silver. No such fleeting change will ever 
close the eyes of the American people to the fact that there has 
been a studied, constant, and sustained effort on the part of those 
charged with administering the affairs of the Government to dis- 
credit silver and to injure the industries and the industrial clas es 
of our country, thereby to promote the interests of gold and the 
interests of the advocates of the gold standard. 

It is not pleasant to think that any man or any class of men 
charged with the legislation or with the administration of the 
Government would be so far 8 of their duty to the public, 
even to the humblest citizen of the land, as to be actuated by low 
and base motives; and yet I have never been able to bring myself 
to the belief that there was a lofty thought or motive or a pure 
Sel in the advocacy of bills such as the one now before the 

mate. The measure is wholly selfish, sordid, greedy, sinister, 
and untrue to the interests of the people, and, if put in operation, 
will bring to this country more distress, want, and suffering than 
all the wars and ilences and famines through which we have 
passed in our national history. 

Mr. President, permit me to say that I am not an advocate of 
silver because I believesilver to be better money than gold. I be- 
lieve it to be equally as good, but I advocate the use of both gold 
and silver. Iam not the advocate of either gold or silver, because 
I believe either of them to be better than pice money, for I be- 
lieve a well-regulated and limited volume of full legal-tender paper 
money to be as good as either or both. 

I utterly repudiate the idea that there is any such thing as com- 
mercial value in money as money, but I will not discuss that 

uestion. That has passed into a conviction with me long ago. 

t is not open to debate any longer in my mind. I believe it is as 
well established as is any other established fact, yet I realize that 
a great many men hold to the barbarous doctrine—the monstrous 
doctrine, I may say; the illogical doctrine—that we can not pro 
erly use anything as money unless the material upon which it 
stamped has a distinct commercial value equivalent to the value 
of money itself. 

I have heard repeated here, over and over in, that it is im- 
maces to create value by legislation. Ih the distinguish: 
mator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] proclaim it in this 


Chamber some years ago. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Never. 
ALLEN. The Senator now enters a denial. 


Mr. s 

Mr. ALDRICH, I never proclaimed any such doctrine, 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam rejoiced to know that he is improving. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I am not improving. 

Mr. ALLEN. And that he now occupies a different position 
from that occupied then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I never occupied such a position. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator now admit that legislation can 
affect values? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to get it on record. Let it be spoken 
loud ea that the RECORD may contain it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I never held any other position, and I never 

ressed any other opinion, here or elsewhere. 
r. ALLEN. In 1893, when we were discussing the bill to re- 
1 the 5 clause of the Sherman silver law, in which the 
onorable Senator from Rhode Island participated extensively, it 
was argued upon that side of the Chamber and by some upon this 
igg that there was no power in legislation to affect or create 
values. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing—to “create values.” 

Mr. ALLEN. No; itis not another thing. If you can affect 
values by legislation, you can create and destroy, use that is 
what it means. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well—— 

Mr. ALLEN. But, Mr. President, put that aside, I am glad 
to know there is progress even on that side of the Chamber, al- 
though it comes “pik 

Mr. SPOONER. ill the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 


Mr. SPOONER. The power to destroy does not involve the 
power to create. 
Mr. ALLEN. It may not 
XXXIII— 02 
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Mr. SPOONER. A potato bug can destroy a potato, but it can 
not create one. 78 ter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. 2. dent, I do not care to have the course 
of my remarks interrupted by matters that are calculated to cre- 
ate diversion. - 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. This is a serious question with me; it is not a 
laughable matter to those concerned. I do not like to be made 
the butt of jests of that kind. They have no place here. 

It was argued upon that side of the Chamber, and it was be- 
lieved, if not argued, by some upon this side, that there was no 
power in law to create or affect values. I now understand the 

eader of the Republican party, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
1 nimi that they were wrong in 1893 and that my position is 
t now. 
. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
I never occupied any such position in 1893, and I do not know o 
hrs upon this side of the Chamber who did occupy such a 
position. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have been pone ee the discussion of 1893, 

and I find by examining the RECORD that the Senator from Rhode 


I was about to say, before engaging in this side discussion, that 
that question seems to have been settled by those who formed the 
Constitution and adopted it; for Congress is by that instrument 
iven power to coin money and re, te the value thereof.” 
rtainly it must have been in the minds of those who framed the 
Constitution, and in the minds of the people who adopted it, that 
it was within the power of Congress to regulate the value of 
money, > 
What does ‘‘regulate value” mean? Can not regulation be car- 
ried to the extent of creating and destroying? To regulate” cer- 
tainly means to affect, to change, to move from one standard to 
another. If the value of money were a thing fixed by trade, then 
it was a work of supererogation in the fathers of the Constitution 
to invest that power in Congress. The power to control the vol- 
ume of money, to issue money, and to regulate its value is a sov- 
ereign power which no Government has a right to alienate or to 
abandon. You might as well say, if you havea right to turn 
this power over to the national banks or to private institutions, 
that the power to tax the people, which is also a sovereign power, 
may be farmed out to private individuals and exercised by the few 
to the detriment of the many, as it was in Rome at one time in her 


ed | history. 


The power toraise armies and navies, which is part of the power 
to make war, and essential to national preservation, is a sovereign 
power; yet Congress has as much right to turn over to private 
individuals and private tions the power to make war, to 
conclude peace, to raise armies, and to construct navies as it has 
to turn over the power to coin money and regulate its value. 

Whenever we concede that re has the right to abandon 
one of these powers to be exercised by private institutions or in- 
dividuals, we admit that Congress has the right to abandon all 
sovereign power and to turn over the Government in its entirety 
to private interests and to the few, and therefore, because this 
bill is an abandonment of the sovereign power to make money 
and to regulate its value, I am opposed to it. 

In 1893, when we were discussing the money question here, an- 
other argument was made by the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island; and I refer to him because he is the general tipstaff and 
major-domo of his party. That argument was that silver should 
not be coined on terms of equality with N because the silver 
barons would make money out of it, and all over the country that 
argument was used by the advocates of the gold standard. The 
said it would not do to coin silver on terms of equality with gold, 
because if we did the silver miners, the silver barons—they be- 
came barons after a time—would make money out of it. And we 
all recall the drivel that was sifted out from the hustings about 
the ee dollar, as though such a thing as a 50-cent dollar were 

e. 

How stands the argument in respect to this bill? Who is pro- 
testing upon that side agains turning over to the national banks 
the right to make, by the issuance of their currency and by the 
retirement of the different forms of paper money and silver, more 
money than the silver barons” in their wildest dreams ever ex- 

to make? It was wrong in the owners of silver mines in 
1893 to make money out of the people. So said our friends upon 
that side of the Chamber, It was wrong to put them where they 
were before thecrime of 1873; and it was a crime against civiliza- 
tion and against the rights of the men, women, and children of 
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this country, let it be sneered at gorbe or privately as it may. 
If it was wrong to coin silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 at that time 
because it would result in a benefit to a certain class of our citi- 
zens much greater in number than the beneficiaries of this bill, is 
it not for a like reason wrong in 1900 to pass this measure because 
its only beneficiaries will be about 3,500 banks? Lam not the 
enemy of legitimate banks. I realize as fully as any man the ne- 
pee of banks of discount and deposit. our complex civ- 
ilization they can not be di with; they are necessary. 

But when they perform those offices they perform every func- 
tion that properly pertains to legitimate banking, and when they 
are permitted to issue their notes as money they are invading the 
sovereign power of the ple of this nation. There is where I 
grew the line, and there is where I believe the people will draw it 

orever. 

Mr. President, this is a bill for confiscation. Our Constitution 
proves that no State shall * * * passany * law 

parng the obligation of contracts.” So the framers of the 
Constitution said. And yet this bill by its express terms impairs 
the obligations of all contracts, public and private. Now, is there 
any doubt about that? It may be said that while the Constitution 
prohibits a State from pasning JAWE impairing the obligations of 
contracts that it does not prohibit the nation; and I admit that 
technically that statement is true, 

Mr. S NER. There is a moral prohibition, asyay. 

Mr. ALLEN. TheSenator from Wisconsin very truthfully says 
there is a moral inhibition against it. Technically Congress can 
pass a law impairing the obligations of a contract and destroy the 
contract, because to impair its obligations means to destroy it in 
pero in whole. Is it wise for the Con to do that which the 

itution has prohibited the States from doing in this respect? 
If there is an obligation on the part of the legislatures of the sev- 
eral States of the Union to e the binding force of contracts 
and their obligations, does not that obligation extend to the nation 
as a political entity? Yet, by the express terms of this bill the 
obligations of contracts are to be impaired and violated. I will 
read section 2 of the House bill: 

of the United States for the en 

of money, now existing or 9 3 into, and all United: teas 
notes and Treasury n issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be deemed 
and held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as defined in sec- 
tion 1 of this act; and all other obligations— 

Note the words— 

blic and private, for the ent of money shall be performed in conform- 
ky with ipren established in said —— pe 

There it is, an unblushing provision, 3 the obligation 
of contracts. Mr. President, under the terms of that section it 
would make no difference that a citizen had entered into a con- 
tract poran in so many silver dollars or so much lawful money 


of the United States. He will find when this bill shall become 
a law that ev one of his obligations is transformed from an 
obligation payable at the time the contract was made in the 
lawful money of the country into an obligation to pay in gold 
gr the standard fixed by this measure. 
8 STEWART. Does that include all taxes? 
. ALLEN. Everything. 
Mr. STEWART. All taxes? 
Mr. ALLEN. All taxes. 
Mr. STEWART. Then what becomes of silver, if it will not 
taxes? 
ts ALLEN. It is gone. That is 3 the bill. I 
su the Senator from Nevada unders that. 


. STEWART. I do understand it, but I want to chip in 
here to make it a little more emphatic, The Senator from Ne- 
braska understands it; I want the public to understand it. It is 
very important to be understood that the silver dollar will not pay 


taxes any more. 
Mr. LEN. It out of the category of money. 
Mr. SPOONER. Senator is speaking of the House bill. 


Mr. ALLEN. Of both bills, only one is a little more artfully 
drawn than the other. Whoever drew the House bill had the 
courae of his convictions and was willing to take the responsi- 
bility for it, but the man who drew the Senate amendment had 
great craft and no moral courage. ; 

Mr. President, it embraces not only taxes but every obligation 


that a private citizen, or the United States, ora State government, 
or a municipality, can enter into. All of the vast y of indebt- 


edness, national, State, municipal, county, and private, is con- 
verted into a gold indebtedness, regardless of the terms of the 
contract creating that indebtedness. We have no assurance that 
this measure not become alaw. It has passed one body. It 
is here; and while the Senate committee have stricken it out, they 
have left the substance of it beneath the hidden folds of the 
skillfully drawn amendments that are presented here. 

Mr. President, I never expected to see the time come in the his- 
tory of my country when it would be guilty of spoliation—an act 
against the people which it ponu the States from doing. I 
doubtif there can be found in modern legislation so bold a decla- 


tation as that contained in this section, that all private and public 
contracts shall be payable in the standard created by the bill rather 
than in the money of the contract, and if there be a disparity be- 
tween gold and silver and paper money and the debtor is com- 
ed to pay in the dearer money, costing more sacrifice, more of 
property, more of his labor to obtain a dollar than formerly, 
what is that but confiscation? So this ought to be termed ‘‘a bill 
to conligeate the property of the people” rather than be named as 
it is. 

There is another thing about this bill which is vicious and in- 
excusable. It is a bill to perpetuate the national debt. 

Mr. TELLER. It increases it, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. To increase and to te it. Tomy utter 
surprise I heard a distinguished New England Senator say five 
years ago that it was never the intention of the railroads to pay 


the principal of their debt. I was so much rised that I rose 
at my desk and asked him if he ke seriously, and he said he 
did. I want to put a question to Senator from Rhode Island, 


who has this measure in charge, and to whose door much of the 
wrong it will inflict upon the people will be brought. Do you ex- 
to see this nation pay off its indebtedness? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly do. 

Mr. ALLEN. When and how? 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is a question which Isuppose every Sen- 
ator will have to answer for himself. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will it come in the lifetime of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator expect it? 

Mr. STEWART. The mode of paying it off under this bill is 
to provide for its perpetual increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Theexpectations of a man’s life are something 
as to which no man can answer with respect to time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam afraid the method of paying the debt will 
be very much like the case of a man I once knew who came to my 
office and said, I am gorig out of debt PINEN, rapidly. I paid 
$2,500 to-day. I will soon beout of debt.” said, How did 
you do it?“ He said, I gave a new note.” That is the purpose 
of this bill—to renew our debt. By a system of renewals, pleas- 
antly called refunding, the national debt has been perpetuated 
for nearly forty years, and according to the terms of this bill we 
are to issue bonds that will not mature for thirty years. Then 
when the time comes and they mature, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island and I shall have away and others are on the 
scene of action, they will find this Government in such condition 
that it will be impossible to pay the national debt, and it will be 
renewed, and the principal and interest will bear upon future 
generations as a heavy burden for endless time, That is the pur- 
pose of the bill. 

I have no hesitancy in declaring as my solemn conviction that 
it is the purpose of this bill to tuate the national debt; and 
its authors have no idea that the time will ever come when that 
debt will be discharged. So the 75,000,000 of our people and the 
millions that are to come are to be saddled with an interest-bear- 
ing, Ra national debt to eat up their substance in order that 
the idle few, the gold gamblers and the money sharks, may live, 
at the expense of the toiling masses, in idleness; and this because 
the Republican is the debtor of this class of people for 
a and financial favors past and present, and to be ondorea in 

e future. 

Have we come to the time in the history of this great nation 
when we can not rise above our sordid surroundings and say we 
will put national banks aside, giving them their proper consider- 
ation, and everything else aside, and legislate upon money mat- 
ters and upon other subj in the interest of all and in justice 
to all? It would seem that we have come to the ing of the 
ways, and to follow the direction marked out by this measure will 
lead to where the few are to have all the benefits of legislation 
and the many must bear its burdens. 

It is not an uncommon thing to hear men say that a national 
debt is a national blessing; and every once in a while you will pick 
up a paper or a magazine containing an article which attempts 
to demonstrate that a national debt is a national blessing, and 
that when the people are kept busy earning money to pay their 
taxes and the interest upon their debts, they are preven from 

tting together and agitating public questions and grumbling. 
F andeatand in some sections of the country it is held to be a 
crime to be an agitator. They look upon a man who is called an 
agitator as a man who is fit to be expelled from society and de- 
prived of his citizenship, 

I thank God I am an agitator. I delight in being called an agi- 
tator. Agitation is life, motion, energy, and success. If you 
point me to a man who is called conservative, I will point you to a 
man whose powers, mental, moral, or physical, are on the road to 
senility and decay. A man who does nothing and never thinks 


except when provoked by abnormal circumstances, who is satis- 
fied with himself; a man who does nothing and thinks nothing, or 
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ho thought and acted to thirty or forty years ago and quit think- 
ing or acting and has not engaged in the occupation since then, is 
of no value in this world and will not be inthe next. He is in the 
attitude of the minister's son when caught swearing. A man said 
to him, Ithought you were a preacher’s son; that your father is a 
Christian.” The boy replied, He is, but he has not been work- 
ing at his trade for a good many years.” 

A great many such men who claim to be conservatives have not 
had an intelligent thought pass through their minds in a third of 
acentury. They are mere inert matter, a drag, a dead weight. 
They desire to be considered conservative. It is more polite to be 
a conservative than an agitator, you know. Every evolution in 
mental and physical science, every discovery in the various de- 
partments of progress that has been made, has been through agi- 
tation and investigation. Agitation is investigation, and investi- 
gation is agitation. But the conservative gentlemen, who know 
nothing and think nothing and care for ear | except themselves 
and their particular friends, would have it understood that every 
man who does not believe as they do has pi water running in 
his veins, while their veins are surcharged with the finest and the 
purest aristocratic blood. So, Mr. President, I am an agitator 
when I assail the provisions of this bill. 

Here is the monstrous pu: of saddling upon the present and 
future generations of our country a debt they will never be able to 
pay, and there is no expectation of their ever being able to pay it; 
and yet a majority of the Senators, representing every State in 
this Union, will sit here silent and permit this crime to be con- 
summated without a protest, simply use the people will bear 
it and its burdens rather than rise against it, 

This bill not only creates a perpetual national debt, but it turns 
over the power of taxation to the Secretary of the Treasury. By 
it we abdicate that power, for when we say that the Secretary of 
the Treasury may issue Government bonds ad libitum, as he sees 
fit, as this bill provides, then the question of taxation to meet the 
interest upon those bonds is merely perfunctory, because the 

foundation for the taxation bas been laid by the mere caprice of 
an executive officer, and the taxation can not be escaped. 

Mr. President, who has asked for the p e of this bill? 

Mr. STEWART. That question never will be answered. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will never be truthfully answered in this 
world. Itmay be in the next, where it is said things are finally 
set right; and probably, after all, it is well that the Bible doctrine 
of the future rewards and punishments is not anra destroyed, 
and that the law of responsibility is to be eventually enforced 
against us. 

Who has asked for a change of the law? I defy a Senator in 
this Chamber to point to one petition asking for this change 
which has come before this body from what may be termed the 
people, as distinguished from the plutocrats—the common, plain 
people, as distinguished from the aristocracy of wealth that smells 
to heaven. Not a farmer or a farmers’ organization; no organ- 
ization has asked for its change except those or; tions that 
are influenced by the bank trust that sought to foist this measure 
upon the country some years ago. The people are silent about it 
because they know but little about it. They will experience its 
effects within the next year or two, when its provisions get into 
active operation among them. 

Mr. President, where was this bill framed? That is important 
to know. It was framed in 1897, at the Indianapolis monetary 
conference; not exactly in the language we find it here, but in 
substance. It was framed by a conference of national bankers 
and those interested directly in national-bank management. It 
was a self-constituted organization of financiers, like the Pod- 
snaps and Veneerings, who thought all financiering consisted in 
cent per cent, They met together in Indianapolis, I think possi- 
bly two years ago last January. They were not an official organi- 
zation. They came here and began swarming all over this city, 
barnstorming the White House and the halls of Congress to have 
this measure put before Congress and enacted into a law at that 
time; but the Republican party was a little too cunning to be 
caught at that time with this measure. They looked it over. 
“Suppose,” they said, (we put it into operation now, and it proves 
a boomerang before the Presidential election of 1900; it will do 
us more injury than good, and probably destroy us.” So the tariff 
question was put forward and discussed in 1897, and this measure 
was held back until the closing days of the present Administra- 
tion, that it might get into operation and the evil consequences of 
x> enactment could not be known until after the next Presidential 
election, 

I have not a doubt that for the first few months after this bill 
shall go into operation the thoughtless of the country will be 
induced to believe it is a measure of great value. The currency 
will be inflated like a balloon filled wit eas to the point of burst- 
ing; there will be apparent prosperity throughout the land; but 
when the time comes, as come it will, after the Presidential elec- 
tion is over and the enemies of the Government are enthroned in 
power for four years more, then will come the slow and deadly 


process of contraction; then will come ashes and ruin, bankruptcy 
and decay, to the nation and to our homes, and the great boa of 
our toiling, struggling, wealth-producing citizens, before the cam- 
paign, four years hence, will have been bound hand and foot by 
a Chali of indebtedness created by this infamous measure, from 
which they can never escape. And nobody but this so-called 
Indianapolis convention, the outward o ponm of the bank trust, 
has ever asked for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. President, I should like to have some Senator who knows 
all about this question—and there are many of them on the other 
side of the Chamber who think they do—tell me wherein bank cur- 
rency is superior to full legal-tender paper money issued by the 
Government. If itis superior, I should like to know it. I see the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island, and of course, being at the 
head of the Finance Committee and haying studied the matter 
thoroughly, he knows, and I should like to hear from him if he 
believes, and if so, why he believes, that bank currency is supe- 
rior to greenbacks or to legal-tender notes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I presume the Senator does not 
ask me that question with the expectation of an answer at this 
time. I will say to him, to relieve what seems to be a misappre- 
hension in his mind, that this proposed law does not change the 
status of either. It does not give to bank currency any additional 
rights or privileges over what it has at this moment. The Sena- 
a to feel as though we were doing something for the 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a harmless sort of bill, is it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should not describe it as harmless, but as 
beneficial. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator seems to think this inquiry is not 
germane to the discussion, and that there is nothing in the bill to 
provens the use of greenbacks or Treasury notes and different 

orms of Government paper money. War, Mr. President, the 
very p of this is to impound and destroy every green- 
back an 5 note and every form of Government 
pal r money. t has been the cry which has come up from the 
and bears of Wall street for the last three years, and has 

been even occasionally echoed from Princeton, if there is any 
life left there. The back is sought to be impounded and de- 
stroyed, and if you do not destroy it utterly and literally, why 
we are to build a wall around it by legislation, put it in a prison 
from which it can not escape, and let it die as the prisoner in his 
rayless dungeon dies to earthly things before the breath leaves his 


body. 

The very p se of this bill is to retire the silver dollar, the 
greenbacks, and the Treasury notes, amounting in round num- 
bers to about a thousand million dollars, and to turn over the 
field now occupied by them to national-bank currency for that 
amount or more, and that currency is to occupy the channels 
which have heretofore been filled by these different forms of Gov- 
ernment money. Whyshould that be done? The greenback has 
cost us nothing. There are men who are to-da y who have 
done business upon nothing during their DRN lives but upon 
greenbacks. They have known no other money. 

Mr. President, the back was the money that carried us 
successfully through tho struggle from 1861 to 1865. It was the 
money that preserved the life of this nation and permitted you to 
occupy that chair and me to occupy this desk, It is the sacred 
money of the common people, and now by this bill, without ex- 
cuse, it is proposed to destroy it. And destroy it for what reason? 
Destroy it that private corporations may have the power of issu- 
ing certificates of indebtedness of their own and forcing them 
into circulation among an unwilling people, and forcing the peo- 
pe to pay large sums of interest upon those certificates of in- 

ebtedness issued in the form of national-bank currency. 

Mr. BUTLER. Money that will support a nation in time of 
war certainly is the soundest money that a government ever had, 
is it not? Does the Senator think that any country could not sup- 
port itself in time of peace on money that would save the country 
in time of war? 

Mr. STEWART. Did gold ever do that? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. ALLEN, TheSenator from Nevada is right, as he is always 
jt on the financial question. 

. President, there is no history of a war in the last one hun- 
dred and fifty years where both gold and silver have not at the 
first opportunity gone out of sight during hostilities, and that was 
the case inthis country. This Government forced its soldiers to 
take $16 a month during the civil war in greenbacks for their 
services, money worth at that time about 33 cents on the dollar in 
comparison with gold. The greenback was in universal circula- 
tion among all classes of people, and now, forty years after its 
issuance, when there is no popes demand for its destruction, 
when the ps upon the other hand are clamorous that it shall 
be retained, the Republican party proposes to humble itself at the 
feet of this money power and give it the right to usurp the field 
so long occupied by the greenback, 
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There is not 
ber to invent a 
ceive the commonest American mind upon this subject. 


ity enough upon the other side of the Cham- 
eory or a respectable subterfuge that will de- 


Is there not an gin this measure that ap to the sense 
of honor and to the patriotism of legislators? e the vast mil- 
lions of men, women, and children to be bound like slaves and, 
under the provisions of this bill, turned over to be robbed by the 
financial concerns of the country? Will not some effort be made 
to G 7 that great calamity? 

. President, the Republican party professes to be and to have 
been the friend of silver. In 1888 the distinguished gentleman 
who now occupies the White House drafted the silver plank of 
the Republican platform, denouncing the Democratic party for 
an attempt to demonetize silver. In 1892 the Republican party 
declared in favor of both gold and silver as standard money. In 
1896 it declared in favor of international bimetallism and in favor 
of the gold standard until that could be brought about. 

What has it done to bring it about? Nothing, absolutely noth- 
ing. It may be said that under a law passed shortly before the 
close of the Fifty-fourth Congress a commission was appointed 
and sent abroad to negotiate international bimetallism, and so it 
was; but, Mr. President, when that commission went abroad, 
when they were in London, Berlin, and Paris, the Indianapolis 
conference was in session, doing its Joay work, and two hours 
before the close of the extra session of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
the President sent us a m e savine us to pass a bill along 
the lines pointed out at the Indianapolis conference before the 
adjournment of that session, 

efore I read from that message I want to emphasize the fact 
that when Con had agreed to adjourn, had fixed upon the 
date of final adjournment, and after that and within two hours 
or less of the moment of final adjournment, the President sent 
this m What did he say to us? Let me read it: 
To 5 Congress of the United States; se i 5 


Another question of very great importance is that of the establishment of 
d tem on a better basis, which I commented upon 
e following words: 
ion; our money is all good now, but 
its value must not further bethreatened. It should all be put upon an endur- 
ing basis, not subject to easy attack, nor its W to doubt or dispute. 
The several forms of our paper money offer, in m = gment, a constant em- 
barrassment to the Government and ril a safe balance in the Treasury.” 

Nothing was settled more clearly at the late national election than the de- 
termination upon the of the people to keep their currency stable in value 
and equal to that of the most advanced nations of the world. 

The soundness of our currency is nowhere questioned. No loss can occur 
to its holders. Itis the system which should be simplified and strenghtened, 
keeping our money just as good asit is now, with less expense to the Govern- 
ment and the people. 

A notable assembly of business men, with delegates from 29 States and 
Territories, was held at Indianapolis in January of this year. The financial 
situation commanded their earnest attention, and after a two days’ session 
the convention recommended to Congress the appointment of a monetary 


I commend this re to the consideration of Congress. 
1 ae rien gk Soon) receive — 1 of 8 at its special session. 
n postponed un: regular on. 
2 WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 24, 1897. 


ME COCR ELT What is the date of that message, and who 
it. 

. ALLEN, It is signed William McKinley, Executive Man- 
sion, July 24, 1897. I think it reached here, as I recollect it, 
about two hours before we adjourned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will theSenator allow me to ask him whether 
he understands that as recommending any system of currency 
legislation adopted by the Indianapolis convention, or only as 

opting the recommendation for the appointment of commis- 
sioners to investigate and report? 

Mr. ALLEN. would hardly say that the President of the 
United States would recommend the work of the Indianapolis 
conference unless he thought that work ought to be enacted into 
law. I hold in my hand the proceedings of that conference. I 
will not stop to read it, for it is long. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. They did not recommend any plan, I believe. 

Mr. ALLEN. They recommended the adoption of the gold 
standard. There is no question about where those gentlemen 
were and how they stood. They were in favor of the single gold 
standard and in favor of the retirement of greenbacks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand from the President’s. message, 
which the Senator read, that the Indianapolis convention recom- 
mended the appointment of a governmental commission to take 
into account all these questions; that that was what the President 
recommended and not any pian that was unfolded at Indianapolis. 

Mr. ALLEN, ell, Mr. President, that would not be my un- 
derstanding of the recommendation. I presume it is open to either 
of two constructions. But you will remember, as I do, that that 
commission visited this city and had copies of their bill in print 
and circulated it among members of the House and Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Not at that time. 


Mr. ALLEN. Before that time; I beg your pardon. I was a 
recipient of a call from them myself before that time. There will 
be no mistake as to what their purpose was or what the purpose 
of this conference was, 

Mr. President, it was understood then that this Indianapolis 
conference was a meeting of the agents and friends of the national 
banks who sought to destroy silver, the greenbacks, and the legal- 
tender notes, and I have yet to hear a man offer a reason for the 
destruction of either. They have served every purpose of money, 
Mr. President, they are money, as they circulate as a universal 
medium of exchange and are everywhere received for services and 
property and have the legal-tender quality, and such a medium of 
exchange is money, regardless of the material upon which it is 
impressed or stamped. 

Not one word has been said against the greenbacks in this 
Chamber, and this old friend the people have been familiar with 
for forty years is to be stricken down in the dark, not at their be- 
hest, not because the people called for it, not because they do not 
protest against it, but because the allies and the friends of the 

epublican party demand its destruction as a consideration for 
their support; and everyone of them will be found supporting 
the Republican ticket this year,as they have in the past. Mr. 
President, they will shed their gold in this contest as a patriot 
would shed his blood in a war for humanity and in defense of 
his country. 

The general subject of money I do not propose to discuss. As I 
said, that has passed into a conviction with me and is no longer 
epen to discussion. 

In 1890 the Republican party began to get a little uncertain in 
the halls of Congress on the subject of silver. It wanted to run 
with the hare and hold with the hounds, and it undertook to do 
so, but failed. It professed undying loyalty to the cause of bimetal- 
lism in its conventions and by the utterances of public men, while 
secretly in legislation it plotted against silver. it injected into 
the act of 1890 a stump speech in this language: 

It being the established 
metals on a parity with euch other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

That was an anomaly in legislation, and language of that kind 
is absolutely foreign to correct and honest legislation. It stands 
without a precedent in the history of our country to that time. 

But, Mr. President, it was a falsehood upon its face, and it 
ought not to have deceived any intelligent man. How are we to 
maintain a law of equality between {wo things when we strike 
down their hh Parity is a law of equality, and the parity 
between gold and silver referred to in that act was the debt- 
paying and purchasing power of these two metals when coined at 
a ratio. 


Since 1873, on all occasions and at every opportunity, the Re- 
publican party has stealthily stricken down silver, and that party 
alone is responsible for the condition of silver to-day. In 1893, 
when the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was repealed, a 
majority of ra ae Senators voted forthe bill. They had it 
in their power by voting the other way to have defeated that bill 
and save that clause, and it will not do now to crawl out of sight 
like a cuttlefish and say that Cleveland and his mere handful of 
rag, tae and bobtail are responsible for it. 

ut, Mr. President, the Republican party in 1893 did more than 
to re the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. They voted 
for the Democratic platform; and, with the exception of a few 


words omitted, this language occurs in the Democratic platform 
of that year: 


And it is hereby declared to be the icy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as stan money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality 
to be secured through international agreement or by such safe rds of leg- 
islation as will insure the maintenance of the ity in value of the coins of 
the two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the mar- 
kets and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further declared that 
the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establish- 
ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the mar- 
kets and in payment of debts. 


I have called attention to the fact that a commission was sent 
abroad shortly after the inauguration of the present Chief Execu- 
tive to negotiate international bimetallism. ere were, unfortu- 
nately, those who believed that this declaration, which finds its 
precedent in the act of 1890, was intended to be carried out. They 
supposed that it was made in good faith, and that as soon as the 
Republican was in power some steps would be taken to 
bring about international bimetallism. 

Now, Mr. President, turn back if you will to the time when 
that commission, composed of the junior Senator from Colorado 


[Mr. Wotcort], ex-Vice-President Stevenson, and General Payne, 
t was transpiring in this country at the time? 

At the precise time when they were abroad undertaking to nego- 
tiate an international agreement for international bimetallism 
this Indianapolis conference was in session, receiving the aid and 
comfort of the President of the United States; and at that time 


was abroad. 


licy of the United States to maintain the two 
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the present Secretary of the Treasury, for whose conduct the 
President is to be msible as long as he occupies the position, 
was before the other House with a bill in his en 
trying to commit the country to the single gold stan , accord- 
ing to his own evidence and as he expressly declares in his testi- 
mony, to a national debt payable in gold, that should never 
mature except at the option of the Government, and to a debt 
where the creditor should have nothing to say respecting the 
riod of its maturity. In his evidence before the Committee on 
inage, Weights, and Measures in the other branch of Congress 
he declared that it was his p to fix the gold standard more 
firmly upon the country; and he was doing that while our com- 
missioners were abroad endeavoring to negotiate international bi- 


metallism. 

The President was giving aid and encouragement to the pro- 
ceedings of the Indianapolis conference of monetary reformers (?), 
and the Secretary of the Treasury was before the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures of the Houseof Representatives, 
with a bill drafted by his able solicitor, of the same p and 
drift of the measure before Congress at this moment, undertaking 
to commit the country and his party to the gold standard. 

Why, sir, the commissioners were undermined at every step. 
Everywhere they went in Europe—as was said by the chairman of 
the commission, on their return, in a speech on the 17th of Janu- 
ary, 1898—they were met with the declaration by those with whom 
they sought to negotiate that the press of this country was de- 


claring that the policy of the Republican party was the policy of 
the gold stan ; that the President was giving enco ment— 
the ator did not say that, but that was the fact—to the adop- 


tion of the gold standard, and that the Secretary of the 

he did say that—had ap before a committee of another 

branch of Congress and advocated that the Government and the 

Republican party should be committed to the single gold standard. 

as there good faith in all this? Do you hope to make the 

American people believe that this was good faith and that the 

ublican party has sought in good faith to bring about inter- 
national bimetallism? It was a sham and a pretense. There was 
no purpose, no hope, no expectation when that commission went 
abroad that anything would come of it in the nature of an agree- 
ment for international bimetallism. It was only to comply ina 

55 way with the declaration of the Republican platform 

0 3 
But, Mr. President, the Republican party was not to stop when 

it failed to secure international bimetallism. According to the 

declaration in the act of 1893 I have quoted, it was to go on and 
secure bimetallism by legislation if it could not by an international 
ment. What has been done even in the way of introducing 

a bill to bring about the free coinage of silver in accordance with 

the declaration of the act of 1893? 

The Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Iowa 
voted for that bill. If you will turn to the RECORD you will find 
that they committed themselves to its provisions. They were 
bound, too, by the platforms of their party. What have you 
gentlemen on the other side done, or what has your done, 
to bring about bimetallism by legislation? I speak of the Sena- 
tors from Rhode Island and Iowa because they are in many re- 
spects their party. You had not done a thing until yesterday, 
when the Senator from Rhode Island, in the closing hours of this 
interesting discussion, introduced a pro amendment to the 
bill now before the Senate. I will read it: 

Amendment rted by Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to 
the bill (H. R. I) to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the 
parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, and for 
other purposes, viz: Add the following as an additional section: 


Src. —. That the provisions of this act are not intended to place any ob- 
stacles in the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, pro- 
vided the same be secured by concurrent action of the leading commercial 
nations of the world, and ata ratio which shall permanence of rela- 
tive value between gold and silver. 

It is not intended to obstruct, so the Senator wants the country 
to believe, the accomplishment of international bimetallism, when 
there is not a thought or e tation of taking one step to bring 
about international bimetallism and there never has since 
the return of the monetary commission in 1898 or even before that 
time, 

Mr. President, do you suppose, does any sane man suppose, that 
the people of the United States are to be deceived by this declara- 
tion? enever a court of last resort wants to overrule a decision 
and wants to 5 1 7 to be consistent with itself it always says in 
its opinion, This opinion is not in conflict with the opinion in 
the case of Smith vs. Jones in such and such a report,” naming it. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, speaking for his party, know- 
ing the inconsistency between the professions of that for 
bimetallism and the provisions of this bill, wants an official dec- 
laration made by the Senate that they do not intend to obstruct 
the obtaining of international bimetallism. It is not 8 
of obstruction. It is a question of what you will do. y does 
not the Senator in the use of his constructive genius invent some 


t | branch of Con 


method of bringing about international bimetallism? Why is not 


some bill or resolution introduced in this body or in the other 
to bring about international bimetallism? 
Why does not the Republican party do something except to sit 
silent upon this subject? 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose they mean they will not obstruct the 
effort of on ee to force it upon us. 

Mr. ALLEN, No; it is a mere cheap method of trying to get 
votes, and very cheap at that. 

This measure contains the single gold standard in all of its pro- 
visions and reduces all debts, public and private, to that standard. 
It fastens upon the country a perpetual national debt; and that 
man does not exist whose imagination is so fertile that he can 
foresee the time when the people of this country will be relieved 
from that debt. Yetin view of these See purposes of this 
measure, the Senator from Rhode Island wants the people to be- 
lieve that he is the friend of bimetallism; but the people will not 
be deceived. 

It is said in a Grecian fable that at one time the lion pretended 
that he was sick abed and wanted all his neighbors to come to see 
him. He is a very poor kind of a man who will not go to see a 
sick neighbor, and it isa poor sort of an animal who will not go 
to see a sick neighbor when asked to do so. The lion sent: 
cial word to the fox that he wanted him to come and see 
2 they had been rivals and there had been hostility between 


m. 

The lion made out that he was upon his deathbed and wanted 
a reconciliation with his rival before the hour of his demise came. 
The fox, it is said, relented; but when he called at the lion’s den 
he looked at the approach and he saw all the tracks going in and 
none coming out. Hundreds of animals had gone down into the 
den, but not one had come out. The fox did not pursue his jour- 
nay Cerner in his neighborly call upon the lion. And act pee le 

ill not be deceived by tracks like these seen upon this bi t 
Will lead to their utter destruction and not to their relief. 

Mr. President, will the Senator from Rhode Island point out the 
tracks that lead up from this bill to justice and equality amon, 
the people, and not try to deceive those whose backs are burden: 
with toil from morning until night, from year to year, and from 
decade to decade, into the belief that this measure is a good thing 
for them? It is a crime to take advantage of ignorance. Life at 
best is a ceaseless struggle from the cradle to the grave for the 
strong, and how much ter to the weak! The great millions 
are engaged in industrial pursuits and have little time to give to 
the consideration of measures like this and know nothing of them 
until they become laws. They should not be deceived. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator desire to conclude his re- 
marks this evening, or would he prefer to proceed to-morrow 


monie 
Mr. EN. I can finish in about half an hour in the morning, 
if that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator prefer to do that and let 
us have an adjournment at this time? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould prefer to finish my remarks in the morn- 
ing. if that be satisfactory to the Senate. 

. STEWART. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 3 
1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 7, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles, the reference of which was by unanimous consent 
changed from the Committee on Ways and Means to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution authorizing a tax upon incomes; 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) to amend the Constitution of 
the United States in relation to income and succession taxes; and 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 99) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to income tax. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 26. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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S. 329. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming—to the ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

; . 704. An act for the relief of the county of Custer, State of 
Montana—to the Committee on Claims. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LUMBER RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BELLAMY. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeast- 
ern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Lumber River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, 


. 

The bill was read. 
las 8 Is there objection to the present consideration 

t 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 wish o inquire eee 8 has been re- 
ported unanimously e approp: committee? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Wes, sir. j 

Mr. PAYNE. And it has the soporo of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Les, sir. It been submitted to and a 
proved by the Secretary of War, and it has also been favorably 
reported by the committee. It is very necessary for the people of 
our section of country that the bill should pass. The road has 
been completed on either side of the stream; the bridge is ready 
to be put up, the iron laid on either side, and they are now only 
waiting for the action of this House to legalize the structure, so 
that it may be finished. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was eT, y read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. BELLAMY, a motion to reconsider 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMPILED STATUTES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the 
distribution of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to 
committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 6, after “ insert and select.” 

Lines 7 and 8, strike out “ not now supplied therewith for its use” and in- 
sert on the requisition of the chairman of such committee, and to each 
—— of the several courts of the District of Columbia, on his written 
requ 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like the gentleman to state the 
effect of these amendments. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, I would say that these compiled laws of the District of 
Columbia have been already printed; a large number of copies 
are in the custody of the Secretary of the Interior, who_has writ- 
ten to me saying that there is no law at present under which com- 
mittees of the House and Senate can be supplied with these docu- 
ments, and that legislation of this kind is necessa: He sent me 
a joint resolution, which I introduced, which the House and 
went to the Senate. The Senate amended it for the reason that 
they desire, and the justices of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia desire, to be supplied with copies. That will take 
seven or eight copies. They also amend by saying that these 
copies are to be supplied on the requisition of the chairmen of the 
various committees of the Senate and of the House, In no other 

ct is any change made. 
he SPE R. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

DIPLOMATIO AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
Juge 80, 1901, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the Clerk may proceed to read by 


paragraphs. 

Mr. 8 ROTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Colorado rise? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. L wish to make a request. Yesterday morn- 
ing, at the time of entering into the Committee of the ole, 
when an agreement was about to be reached as to the limiting of 
the debate, I asked the gentleman who has charge of the time 
upon this side [Mr. DINSMORE] whether he had included in his 
calculation the amount of time that I had requested to use, and 
he stated that he had, Through some misunderstanding between 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] and the gentleman from 


e last 


Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], that time was not forthcoming. I 


would ke to have that time, forty-five minutes, for general de- 
bate this morning, if I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit that as a request 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Les. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the Committee of the Whole 
for forty-five minutes as in general debate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado is recog- 
nized for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, last week, I had occasion to 
offer some remarks, on what I deemed was the duty of this Gov- 
ernment, relative to the conflict now taking place in South Africa. 

On account of my time being limited, I was not able to finish my 
talk, and I therefore avail myself of this opportunity to do so. 

Since that time the treaty of The Hague has been ratified by the 
Senate, and so far at least, as this nation is concerned, is the law 
of the land. 

By that treaty, it is made the duty of the nations, strangers to the 
controversy, to mediate between combatants and suggest arbitra- 
tion of the differences between them. Theimplicationis plain that. 
upon refusal of such offer by one of the contending powers, the. 
moral sympathy of all the nations to the treaty will be with the 
one willing to comply with the terms thereof, and against the one 
refusing so todo; and, further, a moral duty exists on the powers 
at variance, to comply therewith, and thus carry out the evident 
object of the treaty. 

This duty to mediate exists in every case, e of the 
cause of the war. With how much greater reason, then, ought the 
United States to offer mediation, when a gigantic power having an 
empire of 400,000,000 inhabitants is about to crush two little Re- 

ublics, having a population, exclusive of the native tribes and out- 
anders. of less than 159,000 people and having standing armies, in 
times of peace, which aggregate less than 900 men. And how 
clear does it become our duty when the great power is waging a 
war of injustice and oppression, and the little Republics are 
attempting to maintain their liberty and independence, 

In my remarks last week I tried to demonstrate, that Great 
Britain had no more right to interfere with the internal affairs of 
the South African Republic, than has the United States. I showed 
by the language of the treaties between England and the South 
African Republic, that the little State was as free to manage its 
internal affairs as we are to manage ours, 

I further showed from the declarations of the Right Hon. Wil- 
liam E. Gladstone, Lord Derby, and Joseph Chamberlain himself, 
that no power was reserved by Great Britain tointerfere with the 
internal affairs of the Republic. 

I now want to take up a branch of the subject, as to whether 
Great Britain had a right to interfere with the internal affairs of 
the Republic, on account of the alleged grievances of its citizens 
or, as some people claim, in the interest of civilization, which in- 
8 an examination into the specific complaints of the out- 

ers. 

The right of a foreign power to make demands upon a nation, 
relative to its internal concerns, exists only when the liberty or 
property of the citizen of such foreign country is involved. And 
even in those cases, the violation of the right must be clear. No 
such right exists for political grievances, for the reason that there 
is no such thing as political rights in an alien. As soon as the 
alien is naturalized, he renounces his allegiance to his mother 
country, and terminates his relation therewith. 

The principal grievances of the outlanders, on account of which 
Great Britain has interfered with the internal affairs of the South 
African Republic, were five. 

I. 
THE NATURALIZATION LAWS OF THE BOER REPUBLIC. 


The outlanders complained, that the naturalization laws were 
oppressive, and they caused England to demand that those laws be 
amended, so as to permit citizenship upon five years’ residence, in- 
cluding past residence. 

The naturalization laws of the South African Republic had re- 
quired fourteen years’ residence, and that period, upon the com- 
plaint of the outlanders, had been reduced to seven years. 

In order to understand the reluctance with which the Boers 

ted liberal terms of citizenship to aliens, it must be remem- 
1 that upon the discovery of gold at the Witwatersrandt, 
thousands of fortune seekers po into the little Republic, and 
it was not long, before they far outnumbered the Boers, Itissaid 
that at the time of the commencement of hostilities, the ontlanders 
8 Ss than three times as numerous as the citizens of the 
ublic. 
© great mass of the outlanders, did not go to Johannesburg 
ee reside, but to stay there only until they made their 
f , when they expected to return to their native lands. It 
must not be forgotten, that the Boers had settled in the country 
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when it was a wilderness, inhabited only by wild beasts and say- 
age men; that their hardships and privations had been the most 
severe of any pioneers of modern times, and that they justly 
sioner they had the best right to make the laws and administer 
e same. 
It can readily beseen that to grant very liberal terms of citizen- 
ship, would result in the turning over of the Government to the 


outlanders; and as the English predominated among them, it 
would mean the transfer of the country to the British ire. 

It is not strange, then, that the Boers were reluctant give 
liberal terms of citizenship to the outlanders. 

Can we, the ple of the United States, believe that even the 
most illiberal of their naturalization laws, were not justified? Can 
we condemn such laws, when we have upon our own statute books 
a law, which even goes much further—a law which absolutely ex- 
cludes from our shores Chinese, unless they come for purposes of 
education or travel? If to have a fourteen years’ na tion 
law is repugnant to civilization, where do we stand with our ex- 
clusion act? : 

Sir, every government has the inherent right of self-preserva- 
tion and protection. We have exercised that right in the 
Chinese-exclusion act, and any other nation has the same right 
to preserve the independence and integrity of its government. 
But even upon this demand for naturalization on five years’ resi- 
dence, as unreasonable under the circumstances as it was, Paul 
Kruger yielded. 

But, Mr. Chairman, England contended that the law granting 


franchise upon seven years’ residence, did not give the right to 


vote for a member of the upper chamber of the Volksraad, nor for 
the oftice of President, and she demanded that full franchise be 
ven. Sir, with what grace does this demand come from Great 
tain, who does not give a naturalized, or even a native-born, 
citizen, a voice in the selection of the members of the upper cham- 
ber of her Parliament, nor of the chief executive of her Empire? 
A Government that recognizes the divine right of kings, and the 
zen only of the sovereign to appoint new members to the House 
of Lords, is not in a eee ve to insist u the extent of the fran- 
chise given by an in 1 nation to a foreign citizen. But, 
notwithstanding that, Paul Kruger yielded upon this point. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. My time is limited, but I will. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Colorado, 
if it is not true, that Great Britain also demanded, that lish 
subjects should have the right of franchise in the Transvaal Re- 
public, without relinquishing allegiance to Great Britain? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I was just coming to that. The most out- 
rageous of all the demands, was that made by Great Britain, that 
her subjects in the Transvaal on being naturalized, should not be 
8 to renounce allegiance to the Crown. 

hat nation on earth permits a naturalized citizen to retain 
allegiance to his native land? 

Does our Government permit it? No; we say as Paul Kruger 
said: If you help run the Government in times of peace, you must 
fight for it in times of war, even where the conflict is st the 
mother 7 5 Is there anything wrong in that? not 
England hersel 8 from every one of her naturalized subjects 
the renunciation of his allegiance to his nativecountry? Ofcourse 
she does. With what justice, then, can she demand a different 
course from the South African Republic? 

Upon this point, Paul Kruger said, to yield to this demand, would 
be a surrender of independence, and that he would never do. 

What lover of justice and fairness can fail to honor the old Presi- 
dent of the little Republic, for this determined stand? 


II. 
DEMAND FOR INCREASED REPRESENTATION IN THE VOLKSRAAD. 


The second demand made brors Britain, was that the Johan- 
nesburg district, should have ten representatives, in the legislative 
hony of the South African Republic. 

r. Chairman, upon what ground, did Great Britain predicate 
her right, to demand an increase of from two to ten representatives 
from that district, in the Volksraad? It was upon the ground that 
the outlanders own the mines at Johannesburg, and pay five-sixths 
of the taxes of the state. When was it, sir, that England became 
the champion of the principle, that taxation entitled a people to 
representation? It surely was not during the Revolutionary war, 
nor was it up to 1832, when she had 56 boroughs, having a popu: 
lation of less than 2,000 each, represented in Parliament 56 
members, while one district having as many inhabitants and as 
much wealth as the entire 56 boroughs combined, had only one 
re ntative in that body. 

ou all remember the terrible arraignment of the British Gov- 
ernment by Lord Macaulay, for the inequality it permitted in 
representation in the House of Commons. One borough, as I re- 
member it, was represented in that body for years, when it did 
not even have an existence. The territory had been encroached 
upon by the sea until it was entirely covered with water. The 
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only way in which a member of Parliament could be selected, was 
by ys skiff with two or three persons, who had formerly 
lived in the borough, rowing out to where the limits of the same 
once extended, and there holding a mock election for a representa- 
tive to the body that legislates for the British Empire. 

With what consistency does it become England, to demand full 
representation of a district in a foreign land, to the legislative 
body of that country, when it has been guilty of much grosser 
inequalities, and when it to-day refuses to give to Ireland, the due 
representation in Parliament, to which it is entitled? 

At the time the negotiations were going on between Joseph 
Chamberlain and Paul Kruger, relative to the differences between 
their countries, there was filed in the colonial office at London, a 
petition by 3,000 Dutch residents of British Guiana, which recited 
these circumstances: That there were 3,000 British subjects in 
British Guiana, and a like number of Dutch residents; that 
although most of the Dutch inhabitants were born on the soil, yet 
they were not entitled to hold an office, under either the execu- 
tive, legislative, or judicial branches of the government. 

Here was a grievance, much stronger than that which existed 
in the Transvaal, and yet this petition must slumber, as toitsown 
paias wae England must interfere in a less equitable cause ina 

oreign $ 

And yet, even as to this demand, Paul Kruger yielded, 

III. 
DEMAND THAT ENGLISH SHOULD BE USED IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
Mr. Chairman, another grievance of the Outlanders, was, that 


the schools aided by public moneys, wer® taught in the Dutch lan- 
guage, and hence their children had to go to private schools, in 
order to obtain an education, They demanded that the schools, 


also be taught in English. 

This demand was not that the English language be taught in a 
Dutch school, but that all the branches of the school course, be 
taught in English, as well as Dutch; in other words, that there be 
esta ar nglish public schools, at the expense of the Dutch 

ublic. : 

ir, what would we think of a demand from our Russian or 
Italian naturalized citizens, that a Russian or Italian school be 
established and maintained in our coun at public expense? 
Would there be a single American citizen, in favor of the same? 
Would we be subject to the criticism, that we are uncivilized in 
refusing such a demand? We must remember, that the lan 
of the rs, is as dear to them, as our lan is, to us. 0 
e take into consideration, the influence of a language upon a 
people. 

Such a demand, upon the South African Republic by the English, 
means a great deal more, than a similar demand from any foreign- 
ers, in our country, upon us. The Transvaal is almost entirely sur- 
rounded b; ee colonies. Ever since fifteen years ago, when 
Cecil Rhodes placed the palm of his hand across a map of the 
southern portion of Africa, and said that it was the dream of 
his life, that all that territory should be British dominion, there 
has been danger of the little Republic, not only bome oniy an 
nexed, but also absorbed by this mighty power. en the En 
lish, in such large numbers came into the Transyaal and openly 
advocated annexation to Great Britain, is it any wonder that the 
sturdy Boer, whose rights had continually been encroached upon, 
saw in the demand for the establishment of English public schools, 
the danger of ae the entire peonia, and the ultimate ab- 
sorption of their Government, <8 the lish residents. 

o one, it seems to me, in the light of their situation, can blame 
the Boers for refusing such a demand. 


IV. 
TAXATION OF THE OUTLANDERS. 

Another ground of complaint on the part of the outlanders, was 
that they were taxed enormously, because they owned the mines 
of the Transvaal. 

It is claimed that five-sixths of the taxes of the South African 
Republic, are pt by the British subjects and corporations. I 
prasama that is true. But, Mr. Chairman, the reasen they pay 

t proportion of the taxes, is because they own five-sixths of the 
property in that country. The laws of that Republic are uniform, 
and the taxes are imposed upon the net products of all mines, irre- 
spective as to who own the same. 

The Outlanders came to that country and bought from the 
Boers, for a song, some of the richest mines in the world, and un- 
der the laws of that Republic, located others, at a nominal cost. 
ee the state not get a revenue from this great source of 
wea 
The Transvaal is a barren country; its plains are arid; its soil 
is not fertile, and its only source of wealth,is its diamond fields 
and gold mines. The Boer loves his country, and looks forward 
to the building of a great commonwealth there. He knows that 
in order to do so, it is necessary that great institutions should be 
founded, requiring immense revenue, that fine public buildings 
and vast internal improvements must be constructed, at enormous 


1624 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 7, | 


cost, and a large military establishment maintained to command 
t in that part of the world. 

e sees that most of these diamond fields and gold mines have 
passed into the hands of a few corporations, whose directors and 
officers nearly all are citizens of, or reside in other countries, and 
have no common interest, with him, in building up a great repub- 
lic in Africa. He sees the only wealth the country possesses, be- 
ing daily exhausted and shipped to foreign lands. 

ead of the proceeds returning to his country, he finds this vast 
wealth is used in buildin: — bebe structures in foreign cities 
and gorgeous palaces on the shores of the Mediterranean Sea. 
the meantime he still lives in poverty, in his unpretentious cottage. 
Is it any wonder, sir, that he feels that such wealth, before it is 
entirely exhausted, must be made to yield at least a part of the rev- 
enue, with which to build his great ublic? 

The tax imposed by the Boers, was 23 per cent upon the profits of 
the mines. It is an output profit tax, not a tax on the mine. When 
we take into consideration, that one company declared dividends 
to the amount of 675 per centin one year, and another corporation 
made a profit of over $2,000,000 in twelve months, out of ores dug 
from Transvaal soil, is it possible that they should not contribute 
a paltry 24 per cent, to the maintenance of the Government and 
the upbuilding of the State? 

But, Mr. „it comes with ill grace from English citi- 
zens, to demand a lower tax. Great Britain has a colony on this 
continent—the brightest one in her crown—Canada; yet when 
an American goes to British Columbia or the Klondyke region to 
mine precious metals, he must not only pay 24 per cent but 10 per 
cent of the profits of the mines. If it shows an utter lack of civi- 
lization to Impose a 2} per cent tax, how much greater lack of 
civilization is shown by the imposition of a tax four times that 
amount! 5 


THE DYNAMITE CONCESSION. 

Another com tof the English outlanders was, that the South 
African Republic granted a concession to a company, for the ex- 
clusive manufacture and sale of dynamite and other Sapl 
which paid a large revenue to the State, and resulted in doubling 
the price of dynamite in that country. 

As dynamite was used very extensively in the mines, which were 
mostly owned by the English, it operated as an additional tax on 
the British co tions and subjects. 

But, sir, has Great Britain been free from the granting of con- 
cessions? Does her past history not show innumerable instances 
of such grants? And did she then regard that such conduct, on 
her part, relegated her to the position of an uncivilized nation? 

As reprehensible as the ting of such concessions may be, 
let us see whether the South African r has any reasons, 
peculiar to her situation, for justifying such an exclusive privilege. 

It must be remembered, that dynamite, is perhaps the most vio- 
lent explosive known to man; that large quantities of it and other 
explosives, in the hands of the enemies of the country, might be 
used to accomplish the destruction of its armies and citizens, and 
the overthrow of the Government itself. 

The situation in the Transvaal was very peculiar. A forei 

pulation, com: largely of English—the old enemies of the 

rs—seemed ost instantly, upon the discovery of the mines 

at Johannesburg, to take possession of the country. They largely 

outnumbered the citizens of that Republic. They had scarcely 

taken up a Lean ait tty before they began to openly advocate 
annexation of the territory to the British Empire. 

In 1890, Paul Kruger, the President of the Boers, visited the 
magic city of Johannesburg. While there, the flag of the South 
African Republic, which floated over the public building of that 
city, was pulled down and torn to shreds. 

n another occasion, upon the arrival at Pretoria of Sir Henry 
Loch, the British high commissioner of South Africa, President 
Kruger went to the station to receive him. The two were hur- 
ried into a carriage, the box was mounted by two men who un- 
furled the union jack, the horses were removed, and a large 
crowd of men drew the carriage through the streets of that city, 
singing Rule Britannia“ and God save the Queen.” Presi- 
dent e rotested violently against such an insult to him and 
his country, but all in vain. 

A few years later, in 1896, a conspiracy was organized by Cecil 
Rhodes, Dr. Jameson and others to overthrow the Republic and 
place the Transvaal under the dominion of Great Britain. They 
armed a large force and attempted to seize Johannesburg and take 

ion of the Government. 

It was called the Jameson raid. The Germans and other mixed 

ulation of the Rand, refused to join in the war, and hundreds 
of English and Cornish residents fled from that city. Dr. Jame- 
son called his countrymen who fled poltroons and cowards, and 
said that Johannesburg thereafter would be known as Judas- 


burg.” 

The raid failed, because of the valor and vigilance of the sturdy 
Boers, in defending the independence of their country. A battle 
was fought. and the English were defeated and captured. Instead 


of hanging the prisoners, as the Boer Government had a right to 
do, they were handed over to Great Britain, to be dealt with by 
that nation, as its conscience should dictate. 

Is it any wonder, Mr. i , that this little Republic, in 
order to protect itself against such a numerous enemy, within the 
limits of its own land, should have desired to maintain the most 
perfect control, of thesale of dynamite and other explosives, within 
its jurisdiction? Can it be blamed for wanting to keep the exclu- 
sive sale of such explosives, in the hands of a friendly company, 
which would not dispose of the same, except for legitimate mining 


In pa , and where the most perfect inspection could be made 


y the Government, as to the sales, and as to the character of the 
persons, purchasing any large quantity of the same? 

Subsequent events have demonstrated, that if no restraints had 
been imposed upon the sale of dynamite and other explosives, to- 
day there would be in the field, in the very heart of the Transvaal, 
an armed force of British outlanders, which would threaten the 
destruction of the armies of the South African Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, these ars the principal grievances, of the Eng- 
lish outlanders, against the Boer Republic, The had come to 
earn a living, that they could only make with difficulty, in their 
own land. ey made money, and many of them made fortunes. 

In view of their own disturbing actions in a foreign country, 
have they a single complaint of wrong well founded? 

The subsequent conduct of the outlanders themselves, has dem- 
onstrated that their grievances were more imagi than real. 

War exists between Great Britain and the South African Re- 
public, and yet nearly all the outlanders, other than of British 
nationality, not even content to remain neutral, have joined the 
army of General Joubert and are fighting heroically for the flag 
of the little Republic. Even the English outlanders themselves, 
are not found large numbers, in the armies of Great Britain; 
and yet if they had suffered oppressive wrongs. all of the out- 
landers, of all nationalities, would have been in the ranks of Lord 
Roberts and General Buller. 

What fairer proposition to England, as a last resort, could have 
been offered than that proposed by President Kruger, to submit 
their differences to arbitration? And yet it was rejected by the 
89 5 7 President Kru tired of yieldin: hi 

en, sir, iden ger, tired of yielding specifically to the 
details of the demands of the British Government, in 8 
tones, ever to be remembered by his countrymen, said, I will 
yield all, all, all, except independence.“ 

A close examination of the causes of this war, shows conclu- 
sively, that it is a war of oppression and greed on the part of Great 
Britain, and a war for the maintenance of liberty and independ- 
ence, for the defense of homes from foreign invasion, on the part 
of the South African Republic. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 
A Ay RAY of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Colorado has evi- 
dently satisfied himself and 8 many others that England is 
all wrong in this matter and that the Boers in South Africa are 
all right. Now, I want toknow what remedy he proposes. What 
does he want the United States to do? Does he want us to inter- 


fere? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. No, I do not want any armed intervention. 
I want the United States simply to exercise the prerogative and 
rivilege given to it by the article of the treaty of The 
ague. That article provides that powers strangers to the con- 
troversy, even during hostilities, upon their own initiative, should 
mediate between the contending powers with a view to a peace- 
ful solution of the differences by arbitration. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, right there. 
That Hague treaty which you speak of has not gone into force 
and effect, has it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand it was ratified by the Senate 
of the United States on yesterday. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But it is not in force until ratifica- 
tions are exchanged between the different governments, is it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know the exact condition of it, but 
I . that it must have been ratified by several of the 
nations, if not by Great Britain herself, as she has had a Parlia- 
ment in session since the treaty was signed. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you know of any such thing? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not; but I apprehend that every nation 
whose representative signed that treaty could not consider as an 
unfriendly act that which international law has never regatded 
as an unfriendly act. It is true that the United States before the 
signatures of its representatives reserved the right of the United 
States not to interfere in the internal affairs of Europe; but that 
ya only a reservation on our part, and mediation is not inter- 

erence. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Has the English Government asked 
for our offices in this matter? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; and perhaps she never will. 
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: Mr. RAY of New York. Has the Transvaal Government made 
such a request? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It has not; but let me tell the gentleman 
that whenever either one of those nations 

Mr. RAY of New York. If there is a treaty which is in force, 
if the Hague treaty applies, will it not be time enough for this Goy- 
ernment to act when the English Government or the Transvaal 
Government, one or both, asks for our good offices? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I want to say to the gentleman that our 
Government will not recognize diplomatic agents from the South 
African Republic, and hence there is no means for that Republic 
to ask for our mediation. : 

But there is much less cause for offense when a nation, acting 
independently, offers mediation than if we wait until one asks us. 
Then it will appear as if we were taking sides with the one that 


asks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What effect do you think this action that 
you propose on the part of our Government would have upon our 
ideas of the Monroe doctrine? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Towa, that if intervention were made by our Government, it might 
interfere with the Monroe doctrine; but where mediation is ex- 
tended, it is simply a request that the parties submit their dif- 
ferences to arbitration, not to be followed by force if refused, 
but simply relying upon the moral effect which would surely 
follow, namely, that the sympathy of all the nations, parties to 
the rast, P treaty, would be upon the side of the one, offering to 
arbitrate and against the one, refusing so todo. No nation, that 
is a party to that treaty, could equitably refuse to comply with 
such offer of mediation. 

Mr. Chairman, although the Boers have been successful so far 
in this conflict, I feel that the British arms will triumph in the 
end. They can not withstand the unlimited resources and innu- 
merable men, which Great Britain can use in this war. And un- 
less some of the powers, bound by the provisions of the treaty 
of The Hague, come to the rescue, you will find that in the end 
there will be a total annihilation, of the brave, honest people of that 
little Republic. 

Should not the Administration, at least, use this power to estab- 
lish peace between these nations, and thereby prevent the further 
destructive results of a bloody war? [A l 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will anil the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ScHEDULE A, 
SALARIES OF AMBASSADORS AND MINISTERS. 

Ambassadors extraordinary and pleni niey to France, Germany, 
Great Britain, Mexico, and Russia, at $17,500 each, $87,500. 

i Mr. as hha site Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
ast word. 

I have listened with great interest to the speech of the gentle- 
man from Colorado upon a subject that is not before the House, 
that is not before the country, and, so far as I know, can not be 
before the country upon this measure. I wish the gentleman had 
stated for the benefit of the country, because certainly his speech 
was not made for the benefit of the House, whether either of the 
contending parties in South Africa has asked of this Government 
any interference; whether the Boer Government has requested 
our Government to in any wise interfere by any su tion to 
Great Britain, or whether Great Britain has made a like or any 
suggestion to our Government upon the subject? 

Nr . SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I am putting a question to you. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I could not hear it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My question is whether one of the con- 
ore, 8785 75 has asked of this Government any interference. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. They have not. Iso stated in my talk. But 
the third clause of The Hague treaty says that powers a 
to the controversy should upon their own initiative offer medi 
tion to both parties.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But that treaty has not been exchanged 


yet. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. It was ratified, I understand, by the Senate 
on yesterday. 
r. GROSVENOR. But the ratification has not yet been ex- 
changed, We do not know what may happen before that is done. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. But the moral effect would be the same. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But Iwant to go a great deal farther than 
the gentleman has. I sympathize with every nation strugglin 
for liberty, and I hope that my countrymen here on this floor wi 
age patient attention for five minutes to a few suggestions I want 
make, R to those made by the gentleman from 
Colorado. ere was a little, ble people in Europe known 
as the Finlanders. Their nationality has n wi out and 
destroyed. A greater outrage, in defiance of human rights, was 
never perpetrated, unless, perhaps, it was the destruction and dis- 


memberment of Poland; and the statute of limitation never runs 
against a crime like that. Russia was engaged in that; the other 
nations of Europe stood and looked on at that. 

Not only so, but recently the Greeks were sat down on by the 
Turks, and a terrible outrage, in my judgment, was perpetrated. 
The overwhelming power of a semibarbarous nation was brought 
to bear to crush the life out of little Greece, and it was humiliated, 
taken possession of by foreigners, and finally subjected to the dis- 

ful and degraded position of a power without any power of 

independence or self-control. Then the Armenians were mur- 
dered by the Turks, and all the nations of the world stood by and 
looked on; and my friend from Colorado, so far as I remember, 
was absolutely silent. Now, I have in my Congressional district 
some Finlanders; and I want to speak a word for the Finland- 
ers—and I have Greeks in my district, and I have Armenians in 
my district. [Laughter and applause. 

have in my Congressional district, Mr. Chairman, some Hun- 
garians, and I want to know by what authority Austria has 
squeezed the life out of the glorious independence that H 
had under Kossuth and the great leaders of that day. [Renew 
laughter and ener I have some Polacks in my district, and 
I call the attention of the gentleman from Colorado to the fact 
that the blood of Pulaski, the brave Pole who fell at Savannah in 
the defense of American li , has never yet been avenged; and 
Poland has been destroyed, and the men of my district look to me 
to vindicate the integrity of their country. [Renewed laughter 
and applause.] Not that alone. If I had time but I donot wish 
. upon the time of the House—I could name several 
others. 
he HOPKINS. And Germany took Alsace and Lorraine from 

nce, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And then came this great nation Ger- 
many, that in the great struggle among nations in many cases isa 
leader; but in the same way it took those two beaut provinces 
of France, Alsace and Lorraine, and took those people away and 
carried them over to a country that they do not belong to, and 


here we are standing silently by. God Almighty is looking at us. 
Ne aoe and applause. | hy donot we go and defy Germany? 
And Mr. Chairman, there are Germans in my district, there are 


Frenchmen in my Congressional district. [Great laughter and 
applause.] There ought to be something done about this. 
8 ROTH. Has there been a single word 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
auner i : 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have five minutes more, and I will not trespass any 
more on the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to have five minutes more time, Is 
there objection? 1 a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

he : FROTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not; there is nothing to answer. 
Nobody can answer that any more than I could have answered 
the gentleman’s argument. [Laughter.] It was a terrible humil- 
iation to France when the German army came there and marched 
its victorious columns through the Baas Arche de Triomphe at the 
head of their beautiful street, the Champs Elysée, and camped in 
the woods of Boulogne and destroyed that magnificent forest, then 
went to the various historical places at St. Cloud and Fontain- 
bleau and desecrated the temples of French history. It was an 
awful thing, and we stood by and never said a word, and there 
are Frenchmen in my Congressional district. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, let us rise to the occasion. Let us appoint a 
commission—I would suggest a commission of 25, not more than 
13 of which shall Meta, to any one of the parties in this House; 
their salaries ought to $20,000 each per annum—and let that 
commission go forth to the world and see what has been done 
wrong, and wherever a wrong has been committed against any 
people let them come back and report to this House whether 
any of the members of this House have any of those people in 
their Congressional district, and if they have, let us go to war at 
once and exterminate them. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have two minutes. 

Mr. HITT. I object. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I only ask for two minutes, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. Mr. Chairman, I have just taken from the post-office the 
Bridgeport Post, in which I find this quotation, taken from a 
speech of Mr. Bryan in the city of Hartford the day before, 

It is as follows? 

QUEER COMPARISON. 


The speaker early reached the money question and announced his inten- 
ten of as ing straight to the financiers of This splendidly wealthy city 
of Hartford.“ 

I am conservative,” he said, “and I am more conservative than Jesus 
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Christ, who drove the money changers out of the temple because they made 
it a den of thieves. 


th of riches choketh down the truth.’ 

“Tf I could touch u but one question in Hartford to-day I should choose 
the money uestion. manciers of Hartford, do not imagine that you can 
Ow rhe subject of free silver occupied the speaker’s attention for an hour, 
after which he dealt exhaustively with the other issues in his usual manner, 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to that single quotation 
that the capitalists of Connecticut are the working men and the 
working women of Connecticut, and that the foundation of their 
capital is their energy, their thrift, their economy, and their indus- 

They want no Mr. Bryan to prescribe the financial basis upon 
which their wages shall be paid. I want to say, furthermore, to 
the people of Connecticut from this standpoint, and to the people 
of the country, that they want no such . as I Hold in 
my hand, presented authoritatively by one of the leading Demo- 
cratic members of this House. 

I will read it to you in a moment that the country may see, and 
the f men and the working women of Connecticut may see 
what would be in store for them if this man, who is more con- 
servative than Jesus Christ,” was in power and authorized to 
carry out this proposition. What is it? An entire repeal of all 
national banking laws of the country and substitution of legal- 
tender Treasury notes. How issued? Under the ons to 
be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that is all there is 
of it. Talk about trusts—talk about money trusts! The entire 
money issue of this country to be placed absolutely, without re- 
straint, under the control and direction of one man, to be issued 
and withdrawn at his will! This is the diet that the Democratic 
party p to hold out to the people of this country in the 
next Administration, should they be successful. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is there any method of redemption provided? 

Mr. HILL. No method of redemption, no method of with- 
drawal, no method of issue; simply legal-tender Treasury notes 
shall be issued at the will and dictation of the Secretary of the 

of the United States, issued and withdrawn at his caprice; 
and this bill was introduced by one of the leading Democratic 
members of this House, not only a leading Democrat, but one of 
the oldest. 

A MEMBER. Who is it? 

Mr. HILL. Judge MCRAE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me 


fora 1 
Mr. HILL. I haye concluded my remarks, and they ought to 
convince anyone. ughter. } 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Mr. SHAFROTEH. 
two words. 3 { 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition is already pending. The 
thaws i baled recognize the gentleman in opposition to that motion. 

aughter. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
has attempted to turn into ridicule what a vast number of people 
think are violations of liberty and violations of solemn covenants 
on the part of Great Britain. He pretends to think that I have 

ken on what I conceive to be the duty of our Government in 

e Transvaal conflict because that I may have some persons from 
Holland in my district. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of a single 
person from that country that resides in my district. If they ure 
there I do not know them. When liberty is being destroyed and 
independence violated anywhere in the world, I can not see why 
it is a crime to mention it in this House. Nor will the gentle- 
man’s ridicule prevent all people who love justice and right from 
sympathizing with the brave, God-fearing people of the South 
African Republic, - 

The gentleman intimates that I want to declare war against 
Great Britain. Have I said anything in the course of my remarks 
that can be construed in that manner? Have I not said that there 
is one duty, and but one, for us in this matter, and thatis to offer 
mediation? And have I not shown by the article in The Hague 
treaty that that is not only proper, but is enjoined upon the na- 
tions strangers to the conflict as a duty? 

That treaty is before me. It uses the word should“ mediate. 
The gentleman says there have been various countries that have 
committed outrages, and there have been various wars, and that 
we did not intervene. Weare not asking for intervention. We 
are asking for mediation. 

But I want to say to the gentleman that there has been hardly 
a war—not many, at least, in the nineteenth century—when some 
nation has not only mediated, but has actually intervened. In 
the Crimean war there was intervention; in the Turko-Russian 
war there was intervention; in the Austro-Prussian war there 
was intervention; in the Franco-Prussian war there was interven- 
tion; and more than that, they were interventions which produced 
good results, without a resort toarms. The Russian army was 
within one day’s march of the capital of the Ottoman Empire 
when it was stopped by an intervening power. Intervention is 


far different from mediation. Isit possible that we will not make 
some effort to have the contending nations arbitrate their differ- 
ences and thereby stop bloodshed and destruction? 

rr hats ALDEN SMITH, Will the gentleman allow me a 
question 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I can not yield; I have but a minute or two. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just one moment. Does the gen- 
tleman know that mediation has not been offered? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not know. If it has been, God bless 
the man who has offered it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Why does the gentleman make his 
statement so strong? Does the gentleman know it has not been? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mediation is not ordinarily offered 
with a brass band, but through the regular channels of diplomacy. 
The parties might a it and the Government be placed in a 


most eee ght. 
e EROT . Will the gentleman assert that it has been 
offe 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, I know that the kindly offices of 
this Government are at the disposal of both or either of the par- 
ties in this conflict. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman answer the question 
whether he thinks that mediation has been offered? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not represent this Govern- 
ment in Great Britain nor in the Transvaal. But I do believe that 
Ihave as much right and more authority to assert that our friendly 
offices are at the disposal of those contendi ies whenever 
they ask it than the gentleman from Colorado to assert that 
our position is one of hostility, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not say that. I simply say, here are 
the provisions of the treaty which says that it is the duty of some 
nation, strangers to the conflict, under these circumstances to 
offer mediation. If the United States has offered it, God bless the 
United States. That is all I have to say. If Germany, or France, 
or any other nation has done it, well and good. Such a measure 
is in the interest of , in the interest of humanity, in the in- 
terest of stopping bloodshed and the destruction of human life. 
And the step ought to be taken by some power. Whether in 
Europe or this country makes no difference. 

Ido not make any accusation as to whether the President is 


acting properly in this matter. I know that the Chief Executive 
of our country has grave repona uea resting upon him and 
must be extremely careful in ing with the questions presented 


to him. But it seems to me that at some time, before there is a 
total annihilation of the people fighting in that 8910 5 some 
Government—the United States, if no other should through 
mediation ask these countries to settle their differences by 
arbitration. 

ee the hammer fell.] 

he CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 

g io general at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $5,000 each, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether these consuls-general at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro 
have any additional compensation provided by law beyond that 
appropriated here? 

. HITT. They are restricted by the law to this exact sum as 
compensation from the Treasury. As Government officers they 
are allowed to perform notarial acts and to render unofficial serv- 
ices to citizens of the United States, for which those citizens can 
pay them, and they retain the money thus received; but all fees 
paid to them for official services as consuls of the United States 
they have to turn into the Treasury. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have seen it stated in the newspapers that 
these consuls-general at London and Paris are in receipt of an 
annual income vastly greater than that of the President of the 
United States. I will ask my friend whether there is any way in 
which the fact as to that matter may be ascertained? 

Mr. HITT. The eee gmae at London receives the salary 
indicated in the bill—$5,000; and during the year ending June 30, 
1898, he received for services, notarial and otherwise, 87, 323.70. 
Besides that, he was entitled under the law to one-half of the fees 
collected at the consular agency at Dover, amounting to $17.50, 
his proportion being one-half of that sum. Out of these amounts 
he had to pay a considerable sum for clerical service, because the 
acts enacted by Congress in past years have not provided sufficient 
clerical force to discharge the enormous business at the great 
consulates, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What are the facts as to the fees at the 
consul-general’s office in Paris? 

Mr. . In Paris last year the consul received the salary in 
the bill, $5,000, and in addition, for notarial and other services, 
there was paid the sum of $8,376. There are no consular agencies, 
and that was all that he received. It should be stated, in justice 
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to these officers, that the business of that office is so vast that the 
fees paid into the Treasury from the Paris consulate last year were 


Mr. HITT. As to Rio Janeiro, about which the gentleman also 
inquired, I will say there is almost nothing in the way of notarial 
fees. The amount received by that consul last year was $372 and 
one-half of $290 from agencies. À 

I ought to add, in explanation of the popular impression, that 
there has been some basis for that impression in the past. For- 
merly these fees were very much greater than they are now. The 
indirect income of the consul used to be a great sum of money, 


and a few years ago our committee brought in a measure here 
that cut off two-thirds of that income, so that the income of all 
those great consulates is very much reduced. Everybody has 


heard of Hawthorne, and how that great literary man went over 
as consul and a fortune dropped into his lap at Liverpool by these 
vast fees. There have been other instances of large fees, as in 
London, Belfast, Sheffield, etc.; but those fees have been cut down, 


as I have just stated. 

Mr. DOLLI VER. Isuppose the notarial fees, outside of the offi- 
cial consular business, are regulated by local laws. 

Mr. HITT. The notarial fees are regulated by an order of the 
State Department, which fixes in a schedule the amounts acitizen 
can be required to pay for notarial services, as in taking an ac- 
knowledgment of a deed, or certifying toa will. That is all set 
forth in an order of the State Department, which requires the list 
of fees to be kept posted in the consulate. 

Mr. DOLLI I make that inquiry for the reason that one 
of my constituents has complained to me that he was compelled 
to pay, I think, four dollars and a half for a notarial service which 
in this ooy would have cost him, probably, a half a dollar, 
and I was a little interested to know upon what basis these charges 
were 8 70 55 

Mr. . If that were done to a citizen who would submit it 
with the proof to the State De ment, and the fee were exorbi- 
tant, it is quite probable that that consul would soon hear of it. 

Mr. DOLLIV. Tam not prepared to say that the fees e 
were not proper, because I know nothing of the service that the 
consul actually rendered. 

Mr. GROS OR. I should like to call the attention of the 
Segre from Illinois to the fact, if I am right, that consuls 

ve urged the State Department that they ought to have the 
right to charge for their notarial and unofficial work the same 
prices that are fixed in the country in which the work is done, 
which, in most cases, would be two or three times greater than 
= table of fees allowed by the State Department. Is not that 

e? 

Mr. HITT. That is the fact. The list of fees fixed by law in 
the District of Columbia is the one that is generally followed by 
the State Department in fixing the schedule of fees. The fees 
prevailing in foreign countries and the fees in legations and con- 
sulates of foreign countries in this country exceed those allowed 
under our laws. Our passports, for example, cost a dollar. It is 
not the same in other countries, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cc eral at Berlin, Montreal, Yokohama, Panama, and Mexico 
(city), at $4,000 each, $20,000. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to go back to page 10. While I was out for a mo- 
ment the Clerk read the paragraph. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman was not present when it was read? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I was not present. 

Mr. HITT. Then I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 10, for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment I wish to offer is to change two thousand” to ‘‘ $5,600,” and 
to make it read expenses and salary of a commissioner ” instead 
of simply ‘‘ expenses.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the 


ee either write out his 
amendment or state it more specifically? 


Mr. HITT. I must say, Mr. Chairman, that Wat is subject toa 
pa of order, but if the gentleman desires to Make a statement 

will not press the point, but will withhold it for a moment, so 
that he can make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
sre ana up his amendment or state it, so that the Clerk can 
note i 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The amendment is to insert, 
after the word ‘‘ expenses,” the words ‘‘ and salary,” in line 19, on 
page 10, and, instead of two thousand dollars,” the words five 
thousand six hundred dollars.” 

I will briefly state the reasons for offering this amendment. 

Mr. HITT. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I trust my statement will 
modify the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois. There is at 
present, as is well known, a commissioner of the United States on 
the International Prison Commission, who is the gentleman 
formerly our colleague here from Massachusetts, Mr. S. J. Bar- 
rows. have here a letter from the Secretary of State recom- 
mending this very amendment which I now suggest, which I will 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit 
sideration of a report of the 
the International O EES taggne 8 mgm 
during the past year, and of the tional work which, at the suggestion of 
the commission and with the approval of the Department, he has already 


en. 
The work of the commissioner is both interstate and international. The 
measures taken by him to solicit and diffuse information in this country con- 


laws, methods,and mcies ventive of crime in the er- 
— beers national value. ‘On the other hand, the international charac- 
ter of the ion secures the friendl: 


The present annual a of $2,000 y suf- 
fices for the subscription of the United States and clerical and other 
e As the preparation of the re authorized b e De ent 
wilt absorb almost the entire time of the commissioner, ask 
that the appropriation for the commission ma: ini so as to provide 
for the compensation of e following ii 


the commissioner, suggest th 
For subscription of the United States to the International Prison 
sion and the expenses and compensation oe the commissioner, to be expended 


under the direction of the kaar b aare 
on will be found in Senate Document 


The previous report of the 
No. 181, Fifty-fourth Con; „ first session. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JOHN HAY. 

Hon. GARRET A. HOBART, 

Vice-President of the United States, United States Senate. 

As this letter indicates, Mr. Barrows has for several hr per- 
formed the duties of his important office with great ability and 
fidelity, and without any compensation. The $2,000 allowed for 
expenses was used last year as follows: 
Subscription of the United States to the International Commission 
Subscription of the United States to the Official Bulletin. 
Translations, clerical W basse pop 
Type » postage, 6 

S —TkTVT—T—TT—T—T—V—T—T—T—T—T—T—TWTTTVTTT—VT—T—T—T—T—V—V—V—V——————————— 2, 000. 00 

The very modest sum appropriated by the commissioner to his per- 
sonal expenses bears witness to his economy and conscientiousness, 
and the work he has accomplished proves his industry. It is of 
great importance to the country that this growing work should 
not be abandoned or diminished and to insure that it should be 
fairly compensated. 

There are fourteen nations which unite in supporting this com- 
mission, and every commissioner except ours hasasalary from his 
own government, As each of our States has its separate penal 
system, it is of great importance that the nation should have at 
least one central bureau of penal information and suggestion, 
where the differing systems of the States can be compared and the 
varying results noted and foreign developments collected. Sta- 
tistics, methods, and experiments should al] be gathered there, 
and there is constant correspondence and inte ge of views 
and results with foreign nations. There should also be prepared 
a digest of the new criminal laws passed by Congress and all the 


00 
2 00 


Quintennial Prison Congress meets next July at Brus- 
sels, which it will be the duty of the American commissioner to 
attend, and he must report the proceedings for distribution in the 
A dasa States in a document whose preparation involves much 
abor. 

In recognition of the very valuable service which our commis- 
sioner has rend: in the past, and as a moderate compensation 
for the important work which he might accomplish this year by 
devoting his whole time to the subject, I hope the amendment 
will be aes 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in the discharge of my duty to the 
committee, having been put in charge of the bill, I am compelled 
to make the point of order. i 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The} Mr.HITT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order, or 


Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8 a 8 eee e eee Guayaquil, 
Frankfo: am Petersburg. Sim re, own Trica), 
Barcelona, and ‘St Gall, at $3,000 each, $30 000. = ue 

Mr. RAY of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 24, page 11, after the word aouar; insert the following: and to 


the expenses of the consul at Constant in makin; 
fion oe ey, the —— Bow: 
necessary.” 


ople 
of the consulatesand consular ncies in ‘fark 
mania, the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, I will have to reserve the point of 


order; but I do not wish to prevent the gentleman from making | P 


his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I 
had no opportunity before this bill was reported to present this 
matter to the committee; and I trust that if a point of order 
would lie that it will be waived. The consul-general at Constan- 
tinople is one of the most efficient men in the service and has done 
a great deal to promote the interest of the service at that place 
and throughout Turkey. Within the last Lyon he was directed by 
the State ent to make an examination of those consulates, 
and later on that order was revoked, for the reason that there was 
no money available for the purpose. It stands in that way now. 

Now, this appropriation of $1,000 for this p or so much 
thereof as ma necessary, would not n y incur any ex- 

use to the Government or take any money from the Treasury. 

t would simply furnish the money to make it available in case 
the State Department here see fit to order that work to be done; 
and at the same time, if the work is n and if they see fit 
to order it to be done, a want of funds ought not to stand in the 
way of that service being performed for the Government of the 
United States. If it in any way directed this to be done, I would 
not ask it, but it is entirely discretionary with the State Depart- 
ment and simply makes t amount of money available in case 
the work is ia de 
Mr. HITT. . Chairman, reserving the point of order, I will 
make one remark in response to the very reasonable request made 
by my friend. I think that expenditure is a just and proper one, 
and it was because the committee desired to provide for it that 
they inserted on 6, line 14, the words newly found in that 

1 “for tion of diplomatic and consular offices,” 
Below hat is an appropriation which by this bill is $150,000 
and which under the present law is $128,000, Now, a provi- 
sion of $5,000 had been made from year to year, until last year, 
to provide for the inspection of consulates and embassies, Last 
year it was omitted; and that was the reason of the fact stated by 
the gentleman, that there was no money in the State Department 


to provide for the expenses of consul in making the inspec- 
ions, an inspection so necessary. That is the reason we have made 
this provision. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man will permit me a question, I am to understand that the 
money appropriated or to be appropriated by this bill, on page 26, 
prior’ the head of ‘‘ Contingent expenses of United States consu- 

ates 

Mr. HITT. No. Page 6,line 14, ‘‘ For inspection of diplomatic 


and consular offices.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Thatprovision will furnish the money 
that might be applied to this particular work, if it is directed by 
the State ent? 

Mr. HITT. It was for that very purpose that it was inserted. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It does not pay some old bills that 
have been carried forward? 

Be HILL, It must be a bill incurred after the 30th of June, 
1900. i 
Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, I think that 
with that explanation, and with that provision in the bill, I will 
withdraw my amendment. 

The C RMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
8 from New York will be withdrawn. [After a pause.] 

e Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Consul-general at Monterey, at $2,500. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the word 
“two,” in the first line, and insert four.“ And in connection 


with that amendment I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee upon what theory the salary of the consul-general at Mex- 
ico is made $4,000, while the salary of the consul-general at Mon- 
terey, whose territory is larger and whose duties I believe are 
more arduous, is given a salary of only $2,500? 


reserve it, on this amendment. I will say, in answer to the gen- 
tleman’s in uiry, that Monterey is a provincial office in Mexico. 
The City of Mexico is the capital, and the business of Monterey is 
not as great as the business of the City of Mexico,nor nearly as 
t. True, it has recently risen very rapidly. It was nothin; 
ut an agency a few years ago, then a consulate, and then rai 
to consul-general upon the opening of the railroad, Now, I would 
call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the compensa- 
tion of this consul-general is not only $2,500, but that he gets half 
of the fees of these consular agencies, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. My information is that there is practically 
no income outside of the salary of the consul-general. 

Son! HITT. Itis over $200 in the returns, and they are incom- 
ete. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, I will ask the gentleman if the State 
Department has made any suggestion to the committee in res; 

to the salaries of these two great consular offices of Mexico? 0 
consul-general at Monterey has the territory practically of the 
whole north half of Mexico, with duties scattered and expenses 
greater than are now incurred by the consul-general’s office at the 
City of Mexico, with an income hardly one-half of that provided 
for the salary of the consul-general at Mexico, and that practically 
there is no addition arising from the fees of those supposed con- 
sular agencies which had no business, 

Mr. HITT. The recommendations of the artment, which 
I have here, are not in alphabetical order, and I can not answer 
the gentleman offhand from memory as to whether Monterey has 
been recommended for increase or not, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the gentleman that the State 
Department has informed me of their intention to recommend an 
increase in the salary at Monterey, and, anticipating the point of 
order being sustained, I will take this occasion to urge upon the 
chairman of the committee to consider the recommendation of the 
State Department, and, if possible, in the progress of this measure, 
do justice to the Corre paiera at Monterey. 

r. HITT. I would glad to give that consul and many 


others more ample com tion. 
The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Illinois inform 


the Chair whether or not the statute fixes the salary of the consul- 
general at Monterey at $2,500? 

Mr. HITT. That is the law at present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say. . Chairman, that there is no 
law upon that subject except the custom and habit of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HITT. I hold the law here in my hand, Mr. Chairman. It 
was approved February 9, 1899, and it has been decided by the 
Chair many times that having been once established by the House, 
creating a salary, is a sufficient justification for renewing it by 
the committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does my friend from Illinois mean to say 
that the salary was fixed by any general law of Congress? 

Mr. HITT. It is fixed by law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By an item in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HITT. By the appropriation bill, and that is the usage by 
which salaries are fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the tleman from Illi- 
nois is in error in his statement that it has been held that where a 


1 bill is the law which establishes that salary. 
r. HITT. I may say, 

law establishing the salary for this 3 
about three years ago as a salaried office. 
the title was changed. It was a consular agency, then a consu- 
late, and then was made a consulate- general, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. All Lask is that it be given the dignity and 
emoluments that go with increased duties. 

The CHAIRMAN, Upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Illinois the amendment is not in order, and the Chair will sustain 
the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Consul-general at Stockholm, $1,500; 
Total, $110,500, 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in line 6, after the word ‘“consul- 
neral,” I move to insert “and secretary of legation.” This is 
one with the assent and direction of the Committee on Forei| 
Affairs. The minister at Stockholm and the consul-general both, 
confirmed by the Secretary of State, in a communication sent to 
the committee, have requested that this addition to the function 
of this officer be made by law, so that there may be some one at 
Stockholm to take the place of the minister of the United States 
when absent. There is no increase in the pay at all. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 


1900. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, page 12, after the word “ consul ” insert the words “and 
Behn Te ons 25 that it will read: 9 — — 6 of 
legation at Stockholm, $1,500.” 

The amendment was eed to. 5 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 12. after line 7, insert the following: Consul-general at Christi- 


Rnd Oh age 12, line 8, strike out the word ten“ and in lieu thereof insert 
the word “ twelve;” also, in line 8 strike out the words “five hundred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The Clerk, proceeding with thereading of the bill, read as follows: 

At $2,500 per annum. 

Argentine Republic: Consul at Buenos Ayres, 

Austria: Consul at Reichenberg. 

Belgium: Consul at Brussels. 

Brazil: Consuls at Santos and Pernambuco. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which ] send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 10, page 14, after the word “Santos,” the word Bahia.“ 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, this amendment seeks to 
lace the consul at Bahia in the schedule at $2,500 instead of 
2,000, I call the attention of the chairman to the fact that this 

increase of salary has been recommended several times by the 
State Department. This consulate, as relates to other consulates, 
is out of e in the allowance of salary. We have already 
in the preceding portion of this bill 8 for salaries to con- 
sulates in that country whose receipts are far less than at Bahia. 

At the consulate at Buenos Ayres, where the salary is $2,500, 
the receipts are but 81, 400. At Pernambuco, in the same line, the 
receipts are less than $1,000, while the salary allowed is $2,500. 
At Valparaiso, which has just been passed, the official receipts 
amounted last year to the inconsiderable sum of $112, while the 
amount allowed for salary is $3,000. At Callao the receipts last 

ear were $948, while the salary of the consul is $3,500. At Mon- 
video, where the salary is $3,000, the receipts last year in fees 
were less than $1,000. 

The living expenses at this Brazilian port, Bahia, are ter 
than at any of the consulates I have named. The consul is com- 
pelled out of his own purse to make provision for clerk hire in 
excess of the allowance of the Government, for the reason that 
the Government requires an English-speaking clerk; and the mer- 
cantile houses of that town offer better inducements for English- 
speaking clerks than the American Government offers in the shape 
of the salary of a consulate clerk. 

Taking into consideration the greater ee of living and the 
fact that the money in which the consul is paid is not on a par 
with the money of the country in which thé duties are 
the inconsiderable increase of salary which my amen 
poses is by no means disproportionate. 

I 5 Mr. Chairman, that the chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee has the privilege of consigning this amend- 
ment to the grave by his point of order; but I inquire whether it 
is not true that this is the only way in which these salaries can be 
increased and whether it is not often done? I appeal to the gen- 
tleman to withhold his point of order in view of the enlarged 
duties im upon the consul at this post and the increased ex- 
pense of living, and in view also of the fact that this increase of 
salary has beenrecommended repeatedly by the State Department. 

Mr. HITT; Mr. Chairman, the remarks just made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana contain much that I recognize as true in 
A Ini to the inadequacy of the compensation of our consular 
officers, especially those in these unhealthy places now under con- 
sideration. I am aware of the facts in these cases; but the duty 
incumbent upon our committee is laid down in mandatory form 
in the rules; and if the chairman of the committee should come 
in here and, following his own judgment, should pick out posts 
here and there and ask the House to make increases of salary, it 
would not be fair treatment. If the gentleman from Indiana has 
stated this case correctly, the amendment he suggests can be 
adopted in the Senate committee; and, representing the House, 
upon these statements which will appear upon the record, I will 
try not to be unjust in conference. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that the State Department 
has recommended this increase of salary? 

Mr. HITT, The State Department recommended a salary of 
$2,500 for this consul. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, TERRY. Mr. Chairman, what a change has come over 
the majority of the Republican party! What a change has come 
over the spirit of their dreams! In 1861 they were engaged in a 
great propaganda and crusade against human slavery. Now 


rformed, 
ent pro- 


they are backing a covenant made by General Bates with the 


polygamous Mohammedan Sultan of Sulu, authorizing the contin- 
uance of human slavery in the south part of the 7 Islands. 
In 1861 to 1865, with their princi backing in New England, 
they were marching and singing as their battle hymn: 

In the beauty of the Lily Christ was born across the sea, 

As He died to make men holy, let us die to make them free! 

Now their propaganda is that civilization and Christianity is to 
be carried at the point of the bayonet, and that in the red glare of 
blazing s and not in the whiteness of the Lily Christ is ‘ born 
across the sea!” What would their old leaders say of such a 
change? How have the mighty fallen!” [Great applause. ] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I move a formal amendment 
to strike out the last word, and I would like the privilege of oc- 
cu n minutes, 

r. HITT. Imustobjectto that. If the gentleman will speak 
five minutes he will be able upon another motion to obtain a sec- 
ond five minutes, and I will be willing to make such a motion. 
But I have been obliged to refuse these requests for additional 
time upon the other side, and I måst be consistent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will 
proceed for five minutes, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, in the last 
Congress no one was more decided than myself in the conviction 
that the permanent acquisition of distant tropical territory with 
a large population was most undesirable. I willread onesentence 
from a speech I made then in this House: 

To our isolation and compactness we owe much of our security and 
strength; to extend our possessions outside of this continent is to extend our 
vulnerability; we still have undeveloped resources here sufficient to occupy 
our ener; or another century. The great menace to our future prosperity 
is lowe the character of our . and to enter upon a career of 
5 expansion is to break our cherished traditions, to expose ourselves 
to foreign complications and war, and to win a broader empire at the risk of 
heavy taxes, corrupt administration, and a deteriorating suffrage. 

Those opinions I still hold. 

I opposed expansion mainly on selfish grounds, because I 
thought it was antagonistic to the best development and security 
of our own country. Yet I thought, too, that in this case selfish- 
ness was the most enlightened and effective philanthropy, and 
that America could better promote the cause of civilization by 
puing oer own administration, assuring her own development, 
and exhibiting to the world an ideal example of republican self- 
government, than by lifting up occasional degraded people at the 
risk of her own security and progress. 

Nor will I deny that I was somewhat influenced by the argu- 
ment that in abstaining from all permanent territorial aggran- 
dizement we were not only promoting our own welfare, but 
were also proving to the world the sincerity of the professions 
with which we began the war and exhibiting a self-restraint and 
magnanimity and philanthropy quite new and unprecedented in 
international affairs. 

But the decision was against me. The President and Senate, in 
whom the Constitution vested the power, have legally acted, and 
Puerto Rico and the Philippines are ours, and how they could 
legally be again separated from us is already a matter of dispute 
among constitutional lawyers. 

No party is alone responsible. Neither in Congress nor in the 
country was opinion at first divided on party lines. The Repub- 
licans did not even have.a majority in the Senate, and if half the 
opposition there had voted against the treaty, it could have been 
rejected or modified. 

e question, however, is now settled, and while the events of the 
past year have not weakened my first impressions, yet I now ac- 
quiesce in the decision. I recognize that the only question now 
ay us is not shall we have them, but how we govern 
them? 

Nearly twenty years ago Mr, Gladstone said in the House of 
Commons: 

To disapprove the annexation of a country is one thing; to abandon that 
annexation is another. Whatever we do we must not b ourselves to the 
legitimate 5 of facts. By the annexation of the Transvaal we 
contracted new obligations. I must look at the obligations entailed by the 
annexation, and if, in my opinion and in the opinion of many on this side of 
us tn Godan Eea ALE mink seperate wrung bye ANAA of bar colin: 
us in * 
tions which that annexation entalled. sol s 2 

And so we have legally assumed new obligations which we must 
meet, which it is now too late to escape; and when an inevitable 
task is before us I think it is wiser to spend our time and strength 
in prep ling with its difficulties than in bemoaning them. 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT, I move to strike out the last two words, and I yield 


to the tleman five minutes. - 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, from the best 


information I can find I do not believe the Filipinos are capable 
of self-government, or are likely to be capable of self-government 
during our lifetime. 

Mr. LENTZ, Will the gentleman permit a question? 
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Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly; though I have 
only five minutes left. 

. LENTZ. I want to ask whether it would not be appropri- 
ate and well, in order to get some of that information, to ask the 
Filipinos to send a commission to Washington of such men as 
they see fit to select to present their case here untrammeled and 
uninfluenced? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think we had better wait 
until we are not at war with them before we make such a request. 

Mr. LENTZ. You say they are ours. We want information. 
Would not that be a good way to get it? Would it not bea fair way 
to get it? 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I see no objection to that, 
though I think the first thing is to subdue this insurrection. 

Mr. LENTZ. I notice that Admiral Dewey was willing to have 
their ee their suggestions. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I believe that they are much 
like minors, that they are not capable of making a contract, that 
they must be the wards of some nation for a long time; and the 
fact that they were ceded to us without consulting the wishes of 
their inhabitants does not to me at all im the validity of the 
transfer. They must loni bo treatedas minors, incapable of mak- 
ing valid contracts—wards of some other nation; and if we could 
negotiate an exchange with England of these ten millions for the 
six millions of Canada, I should consider the transaction at once 
legal and most desirable, and would gladly throw in Puerto Rico 
as a makeweight. 

But we are at presen; in a state of war with one tribe of these 
people—a war whose existence and active prosecution were pro- 
vided for by the Army bill last d it seems to me that 
some persons forget the limitations which war legitimately im- 

upon both F ee and conduct. That the war is most 
e le we all it—deplorable not ong tor the lives and suf- 
fering and money it is costing, but for the lasting hatred it must 
generna; It certainly did seem at first that wemight reasonably 
ope and expect that diplomacy would avert conflict and make us 
welcome as friends and protectors. But I do not sympathize 
with the spirit that casts on our officers all the blame and exoner- 
ates the natives. On the contrary, while I presume there ma 
have been fault on both sides, yet after the breach has occurred, 
in the uncertainty and doubt and vagueness of the evidence, I do 
not hesitate to take the side of my own country and believe our 
own witnesses, and claim that the unreasonableness and aggressive- 
ness of our opponents forced the conflict. And while the war con- 
tinues—a war which the fundamental law of nations compels 
every citizen to support with his life, if necessary—I would not 
wittingly do or say anything which might weaken our force or 
ve aid or comfort to ourenemy. It seems to me bitterness of 
eeling has in some places led to much indiscretion of statement. 
The war to us seems sometimes so trifling, so far away, that we 
discuss it academically, asif it were in another planet. But to 
the men there fighting it for us, at our command, in our stead, it 
must seem very real and serious, and they must wonder that any- 
one whom they are ting at the risk of their health and 
comfort and life can wish for their failure or contribute to their 
difficulties and dangers. 

Until this war is ended I for one would not like to do or say 
anything which by encouraging our foes might prolong the con- 
flict a day or cause the death of one more soldier. I incline 
to believe that the great majority of my constituents, whatever 
may have been their first predilections, recognize that now the 

of governing these distant and half-civilized le is for the 
present inevitable, and approach it not as desirable, as easy, or as 
achosen path to greatness; not with a jaunty self-confidence 
or an eager and greedy ambition, but soberly, determinedly—as 
a burden which can not be shifted, and to which they Hopa they 
may find an adaptability which has thus far never failed them. 

r. COC. of uri. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HITT. Is the gentleman for or against the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, He has been recognized against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I fully sympathize with the con- 
cluding remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GI- 
LETT]. This country is at war. It is a serious war, and as long 
as that condition exists every American in this Chamber and out- 
side of it should stand by the Government. An American army 
is in the Philippines, and all of us favor strengthening and sup- 
porting it as long as hostilities continue, always with the under- 
standing that the Republican party and the President are respon- 
sible for its conduct. I believe it is the sense of this body, without 
regard to porao, and of the electorate all over this country, with- 
out regard to opinions, that all requisitions for the men and money 

to the vigorous prosecution of the war should be forth- 
coming. Up to hour the President has found Congress ready 
to act upon mere 9 hs in reference to these matters. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I believe this war in the Philippines could 
have been and should have been avoided. As to who was respon- 


sible for the beginning of this conflict it may ba that, as has been 
said by the gentleman from usetts [Mr. GILLETT], we are 
in the dark. But as to the year of bloody strife that has followed, 
it seems to me it is not difficult to fix the responsibility. Conclu- 
sive and admitted facts stand out 8 in the discussion. 
When the first collision between the American troops and the 
Filipinos occurred at Manila the commander of the Filipinos sent 
representatives through our lines deploring the conflict and beg- 
ging piteously for a cessation of hostilities. The Filipino com- 
mander disclaimed acts committed by privates, and offered to re- 
tire with the Filipino forces to a cient di from Manila 
to guarantee the restoration of ful conditions pending a set- 
tlement of the matter by peaceful methods, <A: tance of this 
proposal would have restored peace. It was rejected, and the war 
was the result. Theanswer of the American general was that the 
conflict having begun, it must go on to the bitter end. This is the 
history = the outbreak as preserved in the archives of our Goy- 
ernment. 

I submit that with these admitted facts staring them in the face 
the American Government must admit that we, not the Filipinos, 
declared war. It was the general commanding our armies at 
Manila, who, acting, doubtless, under instructions from Washing- 
ton, declined peace when peace was offered and declared that a 
mere brawl between the outposts of two armies which had just 
emerged from a successful campaign against a common enemy 
res to be made a pretext for a war which must go on to the bitter 
end. 

Mr, Chairman, these cruel words, these fatal words, should 
never have been ken. If we can in any way recall them, if 
we can end this bloody business by treating with these natives 
and arrive at a peaceful solution of the Philippine controversy, 
we ought to doit. If through its authorized agents this Govern- 
ment needlessly brought on the war, the t Republic should 
find a way to end it without going on to the bitter end—the ex- 
termination of the civilized population of the islands. 

Mr. Chairman, we can afford to be generous with these people. 
We should take into consideration the fact that if they err in 
judgmentit is because their judgment has been perverted by three 
centuries of wrong, oppression, and despotism. If they are sus- 
picious and not willing to trust us, albeit that gs ga may be 
unjustifiable, still, let us reflect that it grows out of the fact that 
their former masters made many promises which were not kept. 
Three centuries of injustice, robbery, and cruelty had rendered 
them desperate. The overthrow of the Spaniards made them be- 
lieve their dream of liberty and independence was about to become 
a reality. The edict of our general portending, as it did, the ad- 
vent of a new master, filled them with d These are the 
facts, gentlemen, and we may as well face them. The matter 
most important is not who began the war, but who insists upon 
. it? No matter who began the war, we can and ought 

end it. 

Mr. Chairman, Republican leaders and organs say that we, as 
legislators, have just one duty to perform. We must stand by 
the President. Bea, Bye that to dare to 9 his judgment 
is akin to treason. e President of the United States was for- 
merly an honored and distinguished member of this body. Did 
any member of Congress then forego his personal judgment be- 
cause, forsooth, William McKinley sat here asa Congressman? He 
has been called to a higher civil position now. Does that add to 
his capacities or give greater value to his opinions? He carried 
with him to the office of Chief Executive every imperfection of 
judgment that characterized him here. He is entitled to the re- 
spect due to his high office. But when he was a Congressman 
he was surrounded by his equals, and not unfrequently met men 
who were his masters in intellectual and moral endowments. 
What was true of him then is no less true now. Because one 
member of this bon has been called to a higher sphere, it does 
not follow that all the others should renounce the right to think 
for themselves. It is the duty of ory member upon this floor to 
study every grave question presen in this body and, having 
done so, to pronounce his own individual judgment upon it. 

This is not a one-man government. It is not a government b 
the President. Itisa government of the people, who speak throug: 
their Representatives on this floor; and when they speak, the duty 
of the occupant of the White House is to obey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Lask the gentleman be allowed ten minutes. 

Mr. HITT. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. What is the supreme question in 
this Filipino controversy? It is whether the United States shall 
continue in perpetual sovereignty in the Philippine Islands. Con- 
gress must finally determine that question. Why have we not 
entered upon an effort todoso? What standsin the way? The 
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Administration says nothing can be done until the end of the war. 

In his message to Congress at the beginning of the present session 

the President said the war had practically terminated. The Fili- 

inos have been scattered and driven into the hills and mountains. 

ly small bands of natives are now in the field. If Congress is 

to determine the question, what is the meaning of steps recently 
taken by the Executive? 

The President is about toestablish civil government throughout 
the island of Luzon. Is this not a barefaced usurpation of the 
powers of the Congress? If the time has arrived for definitive 
action, the lawmakers and not the President should act. 

I insist that Congress owes it to the country and owes it to the 
Filipinos to declare what shall be the policy of this Government 
there. If we intend finally to concede to Filipinos the same 
rights that are to be conceded to the Cubans—and I believe we 
ought to—then let us say so. 

this Congress would declare that when peace shall have been re- 
stored—when a governmentrepublican inform and capable of pro- 
tecting life and property shall e in the Philippi it is 
our intention to withdraw our military forces, retaining only a 
naval station, and allow the people to govern themselves, I be- 
lieve that upon publication of the good tidings in the Philippines 
war and bloodshed wouldcease. AmImistaken? Possibly. Ifso, 
no harm would result from trying the experiment. If I am right, 
what a blessing could thus be bestowed, not only upon the Filipinos, 
but upon ourselves as well. 

And what do the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
propose? Why, they tell us to stand by the President. This Con- 


gress, like the last, is to be content with passing appropriation | Ameri 


Having done this, we will return to our homes. Again we 
are going to ‘‘give the President a free hand.” At the last session 
of Congress this course was justified by Republicans on the theory 
that the war would soon end, and this would pave the way for 
intelligent legislation. Now, when, according to the President’s 
message and dispatches that come to us daily from General Otis, 
the war has practically terminated, the majority in Congress shows 
no disposition to act. 

How long will you procrastinate? How long is your President 
to be allowed to exercise the powers of an absolute monarch? Is 
the question involved so momentous that you feelincapable of solv- 
ing it? If so, it is too important to be dealt with by a single indi- 
vidual. Again I declare that the mere fact that a politician has 
been elevated to the Presidency adds no to his capabilities. 
The Congress, and not the President, must determine finally all 
questions of public policy. Upon the Republican majority in this 
body and the Senate devolves the duty of settling the future status 
of the Philippines. 

Gentlemen, why do you hesitate? If you have a policy—if you 
know what you are going to do—why do you not declare it? It is 
idle to bandy words as to whether our troops or the Filipinos 
made the first assault. What difference does it make? The war 
resulted. It has cost many lives and millions of treasure. It 
makes no difference how it began. As to who is msible for 
its inauguration may be an ee uestion, but for 
8 purposes it cuts no figure in this case. at the country 

emands is that a way be found to end the conflict, and what it 
expects at the hands of 1 is the fearless discharge of its 
constitutional duties. [Applause.] 
* The 5 The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
as expired. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be allowed to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES. . Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph, Mr. Chairman, I could not hear all that the tleman 

m Connecticut [Mr. HILL] said this morning, but I gathered 
enough to impress me that his remarks were denunciatory of what 
William J. Bryan is doing up in his country—that is, discussing 
bimetallism, favoring bimetallism, and condemning imperialism, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this House just a 
moment to the condition of one of England's colonies, one of her 

ld-standard imperial victims, India. I shall read from a splen- 
id authority, the Philadelphia North American of February 5, 
a leading Republican sheet. Could anything be more horrible 
than this? I read from this paper: 
REDWING, MINN., February, l, 1900. 
A letter has been received in this city from Mrs. C.C. Lenth, a missionary 


in India, giving an account of the famine and a for help. According 
tothe letter, The outlook is dreadful. and clo! are needed. The 


people are coming to us, and we are giving food and work to as many as we 


can. We give each one acup of flour. Men work for3 and women for 2 cents 
a day, the latter often with infants strapped on their backs. 


That, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of that empire-ridden 
and colonial dependency, India; and yet the distinguished gentle- 
man who so well represents the t Eastern sentiment derides 
William J. Bryan, in that he opposes imperialism and the gold 


standard which precipitated famine and ruin in India, and who 
is to-day, all over this country, opposing imperi with that 
magnetic eloquence and those speeches that but few of the gentle- 
men on the opposite side of this House dare attempt to answer— 
yea, more, dare rise here and state their views, for fear that when 
they go back home they will have to face their records before an 
indignant and outraged people. 

Mr, Chairman, this is not the first news we have heard from 
this empire-ridden colony of England. On February 19, 1897, 
and April 7, 1897, this great liberty-loving country, this great 
American country that does not believe that you can have slave 
and citizen, that you can have a State and a dependency under 
our form of government, opened wide the portals of her Treasury 
and gave money to the 3 of the Navy without limit to 
carry food to people in India who were starving. This is not 
the first news we have heard of the unfortunate condition super- 
induced by the gold-standard combination. I read from our 
statutes as follows: 

Whereas a famine exists in India which is daily causing thousands of deaths 


the poor, which famine can readily be relieved from the surplus prod- 
ucts of other parts of the world; and avs 


ereas people of the United States in different Statesarefreely 
ving wheat, ogg “a corn for the relief of the famishing inhabitants in 


è ore, t 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


That the 
e collector of the 
or vessel belonging to the Navy of the United 
service for to 


e United States a suital 
the same Any sum of money which may „ 
the object of Enis resolution is nao appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise approp: 

Approved April 7, 1897. 

You will all bear witness that this was passed by a Republican 
Congress, with not a single solitary vote on this side or that cast 
against it. Therefore the Republicans themselves bear testimony 
to the wretchedness in India by reporting and passing, with the 
Democrats, this resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman attribute the famine and plague 
in India to the gold standard? 

Mr. GAINES, Ido, and to the imperial domination of Eng- 
land that cares not how many slaves she makes so that she gets 
food and raiment from them. 

Mr. HILL. I want an answer to the question. Does the gen- 
tleman attribute the plague and famine to the gold standard? 

Mr. GAINES. I attribute the condition of that country to 
England's imperial domination and monetary condition. 

HILL. I would sug: to the gentleman that the famine 
and p. e both began in ia under the silver standard, and 
before the gold standard was adopted. 

a I do not agree with the gentleman in his history 
0 

I want to read now from good Republican authority printed in 
1873, when there was no necessity or cause for whitewashing the 
effect of the gold standard. 

3 the er fell. 

. SHATTUC. Mr. i 
Tennessee have ten minutes more. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments on this paragraph are ex- 
hausted. If there is no objection, the formal amendments will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; I object. 

The Clerk having read another paragraph of the bill, 

Mr. GAINES. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I want to read to my Republican brethren here exactly what was 
predicted by a Republican authority, Dr. Linderman, in 1873, at 
a time, unlike nowadays, when it was not necessary to whitewash 
the never-present and always-invisible blessings of the 2585 stand- 
ard. What does he say? On 481 of the Report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for 1873-74 will be found this language of 
the Director of the Mint: 


„Task that the gentleman from 


ions ` 
Denmark, Sweden, and Norway) the requirements of 
it will be readily understood that gold must 


The gold advocate says now gold does not cause a decrease in 
the price of articles measured by it,” and that gold has not ap- 
preciated in price;” that silver has fallen. ere the fruits of 
the gold standard and imperialism arecombined. Mr. “hamia, 
here is a frank statement of the effect of the gold stan 


foisted upon us in 1878 by fraud, when the American people did 
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not expect it or demand it, 8 through Congress by fraud. 


Why, even Mr. Blaine, who then sat in the chair as Speaker of 
this body, stated that he did not know when he signed the bill 
that it no the coinage of the silver dóllar, and he afterwards 
introdu: ills here to remonetize that dollar. 

In another part of the same report, on page 477, I find this lan- 
guage: i 

The from the double standard of gold and silver and from silver 
to gold by the nations can not be completed without some em ents 

y and otherwise. 

The countries stone gola as the sole measure of value have, as a neces- 
sary consequence, sage a 5 position for silver. This system in- 
creases the use of gold as gp Bae ecreases that of silver for the same 
pat a — ai er words, enhances the value of the one and depreciates 

e Other. 

Bankruptcy and starvation, it was 1 before 1873, would 
follow the demonetization of either gold or silver. 

Mr. Carlisle, in 1878, in effect describes India’s condition of to- 
day. He said: 

According to my views of the subject 
have been formed here and in Europe to destroy by legislation and other- 
wise, from three-sevenths to one- of the metallic money of the world is 
the most gigantic crime of this or any otherage. The consummation of such 
a scheme would ultimately entail more misery upon the human race than all 
the vate, pestilences, and famines that ever occurred in the history of the 
wor: 

Thus the gentleman from Connecticut now has ancient his- 
tory—1873 to 1878—and modern history of the present day, clearly 
showing that where there are slaves there is imperialism and 

id standard; where there are colonies or imperialism, bi- 
Penney theres Maid poverte, come v 

ury, there we pove ere we find hunger; and the go 
Soman of that unfortunate country, that colony of England— 
India—are perambulating the highways and the byways begging 
for the small wage of 2 cents a day that their little dren, 
strapped upon their backs like the savages of the Indian Terri- 
baa may not starve. [Applause. 
. Chairman, I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the formal 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Russia: Consul at Viadivostock. 


Mr. PRINCE. I move to amend by adding after the word 
“ Viadivostock,” in line 8, page 15, the words, Switzerland: Con- 
sul at Zurich.” 

Mr. Chairman, the salary of the consul at Zurich, as fixed by 
this bill, is $2,000. urpose of my amendment is to change 
this consulate from Class V to Class IV and fix the salary at $2,500. 
Zurich is one of the largest cities—in fact the largest city—in 
Switzerland. The duties of the consul there are onerous. There 
are many persons traveling there, especially from our own coun- 
try, who call upon the consul and require of him the performance 
of many duties in their behalf. The trade with our country from 
that place in the silk industry is of importance. In view of all 
these circumstances it does seem to me that the salary of this con- 
sul should be increased from $2,000 to $2,500. I trust that the 
amendment will prevail. : 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to raise the point 
of order against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is late in rais- 
ing his 3 ok order. The amendment has been debated. 

. HITT. I tried to get the attention of the Chair at the mo- 
ment when the gentleman from Illinois rose; but, as to the merits 
of this proposition, I will say that I think the amendment offered 
by the tleman has a great deal of merit. I have, however, no 
authority from the committee to accept such anamendment; and 
I must ask that the point of order be ruled upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair can not ize the gentleman 
to make the point of order after the question has been debated. 

Mr. ST. Not upon the statement of the gentleman that 
he roa to obtain the attention of the Chair, but could not? 

Mr. HITT. I did my duty, and I will leave the matter to the 
Chair. The Chair acted in good faith, and I tried to act in good 
faith. The matter itself is one in which we can not go wrong, 
even if we should follow the lead of my colleague [Mr. PRINCE]. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take what may 
appear to be any undue advantage of my colleague. I will say 
frankly to the House that I talked with him about this proposi- 
tion and he told me that he would have to raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not see the gentleman from 
Illinois rise to make the point of order 

Mr. PRINCE. Ido not wish to take advantage of the chair- 
man of the committee, even to secure an advantage in favor of 


. tion. 
e CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois states to the 
Chair that he songar the floor in order to make the point of order 
Mr. HITT. e Chair was at the moment conversing with a 
member, and did not seem to observe me. 
The CHAIRMAN. Upon that statement the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman as having raised the point of order, 


the conspiracy which seems to 


Mr. HITT. And now I ask a ruling upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must sustain the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Germany: Consuls at Breslau, Freiburg, Hanover, Mannheim, and Zittau. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 16 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER 
asks unanimous consent to return to page 16 for the purpose o; 
offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. After the word“ Palermo,” in line 14, I move 
to insert the word Genoa.” 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the merit of the 
motion made by the gentleman, I know very well the condition 
of affairs at that consulate, but I must raise the point of order, 
While I admit that a good deal is to be said on behalf of the mo- 
mon 3 shall have to ask for the ruling of the Chair on the point 
of order. 

ee. 5 . There is no such office created now by 
8 

Mr. HITT. The office exists, but the amendment puts it in 

esr class, and would be new legislation and a change in the 


ary. 

The CHAIRMAN, On the statement of the gentleman from 
Illinois the Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk will con- 
tinue reading the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sweden and Norway: Consul at Christiania. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, on e 20 lines 13 and 14 were 
stricken out by a previous amendment, to insert Christiania in the 
consulates-general, on page 12. That motion included the strik- 

out of these two lines on p K 
e CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will make the correction, 

Mr. HITT. Those two lines should be omitted, 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, if in order, I should like to 
move that the salary of the consul at Batavia be increased to 


$2,500 per year, 
hess I Would have to make the point of order against 
a 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order and 
the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Cairo, Col „Constantinople. Huddersfield, Aarau, Mayence, Munich, 
. — tare essa, Para, Perabo renee. 4 Vera’ Oras ent Zurich, at 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by in- 
serting the word Bahia” after the word Para,” in line 9, on 


page te . That will increase the salary of the clerk there from 

Mr. HITT, I raise the point of order, That is a plain change 
of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN Will the gentleman from Illinois state what 
is the existing legislation? 

Mr. HITT. e statute reads exactly in the language of the 


bill, and the insertion of Bahia at this point would be an addition 
to the law. It is provided for in an entirely different manner by 
existing statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Berne, Deme: Florence, Genoa, Malaga, Mannh it 
gare ne eh morare mo ce, eim, Naples, and Stutt- 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

17, 18. and 9 
Demerars. Wioronse, Genoa, Malaga: Masmletn, and Stucteere ar FIAT cack, 
and Naples at $1,000; $4,360, 

Mr. HILL. I offer that subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. I reserve the e of order. 

Mr. HILL. My offer is made subject to the point of order, 
recognizing the right of the chairman of the committee, of course, 
to protect his bill, and my right to offer the amendment. It pro- 
vides substantially that where $480 is now allowed for clerk Eia 
at Naples, which every 5 knows is entirely inadequate 
for the clerk hire at such a consulate as that, I ask to raise it to 
$1,000. I leave it to the judgment of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HITT. I believe that consulate is inadequately provided 
with clerk hire, but I do not believe this is the way in which wecan 
onanga it, after the bill is reported, I must raise the point of 
order, 

Mr. HILL. I recognize the right of the gentleman to do that, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, there should be a change in the 
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footings in the note at the end of the bill, to conform to certain 
amendments which have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will make the corrections indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Illinois. ; 

And then, on motion of Mr. HITT, the committee rose; and the 
3 having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 

that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and had directed him 
to report the same back with sundry amendments and with the 
recommendation that as amended the bill do k 

Mr. HITT. I move the adoption of the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. „a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


mas per haq examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
owing title: 

H. R. 6073. An act to amend section 4 of the act of Co: 2 

, 


approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs 
certain lands as a city park, A for other purposes. ‘ 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Manon indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present several privileged 
reports from the Committee on Accounts. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri submits a priv- 
eg, report from the Committee on Accounts. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
Resol 


ved, That the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs be, and 
he is 3 authorized to appoint an assistant clerk for the Committee on 
Military ‘airs. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icouldnothear the resolution. I should 
like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. JOY. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
that carry the pay back to the time that the clerk was actually 
Supon or only from the date of the ge of the resolution? 

e SPEAKER. That is a question that does not come up as a 
parliamentary mamiy: 

Mr. JOY. I would like to state that, under the law, the pay 
will run from the date certified by the chairman of the committee, 
provided the employment was since the appointment of the com- 
mittee itself, on the 18th of December. 

Mr. HULL. That is all right. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- 
lowing, which was read by the Clerk: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk to his committee during 
the ons of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE, 
Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, also submitted the 
following resolution, which was read by the Clerk: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce be authorized to a t an additional clerk for said committee 
whose salary shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS, 
Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read by the Clerk: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to i tg a clerk for said com- 
mittee, to be paid out of the contingent fund of House, at the rate of $8 
per diem, during the present Congress, until otherwise provided for, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 
Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read by the Clerk: 
Resolved, That the chairman of the committee on Pacific 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have some explanation 


of this resolution, or some reason for its passage. Has not that 
committee had a clerk? 

Mr. JOY. It has no clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on Pacific Railroads? 

Mr. JOY. It had none except a session clerk, and has none now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This gives it a session clerk? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will state to the gentleman that when we 
reported the resolution from the Committee on Accounts some 
time ago, instead of putting in the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, we put in the Committees on Education and Insular Af- 
fairs. The Committee on Pacific Railroads did have a session 
clerk last session; the chairman of the committee informed us 
that the committee wanted to have a clerk, and upon his state- 
ment to the committee and inquiry, we have given a clerk. At 
the last session the committee did have one, but this session, up 
to this time, it has not had one, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I knew that it had a clerk in former Con- 

and I supposed it had now. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES ON ELECTIONS NOS. 2 AND 3, 


Mr. JOY. Also the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 88. 


Resolved, That Election Committees Nos. 2 and 8 are each autherized to 


employ a clerk at an annual compensation of $2,000 each, to be paid out of the 


contingent fund of the House until otherwise provided for. 


erg BARTLETT. Does that provide for a session clerk? Read 
at in. 

Mr. DINSMORE. It provides for an annual clerk. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was not the intention of the commit- 
tee. Icall the attention of the gentleman from Missouri to the 
fact that it was intended that these should be session clerks, and 
not annual clerks, 

Mr. JOY. I will ask that that be amended. The resolution 
was intended to be amended so as to read at the rate of $6 a day.” 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be considered as amen 
so that they will be session instead of annual clerks. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that it 
provides for annual clerks, at $2,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. At the rate of.“ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But a session clerk gets $6 a day. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Election Committees Nos. 2 and 3 are each authorized to 
employ a clerk at a compensation during the present session of the House of 
Representatives at the rate of $2,000 per year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that resolu- 
tion A striking out at the rate of $2,000” and inserting “‘at the 
rate of $6 per day during the session.” 3 

Mr. JOY. Iaccept that amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was the intention of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 
made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, The 
Clerk will now report the resolutions as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Election Committees Nos. 2 and 3 are each authorized t 
employ a clerk at a compensation of $6 day each during the sessions o 
the House of tatives, to be ont of the contingent fund of the 
House until otherwise provided for. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It should be during the sessions of the Fifty- 
sixth 5275 Peat 

The SP R. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
as amended. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand the resolution as amended 
provides for pay during the sessions of the House, or during the 


sessions of Con ? 
The SPEAKER. During the sessions of Congress, at $6 per 


day. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT BOOKKEEPER TO SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


Mr. JOY. Ialso offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 112. 

Resolved, That the Se: t-at-Arms of the House is hereby authorized to 
employ an assistant booki in his office for the remainder of the present 
Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of 
$75 per month. 

Mr. JOY. One moment. I did not get permission of the 
Speaker to be recognized for that, and I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 
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N 
WILLIAM A. WATSON, 

Mr. JOY. I also present the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 110. 

Resol That William A. Watson, of New York, be appointed as spatial 
messenger to serve 2 about the 1 the 5 ie —. so S 
— t a salary mess annum, paid out of the con: 
un otherwise provid — 5 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw that resolution 
until I get leave to present it. I did not know that was in those 
resolutions presented to the Clerk. 

The SP ER. Without objection, that will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I object to the with- 
drawal of that resolution. 

Mr. JOY. L have no right to offer it, as I had not obtained the 
consent of the Speaker to offer it. I rose for another purpose. 
The resolution ought to pass; the report of the committee is unan- 
imous that it should pass, and I could give an explanation why 
it should pass; but I withdraw the resolution at this time, for the 
reason that I have not asked the Speaker's consent to present it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of husetts. Mr. Speaker, would it 
not, then; be in order to ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be considered now? The gentleman from New York who 
was to ask for consideration is not here. The matter has been 
unanimously reported by the committee. It provides an extra 
messenger for the Democratic side of the House; and, inasmuch as 
there is no objection on the part of the committee, I can not see 
any objection to having the matter considered here now. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri say that 
these were sent up by mistake? 

Mr. JOY. These last two resolutions were sent up by mistake. 
I did not ask the Speaker’s consent to present them at this time, 
but only asked consent to t those resolutions on the ques- 
tion of additional clerks. While I approve the resolution and 
think it ought to pass, I do not wish to take advan of the 
5 er of the House or the House itself by asking consideration 

it until I first submit my request for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Has the resolution been recommended by the 
committee? 


Mr. JOY. It has been unanimously recommended. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts to ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then, Mr. Speaker, Lask 
unanimous consent that the resolution may be now considered. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent that the resolution may be now considered. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to ask the gentleman whether this is in addition to the 
usual employees on the other side of the House? 

Mr. JOY. 1 will answer that. During the early part of the 
session a resolution was presented giving annual employment to 
one on the Republican side of the House, at the rate of $100 a 
month. As an offset to that, at the request of the Democratic 
side of the House, this resolution was agreed to by the committee. 
They say it is necessary for the Democratic side to have this other 
messenger, and the committee agreed to the resolution unani- 
mously. We think it ought to pass in perfect fairness to the 
other side of the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This is in addition to the employees 
allowed the other side of the House in this and in previous Houses? 

Mr. JOY. No; one equal to this was allotted in the last Con- 


gress. It is a proper resolution and ought to 
The SP . Is there objection? [After 2 a pause.} The 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was 


to. 

On motion of Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, a motion 
to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. aa, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, in fairness to the gentleman 
from Missouri, I think he ought to ask that the resolution which 
the committee directed to be reported giving an additional book- 
keeper to the Sergeant-at-Arms be taken up and disposed of. 
These resolutions were both considered together and both directed 
to be reported by the committee. 

Mr. JOY. I prefer to submit that resolution to the Speaker 
before it is presented here. I will submit it at a later day. 

BINDING SENATE AND HOUSE BILLS, 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit the following 
report on resolution No. 6, from the Committee on Accounts, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


thorizing the Doorkeeper to appoint a suitable person to prepare for bindin; 
te and House bills and N lutions of ce: Con; — te 
to be paid at the rate of $2,000 per annum during 


the act of January 12, 
the Fifty-sixth ve had the same under consideration and beg to 
report as follows: 


‘he prin act of Jan uires that all Senate and House 
bilis, joint aod concurrent 9 bound. This necessitates the 
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taking from the files of the document room one copy each of the billsand reso- 
lutions of certain Congresses for binding. ra ts on of this work has been 
pee under authority of a resolution of the House passed in the Fifty- 

ourth Congress. It is believed that the mt force of em in the 


document room is sufficient to complete the work without the empl nt 
of an additional clerk, and we therefore report the accompanying ution 
adversely, and recommend that it be laid on the table. 


The recommendation of the committee was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DINSMORE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the recommendation of the committee was agreed to was 
laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 3 o'clock and 17 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from the 
Secretary of War submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
deficiency for improvement of Yellowstone National Park, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2955) providing 
for the resurvey of township No. 8, of range No. 30 west, of the 
sixth principal meridian, in Frontier County, State of Nebraska, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 225); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RUCKER, from the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, to which was 
referred the joint resolution pf the House (H. J. Res. 28) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States, submitted a report (No. 88, 
part 2); which said report was referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. KERR, from the Committee 
on Patents, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6497) for the relief of the heirs at law of the late Duncan H. Camp- 
bell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by areport 
8 No. wade which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
go mie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8199) to prevent monopoly and 
trusts, and to secure free competition in trade among the States 
and Territories of the United States, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the J 1 0 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8200) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill Ge R. 8201) for the acquirement 
and enlargement by the United States of the Erie Canal, in the 
State of New York—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8202) to Pettey for the 
erection of a A aa building at Greeneville, Greene County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8203) to ratify the agreement be- 
tween the commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Sem- 
inole tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8204) to extend free delivery 
of mail along star routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8205) to provide for the extension of free rural 
mail delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VILLE: A resolution (H. Res. 134) ordering the 
Speaker to appoint an additional Committee on Invalid Pensions 
because of the inability of the present committee to consider all 
bills before it—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
mo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 8206) for the recognition of the 
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military service of the First Union League Re va- 
nia Volunteers,” or Forty-fifth Pennsylvania —— the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs, 3 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8207) to grant a pension 
to Joseph Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) for the relief of Frank W. C, Fox—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of the 
Oak Bowery Church, of Cherokee County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8210) for the relief of the trustees of Gayles- 
ville Academy and Methodist Episco Church, of Gaylesville, 
Cherokee County, Ala.—to the ttee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 8211) granting an_increase of 
pension to William Shulmire—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8212) for relief of James W. 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill 5 8213) removing charge of 
desertion from Jason M. Owen, pany C, Fifth Tennessee In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 8214) remoy- 
ing the charges of desertion against Edmond F. Cornelius—to the 
Committee on 1 Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 8215) for the relief of the 
Prairie Presbyterian Church, of Washington County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 8216) to correct the military 
record of John Hunter—to the Committee on 3 Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Josephine B. 
Wood to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
Lacey, an army nurse to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8219) removing the Seng, pl desertion and 
granting an honorable discharge to John D. Long—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting a pension to Sarah E. Gil- 
lette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of Daniel Jamison—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8223) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeheil J. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8224) granting a pension to Laura J. Stim- 
son—to py era ae on 3 ensions. am 1 0 

Also, a bi R. 8225) granting a pension to Harriet J. - 
bury—to the Soumnittes on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8226). granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Milo H. Dakin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8228) to correct the military record 
of Charles Root—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8229) for the relief of mother of 
William R. McAdam—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8230) ting increase of pension 
to Marcia M. Merritt, widow of W. H. Merritt, late colonel First 
Iowa Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John L. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8232) granting an increase of 
pension to Austin P, Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8233) for the relief of the city of 
Wichita, in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 8234) for the relief of the 
St. Luke's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8235) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) granting an increase of to 
James M. Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 8237) to correct the mili 
rote of William S. Russell—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8238) for the relief of W. S. A. 
Heiss—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEREA (by request): A bill (H. R. 8239) for the relief 
of Anastocio de Baca, administrator of Francisco de Baca, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8240) to out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Adin I. Hurd, adminis- 
trator of Robert M. Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8241) granting an increase of 
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pension to James W. Black, of Belvidere, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8242) for the relief of J. D. Lane 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8243) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be hires marie and to provide for 
the payment of the claim of the Me A TR Church of 
Huntsville, Ala., for the use and occupation of said church build- 
ing for Government purposes by the United States military au- 
thorities during the late war, and all claims for damages resulting 
eee te lesa balla e 

or mat ning to sai ng, and for 
Sai building—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 8244) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Krider Hare, daughter of Jacob Krider, or Creider, who was 
a Pennsylvania soldier in the war of the Reyolution—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following panions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring a competing submarine cable line between Cuba and 
the United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of a national quarantine law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., asking for the extension of American trade by the estab- 
fishment of procal concessions with Canada—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. s 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to amend the revenue law so as to eliminate the tax on 
—— transaction in grain, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., in relation to our trade and commercial advan’ 
re the Chinese Empire, etc.—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

8. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association, in favor 
of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Charles S. Pollard and others, of 
Joliet, III., post-office, asking for the passage of House bill No. 4351, 
for the classification of clerks in the first and second class post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of Frank L. 
Lane and other clerks in the ce at Concord, N. H., in favor 
of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of a meeting of citizens of 
Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of the Transvaal Republic—to the 
Committee on 5 7 Affairs. 

By Mr. GLYNN: Paper to accompany House bill No. 6795, for 
the relief of Daniel Leary—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of J. B, Atherton and many prom- 
inent citizens of Hawaii, to enact in the constitution for that 
Zamon ain ‘ee sy . . and 
sale of intoxicating liquors and opium, and pr iting gaming— 
to the Committee on arali Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, urging certain legislation for the improvement and 
development of to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the National Association of 
Postmasters, favoring certain amendments of the law governing 
the carryin ag of second-class matter in the mails—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, Philadelphia, 
Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding and com- 
d specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited in the 

iladelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John V. Dakin and 36 other citizens of North 
Ferrisburg, Vt., urging the passage of House bill No. 1144, relat- 
ing to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No, 4428 to 
correct the military record of Michael Rachell—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to Spe ve House bill 7593 to authorize the 
555 payment of the claim of Charles Cowley—to the 


on Claims, 
By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions adopted by the citizens of 
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Minneapolis, Minn., favoring arbitration of the dispute between 
Great Britain and the Transvaal Republic—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. OTJEN: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 


the claim of W. 8. A. Heiss inst the Government for certain 
lands taken for the use of a harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEREA: Petition of Anastocio de Baca, administrator 
of the estate of Francisco de Baca, deceased, of New Mexico, for 
reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Portsmouth (N. H.) Journal, Olympia (Wash.) Standard, Mun- 
fordville (Ky.) News, Brainerd (Minn.) Tribune; also Rushville 
Times, Manticello Bulletin, Lawrenceville Herald, Woodstock 
Democrat, Rantoul News, State of Illinois; also Higginsville 
Leader, Fayette Advertiser, Lexington Intelligencer, State of Mis- 
souri; also Chester Democrat, Somerset Démocrat, Pennsylvania; 
Wheatland Gazette, uoketa Record, Osceola Sentinel, vern 
Iowan, State of Iowa; Nocogdoches Plaindealer, Warrenton Clip- 
per, Madison Advertiser, Thomasville Times- Enterprise, Carters- 
ville News, Dalton Citizen, Griffin News and Sun, Greensboro 
Herald-Journal, Dawsonville Advertiser, Eiberton Star, Cederton 
Standard, Tifton Gazette, Talbotton New Era, Lexington Echo, 
Decatur New Era, Moultrie Observer, Monroe News Messenger, 
Savannah Press, Columbus 5 Valdorta Times, Quit- 
man Free Press, Savannah Tribune, State of Georgia, for the re- 
peal of the tariff on printing paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7186, 
for the relief of Sylvester alias H Doss, late pilot U. S. 
ram Lancaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorandum for subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, to accompany House bill 7842, in favor of increasing the 

of the United States marshal for the southern district of 
sar from $4,000 to $5,000 per annum—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. W. Ford and other citizens 
of Fairfield, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food prod- 
ucts and their transportation from one State or Territory into an- 
other—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of W. A. Leslie and clerks in 
the post-office at Newcastle, Pa., in favor of House bill No. 4351— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STARK: Paper to accompany House bill for an increase 
of pension to James W. Black, of Belvidere County, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York, asking for legislation for 
the improvement of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, in favor of a commission to study and report upon the 
industrial and commercial conditions in China—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, relative to changing the location of the general t- 
office in the city of New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February &, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. h P 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway 
Company for the year ended December 31, 1899; which was referred 
to So eevee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
¥ MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
186) providing for the distribution of the Compiled Statutes of the 
District of Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

m also announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 
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pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 
within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; and 
A bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1901, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to change 
the time and places for the district and circuit courts in the north- 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of Congress 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to sup 1 485 ent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 5 une 80, 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the distribution 
of the 8 Statutes of the District of Columbia to commit- 
tees of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. Mr. President, I give notice that on 
next Tuesday I shall ask leave to deliver some remarks on the 
financial bill. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
legislature of California, urging the passage of a bill 1 5 Congress 
to provide for a submarine cable across the Pacific Ocean, the 
cable to be made by an American company in the United States. 
Lask that the joint resolution be printed in the RECORD, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATE CAPITOL, Sacramento, Cal., February 7, 1900. 
Hon. Gro. C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


In accordance with provisions of Senate joint resolution No. 3, I hereby 
certify that the following is a true pos of same as adopted this day by the 
senate and assembly. By Senator Wolfe, senate joint resolution No. 3, relat- 
ing to construction of Pacific cable and requesting that Congress require the 
same to be of American make: 

Whereas there are now pending in Congress measures for the laying of a 
submarine cable from some point in the State of California across the Pacific 


n; ani 

Whereas the construction of the same will be of great benefit to the United 
States and to this State; and 

Whereas if the cable is made by an American company in the United 
States it will favorably advertise our manufactures abroad and give employ- 
ment to mh rg? number of our citizens: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate and the assembly, jointly, That our Senators in Con- 
ow be instructed and our . therein be requested and urged 

vote for and use all honorable means to secure the of a bill requir- 
ing the laying of such cable and also „ the cable be made by an 
American company in the United States; and be it 

Further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded by telegraph 
to Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, and that he be requested to deliver a copy of 
the same to each member of the California delegation in Congress. 

F. J. BRANDON, Secretary of Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a ponton of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Los Angeles, Cal., and a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the asstitcation of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of Francisco, Cal., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prevent the adulteration, misbranding, 
or imitation of food, beverages, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of 3 praying that an appropriation 
be made for the continuation of the hydrographic work of the 
United States Geological Survey; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the Territory of Alaska, praying for the enactment of certain leg- 
islation needed for the welfare of that Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Taxpayers’ 
Alliance of New York City, praying for the construction of the 
Harlem Kills Canal, connecting the Hudson River with the deep 
water of Long Island Sound; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorialof the board of directors 
of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., 
relative to the construction of a competing cable to Cuba; which 
were referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 


1900. 
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post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Philip Walker, of the District 
of Columbia, in puppy of Senate bill No. 2640, for the relief of 
the estate of Gottlieb C. Grammer, deceased; which was referred 


Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Young Peoples’ So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor of the First Christian Church of 
Olympia, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale and manufacture of alcoholic liquor and the con- 
tinuance of gambling and the opium trade in the Hawaiian Is- 
lands; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 


to the Committee on Claims, 


and Puerto Rico. 
Mr. VEST presented a a of sundry citizens of the Second 
Congressional district of Missouri, praying for the enactment of 


legislation relative to proceedings in cases for contempt of court; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
930) granting an increase of pension to Eli C. Walton; which was 
referred to Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7739) to amend An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, to report it without amend- 


ment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 


Calendar, 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the bill (S. 2708) to amend an act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of cer public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 

, approved March 3, 1899, being Order of Business 193 on 
the Calendar, be postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill 
just reported by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the 
Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bili (S. 2683) to provide for the construction of a 
revenue cutter for use in St. Mary's River, Michigan, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 738) to establish the department of commerce 
and e reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 

ereon. 

. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2366) to authorize the establishment, at some 
int on Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a station for the 
vestigation of 3 connected with marine fishery interests 
of the Middle and South Atlantic coast, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER, I ask to have printed as an appendix to that 
committee report certain letters from biologists of various State 
universities over the country urging the establishment of this 
marine laboratory at Beaufort, N. C. The report of the commit - 
tee has just been sent up, and I ask that these letters be printed 
as an 1 5 8 to that report. 

The ESIDENT pro tem 


re. Is there ey on to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right 
of way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the 
arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a oy ak thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the State of Pennsyl- 
vania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into the mili- 
tary service by the governor under the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of June 15, 1863, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1935) for the relief of the Globe Works, of 
Boston, Mass., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submi reports thereon: 
aes bill (8. dal granting an increase of pension to Maj. Joseph 

A an 

A HI (S. 1872) granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. crt) granting an increase of pon to Mary 
E. Law, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2139) to restore Maj. Stephen R. Stafford 


to the active list of the Army, submitted an adverse thereon, 
which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3054) to amend section 12 of an act entitled An act 
for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1899; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon, and the bills were 

med indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2138) to prescribe the number of chaplains in the Reg- 
ular and Volunteer Army, and to fix their pay and allowances; and 

A bill (S. 1086) to amend section 12 of an act entitled An act 
for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1899. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the petition of leading lawyers of New York Se pray- 
ing for relief in the way of affording better accommodations for 
the law library of Congress, asked to be disch d from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Lib: ; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
refe the bill (S. 2545) granting a pension to Nellie A. West, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1017) for the relief of 
John M. Guyton, reported it without amendment, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that on Saturday, 
after the routine morning business, I shall ask leave to submit 
some remarks to the Senate in connection with House bill No. 1, 
the financial bill. ; 


REMOVAL OF LEVEE“LINE IN NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 284) granting ission 
and AURET to the Orleans levee board to move, without cost 
to the United States, the existing line of levee in front of the 
marine-hospital property in New Orleans, La., to report it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. McENERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill just reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce by the Senator from Arkansas, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 596) granting authority to the Orleans levee 
board to move, without cost to the United States, the existing 
line of leveein front of the United States marine-hospital Property 
in New Orleans, La., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely, 


CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
3 to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Fos rn], to provide 
for the printing of extra copies of the report of the Director of the 
Geological Survey, submitted to the Secretary of the Interior, re- 
lating to the Cape Nome district, in Alaska, to report it with 
amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2, 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five thousand” and insert twelve thousand 
five hundred;” in line 6, to strike out “five thousand” and insert 
“twenty-five hundred;” in line 7, to strike out ten,“ before 
“thousand,” and insert five;“ in line 8, to strike out “ ten,” be- 
fore “ thousand,” and insert “ five;” and, after line 9, to strike out 
the remainder of the resolution in the following words: 


Authority is Dereby granted to the Public Printer to have the maps ac- 
fompanying this report engraved and printed by the Geological Survey or 
n 


So as to make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 2 Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 12,500 extra copies of the report of the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey submitted to the Secretary of the Interior, relating to the 
Cape Nome trict, in with maps accompan: the same, 2,500 
copies for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. 


The amendments were to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolu submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 
ist instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 extra copies 
of Senate Document No. 62 of the last Congress, entitled Affairs in the Phil- 


ippine Islands.“ 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3055) to ratify 
an agreement between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the Seminole tribe of Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3056) granting 
an increase of penean to Giles W. Taylor; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3057) to authorize the reimburse- 
ment of officers and men of the Army and Navy for medical ex- 
incurred during leave or furlough; which was read twice 
ee its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3058) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet E. Meylert; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3059) for the relief of Charles Davis, 
assignee of A’ tus D. Saylor, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3060) for the relief of James 
C. Drake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3061) making an appropriation for 
continuing the construction of the Lake Washington-Puget Sound 
Canal and Naval Basin,in the State of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3062) to remove charge of 


desertion from the record of Samuel Critchfield; which was read | S1 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on 1 Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3063) for the relief of Charles Hurrle; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3064) fixing the date of the 
restoration to rank of Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck; which was read 
hits by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. T 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 8065) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,” approved April 24, 1888; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3066) for the relief of James W. 
Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 8067) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Dotson; 

A bill (S. 3068) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


nley; 

A bill (S. 3069) granting a pension to Joseph Adams; 

A bill (S. 8070) granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey; 

A bill (S. 3071) granting a pansion to Thomas J. McBride (with 
an accompanying paper); an 

A bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to George W. McKenzie. 

Mr. BAKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3073) anthoriz- 
ing J. H. Arter and Davis Hill to construct and operate telephone 
systems in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3074) for the relief of Platoff P. 
Bush; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3075) granting 
an increase of pension to Marie J. Blaisdell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3076) to provide for an 
increase of pay of certain employees of the Government; which 
7555 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3077) authorizing the President to 
appoint Lieüt. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of 
commander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 3078) granting a to 
Charles Weitfle; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3079) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Oliver; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 3080) for the relief of 
Salvador Costa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3081) for the relief of John Jackson; 
we won read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by Sn introduced a bill (S. 3082) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 3083) for the relief of W. A. 
Short; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RNSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3084) authorizing the 
restoration of the name of Thomas H. ter, late pi Beg 
Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and 
providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which was 
5 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Airs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3085) to place James W. Foley, late 
commissary sergeant, upon the retired list of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 8086) for the relief of G. 
Finley Smith, administrator of David Smith, deceased; which 
Sate read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. GEAR], who 
is still confined to his house by illness, I introduce sundry bills. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

“we me (S. 3087) granting an increase of pension to Marcia M. 
erritt; 

A bill (S. 3088) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 

ai; 

A bill (S. 3089) granting a pension to Thomas Glynn; 

A bill (S. 3090) paces ip an increase of pension to John F. 

Slippy (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. — granting a pension to Hannah C. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 3092) granting an increase of pension to Dorus M. Fox 
(with e Tie papers). 

Mr. ALLISON (for Mr. GEAR) introduced a bill (S. 3093) for 
the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or their legal di! misma on 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to Committee 


on i 
He also (for Mr. GEAR) introduced a bill (S. 8094) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles M. Anthony; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
r. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


8: 

A bill (S. 8095) for the relief of Margaret J. Parks; 

A bill (S. 8096) for the relief of the trustees of Gaylesville Acad- 
my oat Monodek Episcopal Church, of Gaylesville, Cherokee 

unty, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 8097) for the relief of the estate of E. R. Kennedy, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3098) for the relief of the Oak Bowery Church, of 
Cherokee County, Ala. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) to 
enlarge the powers of the United States Postal Printing e- 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ed by him to the gle 2627) granting equal hen, to per 
iem employees in the United States Navy outside of Washing- 
ton, D. C., with those employed at the Executive Department in 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE (for Mr. Davis) submitted an amendment he re 
ing to appropriate $1,200 for clerk hire at Rotterdam, intended to 
be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill; which was referred to 
and ordered to be printed. - 

He also (for Mr. Davis) submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $3,000 for consul at Rotterdam, Netherlands, intended 
to roposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela 
tions, and ordered to be printed. $ 
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He also submitted an amendment ing to appropriate 
$5,600 for compensation of the commissioner to the International 
Prison Commission, intended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pan by him to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a government for the 

land of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and ordered 
to be printed. A 

Mr. DEBOE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,000 for a consul at Breslau, Germany, intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign tions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriato 
$1,800 for secretary of legation to Guatemala and Honduras, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 to pay the salary of the consul at tlan, Mexico, 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign elations, and ordered to be printed. 

e also submitted an amendment relative to the establishment 
of a consulate at Zurich, Switzerland, intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

BIG HOLE BATTLEFIELD, IN MONTANA, 

Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 

to: 


considered by unanimous consent, and a 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to ascer- 
tain and report to the Senate the legal subdivisions of land over which the 
battle of the Big Hole, in Montana, was fought in 1877, and what, if any, action 
has been taken orshould be taken to properly mark the graves of those killed 
and buried on or near the battlefield, and to preserve such marks from 
obliteration. 

J. A. WARE, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to examine and audit the amount, if any, which may be found to be 
equitably and justly due to J. A. Ware under his contract of October 14, 1896, 
on the part of the United States by Maj. C. F. Humphrey, deputy quarter- 
master, United States Army, for one of labor and mate used 
gravel road from Cache River to the Mound City National Ceme in re- 

i 8 caused by high water in the spring of the year and 
popet to the Senate the amount, if 1. found to be equitably and justly due 
to on such examination and auditing. 


GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO. 
Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be F for the use of the Senate 2,000 additional 
conten cE aoe Document No. 147 and 2,000 additional copies of Senate Doc- 
ument No. 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, and sent to the 
Senate document room, 5,000 additional copies of volume 1 of the Report of 
the Philippine Commission. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the year ending June 30, 1901, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 7th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2727) author- 
izing payment of commutation of ration to the petty officers of 
the Navy who served on detached duty between March 1, 1898, 
and November 4, 1899, 

THE FINANCIAL BILL, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? If not, the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No. 1. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. - 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Do I understand that the resolutions which 
lie on the table are to retain their place without. speaking of it 
every ARNS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That request was made yes- 
terday, as the Chair understands, and it was to. The 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned last 
evening I was discussing the peculiar attitude the Republican 
py. has taken respecting the question of bimetallism for the last 
teen or twenty years. I had not gone into that matter exten- 
sively, and I do not intend doing so now, but I believe it to be the 
part of wisdom to cite the N of the Republican platforms 
of 1888, 1892, and 1896, and the utterances of the distingui 
tleman who now occupies the position of President of the 
Onited States. 

The Republican platform of 1888 contained the following plank: 

The Republican — is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
money, and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its 
efforts to demonetize silver. 

That was during Mr. Cleveland's first Administration. Just 
what that gentleman had done at that time to demonetize silver I 
do not recall, unless by a letter written by him to some parties in 
New York he ressed hostility to free coinage. This attitude 
of the leader of the Democratic party was severely condemned by 
the Republican party in its national convention, and if I am cor- 
rectly informed the present occupant of the White House drafted 
the resolution I have just read. 

In 1892 the Republican platform contained the following plank: 


of the two 
„whether 


Mr. President, in this there is an express declaration, and a 
truthful one, too, that the American people, from tradition and 
interest, favor bimetallism. Up to 1892 that fact had not been 
seriously questioned by any political party, and had been reaf- 
firmed from time to time by political organizations as the subject 
seemed to demand their attention. Here it said: 

The Republican Tarty demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such tions and under such provisions, to be determined 
byl tion, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals, 
e 


Mr. President, the Republican party at that time pledged itself 
to domestic bimetalli Bimetallism was to be promoted by 
legislation, not by international agreement. From that time to 
this moment the Republican party, although in power in this 
Chamber and in the other branch of Congress, has never caused 
to be introduced a bill for the restoration of silver or attempted 
by legislation to restore it to the place it formerly occupied. In 
other words, while pledging itself to both gold and silver as stand- 
ard money and to securing the parity of the two coins by legisla- 
tion, it has done nothing to promote or secure it by loginlation. 
Now, Mr. President, if an individual should make a promise, 
and upon the strength of it secure the assistance of another, which 
he never fulfilled and never intended to fulfill, that would be re- 
garded as reprehensible in morals. What, then, must be said 
when a t political party ee in its platform, to secure 
the people's votes, a thing it does not intend to fulfill? That the 
e party has done that exact thing can not be and is not 


disputed. 

And, Mr. President, as though to set at rest the position silver 
was to occupy, this platform declared in favor of gold and silver 
as standard money. I admit that from my standpointit is diffi- 
cult to distinguish between standard money and any other kind 
of money; but assuming that such a distinction exists, what was 
intended by that expression was that gold and silver were to be 
used as redemption money; that they were to be placed upon an 
equality, gold as good as silver and silver as good as gold; and 
that they were to be used interchangeably and indiscriminately in 
the redemption of the different forms of paper money put in cir- 
culation by the Government. 

Instead of undertaking to make both gold and silver standard 
money there has been a constant, a sustained, and, I regret to say, 
there will be, in my judgment, a successful effort to dishonor 


silver and to make gold the ae standard, thereby presenting 
the singular fact that a great political in the closing hours 
of the century has been guilty of obtaining the votes of the people 


by gross frauds and false pretensions. 
Mr. President, this matter does not end there. In 1896 the 
Republican party shifted its position a little. It had been given 
to understand, I su , by those who shape the financial irs 
of the nation, that it would not receive the support and encour- 
agement of the moneyed interests of the country if it continued to 
advocate the free coinage of silver; and so becoming a party of 
cowardice rather than of courage, the party turned its face at the 
critical hour of danger and yielded without protest and without 
contest to the demands of this interest. After declaring that it 
was opposed to the domestic coinage of silver and in favor of the 
old standard until such time as international bimetallism could 
accomplished, it said: 
to the free coin of silver except 


the cing eee nations of the world, 
until such an agreement is o 


inter- 
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I have pointed out that nothing has been done to promote inter- 
national bimetallism. I called attention to the fruitless journey 
of our commissioners shortly after the inauguration of the Presi- 
dent, and how when they were engaged in the most delicate ne- 
gotiations to bring about international bimetallism the Indianap- 
olis conference, the gold-standard conference, the President, the 
Republican press, and the Secretary of the Treasury were dis- 
crediting them in their work and declaring that the Republican 
party was committed to the gold standard. 

It would seem that the Republican party is contented with that 
insincere and abortive attempt. 

I have myself no doubt of the utter good faith of our commis- 
sioners, of their earnest work in that behalf, nor have I the slight- 
est doubt that their efforts were neutralized and rendered ineffec- 
a by the deliberate plan at home to discredit them and their 
efforts. 

The President, in his letter of acceptance in 1896, used this lan- 


guage: 

The Republican party has declared in favor of an international agreement, 
and if elected President it will be my duty to employ all proper means to 
promote it. 

And the only means employed, the only thing done, to bring 
about an international agreement, as I have said, was the appoint- 
ment of commissioners, who had no sooner left our country and 
Koue abroad than they were discredited at home. The junior 

nator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT]), the chairman of the mon- 
etary commission, felt the force of this situation in this country, 
and in his remarks in this Chamber on January 17, 1898, gave ut- 
terance to these words: 

We were also somewhat embarrassed by the statements of representatives 
of the New York bankers in England, who sought access to English officials 
and assured them that any sere which had formerly existed in the 
United States in favor of bimetallism was dead; that the commission was 
sent solely as a sop to a few far Western Republicans; that the country gen- 
erally favored the gold standard, and that the President of the United States 
shared this view. 

The statements were untrue, of course, but in support of them these 
ple assumed to present interviews and statements of the Director of the Mint, 
a hold-over from the last Administration, the late Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, an equally podos legacy, now out of the public service and trans- 
lated | toa Chicago bank, and pretended statements in letters and interviews 
from the Secretary of the Treasury tothe effect that there was no chance 
for international or other bimetallism and favoring the permanent adoption 
of the gold standard. Nobody in Europe a rap what the two minor 
prophets thought or said, as nobody in this country cares, but the all 
statements of the Secretary werea different matter. * * In my opinion, 

grea ority of the members of the Republican 8 are bimetallists, 
and the fact that they are misrepresented by a Cabinet officer is not pleasing, 
but endurable. 

That is the language of the chairman of the commission sent 
abroad to negotiate international bimetallism, and that gentle- 
man said in his remarks on his return from Europe that the plank 
with the promise of international bimetallism was represented by 
bankers and others abroad as a sop thrown out to catch Western 
Republicans. What is the meaning of ‘‘sop thrown out to catch 
Western Republicans?” It means no more nor less than that it 
was a promise made with the intention of breaking it or of never 
fulfilling it. It is a polite way of expressing the fact that it was 
an intentional falsehood on the part of those who inserted it in 
the platform and of those who represented it to the country. 

On the 28th of January, 1898, but two years ago, the President, 
in his remarks at a reception in the city of New York, used this 
language: 

It will not suffice for citizens nowadays to say simply that they are in 
favor of sound money. That is not enough. The people's purpose must be 
given the validity of public law. 


And in his annual message of last December he said: 


While there is now no commercial fright which withdraws gold from the 
Government, but, on the contrary, such widespread confidence that gold 
seeks the Treasury demanding paper money in exchange, yet the very situa- 
tion points to the present as the most nun time to make adequate provision 
to insure the continuance of the gold standard and public confidence in the 
ability and purpose of the Government to meet all its obligations in the 
money w: the civilized world recognizes as the best. 

The President was not always a gold-standard man. There 
was a time when in the other House of Congress he was the fore- 
most advocate of bimetallism; there was a time when he con- 
demned the Administration of another gentleman for trying to 
commit the country to the gold standard, On June 14, 1890, in 
the House of Representatives, the Hon. William McKinley said: 

Iam for the b t use of silver in the currency of the country. I would 
not dishonor it; I would give it credit and honor with gold. I would make no 
discrimination. I would utilize both metals as money and discredit neither. 
I want the double standard. 

Mr. President, it is impossible for language to be plainer than 
this language of that distinguished gentleman. He decried the 
policy of 5 either gold or silver. He wanted them to 
stand upon an equality as the money of our nation 

When did the President change his opinion on this important 
subject? When did the scales fall from his eyes, and when was 


he made to see that bimetallism was wrong and the gold standard 
right? What argument was used, and by whom was it used, to 
convince him that his life service to the cause of bimetallism was 
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an error, that he should retrace his steps and become the foremost 

advocate of the gold standard? What was there in the history of 

the country, in our financial or in our industrial conditions, to 

produce this remarkable change? Nothing, Mr. President; abso- 
utely nothing. 

I am not prepared to say that this is not the honest conviction 
of the President. I would not do that, for I recognize in him the 
right and duty to change if subsequent events convinced him 
that his former position was wrong. But I submit that when- 
ever a man changes the convictions of a lifetime upon any public 

uestion he ought to be bold and brave enough to stan before 
the world and admit it, and say why he changes) and give his 
reasons fordoing so. But the President has said nothing and has 
given no reason for this remarkable change of front. 

At Akron, Ohio, in 1891—I can not give the exact date the 
Honorable Wiiliam McKinley, in a public speech, used this lan- 
guage in speaking of the gentleman who was then President of 
the United States: 


During all his years at the head of the Government he was ee e 
one of our precious metals, one of our own at products—discreditin - 
verand enhancing the price of gold. He endeavored, even before his inau- 
ration to office, to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterwards and 
o the end of his Administration persistently used his power to that end. He 
was determined to contract the circulating medium and demonetize one of 
the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money among the people, make 
money scarce, and therefore dear. 

He would have increased the value of money and diminished the value of 
everything else—money the master and everything else the servant. 

Mr. President, how aptly this language applies to the attitude 
of the present President of the United States! If the Hon. Wil- 
liam McKinley in 1891 was capable of delivering such a philippic 
against his predecessor for an attempt to demonetize silver; if he 
was then convinced that his predecessor was determined to make 
gold the master and everything else its servant; if he then believed 
that the adoption of the single gold standard would bring want 
and misery to the country, what has taken place since then to con- 
vince him to the contrary, and when did it take place? Why does 
he not give the country the benefit of his reasons for this re- 
markable change of opinion? Yet he says nothing, and those who 
represent him are silent when this question is called to their atten- 
tion. 

In that speech the President went further and said: 

He was not thinking of the poor then. He had left their side. He was not 
standing forth in their defense. Cheap coats, cheap labor, and dear money; 
the msor and promoter of these professing to stand guard over the poor 
and lowly. Was there ever more g! 1 or reckless assump- 
tion? He believes that poverty isa bl “i hey be promoted and encouraged, 
2 oes a shrinkage in value of every but money is a national bene- 

Mr. President, how aptly these words apply to the present occu- 

ant of the White House! But to expand upon this view or to en- 

arge upon this utterance of the President will serve no useful 
purpose. When we appeal to our friends upon the other side of 
the Chamber to inform us why the President of the United States 
has changed his convictions upon this subject, what reason he had 
for doing so, they are silent. There is no response to the inquiry; 
and, Mr. President, in my judgment there is no intention upon 
that side of the Chamber to enlighten the country respecting this 
thing. This bill, sir, is to be driven through by mere machine 
force, by mere force of numbers, regardless of the proprieties of 
the occasion, regardless of reason or of logic. 

What is to be gained. by the 3 of the gold standard? 
We are complacently toil t it is the money of civilization; that 
all the great civilized nations, or great powers, to use a popular 
expression—an expression popular in this Chamber, but which 
ought to be offensive every where—have gone to the gold standard, 
and therefore it is necessary for us to do so. 

Mr. President, there have been more panics, more financial dis- 
asters, more lockouts, more strikes, more depression, and more 
wrong during the existence of the gold standard in this country 
than in all the eighty-one years of domestic bimetallism. 

Gold is not the money of civilization. There is nothing in the 
nature of gold that makes it superior to silver as money; there is 
nothing in silver or gold that makes them superior to a limited 
volume of full legal-tender paper money. If anything can be said 
to be at rest and free from discussion, it is that money is a creation 
of law, simply and solely a creation of law, and that any material 
that can be limited, that is not easily counterfeited or easily de- 
stroyed, can be used as successfully for money material as gold 
and silver. But I shall not discuss that: question at this time. 

Within a few weeks we had a financial panic in New York, and 
call money ran up to 168 per cent, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and eighty-six per cent. 

Mr. ALLEN. One hundred and eighty-six per cent the Senator 
says. The Secretary of the Treasury was compelled to go to the 
aid of the bankers of New York to stop the panic. Weseem to 
have fallen into the notion that every time the bulls and bears of 
Wall street get into a fight among themselves and undertake to 
gt eer other, it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to go to their assistance and to afford them 
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financial relief; and I suppose we shall be told before this discus- 


sion ends that this course is proper, that the Government should 
do so because to settle the money market of New York is to inci- 
GETANT relieve the people of financial stress. 

Sir, there never was a tyrant upon the face of the earth who did 
anything that was wrong that he did not have an excuse for it. 
Discretion, unlimited discretion, is the first demand of every tyrant 
who has disgraced the history of the world. Unlimited power in 
the e Leey the Treasury, without let or hindrance or check, 
to sue the bonds of the people of this country in unlimited sums 
is the first step to a perpetual national debt, and will rob the 
ple of the power to interpose checks through Congress, their duly 
constituted authority; and this measure intends to and does give 
precisely that power. 

I ask any gentleman on the other side—and I direct my question 
specifically to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] who 
sits near me- ask that Senator, as the representative of his party 
and as chairman of the Committee on Finance, Is there any chec 
in this bill upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds except his mere discretion and caprice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly there is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Where is it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is too big a question for me to answer 
categorically, but every provision in regard to the issue of bonds 
is limited for a specific purpose and can only be used fora specific 


purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is no answer at all, but it is about the 
answer I expected to get; and I am not disappointed by it. 
„Whenever and as often” is the language of your bill, in the dis. 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, he may issue bonds and 
sell them aron the market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; there is no such thing in the bill, 

Mr. ALLISON. Read the provision, and that will show. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will put this bill in the RECORD as a part of my 
speech, and the people can read it and see for themselves, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the safer way. 

Mr. ALLEN. They will read that provision which applies par- 
ticularly to the gold reserve. That is where tno Jangoage is used. 
I will not occupy the attention of the Senate in ing it at this 
time. The Senator has it in front of him; and if he will turn to 
the provision respecting the gold reserve he will find the language 
I have quoted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator's speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not want that language in the 
ReEcorpD,. Mr. President. 

Now, what check is there to be placed upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury? None whatever. Of course the mere ipse dixit of the 
Senator from Rhode Island is not going to be taken in opposition 
to the plain provision of the bill. ere it stands, Mr. President, 
written in words so plain that no man can be deceived by it. 

Whenever a raid shall be made upon the Treasury, upon the 

old reserve, and that has become reduced to $50,000,000, then the 

Secretary of the Treasury, as often as he may see fit, and at his 
discretion, may issue bonds without limitation to supply that 
deficiency. Lou haye turned the whole power of controlling the 
financial policy of this nation into the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who, according to precedent, has been dictated to 
heretofore by the national banks; and it is not conceivable that 
any man will occupy that position in th. future, if matters con- 
tinue as they have 55 unless he is a national banker or the serv- 
ant or agent of such institutions and more friendly to them 
than he is to his country. 

But this bill is to go through, I suppose. The decree has gone 
forth. Every effort will be used to strengthen the weak places, if 
there are any weak places in your lines, and every vote that can 
be obtained by the party whip, by threats, and by cajolery will be 
een to pass it through speedily and have it signed and become 
a law. 

It is said the American people can stand anything; and, in a gen- 
eral sense, I think that is true, but I know of no people or the peo- 
ple of no nation who could stand the direful consequences which 
must flow from the enforcement of this bill if it shall become a 
law. The back of labor must be bent a little lower, the lines of 
care must be driven a little more sharply into the features of those 
who toil, and their state of civilization will be lowered rather 
than raised. Weare to raise up a great army of industrial and 
agricultural serfs to dig out of the soil and to carve out of wood 
and iron by their daily toil the money to pay the idle and indolent 
class of bondholders; and one of the arguments used and urged 
most strongly by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island in be- 
half of this bill—and I noted the peculiar smile of intelligent joy 
which lighted his face at that time—is that it is to furnish an easy, 
safe, and reliable investment for those who have money to invest. 

That was one of the arguments used in favor of it, and I think 
the chief 3 the chief argument that I remem- 
ber—and the Senator from Rhode Island seemed to think that the 
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country ought to be grateful to him that he had devised a scheme 


that would take millions out of the masses of the people and make 
them contribute to the incomes of the idle few, and that we wore 
providing a safe and an unlimited means of investment for those 
who had money to invest. The Senator seems to be committed to 
the idea that a national debt is a national blessing. 

Mr. President, a nation is like a business man in some respects. 
A business man who gets out of debt and stays out will meet with 
greater success than the one who is constantly getting intu debt, 
for indebtedness eats out the earnings of the debtor every year 
for interest and other charges. And so it is with a nation, for a 
nation is merely an aggregation of individuals. Whenever a na- 
tion can get out of debt, it should remain ont, unless some great 
unforeseen event should compel it temporarily to tax its credit. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island seems to think the country 
ought to be congratulated upon the fact that its credit is to be 
extended and taxed anew, and we are told that this will increase 
our credit at home and abroad. No man has ever questioned the 
credit of the United States, and no man ever will question it un- 
less blind partisanship, so frequently miscalled statesmanship, 
shall cause the issuance of bonds and the increase of our debt to 
such an extent that the taxing power will not produce revenue 
enough to pay the interest on our obligations, ' 

Why do you not return to the first principle of finance? Why 
do you not permit the power to issue money to rest in Congress, 
where the Constitution places it? Why do you turn this power 
over to less than 4,000 corporations of the country? Why do you 
place in the hands of a mere executive officer, in one man, the 
power to increase the indebtedness of this nation without limita- 
ie These questions are unanswered and willremain unanswered 

y you. 

r. President, there has been no claim in the argument thus far 
that the bill is calculated to promote the interests of the common 
menof thiscountry. Itisasurrender, an unconditional surrender, 
to the money power, andisin keeping with that other course of 
business, which has been exploited to its full extent within thelast 
few days, of e Treasury of the United States to the na- 
tional banks. Gold is to be made the single standard and silver 
is to be stricken down and taken out of circulation, except as sub- 
sidiary coin. 

The greenbacks and the Treasury notes and every other form of 
Government paper money are to be taken out of circulation and 
destroyed by this measure, and the void is to be filled by the issu- 
ance of a thousand million dollars or more of national-bank notes, 
When the population of this country shall expand, as it is daily 
expanding; when thirty years shall have rolled around and the 
population of the country shall have increased 50 per cent and 
there is necessity for an enlarged volume of money, the bonded 
indebtedness of the nation will keep pace with the growth of 
population, and the national-bank currency, instead of being a 
thousand million, will be two thousand millions, These great 
organizations can then form more effectively than in the past—and 
they have been quite effective in the past—a solid political organi- 
zation, designed to control the politics of every State and Terri- 
tory in the Union. 

Mr. President, there was a time in the history of this country 
when there was some statesmanship in Congress, when, at least, 
there was an attempt to enact laws in the interest of all the 
ple. There has beenadecadenceinthisrespect. We have reached 
the time when men high in public life, to preserve their own pa 
litical fortunes, are compelled to remain silent on measures passed 
by Congress that ought to be spurned from its doors. ‘This bill is 
a withering curse and should be universally execrated. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President, I propose to discuss briefly 
House bill No. 1 as it came to us from the House of Representa- 
tives, and then to discuss the proposed amendments of the Senate 
Committee on Finance. 

Section 1 of the House bill makes the gold dollar of 25.8 grains 
of gold nine-tenths fine and one-tenth alloy, being 23.22 grains of 
pure gold and 2.58 alloy, the standard unit of value. 

It makes a standard unit of value without anycoin to represent 
it. English, “you know,” after the pound sterling, which has 
never been coined, A unit of value which the people can never 
see or use. 

Section 2 makes all the interest-bearing obligations of the Goy- 
ernment for the Lag pi of money, now existing or hereafter to 
be entered into, and all United States notes or greenbacks, and all 
3 notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, payable in 
the gold coin defined in the first section the gold dollar—and 
then declares all other obligations, public and private, for the 
payment of money shall be performed in conformity with the 
standard established in said section”—that is, section 1. What 
does „shall be performed in conformity with the standard estab- 
lished in section 1” mean? It is compulsory, and can mean only, 
shall be paid in the gold coin defined, authorized, in section 1, 

Then after this plain, compulsory requirement of payment of 


1642 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


all obligations, public and private, in gold coin only, regardless 


of the provisions in the face of s obligations authorizing pay- 
ment in gold and silver coins or in greenbacks or lawful money, 
this section 2 provides that— : 

Soana herein contained shall be construed or held to affect the present 
legal-tender quality of the silver dollar or of the subsidiary or minor coins 
or of the paper currency of the United States or the laws making national- 
bank notes receivable N for certain public debts and dues and 
obligations between national banks. 

Such unqualified, unblushing legislative repudiation of existing 
laws and obligations, public and private, has never before been 

or attempted in the whole financial history of our 
country. 

Of the $1,026,772,320 of interest-bearing bonded indebtedness 
now outstanding, $828,056,150 of the bonds issued under the laws 
of July 14, 1870, and January 14, 1875—the resumption act—have 
written in plain American language in their face these words: 
“Redeemable * * * incoinof the standard value of the United 
States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin,” which the 
law required to be inserted in their face. No one has ever denied 
or can deny that the coin of standard value” was then the stand- 
ard silver dollar of 412} grains of silver and the gold dollar of 
25.8 grains of gold, both nine-tenths fine. 

Of the noninterest obligations we have $346,681,016 in United 


States notes or backs, redeemable in standard silver dollars 
ually with d, and $88,320,280 in the Treasury notes of July 
14, 1890, issued for the purchase of silver bullion, which law re- 


quired that the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin of the silver 
bullion purchased under this act as much as may be necessary to 
vide for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided 
or.” Beyond question these Treasury notes can be lawfully and 
properly redeemed in silver dollars. 
ese laws and the obligations issued thereunder and the plain 
provisions written in their face are repudiated and nullified. Still 
worse, if possible, all obligations of States, municipalities, cor- 
porations, and individuals which call for the payment of Do 
whether the money specified therein is silver dollars or merely 
dollars or la money or United States notes, or any other 
equivalent for dollars, are repudiated, nullified, and the debtors 
made to pay gold coin only. In short, all payments of money 
must be e in gold coin, although the parties to the contract 
or obligation may name and even require the payment to be made 
in silver dollars or greenbacks or lawful money. It is no answer 
to say that such payment in gold coin is in as good or better 
money than that specified. It 5 5 be as good, and yet it may 
cost much trouble, annoyance, and delay, and even many addi- 
tional dollars, to the debtor to get the gold coin with which to pay. 
troys the freedom of contract between individuals and 


tion, which guaran’ 
make pod and silver coin a tender in payment of debts. The 
Constitution is plain. It says: 

No State shall „ „ * coin money * * * or make anything but gold 
and silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

Beyond question this clause grants to every State the right to 
make gold and silver coin, not gold or silver coin, a tender in pay- 
ment of debts. 

The prova in this section 2 that “nothing shall be construed 
or held to affect the legal-tender quality of the silver dollar” is a 
trick of legerdemain—a slight of the pen 5 It professes 
not to affect the legal-tender quality of the silver dollar, and yet 
there is no kind of obligation for payment of money, public or 
private, in the payment of which it can be used as a tender 
or in the payment of which the 3 can be „ not even 
Government 9 or liabilities of any kind whatever. 
When once the silver dollars go into the Treasury, or greenbacks 
go into the Treasury, they are there forever impounded and held, 
and can never be paid out or issued in payment of any obligation, 
liability, or debt of the Government existing or hereafter created. 

For thus saith this bill: Obligations, public and private, for 
the payment of money, shall be performed (paid) in conformity 
with the standard established in section 1”—the gold dollar. All 
the Government can do with the silver dollars is to pay them out 
on presentation of silver certificates calling for so many silver 
dollars. And all it can do with the greenbacks is to issue and pay 
them ont to persons willing to accept them. 

There is no express authority given in the House bill to reissue 
them. The individual citizen can do nothing with either silver 
dollars or greenbac n pay no debt or obligation existing or 
hereafter created, either to the Government or to an individual, 
ep as the Government or individual may voluntarily accept 


em, 
Why shall such iniquitous legislation be enacted? In whose 
interest is it? = ` 


Is it in the interest and for the benefit of the great producing 
classes of our country? j 

How can they be benefited by such legislation? I challenge 

ou to show how the great majority of our people can be benefited 
y this proposed legislation. It is easy to see how largely the 

holders of accumulated wealth, the owners of bonds, mortgages, 
and debts of our nation, States, municipalities, corporations, and 
individuals will be benefited. All such obligations are made 
payable in gold coin only, while fully one-half of the legal-tender 
money of the United States is deprived of that quality and right 
and can no longer be used to pay such liabilities. In truth and 
verity, the rich are made richer and the poor poorer. 

Section 3 creates under the United States Treasurer a division 
of issue and redemption to keep all records and accounts relating 
to issue, redemption, and exchange of the several kinds of money. 
To this division there is to be transferred from the general fund 
in the Treasury of the United States and to be taken up on its 
books as a redemption fund the gold coin and bullion represented 
by outstanding gold certificates, the greenbacks or United States 
notes represented by outstanding currency certificates, the silver 
dollars represented by ontstanding silver certificates, and the silver 
dollars and silver bullion represented by outstanding Treasu: 
notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, and anamount of gol 
coin and bullion as a reserve fund equal to 25 per cent of the 
amount both of the United States notes or greenbacks and Treas- 
ury notes issued under act of July 14, 1890, outstanding, the gold 
and silver coins transferred from the general fund in the Treas- 
ury to be increased or diminished in accordance with this act and 
in no other way. 

Supposing this bill to have been the law January 1, 1900, the 
following would be the operation: There would be transferred from 
the general fund in the Treasury to this division of issue and re- 
apmpron $161,122,797 in gold coin and bullion, Lb ea nara out- 
standing certificates in the general fund of 8236, 909, 230 in gold coin 
and bullion; $11,980,000 United States notes, represented by cur- 
rency certificates, act June 8,1872, leaving $16,431,651 United States 
notes in the general fund; 395,040,816 silver dollars, representing 
outstanding silver certificates, leaving 10,740,478 silver dollars in 
the general fund; and $86,934,351 in silver dollars and silver bul- 
lion, representing United States Treasury notes outstanding, leav- 
ing $1,385,929 in such Treasury notes or silver bullion in the gen- 
eral fund; and, finally, an amount of gold coin and bullion equal 
to 25 per cent of the amount of both greenbacks and Treasur 
notes outstanding, which would be $101,300,929in gold coin an 
bullion as a reserve fund, a gold-reserve fund, to be increased or 
diminished only as sprona in this act, and leaving $135,608,301 
in gold coin and bullion in the general fund. The operation com- 
pleted, there would be left in the 


neral fund in the aroy 
e of all kinds except subsidiary coins and national - 
notes. 


Section 4 prescribes the modus operandi between this division 
of issue and redemption and the general fund in the Treasury to 
maintain intact the gold reserve fund. 

To do so the Secretary of the Treasury may transfer to this 
gold reserve fund any moneys in the Treasury not appropriated, 
or may exchange any funds in this division for other funds in the 

neral fund) in the Treasury, and, in addition, whenever in his 
judgment it is necessary to maintain the gold reserve fund, he 
can issue and sell United States bonds bearing not exceeding 3 per 
cent per annum interest, payablein gaa coin atthe end of twenty 
years, but redeemable in gold coin at the option of the United States 
af ter one year. These are the three methods to maintain intact 
this precious gold reserve fund. 

This section then cularizes what further acts the Secretary 
may do or not do. No transfer shall be made from the general 
fund in the Treasury to the issue and redemption division which 
will reduce the general fund below $50,000,000 gold. Now, we 
have two gold reserve funds, remember—one in the division of 
issue and redemption and onein the general fund of the Treasury— 
and that in the general fund of the Treasury must not go below 
$50,008,000, and that in the issue and redemption division must be 
25 per cent of all the outstanding greenbacks and Treasury notes. 
The United States notes and Treasury notes presented for redemp- 
tion shall be redeemed in gold coin at the will of the holder, and 
silver certificates shall beredeemed in accordance with existing law. 

What is that? Upon their face that they would be redeemed 
in silver dollars, which had been deposited in the Treasury and 
upon which certificates had been issued. That may be the mean- 
ing or it may not. That will depend upon the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary is required to use the 
reserve fund in maintaining af all times the parity—sweet-sound- 
ing word to the gold-standard advocates—and equal value of 
every dollar issued or coined by the Government, and if he deem 
it 55 so maintain such parity and equal value of all the 
money of the United States, he may 8 gold coin for any 
other money issued or coined by the United States. 

That embraces everything on top of the face of this green earth 
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coined, issued, or put into circulation 5 of the United 
States. There can be no mistaking language. The word 
certificates here not only embraces the currency certificates to 
which I have referred, but the silver certificates as well. 

The notes and certificates—mark these two words,“ notes and 
certificates —so redeemed or exchanged shall be held in and con- 
stitute a part of the redemption fund, but shall not be withdrawn 
therefrom nor disbursed except in exchange for an equivalent 
amount of the coin in which they were redeemed or exchanged. 
Nothing in the act to repeal the requirement of the act of July 14, 
1890, that no greater or less amount of such notes shall be out- 
standing at any time than the cost of the silver bullion and silver 
dollars coined therefrom then held in the Treasury purchased by 
such notes.” 

Sections 5, 6, and 7 authorize the silver bullion in Treasury to 
be coined into subsidiary coins and an equal amount of Treasury 
notes retired and canceled, the recoinage of the worn and uncur- 
rent subsidiary silver coin in the Treasury, and the re of any 
limitation on the amount of subsidiary silver coins to be issued— 
I think that is a very good provision—and uire all greenbacks 
and Treasury notes hereafter issued or reissued to be of denomina- 
tions not less than one dollar, and all silver certificates hereafter 
issued or paid out are to be in denominations of one, two, and five 
dollars. ‘ge notes for the gold aristocracy, the bank aris At $ 
groon banks and silver certificates for the masses, the toiling mil- 

ions—class distinction among our people created by class dis- 
tinction in your law. The financial scheme is in operation. It is 
in operation now. 

In the division of issue and redemption we now have an amount 
of gold coin and bullion equal to all outstanding gold certifi- 
cates, United States notes equal to the outstanding currency 
certificates, standard silver dollars equal to outstanding silver 
certificates, and silver dollars and bullion equal to outstanding 
Treasury notes, and the gold-reserve fund equal to 25 per cent 
of all outstanding greenbacks and Treasury notes, now aggregat- 
ing over $405,000,000, And the gag reserye fund must be main- 

ned intact in this division, while at the same time the gold in 
the general fund of the Treasury must not be reduced below 
1 gold. It is now 5133, 608,301; its minimum, 850, 000, 000. 
ited States bonds are the dearly loved objects of the holders 
of accumulated wealth, and every proceeding necessary to secure 
them will betaken. And the Secretary of the Treasury has full 
power in his discretion to issue and sell them, bearing interest not 
exceeding 3 per cent at par, above or below par, or at any sum he 
mey be willing to accept for them. 
here is no limitation, no restriction in the bill in 
amount that he shall accept in payment of the bonds, and he is 
required to use the gold reserve fund to maintain at all times the 
parity and equal value of every dollar issued or coined by the 
Government, which necessarily includes greenbacks, Treasury 
notes, silver dollars, and even silver certificates, payment of 
which may be demanded in gold. Remember also that the na- 
tional banks, with the increase of their circulation, must neces- 
sarily largely increase their gold reserve. 

Now, sixty millions of backs and Treasury notes, either 
or both, are presented to division of issue and redemption, and 
gold asked and paid, and the gold reserve reduced to forty-one 
millions, and the sixty millions of United States notes are ex- 
changed from the Sg ea division to the general fund in the 
Treasury, and being in the Treasury the redemption fund is re- 
duced 25 per cent of the sixty millions, or fifteen millions, leaving 
it at sighire millions intact, and forty-five millions are trans- 
ferred from the general fund of one hundred and thirty-five mil- 
lions of gold to restore the reserve fund intact at eighty-six mil- 
lions, and thus the gold in the general fund is reduced to ninety- 
five millions. Progress to bonds is made. Another raid is made. 

Sixty millions of silver dollars or silver certificates are pre- 
sented and gold payment demanded. Thereupon, to maintain the 
pariy and equal value of every dollar issued or coined by the 

vernment, sixty millions of gold are paid out of the gola Te- 
serve in the redemption division, and it is then reduced to twenty- 
six millions, and to restore it back to eighty-six millions intact 
sixty millions of gold in the general fund of ninety-five millions 
in the Treasury are exchanged with the redemption division, and 
the general fund in the Treasury reduced to thirty-five milllions, 
fifteen millions below its minimum, which must be raised. 

Now, forty millions of greenbacks are presented for redemption 
in 785 and redeemed out of the eighty-six millions of gold in the 
redemption division—now reduced to forty-six millions; and if 
the forty millions redeemed greenbacks are transferred to the 
general fund in the Treasury and remain there, then the redemp- 
tion division would only require thirty millions in gold from the 
thirty-five millions in the general fund to raise it to seventy-six 


millions—25 per cent of all outstanding greenbacks and Treasury 
notes, and the general fund of gold in the Treasury would be 
reduced to five millions, forty-five millions below its minimum, 
and bonds would be issued and sold at whatever price the Secre- 
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tary, in the ency of maintaining the parity and equal value 
of all the money Tanai or coined, might feel at liberty to accept 
from his dear friends who have proven their loyalty to the gold 
standard by liberal contributions in political emergencies and 
necessities. This is only one of many illustrations—fair, practi- 
cable, and most probable—which can be given to demonstrate how 
the issue of bonds can be easily forced. 

Even if the act of June 13, 1898, requiring the coinage of the 
silver bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, and the 
retirement of the Treasury notes is not repealed by the House 
bill, whichis an open question, yet it will require some time before 
its coinage and the subsidiary silver coinage from that bullion 
will exhaust and retire the Treasury notes. When those Treasury 
notes are all retired and canceled, we will still have $346,681,016 

eenbacks and 483,530,019 standard silver dollars, to be increased 

y the patunga of the existing bullion to considerably more than five 
hundred millions, making at least $850,000,000, whose parity and 
pe heart value must be maintained by their redemption in gold when 


Now, what is the inevitable result of this process of forcing 
the issue of bonds to get gold to maintain the two gold funds, the 
gola reserve in the issue and redemption division and the gold 

und of not less than fifty millions in the general fund in the 
Treasury, and to maintain the parity and equal value of all the 
money issued or coined by the Government? It is the impound- 
ing, the accumulation in the Treasury of all the greenbacks, 
chapel notes, silver dollars, and silver certificates so redeemed, 
practically their retirement, and a contraction of the circulating 
money to their amount. For all obligations, public and private, 
which must necessarily include all debts, public and private or 
individual, as well as all appropriations made by Congress to ex- 
nd or pay certain sums or amounts for certain objects to cer- 
in persons, must be performed, paid, discharged, in the gold 
dollars, the only money of final payment and redemption. 

It is no answer to say that “all silver certificates presented for 
redemption shall be redeemed in accordance with existing law.” 
If this House bill become a law, then it is the existing law. But 
admit, for argument’s sake, that they will be redeemed in silver 
dollars, then the silver dollars are coined by the Government, and 
to maintain their parity and equal value with gold they must, 
according to all gold-standard authorities, be redeemed in gold; 
and the Secretary is expressly “‘ required to use said reserve d 
in maintaining at all times the parity and equal value of every 
dollar issued or coined by the Government. y time the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury deems it necessary, in order to maintain the 
ity and equal value of all the money of the United States, he 
may, at his discretion, exchange gold coin for any other money 
issuéd or coined by the United States.” 

This is express authority in the very language of the bill which 
Ihave quoted. This clinches the fact beyond controversy. For, 


if he is not expressly required to redeem silver certificates or silver 
dollars out of the gold reserve, he has the discretion persuasively 
given to exchange gold coin for them or either of them. Does 


any sane man suppose for a moment that the Secretary of the 
Treasury would hesitate a second to exchange gold coin for silver 
certificates or silver dollars upon the request of the National City 
Bank of New York or any member of the gold-standard trust, 
the father and the mother of all the trusts? 

Remember also that ‘‘the notes and certificates so redeemed or 
exchanged shall be held in and constitute a part of said redemp- 
dion fund, and shall not be withdrawn therefrom nor disbursed 
except in exchange for an equivalent amount of the coin in which 
said notes were redeemed or exchanged.” This can only mean 
that they can never be withdrawn nor disbursed—paid out—ex- 
cept in exchange for gold coin. Will the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, after having exchanged gold coin for these notes and certifi- 
cates, take them around—hawk them about—trying to get some 
“benevolently assimilated” gold-standard friend to exchange his 
gold coin for them? : 

Never—no, never! Anathema to him who would suspicion, 
much less charge, the Secretary of the Treasury with such unbe- 
coming gold-standard conduct. Then, there in the vaults they 
would remain, retired from circulation, and gold bonds would be 
issued and sold to npin the gold coin so exchanged for them; 
and the process would be repeated in the manner of an endless 
er bay the insatiate desire for United States bonds was fully 
sa 

Enough for the peen of this ignis fatuus of a gold standard 
and this trick-of-the-pen modus operandi of maintaining it! 

I go now to the provision in regard to national banks. Section 
8 amends section 5159 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
so as to require national banks proposing to commence the bank- 
ing business to transfer and deliver to the United States Treasurer 
as security for circulating notes any interest-bearing United 
States registered bonds to an amount, where the capital is $150,000 
or less, not less than one-fourth of the capital, and $50,000 where 
the capital is in excess of $150,000, with authority for such banks 


1644 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


as have on deposit bonds in excess of that amount to reduce their 
circulation as peoien bylaw. It authorizes existing banks hav- 
e 


ing bonds on deposit, and such banks as hereafter deposit such 
bonds, to issue circulation to an amount not exceeding the par or 
face value of such bonds—that is, dollar for dollar of the face 
value of the bonds. 

Section 9 amends section 10 of the act of July 12, 1882, extend- 
ing the corporate existence of national banks, so as to authorize 
such banks upon a deposit of bonds, as described in sections 5159 
and 5160, to receive from the Comptroller circulating notes not 
exceeding the face value of their bonds, such notes not to exceed 
the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock, and 
nee sections 5171 and 5176, Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Section 10 he national banks to pay to the United States 
Treasurer, in ition to the taxes imposed by act of June 13, 1898, 
a tax semiannually of one-tenth of 1 per cent upon the value of its 
franchise—that is, upon the te amount of its capital, sur- 
plus, and undivided profits—being an annual tax of one-fifth of 1 
per cent on capital, surplus, and undivided profits, and repeals 
sections 5214, 5215, 5216, and 5217, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, but does not repeal any liability for taxes or penalties al- 
ready incurred, and imposes penalties for failure to pay the taxes. 

Section 11 amends section 5133, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, so that no national bank shall be organized with less capi- 
tal than $100,000, but gives the Secretary authority to organize 
banks with not less than $50,000 capital in places having not over 
6,000 population; and with not less than $25,000 in places with not 
over 2,000 population, and no bank to be organi in a city with 
a population exceeding 50,000 with a less capital than $200,000. 

o one can question the fact that these provisions are in the 
interest and for an increase of the profits of national banks. 

Under existing law a national bank with a capital of $100,000 re- 
ceives $90,000 in notes and loans same at 6 per cent and receives 
85,400 interest, and $4,000 interest from the Government on 4 per 
cent bonds; receipts $9,400; and pays a tax of $900, 1 per cent, 
leaving receipts $8,500. j: 

Under this bill the same bank receives $100,000 in notes, loans 
them at 6 per cent, $6,000 interest, $4,000 interest on bonds; re- 
ceipts $10,000; and pays a tax of one-fifth of 1 per cent upon its 
capital, counting it without surplus or undivided profits, being 

„leaving receipts at $9,800, instead of $8,500; clear pony $1,300, 
ual to 1.3 per cent interest per annum on its capital. 
Muy shall the national hanks be selected as the only ones to 
have their taxes reduced? 

The creation and issue of money is purely and necessarily a 
function of government—of sovereignty. 

Without a government, a sovereignty of the people with au- 
thority to legislate, there can beno legal-tender money among the 
people. Why then shall this great corstitutional Government 
abandonitssovereign right toissue the paper currency forthe people 
and delegate it to rations—national banking associations? 
Why they alone have the authority to make this Govern- 
ment issue and deliver to them the entire paper currency and be 

msible for its final redemption? 
hy shall individual citizens holding the same kind of bonds 
as the banks not have the same? 

If this great Government can not maintain coin redemption of 
its own notes, how can it maintain the coin redemption of the 
national-bank notes? l 

Now, Mr. President, I pass to a more interesting question, I hope, 
to the Senate, and that is to the amendments proposed as a substi- 
tute by the Senate Committee on Finance. ; 

Section 1 of the Senate amendments provides that the dollar of 
25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine, as established by section 3511, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, shall continue to be the 
standard unit of value; and all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States shall be maintained at a parity of value with 
this standard. And United States notes and Treasury notes, when 
presented to the Treasury for redemption, shall be redeemed in 
gold coin of such standard. There is no chance to mistake the 
meaning of this plain language. 

It means and can only mean that the gold coins, all of which by 
weight and fineness and denominations are described in said sec- 
tion 8511, are the only money of final payment and redemption, 
the only standard unit of value; and that all forms of money 
issued or coined—mark the words—issned or coined—all forms of 

per money or currency, the United States notes or greenbacks, 

Ə notes, and the national-bank notes are issued, and 
all forms of silver, nickel, and copper money are coined—shall be 
maintained at a parity of value with the gold standard coins. In 
plain American words, shall be redeemed in such gold coins when- 
ever demanded. 2 

This is the unquestioned interpretation given by all gold-standard 
advocates to the word parity ever since it crept into the law of 
July 14, 1890. agreed upon in conference committees. To main- 
tain the parity of value of all forms of money with gold coins, all 


forms of such money must, at the Ae of the holder, be redeemed 
in or received in exchange for gold coins. 

To clinch this, and yet at the same time to throw a thin mist of 
doubt as to the redeemability or exchange of silver dollars in or 
for gold coins, the greenbacks and Treasury notes shall be re- 
deemed in gold coin; no discretion left—they can beredeemed onl 
in gold coin and innothing else. Thelegal tender of the W 
silver dollar is taken away now, let me finish the sentence is 
nullified absolutely as to greenbacks and Treasury notes. You 
can not shake your head now. I Will repeat it. The legal tender 
of the standard silver dollar is taken away, is nullified absolutely 
as to greenbacks and Treasury notes, and the option of the holders 
15 nave them redeemed in silver dollars is taken away, absolutely 

enied. 

Lou can not shake yonr head at that. Even the standard silver 
dollars coined from the same silver bullion purchased with these 
Treasury notes can not be used in the redemption of such notes, 
even on demand of the holders of such notes. This section cer- 
tainly makes glad the heart of the Secre of the Treasury, Mr. 
Gage, who on the 16th and 17th of December, 1897, before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, said: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the objects I have in mind 
in the series of provisions offered by me are four in number: 

1. To commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard, remove, 
so far as ible, doubts and fears on that point, and thus strengthen the 
credit of United States at home and abroad. 

2. Tostrengthen the Treasury in relation toits demand Habilities, in which 
are included greenbacks, Treasury notes, and the incidental obligation to 


maintain on a parity, through interchangeability with gold,so far as may be 
n 3 the present large volume of silver certificates and silver do! 
0 à 


o this in such a way as not to contract the volume of circulation in 
the hands of the people. 
4 To take án initial toward a system of bank-note issues without the 
conditional deposit of public bonds as security therefor. 


A gold-standard advocate, a Democrat, or mugwump, as you 
may prefer, taken into the political family of the Republican Exec- 
utive in the second and most potential position, Secretary of the 
Treasury, in fraternal recognition of the quasi obligation for the 
votes and support of the gold-standard Democrats in the Presi- 
dential election, has forced upon the Republican party a total 
abandonment of bimetallism and the adoption of the single stand- 
ard of gold as the only money of final payment and redemption 
of all forms of money issued or coined. 

This bill is the literal embodiment of the first and second of his 
four objects, boidly proclaimed in December, 1897. The Senator 
from Rhode Island, £ steers of the Senate Committee on Finance, 
in his speech of January 4 last, in explanation of the bill, referring 
to the increase of the reserve fund to $150,000,000, said: 

The reason for this is found in the rapidly increasing amount of notes and 
certificates which, under 3 pledges for the maintenance of the parity 
of value, are directly or indirectly a burden upon the fund. ~ 

On November 1, the total amount of notes and certificates, including 
national-bank notes, outstanding was $1,054,000,000, and a reserve fund of 
$150,000,000 would be 14 per cent of this amount. 

This $1,054,000,000 includes $394,976,239 of outstanding silver 
certificates, the currency certificates, the greenbacks, 
notes, and national-bank notes, This he must admit. 

And the distinguished chairman of the Finance Committee. 
being present, can not deny it. These are his own figures, an 
these are the only items in the financial statements of the Gov- 
ernment that can make the 81.054, 000, 000. 

Now, 1 want that remembered. 

The Senator from Rhode Island further said: 

It is true we do not propose to make all outstand notes and certificates 
a direct burden upon the gold reserve. National- notes, through their 
method of redemption in lawful money, are indirectly a burden upon the 
fund, and so, in a certain sense, are silver certificates and silver dollars. 

He further said: 


Both silver dollars and silver certificates are by law receivable for all 
public dues, and as long as the o: receipts of the Government are 
more than ,000,000 per annum it is very evident that silver certificates 
are not likely to go to a discount. 

Mark the language: 

The Government itself, in the absence of a positive injunction, would be 
bound to maintain the value of this form of currency—mark the words—this 
form of currency— 


Now, mark the words— 
through the ordinary business channels of exchange for self-protection. 


The Government is bound to do it. Therefore, you do not put 
it in the bill, for the Government is bound to maintain silver cer- 
tificates, silver dollars, and national-bank notes at = paniy with 
gold by the exchange of gold coin whenever demanded. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No other interpretation can be given to it. 
That is the 75 interpretation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see. The Senator further said: 

The committee believe that under these conditions, or, in fact, under any 
which are likely to arise, there will be no difficulty in maintaining a parity 


without direc the Secre to exchange gold coin for silver dollars at the 
Wamand of the bolder of the MITOS. e 


— 
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That is to say—mark it—there is no necessity to direct the Sec- 
retary to exchange gold in the reserve fund for silver dollars on 
the demand of the holder of the silver, because the Secretary is 
already bound te do it and will do it. 
that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Bound to do what? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Bound to maintain the parity by that 
method; and that is the only method by which he can do it. 

There is no necessity, because the Government is already bound 
in self-protection to maintain the parity by exchanging gold for 
silver, silver certificates, and silver dollars, and redeeming Treas- 
ury notes, nbacks, and national-bank notes in gold dollars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri put his own con- 
struction upon the last part of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is exactly the construction that your 
Secretary of the Treasury will put upon it, and it is what every 
eff advocate outside of this Senate Chamber, when the 

ill shall have become a law, will say it means. There can be no 
question as to that. 

Iam trying to deal with exact fairness, and I have quoted the 
exact lan e of the Senator from Rhode Island. I say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury will not hesitate a moment—he has al- 
ready declared his purpose—whenever silver dollars, silver cer- 
tificates, greenbacks, Treasury notes, or national-bank notes are 
presented and gold demanded, to exchange gold for them; and 
whether you call it redemption or exchange does not make any 
difference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know the Senator from Missouri wants to 
deal fairly with this question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Do 1 understand the Senator to say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury would be bound to pay gold from the 
reserve in 512 9 5 fox silver dollars or silver certificates? 

Mr. COCKR . Under this law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under this law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is his interpretation of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not have read the second sec- 
tion of the bill, which provides that this gold shall be used, and 
used only, for the redemption of United States notes and United 
States Treasury notes. It can not be used otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But that does not nullify the provision that 
you have got to maintain the parity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. 

Mr, COCKRELL, We have got to take the whole law together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury can not use the 
gold reserve for any other pu except the redemption of 

nited States notes and United States Treasury notes. It is un- 
doubtedly true that the Secretary of the Treasury now and here- 
tofore has, by the use of the secon, house and by other methods, 
maintained the poy between gold and silver, and so long as 
they are of equal value the exchange in the ordinary course of 
business of the general fund in the Treasury affects nobody un- 
favorably, either the holders of silver or of gold, or the producers 
of silver or of gold, or any other citizen of the United States who 
has a general interest in it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall see when we go further along. I 
want to establish the fact—and it is established by the language 
I have read—that the reason a clause is not put in this bill to re- 
quire, by explicit words, the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange 
gold for silver and silver certificates was that he already had that 
area A by law, and everybody knows he will exercise it. 

Mr. CHILTON. And thatis the reason for increasing the gold 
reserve $50,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Rhode Island admits that 
in his h which I quoted. 

Mr. DRICH. He can do it indirectly, but not directly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be done incidentally: and when it is 
done incidentally, what is the difference? It is only the difference 
between tweedledum and tweedledee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of the Senate committee amend- 
ment in increasing the gold reserve was to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury, under any circumstances, to maintain the parity 
of all forms of money issued or coined in the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it was; and to do that he must 
redeem all the other forms of money just the same, He must 
redeem them to maintain the parity. 

Mr ALDRICH. The Senator uses the word ‘‘redeem.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, then, exchange. I have used the 
word “exchange” in regard to silver and silver certificates and 
“redeem” as to the others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘ Exchange” is the proper word, but redemp- 
tion is not the proper word, because the Secretary of the Treasury 
can exchange any of the forms of money in the general fund of 
the Treasury at any time when he thinks it is to the public inter- 
est, or for the purpose of maintaining the parity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difterence whether you 
call it redemption or exchange, When a man goes there with 


There is no question on 


silver certificates, Treasury notes, greenbacks, or silver dollars and 


demands gold, he gets it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes all the difference in the world, be- 
cause redemption isonethingand exchangeisanother. Money that 
is redeemed and redeemable by law is not paid out again, unless 
there is some provision of law, as there isin the case of United 
States notes, for their reissue. Redemption is the final transac- 
tion and the money is retired. An exchange is simply exchanging 
one form of money in the general fund for another to be used in 
the course of business for the payment of the debts of the United 
States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the way you ate legislating in 
this bill, for you say the greenbacks shall be reissued, 

i Mr. ALDRICH. Not unless there is some express provision of 
aw. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall have no controversy about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We retire the Treasury notes for silver dol- 
lars, in accordance with the provisions of law. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I understand that perfectly; but you re- 
deem the greenbacks, to be reissued. It is only the difference be- 
tween tweedledum and tweedledee, whether you call it redemption 
or exchange. When a man goes to the Treasury with silver dol- 
lars, silver certificates, or Treasury notes and says he wants gold, 
he gets it, and he does not care whether you call it redemption or 
exchange. 

Continuing, the Senator from Rhode Island said: 


0 f believe, in fact, that no public interests will be served by the adop- 
tion of legislative provision for such an exchange. To make our silver 
currency a direct upon the gold reserve might imperil at a critical 


time the sufficiency of the fund. e fear it would serve as an invitation for 
unfriendly drafts upon the Treasury resources. 

Well may you have those fears, and after you have enacted this 
bill into law you will realize them before many years shall have 
pase: These quotations settle the question that the Secretary 

as the right, and will certainly exercise it, without any direct 
legislative direction, to redeem silyer dollars or certificates in 
gold or exchange gold for them on the demand of the holder of 
1 to maintain the parity of all forms of money with the 
old coin. 
1 I now come to section 2, which provides that to secure the 
rompt and certain redemption of the United States notes and 
notes,” the Secretary of the Treasury shall „set apart in 
the Treasury a reserve fund of $150,000,000 in gold coin” to be 
“ used for such redemption purposes only,” and as such notes are 
redeemed the Secreta shall use them to restore and maintain 
such reserve fund as follows: First, by exchanging such notes for 
any gold coin in the general fund of the Treasury; second, by 
accepting deposits of gold coin at the Treasury or at any sub- 
treasury in exchange for the greenbacks so redeemed; third, b 
8 gold coin by the use of said notes in accordance wit 
he provisions of section 3700, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Fourth. If the Secretary be unable to restore and maintain the 
gold coin in the reserve fund by the three methods named, and 

ə amount of such gold coin reserve fund at any time falls below 
$100,000,000, then the Secretary shall restore the same to the max- 
imum of $150,000,000 by borrowing money on the credit of the 
United States; and for the debt thus incurred shall issue and sell 
coupon or registered bonds, in such form as he may prescribe, in 
denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing not exceed- 
ing 3 per cent interest, payable quarterly, payable at the option of 
the United States after one year from date, principal and interest 
payable in gold coin of the present standard value, and to be 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States and from taxation in any form by or under State, munici- 
pal, or local authority. 

The gold coin received from the sale of the bonds shall be covered 
first into the general fund of the Treasury and then exchanged as 
before provided for an equal amount of the notes so redeemed and 
held for exchange, and the United States notes exchanged from 
the reserve fund into the general fund of the Treasury shall be 
reissued as provided by law. And the gold coin in the reserve 
fund, together with the redeemed notgs held for use as herein pro- 
vided, shall at no time exceed the maximum sum of $150,000,000, 
Suppose, for illustration, the Senate amendments arealaw. By 
such law there are two funds in the Treasury, the gold reserve 
fund and the general fund. 

On January 1, 1900, there was in the Treasury, in round num- 
bers, the sum of $236,000,000 in gold. 

To establish the gold reserve fund one hundred and fifty millions 
are transferred to it from the two hundred and thirty-six millions 
in the peni fund, leaving in the general fund eighty-six mil- 
lions of gold. 

Of the greenbacks, Treasury notes, and currency certificates out- 
standing there were four hundred and seventeen millions, redeem- 
able only in goa and termed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
a direct burden on the reserve. 

Of the silver dollars and certificates outstanding there were four 
hundred and sixty-five millions, no less a burden upon the reserve, 
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e e gold must be maintained and can only 
co 


be done by 5 coin for them on demand of the holder 
of the silver, whi e Secretary has the clear right to do and 
would doubtless do. 


In addition there were two hundred and forty-two millions of 
national-bank notes which are indirectly a burden on the reserve, 
as the United States must redeem them and then look to the bank 
for their payment. And if redeemed in greenbacks, then the 
greenbacks would be presented and gold demanded, so that they 
are no lessa burden than the greenbacks. The aggregate of these 
three burdens on the gold reserve is $1,124,000,000, making the 
reserve less than 8 per cent of the burdens or liabilities, 

More bonds are wanted by the gold aristocracy, and they raid 
the and present greenbacks and Treasury notes to the 
amount of sixty millions. The reserve is reduced to ninety mil- 
lions and sixty millions are exchanged from the general fund to 
the reserve for the redeemed notes, and only twenty-six millions 
are left in the general fund. Another raid of sixty millions is 
made and the reserve reduced to ninety millions, and the twenty- 
six millions of gold in the general fund is transferred toit, making 
3 hundred and sixteen millions, and no gold in the general 

Another raid of thirty millions reduces the gold reserve to eighty- 
six millions, fourteen millions below the minimum, and no gold 
in the general fund. And now sixty-four millions of gold must 
be secured to restore the reserve fund to one hundred and fifty 
millions, in one of the four manners named in the bill. The first 
exchanging gold coin in the general fund for the redeemed notes 
has been exhausted, and there is no gold in the general Treasury. 
And one hundred and fifty millions of greenbacks and Treasury 
notes are held in the Treasury, excepting such greenbacks as may 
have been reissued in defraying the expenditures of the Govern- 


ment. 
The second is the voluntary d it of gold coin by its holders 
in ex for the greenbacks. nis is impracticable, because it 


is the holders of the greenbacks, etc., who have demanded gold 
for them, and when such a process of presenting greenbacks and 
other liabilities for redemption in gold has been going on, no 
holders of gold will make such exchange. 

The third—and I desire to call the special attention of the Sen- 
ate to the third process—is to procure gold coin by the use of said 
notes, as authorized in section 3700, Revised Statutes of the United 
States. I will read this section: 

„ . Secre of the N chase coin with any of 
Pg es poe age the United States, au opined by law, at such 8 
upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the public interests. 

This law was enacted March 17, 1862, in war times and extremi- 
ties, and the gold standard is bringing us back to the enactment 
of laws such as were necessary in times of war and extremity, be- 
cause it is producing a monetary war and monetary extremity 
more di to the country and the world than the devasta- 
tions of war. 

Is it possible that a Republican Administration, a Republican 
House, Senate, and Executive, will, in order to maintain this 

hantom of a gold standard and the parity of the full legal-tender 
nited States notes, Treasury notes, standard silver dollars and 
certificates with gold coin, not only sanction but directly and 
ifically authorize their gold-standard Secretary to purchase 

e precious gold coin with the legal-tender Uni States notes 
at such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advanta- 
geous—that is, to sell at public auction, or in the open market, or 
at peices sale United States greenbacks at such rates or prices 
and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interests—that is, the gold standard and its maintenance. 

As these notes bear no interest, and if they can not be sold for 
gold, then bonds interest must be sold, no holder of gold 
will buy them. He wait for the bonds. Then the Secre- 
tary having failed by the three methods named to restore the 
gold reserve, it becomes his duty to restore the reserve to its 
maximum of one hundred and fifty millions by borrowing money 
on the credit of the United States, and for the debt thus incurred 
to issue and sell United States 3 per cent bonds, as described in 
said section, for gold coin at such rates or prices as he may deem 
best—at par, above par, or below par—and to such an amount as 
will restore the reserve to its maximum. X 

When this has been done, and the greenbacks, silver certificates 
and dollars impounded in the Treasury have been reissued and 
paid out for appropriations made by Congress for the support of 
the Government and other objects, and more bonds are wanted, 
they can all be again presen gold demanded, and the reserve 
exhausted and bonds again issued, and the endless chain will con- 


ue. 
It can be and it will be worked as I have indicated, and just 
as has been done in $ ra years, 
The gold-standard trust, 3 of the holders of the accum- 
ulated wealth of Europe and the United States, and having in 
their control and power most of the rich gold mines of the world 
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and the existing stock of gold and many billions of the debts and 
obligations of the governments, states, municipalities, corpora- 
tions, and individuals of the whole world, have the power under 
this proposed law to do just as I have pointed out, and not only 
have they such power, but it is also to their pecuniary interest 
and profit to do so. 

en they have forced the issue of a few hundred millions of 
dollars in bonds, and are keeping the endless chain in operation, 
the cry will be raised, The credit of the Government at home and 
abroad must be maintained,” and can only be done by canceling 
and destroying the greenbacks and making the silver dollars a sub- 
paged rte legal tender for a small sum, and giving to the banks 
the absolute control of all the paper currency of the country. 
There is what your legislation leads to, 

Section 3 requires the Secretary, as fast as standard silver dol- 
lars are coined under the acts of July 14, 1890, and June 13, 1898, 
from the bullion now in the Treasury, to retire and cancel an 
equal amount of the Treasury notes issued in its purchase when- 
ever they come into the Treasury and to issue silver certificates for 
such dollars—a very good provision. Under the act of June 13, 
1898, the Secretary can coin it all as rapidly as the coinage capac- 
ity of the mints can issue the dollars. 

He can coin it if he will in a very short time, He is required to 
coin not less than a fixed sum, but there is no maximum sum pre- 
scribed over which he shall not coin, If he chooses, he can coin 
that bullion rapidly and substitute silver and silver certificates 
for Treasury notes and wipe the Treasury notes out of existence. 

Section 4 authorizes the Secretary of the ry to receive 
deposits of gold coin in sums not less. than 820 and to issue gold 
certificates therefor not less than $20, and to hold the coin for the 
payment of such certificates only; such certificates to be receiv- 
able for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so received 
to be reissued. The authority to issve such certificates shall be 
suspended whenever and so long as the gold coin in the reserve 
fund falls and remains below $100,000,000. 

One-fourth of such certificates at least shall be in denominations 
of $50 or less. 

The Secretary may issue such certificates in denominations of 
$10,000, payable to order. 

Section 5193, Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing 
the Secretary to issue certificates in denominations not less than 
$5,000 upon deposit in sums not less than $10,000 of United States 
notes by national banks, is repealed. 

These gold certificates of large denominations, of not less than 
$10,000, as a matter of course can only be used in the clearing 
houses and in large banks. So far as the gold represented by them 
is concerned, it is practically out of circulation among the people 
transacting the business of thecountry. It is simply in the clear- 
ing houses and in the large banks, and is transferred by check or 
Spe vhs but 3 is not part of the money of our country—the money 
of the people. 

Section 5 requires all United States notes and Treasury notes to 
be in denominations not less than $10 and all silver certificates in 
$10 and less, 

The result of this will be that all the silver will be represented 
by certificates, because the people always prefer the certificates 
to the silver dollar—that is, the great bulk of them do—and it is 
an advantage to the Government and to the people to have silver 
certificates circulating instead of silver do! , for if the silver 
dollar is lost it is gone, but if the silver certificate is lost or de- 
stroyed, the silver dollar representing it is still in the Treasury 
and belongs to the whole people, to the country. What is the 
loss to the individual is the gain to the mass. 

Now, you make gold the only money of final payment and re- 
demption, which will cause great difficulty in many places in the 
country, where an extortionate creditor, for instance, demands 
gold of his debtor, and only gold. The great bulk of the money 
of the people will be the small notes. There will be no place 
where anyone will be bound to exchange gold for them, because 
the exchange can only be compulsory at the Treasury of the 
United States or at a subtreasury of the United States, for no 
national bank will be compelled to exchange them. The banks 
will not be compelled, in the first instance, even to redeem their 
own notes in gold; they can redeem them, first, in greenbacks, 
and then, as a matter of course, the greenbacks go to the Treasury. 

That is the way the bank notes are maintained. They depend 
for their existence, validity, and circulation upon the redeema- 
bility by the United States, just as the greenbacks are redeeniable; 
and the Government is just as directly bound for their redemp- 
tion as it is bound for the redemption of the greenbacks. For the 
redemption of the greenbacks the Government has the entire 
population and property of the United States to call upon by taxa- 
tion, and for the redemption of the national-bank notes we only 
have the bonds which they have deposited with us. 

Section 6 authorizes the Secretary to receive any or all the 
$95,009,700 of bonds bearing 5 per cent interest, payable February 
1, 1904, and the $545,345,350 4 per cent bonds, redeemable at the 
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leasure of the United States after July 1, 1907, and the $198,791,- 


8 per cent Spanish-war bonds, redeemable after ten years at 
option of the United States and payable twenty years from Aug- 
ust 1, 1908, ting over $839,000,000, and to issue in exchange 

| therefor an ara amount of United States coupon or registered 
bonds, in denominations of $50 or any multiple herent, bearing 
2 per cent interest, payable quarterly, to be redeemable or por 
able at the pleasure of the United States after thirty years from 
date, principal and interest payable in gold coin of present stand- 
ard, to be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the 
United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

The outstanding bonds to be received in exchange at a valuation 
not greater than their present worth, to yield an income of 2} per 
centum per annum, and the Secretary to pay to the holders of 
such outstanding bonds, received for such exchange, asum not 
greater than the difference between their preven’ worth, computed 
as above stated, and their par value; such payments to be on ac- 
count of sinking fund, the 2 per cent bonds to be issued at not less 
than par, numbered consecutively in order of issue, and when 
payable, the last numbers issued shall be first paid; and whenever 
any outstanding bonds are called n interest thereon 
shall cease three months after such ` A 

Section 7 authorizes all national banks, existing and hereafter 
to be organized, to receive from the Comptroller of the 8 
circulating notes equal to the par value of the bonds deposi 
and if the market value of the bonds fall below the value of 
the circulating notes the Comptroller can require additional de- 
posits of bonds or of lawful money. 

No national-bank notes hereafter are to be less than $10, and the 
total amount of such notes shall at no time exceed the amount of 
capital stock actually paid in. . 

tion 8 requires every national bank having on deposit United 
States 2 per cent bonds to secure circulating notes to pay a tax of 
one-half of 1 per cent annually, or one-fourth of 1 per cent semi- 
annually, npon the average amount of its circulating notes in lieu 
of the existing taxes of 1 per cent annually, one-half of 1 per cent 
yable semiannually, imposed by section 5214, Revised Statutes 
United States. 

I ask the Senator from Iowa if I am not correct in this 
This would leave all national banks having other than 2 cent 
bonds on deposit for circulating notes still subject toa of 1 
per cent per annum on average amount of circulating notes, thus 
giving the benefit of one-half of 1 per cent to the banks having 2 
per cent bonds on deposit for circulating notes, and holding out 
an inducement to that amount to exchange their bonds for 2 per 
cent bonds. 

The Senate amendments introduce an entirely new measure— 
the refunding of the United States bonds, aggregating over $839,- 

000,000, maturing February 1, 1904, July 1, 1907, and August 1, 1908, 
into thirty-year bonds, with reduced rates of interest, to mature 
in 1930, and remainder of our United States bonds not maturing 
till February 1, 1925, being $162,315,400, so that none of them can 
be paid prior to 1925 and the eight hundred and thirty-nine mil- 
lions not till 1930. This is a manifest departure from the tradi- 
tional policy of our Government. 

My recollection is that but once in the whole history of our 
country has the United States Government ever issued any bond 
obligations running longer than thirty years. Here is a measure 
to issue $839,000,000 of bonds, it is true bearing a low rate of inter- 
est, butrunning for thirty years, and then the only interest-bearing 
bonds we would have outstanding would be a hundred and sixty- 
two millions of bonds not maturing until 1925 and one hundred 
and ninety-eight millions Spanish war bonds payable at option 
after ten years from date. 

So when this bill becomes a law in the form that is proposed b 
the Senate committee, we will not have 2 85 ness whic 
can be reached or paid ee le of the United States except 
a little sum of money, $25,000,000, I believe, of bonds outstand- 
ing, which matured in 1891, and which are only drawing 2 per 
cent. They are payable at the option of the Treasury of the United 
States. l the indebtedness of the Government then would be 
deferred, a hundred and sixty-two million dollars payable in 1925 
and one hundred and ninety-eight millions ten years after their 
date at our option and the remaining $839,000,000 in 1930, and the 
people will have no method of exchanging those bonds, They are 
not payable at the option of the Government. Here is a move- 
ment, the first initial movement, for the perpetuation of the na- 
tional debt of the United States in imitation of the debt of Great 
Britain, in imitation of the English consols. 

Now, is it to the interest of the people of the United States that 
this great nation shall be bound down for ages and ages to come 
18 interest-bearing obligations which the people are abundantly 
able and will be able and will be anxious to extinguish and wipe 
out? It weakens this Government to that extent, because freedom 
from debt among the nations of the worldis the greatest strength 
any nation can possess. It is power, it is prestige, and it has its 


other nation; and yet we are burdened for the 

thirty with obligations to the extent of over a billion 
dollars of interest-bearing bonds, which we can not pay, no differ- 
ence what our surplus revenues may be. 5 

We have gone through that process. Mr. President. We have 
paid out millions upon millions of dollars—I have forgotten the 
exact amount—in premiums to the holders of our bonds bought 
with greenbacks at 50 cents on the dollar, made by law redeem- 
able only in gold, and then we have paid them dollar for dollar in 
gold. after having paid 4 or 5 or 6 per cent interest upon them, and 
have given them a premium of from 10 to 15 cent upon the 
value of the bonds for the privilege of eee them and stop- 
ping the interest. 

is will be the only process we can ever resort to inr d to 
these bonds until they become due, and yet that load has to be car- 
ried. We have to stand among the nations of the world with a 
burden of a billion dollars of national interest-bearing debt. Wh 
is this, I ask? Is it done simply to tuate the single gold stand - 
ard and transfer to the natſonal banks of the United States the 
absolute, unqualified right and power 40 issue and control the 
entire paper currency of the United States; to make the volume ot 
money whatever it is to their interest to have it, and to reduce it 
to whatever amouut it is to their interest to reduce it? 

You bind the people of the United States in bondage tothe chariot 
wheels of the national banks foralltime tocome. Yousurrender 
the sovereign right of the United States to issue paper currency. 
You do not transfer it to the banks, but you organize the banks, 
and then you issue the bank notes, showing that the issue of paper 
currency is an act of sovereignty, because yes issue the notes and 
kindly hand them over to the national banks, dollar for dollar for 
every dollar of bonds deposited, and then you pay interest upon 
the bonds and allow them to loan the money that you give them, 
that you create, that you issue by law, at the highest rate of in- 
terest which they can compel the people of the United States to 
pay them. Where is the justice, where is the humanity, whereis 
the Christianity in any such a process as this? You can find no 
justification for it; you can find no extenuation for it in anything 
written by mortal or divine authority. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LUMBER RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA. 
105 BUTLER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 


bill 4000, 
The PRESIDENT Ree tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill indicated by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber 
River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C., was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length. 

Mr. BUTLER. A similar bill ed the Senate Tuesday. I 
ask that the vote by which the ate bill on the subject was 
passed be reconsidered and that the bill be indefinitely postponed 
and the House bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (S. 1617) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River within 
the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C., was Febru- 
ary 6, and that the bill be indefinitely postponed. there objec-. 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the House bill may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
177 80 River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS FISHING CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2925) 
to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge 
across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of Edgecom 
County, N. C., may be now considered. 

The PRES. T pro tempore. Has the bill been reported? 

Mr. BUTLER. It was reported yesterday by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, 8 to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


CUBAN VESSELS,- 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 17th of last month 
the Senate passed the bill (S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels, and 
it went to the House and the House amended it. The bill and 
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amendment came here and went to the Committee on Commerce, 
Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to report the bill 
back, with the recommendation that the House amendment be 


concurred in. As this is a somewhat urgent matter, I ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House 
of Representatives will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The House of Representatives propose to 
insert as a new section the following: 

Secre Treasury is hereb rized to refund, 

4 ge es econ te the 5 8 5 wos a È 
cation an — — evidence, tonnage taxes Fis light dues which have 
been 4 on vessels owned by citizens of Cuba ente 
United States since April 11, 1899, which haye been in excess 
taxes prescribed by section 11 of the act of June 19, 1886. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives? 

The amendment was concurred in. 


LANDS ON OAHU. ISLAND, HAWAII, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Some days ago I asked unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 
76) withdrawing certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, from 
the public domain, which I then rted from the Committee on 
Public Lands. I see that both of the Senators who had some 
questions about it on that day are present to-day, and I again ask 
for its present consideration. I deem it a matter of sufficient im- 
portance to make the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent for the t consideration of the joint 
resolution indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution has here- 
tofore been read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator to explain in 
a word, if he can, what the object of the bill is? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is simply this: There is a tract 
of probably a hundred and twenty thousand square feet of land 
in the suburbs of Honolulu which has been for many years dedi- 
cated to the purposes of a royal mausoleum. It has upon it build - 
ings built by the Hawaiian government, and the le there are 
very solicitous lest it shall become a part of the public domain of 
the United States and either be divided up or let out for show 
purposes. It may be a mere sentiment on their part, but they are 
very solicitous about it, and on my visit to the island I was asked 
to take up the matter - and I do so in this manner to withdraw it 
from the public domain. ‘ 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Wisconsin asked one of the 
questions I wanted to ask. There is another he did not ask, and 
it is one which has not yet been answered. There are about 
120,000 square feet. Can the Senator tell us whether it is all oc- 
cupied or all in use? That is a considerable tract of ground for 
the royal family alone to have for burial oses. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is not so very large when you come 

-to consider the dimensions. I think perhaps it is 250 feet on the 
street, extending so as to contain in all about 120,000 
feet. There are upon that ground one or two buildings, one a 
building for the caretaker of the grounds, the other a mausoleum, 
a Gothic building of stone, and one or two subterranean vaults. 
The land is all needed for the pur, for which it has been re- 
served, and is all properly cared for and set out in walks, with 
trees, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the depth of it? x 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator's arithmetic will tell 
him. I should say it is 250 feet in front. The dimensions are all 
given in 3 resolution. That would make it—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear the joint resolution read. In 
fact, it has not been read aires 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ere are 120,000 square feet, and I 
think it is not more than 250 feet in front, extending back—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything more than a reasonable 
space around the mausoleum and the buildings? 

Mr. CLARK of Wee I thinkitis only a reasonable space. 

Mr. SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to inquire what 
aba ied oe of the title before the annexation of the islands 

y Con 

Mr. C K of Wyoming. It was public Jand. 

Mr. FORAKER. as not this a part of the Crown land? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; it was a part of the public land. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was part of the land set aside originally 
for the government. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. For the government. 

Mr. FORAKER, I understand that originally the public do- 


— e 


main was divided into three classes. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Three classes the 
third, the Crown one-third, and individuals one- 


vernment one- 


Mr. FORAKER,. One-third for the government, one-third for 
the Crown, and one-third for the people. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. This belonged to the public lands, 
=e sige taken over by our Government the same as the Crown 

an 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is one matter which troubles me, 
and probably the Senator from Wyoming can 8 it. 
This relates to a mausoleum for the Tors family of Hawaii, and 
the bill provides that the land“ shall * * be forever re- 
served for the p to which the said lands have been hereto- 
fore dedicated.” I presume we are not going to have a royal 
family of Hawaii continued in that possession which now belongs 
to the United States? $ 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New Hampshire wouldnot 
be unwilling to allow those who are of the royal family to be 
buried where their kindred are buried? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not; but they would hardly want 
25 or 30 acres for that purpose, 

re CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, there are probably not over 5 
or 6 acres. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not figured it out. 

Mr. TELLER. There are about 24 acres. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why make a dedication of it now? I move 
to strike out all that part of the bill which dedicates it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no part at all that dedi- 
cates it. The land is simply withdrawn from the public domain, 
so that a constituent of the tor from Missouri or a constituent 
of mine from Wyoming can not goin and file on it for a home- 
stead whenever the public-land laws are extended over it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyomin 
if this land was not dedicated by the existing government for tha 


urpose? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Nothing has ever been done by the 
existing government in regard toit. I will say to the Senator 
that it has been Sop up by private enterprise. i 

Mr. TELLER. ere are less than 2} acres, as I understand 
from the statement; somewhere in that neighborhood, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is figuring it out. 

r. TELLER. Itis less than 8 acres, anyway. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is Bit small, but it is one of 
those matters of sentiment which I ought to prevail. 

Mr. TELLER. There are less than 8 acres. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to reserving the land 
2 sale, but I object to dedicating it and keeping a guard at the 

mb, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The bill does not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Does this bill do any more than allow the Presi- 


dent to withdraw the land? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The bill simply withdraws the land 
from public sale under the land laws. 

Mr. SPOONER, It does provide for withdrawing the land for- 


ever. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FORAKER. t the joint resolution be reported. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 


The Secre — to read the joint resolution. 

Mr. FOR . Pass over the description. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator from Ohio 
that this description is taken from the official records, 

Mr. FO We assume that it is right. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

119,610 feet, be withdrawn from sal : i 

„ the 5 of the United States and tae, sald lands spor 
under such rules and regulations as from 


fore 


Mr. FORAKER, Is it sufficient to answer the pore of the 
Senator to ring withdraw the land from sale or lease? 


Mr. CULLO Strike out the word “ forever.” 
Mr. COCKRELL. In pursuance of that su n, I move to 
strike out, in line 15, all after the words United States; so that 


the land will be withdrawn from sale, lease, or other disposition 
under the public-land laws of the United States.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, I do not think the portion proposed 
to be stricken out is material. I am satisfied with that amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pro b 
the Senator from Misso — mri wil be stated. t paai 

The SECRETARY. In line 15 it is proposed to strike out: 


And that said lands shall, under such rules and regulations as the Secrer 
tary of the Interior may from time to time prescribe, be forever reservod 


1900. 
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for the p to which the said lands have been heretofore dedicated and 
for which they have been heretofore used. 
The amendment was agreed to. ; Ş 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in, r 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have observed that frequently 
notices are given of the time when Senators desire to spe: upan 
the pending bill. I wish to give notice that on Saturday, if an 
opportunity occurs, I shall be very glad to address the Senate. I 
understand the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
already given public notice of his intention to speak on that day, 
and I do not wish to interfere with him; but after he shall have 
finished, if no other Senator wants the floor at that time, I shall 
be glad to take it. 

r. TALIAFERRO rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If there is no other Senator ready to proceed 
with the discussion of the bill at the present time, I ask that it 
may be laid aside temporarily in order that we may go to the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say a word. There are several Sena- 
tors who have expressed their intention to speak upon this bill 
who have not given any notice, and with the notices already given 
if they are not ready to speak to-morrow they will very likely be 
cut out, unless they come in under the ten-minute rule, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Arkansas know of any 
Senator on the other side who wants to speak on the bill to- 
morrow? 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I have not been notified of anyone 
who will be ready to go on to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is anyone ready, he can go on to- 


morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land will not press the 1 to proceed with the Calendar 
until the Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] has had an op- 
portunity to present to the Senate a request for 
sent, He was on the floor at the time. $ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not intend to cut off the Senator from 
Florida, but simply desired to withdraw the bill from considéra- 
tion to allow other matters to be considered that the Senate might 
see fit to decide upon. f 3 

; JAMES J. HOLLAND., 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 2948) granting an increaseof pension to James J. Holland, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on the 
nsion roll the name of James J. Holland, late of Company E, 
venty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
eat oven : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 1, the financial bill, 
. laid aside, and that the Calendar be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 


unanimous con- 


LOG ENTRY OF COLLISIONS, 


The bill (S. 731) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to log entry of collisions, was announced as next in order 
ca the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration, It proposes to amend section 4290 
of the Revised Statutes by adding the following: 

Twelfth. In every case of collision in which it is practicable so to do, the 
master shall, immediately after the occurrence, cause a statement thereof, 
and of the circumstances under which the same occurred, to be entered in 
the official Jog book. Such entry shall be made in the manner prescribed 
section 4291, and failure to make such entry shall subject the 9 to the 
penalties prescribed by section 4292. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


XXXITI——104 


HENRY BIEDERBICK AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S, 1938) to place Henry Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, 
Francis Long, and Maurice Connell on the retired list of enlisted 
men of the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It authorizes the President to cause Henry Biederbick, Julius R. 
Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice Connell, survivors of the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition, to be enlisted as first-class ser- 
geants of the Signal Corps of the Army and to place them on the 
retired list of the Army, with the pay and allowances, from and 
after the passage of this act, of first-class sergeants of the Signal 
Corps who have been retired after continuous active service of 
fifteen years. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD KING, 


The bill (S. 828) for the relief of Richard King was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar, and the Secre read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to hear some explanation of the 
bill from the Senator who reported it, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Wisconsin will 
listen to me for a moment I can explain it. There is a written re- 

rt here. A similar bill passed the Senate at the last session of 

mgress, after having passed the scrutiny of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. They reported the bill favorably and it was 
passed, but it failed of consideration in the other House for some 
reason or other. The bill was reintroduced at the present session 
of Congress and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and again favorably reported from that committee. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLARK of bal Jaratie 2 I can detail briefly what the 
is, or the Senator can have it read. It is a matter upon which the 
War Department has passed favorably. 

Mr. SPOONER, ill the Senator briefly detail the circum- 
stances, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will briefly detail them. 

A citizen of Wyoming, one fine summer day, was feed: his 
sheep, all the property he had, on a hillside upon the trail be- 
tween Rawlins,in Wyoming, and Fort Du Chesne, Utah. A troop 
of United States cavalry were passing along the route and certain 
hunters had been detailed to get provisions. This man King, who 
comes from my own town, was, as I said, seated upon the de. 
The first thing he knew he heard the report of a Winchester, and 
at the same moment felt the ball, which passed entirely through 
him. The two soldiers who were hunting came up and said to 
him that they mistook him for an antelope and shot him. They 
went on and joined their command, n to send back help. 
Being fearful of the consequences of their action, they made no 
report at the time when they rejoined the column, and I think it 
was the next day before either of them made any report, when the 
surgeon was sent back. 

In the meantime this man had man by one way and an- 
other to crawl to his camp, where his wife was, and he was laid 
up for many months in the hospital, and incurred an expenditure 
of over $600 for medical attendance. His sheep were scattered, 
all the property that he had on earth was gone, and all his misfor- 
tunes were caused through the fault and neglect of a soldier of 
the United States Army. . 

This bill is in line with many other appropriations which have 
erh made. The Senator will remember one case from his own 

Mr. SPOONER. What case was that? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; it was in Minnesota, at Fort 
Snelling, where a man was injured by the carelessness and the bad 
aim of a soldier who was firing at a target, the citizen coming 
within eof his shot. There have been a number of prece- 
dents for this relief, and I aope the Senator will not raise any ob- 
1 to the bill, in view of the circumstances of the case, and 

t having already once passed the Senate. 

Mr. SPOON The fact that a bill has already once 
the Senate is not by any means conclusive evidence that it ought 
ever to have passed or that it ought to be passed now. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But it shows that it has been con- 
sidered here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had the honor and the very great labor for 
a number of years to act as chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
and during those years it was the settled policy of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives not to pass any bill which admitted 
liability upon the part of the United States for injuries resulting 
from the wanton or negligent acts of servants of the United States, 
whether in the Army, in the Navy, or in any other department of 
the public service. : 

And, Mr. President, while the case stated by the Senator from 
Wyoming is one which of course appeals to the sympathies of any 
right-minded man, it is one which in my judgment ought not to 
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be adopted as a precedent by ess, There have occurred 
thousands of such cases—yes, tens of thousands of such cases—in 
the history of the Government. They will occur again, because 
all the administration of the Government must be carried forward 
by agents. The Government can only act through the instrumen- 
tality of agents; and if the Government of the United States isto 
be held liable for injuries resulting from the carelessness or 
the negligence of its agents, we will simply bankrupt the Treas- 
ury of the United States. These soldiers, according to the state- 
ment of the Senator, were not at the time of this accident in the 
discharge of public duty. They were hunting. 

Mr. GLAR of Wyoming. © Senator from Wisconsin cer- 

tood my statement. It was the transfer of a 
these men were detailed to 8 meat for the command. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, t makes no difference, although I 
misunderstood the Senator. The Senator himself states that the 
injury for which his constituent seeks compensation was the re- 
sult of negligence upon the part of a soldier. 

I remember a case, one of the most heartrending [ever heard of 
in my life, that was pressed the Senators from New Hamp- 
shire, and which, out of regard for the public interest, the Com- 
mittee on Claims felt obliged to report adversely. There was a 
oopan of colored artillerymen, as I remember it, at Portsmouth 
Har the offing of an island upon which there were blackber- 
ries. The poorer class of people used to go from Portsmouth 
to thatisland—men, women, and children—to gather berries. The 
soldiers one day, shooting at a target, shot and ameona shell 
after shell toward that island, It wasin broad daylight. They 
knew, or had every reason to suppose, that there were people 
upon that island. A woman and her children, frightened by 
the explosion, sought the little boat which took them over there 
and was to bring them back, and after they had started from the 
shore a shell fired by this company exploded and destroyed the 
boat, killed one of the children, injured thewoman and made her 
insane, and wrought ruin and havoc in the family. 

This was an application by the husband for damages. Itwasa 
wanton act upon the part of the soldiers, and the committee felt 
ob „with all the sympathy that men could feel in such a case, 
to decline to recommend the bill for favorable action by the 
Houses of Congress. 

Agents of the Government, soldiers, are negligent somewhere 
every day. Agents of the Government who work upon the rivers 
and harbors of the United States are negligent. o drivers of 
8 ons are negligent. There is absolutely no limit to claims 
of 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Wisconsin 


a good dea 


states. I was surprised, 

case was mentioned, to find his familiarity with i 
of extreme suffering and sorrow. The case now under considera- 
tion does not at all compare with it in magnitude, and yet it was 
not allowed, and I do not suppose it ever be presented to Con- 


gress again. : 

Mr. SPOONER. There were during the war thousands, tens of 
thousands, of cases—cases which occurred to soldiers who were 
located in the North—of injuries by negligence, sometimes wanton 
injury. A Groat many of such claims came to the committee. I 
repeat, Mr. dent, notwithstanding the case is one which a 
peals tothe sympathy of Senators, if we open this door, if we make 
a ent of kind, there will be absolutely no limit to them. 

PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator's five minutes 
have ple Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. 8 NER. I object. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Without prejudice? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without prejudice. The next 
bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. SPOONER subsequently said: I did not intend by the ob- 
jection which I made to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of the citizen of Wyoming to have it lose its place on the Calen- 
dar. I ask unanimous consent that it may retain its place on the 
Calendar, notwithstanding my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that it 
would retain its place without prejudice. 
pes rhe Idid not hear the announcement of the Chair. 

ri 


BENJAMIN W. LORING, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask consent to call up at this time 
Senate bill 281, which was passed over yesterday. 
RESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New York 


The P. 
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asks that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill which, 
in his absence yesterday, was passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. It is the bill (S. 281) to restore Ben- 
jamin W. to the Revenue- Cutter Service. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the President 
to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring, now on the per- 
manent waiting orders list of the United States Revenue-Cutter 
Service, a captain on that list with the pay of that grade pro- 
vided by law for officers on permanent waiting orders. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FREE HOMES ON PUBLIC LANDS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 17) to provide free homes on the 
ponus lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public 
ands for that 1 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to, and it 
goes over without prejudice. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 728) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the indications at the desk it seems to 
me that that is a bill rather too important to be under the 
five-minute rule. I do not know but that it is a meritorious bill. 


I hope it will be over withont losing its pine 
n T pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 


PROOF IN PENSION CASES. 

The bill (S. 1881) defining and regulating proof in certain pen- 
sion cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides. that upon the consideration of any application for a pension 
under any Jaw of the United States the fact that the applicant 
was accepted and mustered into the military or naval service of 
the United States shall be taken and held as prima facie proof 
that such applicant was of sound body and mind at the time he 
was so accepted and mustered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. COLMAN, 


The bill (S. 447) . Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim, was read. 
ALLISO I hope some Senator will explain the nature 


A N. 
of that case. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART Janu- 


ary 15, 1900, as follows: 


third, Fifty-fou: 
“and 


Congres id S. 1 ee 
House (House Report 264, Fifty-fifth 
A similar bill, presented in the House (H. R. 10082, Fifty-second Cpa 
sonona see reported from the Committee on War Claims 
y Mr. Ci 


The case is set forth in said 7 which epas committee adopt as a part 
of thisreport, and recommend passage of the bill. 

The re made by Mr. Cobb in the last Congress is as follows: 

“The Committee on War Claims, having had under consideration the bill 
(No. need entitled ‘An act to permit Mrs. Ann M, Colman, widow, to prose- 
cute a claim, respectfully report that oy fas that Charles D. Colman, the 
husband of claimant, was appointed by President, June, 1863, provost- 
marshal for the first district of Missouri; that Colman had theretofore been 
a lawyer, enjoying a lucrative . St. Louis; that on February 15, 
1865, he had on d t the sum of $30,049 in money and Government bonds; 
that one James H. Baker, acting as provost-marshal-general, seized said 
money and bonds and turned over the same to Capt. John Hamilto: 
ing and disbursing officer, and a fine of $700 was assessed against. wey by 
a eee eee paid to L. C. Easton, chief quartermaster of the 


ento 

Depts age and conversion of this money and securities, as well as the 
fine, Colman claimed was illegal and an act of mere arbitrary power. While 
still asserting his claim to have it refunded to him, he died, bequeathing by 
his will this claim to his widow, the claimant. The question of the leg: ity. 
of the seizure and of the fine is one, in the opinion of the committee, whi 
this claimant should be permitted the right to have investigated and 
upon by a court of competent jurisdiction. The facts, as presented the 
committee, seem to entitle her toa full and fair hearing on the merits upon 
legal proof, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass." 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that bill had better go over. 
to me that it establishes a dangerous preode ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 

JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 

The bill (S. 186) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
J. Pelz was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that bill may go over. 


n, muster- 


It seems 


1900. 


Mr. STEWART. Without prejudice? 

Mr. ALLISON. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, retain- 
g its place. 

l ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, TENN, 

The bill (S. 79) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn., was read. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I should like to have some explanation of the 
bill. I did not know that it was the policy of the Government of 
the United States to build roads 11 miles long in ay State or in 
any part of the United States. It seems to me to be a little stretch 
of the authority of the Government. I should be glad to hear the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] who reported the bill as to 
the necessity for it. $ 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Tennessee is not here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 


ELIAS B. BELL. 


The bill (S. 148) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Elias B. Bell was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to remove the charge of desertion now borne on the rec- 
ords of the War Department against the name of Elias B. Bell, 
formerly a member of Company E, Fourth Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMMIGRATION REGULATIONS. 


The bill (S. 233) to amend the immigration laws of the United 
States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think that bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT CHARLESTON, S. c. 

The bill (S. 1018) to establish a branch home of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Castle Pinckney, in 
Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, or some other eligible site in 
or near that city, for the use of disabled officers and enlisted men 
of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the United States, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] desires to be present when that bill is considered, and 
rR thatit may be passed over, retaining its place on the Cal- 
ondar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

LOUISA u. WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. 
Wright was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill be over tem ily. 
The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is in- 
terested in it, is not in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


EUNICE TRIPLER, 


The bill (S. 147) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
S. Tripler, was consi as in Committee of the Whole, It 
prope to pay to Mrs. Eunice Tripler, widow of Surg. Charles 

ipler, United States Army, $3,000, for services by les S. 
Tripler in his lifetime, in preparing, superintending. and direct- 
ing the publication of a manual for the medical officers of the 
United States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY, 


The bill (S. 1387) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list 
of the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the President of the United States to nominate and, 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
W. Seeley, late a captain in the Fourth i t United States 
Artillery, a captain of artillery in the Army, and to place him on 
the retired list with that rank and pay, the retired list being 
thereby increased in number to that extent; but from and after 
= ee eens under the provisions of this act no pension shall 


the bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
5 BVT. COL. THOMAS P. O'REILLY. 

The bill (S. 1394} for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly 


was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
President of the United States to appoint Thomas P. O'Reilly, 
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late second lientenant in the Twenty- second Infantry of the Army, 
a second lieutenant in the Army, and to place him upon the re- 
tired list ot the Army in his late grade, the retired list being thereby 
increased in number to that extent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIEUT. FIDELIO S. CARTER. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 43) granting a life-saving medal of the! 
first class to Lient. Fidelio S. Carter, of the United States Navy, 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. Itdirects the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to bestow upon Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, of 
the United States Navy, a life-saving medal of the first class in 
recognition of his services in saving lives of two persons from 
drowning off Fort Monroe, Va., on the evening of April 24, 1898, 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be en for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


The bill (S. 1783) to provide for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


SARAH K, M’LEAN, 


The bill (S. 1386) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the proper 
accounting officers to settle and adjust to Sarah K. McLean, 
widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, all back pay 
and emoluments that would have been due and payable to Na- 
thaniel H. McLean as a major from July 23, 1864, to the date of 
his. reinstatement, March 3, 1875, and appropriates the amount 
found due by said adjustment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OWNERS OF THE SCHOONER BERGEN. 


The bill (S. 1243) for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the claim of the legal owner or owners of the schooner 
Bergen, of New York, Benjamin H. Moss, master, of her A 
freight, tow, and effects, alleged to have been sunk by 
collision with the U. S. S. Periwinkle, at the mouth of the Poto- 
mac River, on or about the 18th day of January, 1865, to be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, to hear and determine the same to 
Jaapani, with the right of appeal as in other cases; but no suit 
shall be brought under the provisions of this act after six months 
from the date of its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEVI STOLTZ. 

The bill (S. 879) for the relief of Levi Stoltz was announced as 
next in order. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objec- 


tion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I the Senator will not object to that bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have to object. It involves a question 
which can not be di of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill involves the question of the removal 
of the force of the statute of limitations in regard to certain rev- 
enue cases, and I think it can not be disposed of under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill has been several times passed. It is 
= egret just claim, and it involves onlya very small amount, 
about $1,100. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may involve many hundreds of millions of 
dollars when the question of removing the statute of limitations is 


concerned. 
Mr. FORAKER, That may be. 
Mr, ALDRICH. And it will be a very dangerous precedent, I 
will “y to the Senator from Ohio. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ithout p 
Mr. FORAKER. It does not 


judice, 
its place on the Calendar, I 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It does not. 
GLOBE WORKS, OF BOSTON, MASS, 


understand. 


„Was announced as next in order. 
Let that bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask that for a 
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few moments the bill be allowed to lie over. The Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] reported a bill for the Globe Works 
this morning, and the Chair has sent for that bill to see whether 
it is the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the bill had better go over, Mr. Presi- 


dent, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not mean to 
help it in that direction. The bill will go over. 


OWNERS OF THE BRITISH SHIP FOSCOLIA, 


The bill (S. 189) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire if the report shows 
that that bill has been referred to any of the Departments of the 
Government for examination and recommendation? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thereis areport fromthe Navy 


ent. 
Mr. SPOONER. Recommending the passage of the bill? 
Mr. PERKINS. There is a recommendation for favorable action 
on the bill, which will be found on page 2 of the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he Chair understands the 
tment has recommended it. 
. CULLOM, Are there any indications of the cost of this 
ship, cargo, etc.? 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report accompany- 


ing the bill. 
Mr. CULLOM, I think if there are any reports connected with 
such bills for the settlement of large claims, they ought to beread, 


so that we may hear the facts, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
WARREN January 17, 1900, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 189) for the 
relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo, having carefully 
considered the 8 the following report: 

A similar bill to the one now under consideration was favorably reported 

this committee last session and passed the Senate. The Senate Dal was 
by the House Committee on Claims. 

report (Senate Report No. 1625) made last session fully 

the case, your committee adopt said report as their 


favorably 
As the committee's 
sets forth the facts in 


re} and recommend the passage of the 
e report is as follows: 
“The ittee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.5000) for the 


relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo, beg leave to rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill for the reasons set forth in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy and accompanying papers.“ 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 11, 1899. 


Sin: In response 
9th instant, for the views and recommendation of th 
to the Senate bill 5000. 
and 
the U. Col 
of New York and about 12 miles southerly and easterly from the Fire Island 
Heh ahi. came into collision with the british merchant steamer Foscolia. 
de Columbia was not seriously injured, but the Foscolia suffered much 
and sunk nine hours after 


e collision. There was no loss of life, 


the officers and crew of the Foscolia being taken on board the Columbia and 
Rra for and brought into port, but the Foscotia and her cargo were a total 
joss. 


It appears from the finding of a naval board of inquiry, convened to inves- 
tigate and report apon the s 


the fog; that a a lookout was kept on both vessels; that the Foscolia 
was exhibi usual lights and sounding the fog signal, but that the Co- 
ed and was sounding no fog signal. It 


hi 
tumbia Had alf her nding screen 


the Columbia, and that, aside from the nai dy am AeA 

everything that 

have been done by them to avoid the catastrophe and to 1 5 its 
consequences, when it became inevitable, was done. 

The testim adduced shows that the lookouts on each vessel sighted the 


on 

that the Columbiu was so maneuvered that a — blow only was received 

from the Foscolia, and doubtless little injury would have been caused either 

vessel but for the fact that the bow of the merchant steamer was caught 
gata msons of the cruiser. 

Upon careful consideration of the facts reported the naval court of in- 
nth bers mentioned, the 8 is satisfied that there is at least rea- 
sonable ground for the contention advanced 7 the owners of the Foscolia 

© Columbia shown the lights 
usual under such conditions. The lights and 
signals were, however, hn ay poet with by the Columbia on this occasion for 
the reason that the — —— fleet under the command of Admiral Cervera had 
not at that time been located and the cruiser was then — in patrol Gate 
in the vicinity of the most important ports of the country, New York an 
Philadelphia, the points between which she was c: g being Fire Island 
light-ship and Delaware Breakwater, and that it was deemed essential to take 
extra precautions even to the extent of incurring some hazard, in 
guardin bilities which might have developed at any moment. 

A colt with one of our war ships haying occurred under such um- 
stances when, for public reasons deemed sufficient to justify such action, our 
vessel was disregarding the rules of the road at sea, and a valuable merchant 
steamer and cargo belonging to a friendly power being destroyed, appar- 
ently without contributory negligence on the part of her officers and crew. 
it would seem proper that the losses incident thereto should not be allowed 
to rest upon the owners of a private vessel, but that such losses should, on 

be borne by the United States, provided, of course, that it shall 


the contrary, 
be E determined in the courts of the United States that the facts are 
as 


ore outlined. 


Entertaining these views, and inasmuch as it appears that the bill (S. 5000) 
rovides simp! ly for the submission of all matters of fact in the case to the 
nited States district court for the southern district of New York, sitting as 
a court of admiralty, and for the payment of such amount only as may be 
adjudged to the ants by decree of such court, the Department recom- 
mends the bill to the favorable consideration of the committee, section 2 of 
the bill, making provision for the prompt payment of the amount which the 
court may find to be due, being deemed proper in view of the fact of the for- 
eign ownership of the vessel lost and the desirability of avoiding in such a 
case the delay which would result from a resubmission of the matter to Con- 
gress for the necessary appropriation. 

In this connection I desire to state that, under date of the 21st of June Jast, 
this Department addressed letters to the Committees on Naval Affairs of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, 5 recommending favorable 
action in the matter of the claim of the owners of the Foscolia and cargo. 

The inclosures of your communication are herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon, H. M. TELLER, * 
Chairman Senate Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 20, 1898. 


GENTLEMEN: Complying with the request contained in your communica- 
tion of the lth instant, I transmit herewith a press copy of the findings of 
the court of inquiry which recently investigated the collision between the 
U. S. S. Columbia and the steamer Foscolia. The Department's action of this 
date upon the case is as follows: 

The findings of the foregoing court of auey are Approved: 

With respect to the claim of the owners of the Foscolia for damages, the 
any will request Congress to authorize the submission of 8 
abet ota States district court for the southern district of New York for 

etermination.”’ 


Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 
Messrs. COWEN, WING, PUTNAM & BURLINGHAM. 
45 William street, New York City. 
FINDING. 


On the evening of ay 28, 1898, the U. S. S. Columbia, on at duty, was 
in latitude 40° north, longitude 73° (?)’ weat, and about 12 miles southerly 
and easterly from Fire Island light-ship. At 7.00 p. m. the course was SW. } 
S., and her speed 6 knots pe hour. A thick fog had prevailed since 7 p. m., 
and the Columbia had all her lights screened and was sounding no fog Bl 
The British merchant steamer lia was at thesame time approaching on 
a course E. S., at a speed which had been reduced to 7} knots on account of 
the fog. At 7.38 p. m. the lookout on the Columbia and the man in the for- 
ward chains sighted the Foscolia on the starboard bow. 

The officer of the deck of the Columbia sounded the steam whistle twice, 
ut the helm to starboard, and signaled the engine room for full speed ahead. 
he commanding officer of the Columbia, coming quickly from the emer- 

gency cabin, repeated the order for full speed ahead and sounded the siren. 
the collision occurring at the same moment. When the Foscolia was sighted 
the two vessels were about 100 yards apart. She had her starboard, pori 
and masthead lights set, yet none of these were visible to the Columbia un 
after the Foscolia's hull was seen. This is accounted for by the fact that the 
tog was ati dense and daylight had not yet entirely disappeared. The Fos- 
colia sighted the Columbia at about the same time that she herself was seen. 
The Foscolia's engines were at once reversed and given full speed astern. 
Her helm was put hard aport for starboard, but the distance was so short 
that her headway was probably not stop ‘until the collision occurred. 
The Foscolia struck the Columbia at the aft on the starboard side, 
her stem cutting into five compartments above the protective deck. A con- 
ene portion of her pan 8 bi nid hes Columbia's side. ike dak 

easures were promptly taken for the temporary repair of the ages 
to the Columbia, and two of the Columbia's boats were sent to the assistance 
of the Foscolia. The Columbia remained in the locality nine hours, until the 
Foscolia sank. There was no loss of life, the crew of the Foscolia being taken 
on board the Columbia and cared for and brought to 4 The damages to 
the Foscolia, occurring through the collision, caused her to sink. The court 
finds that the fog whistle of the Foscolia had been sounded for upward of 
half an hour previous to the collision, and that the whistles were not heard 
on board tke Columbia until after the vessel was sighted. The evidence 
shows conclusively that the captain, officers, and men of the Columbia were 
attentive to their duties previous to and at the time of the collision. The 
same is true of the master, officers, and men of the Foscolia. 


OPINION, 


The court is of the opinion that when the two vessels sighted each other 
the distance between them wassosmall and their and relative positions 
were such Teus x conina ae eTa ar me — of the Looe had 

n y possi 8' vely w er they wou ave 
been Kienle to the lookouts on the A A before the Columbia's hull was in 
sight, but the court is of the opinion that the hull would have been first dis- 
cove The opinion of the court is, therefore, that the absence of the Co- 
lumbia's lights is not an element in the causes which produced the collision. 
Notwithstanding that the fog whistle on board the Foscolia was not heard 
on board the Columbia, the court is of the opinion that the Columbia's fog 
whistle might have been heard on board the Foscolia had it been sounded. 
The court can not, however, express a positive opinion on the subject, owing 
to wakaona instances of sound being diverted under certain atmospheric 
conditions. 

The court having taken into consideration the instructions in the case of 
the loss or grounding of a ship of the Navy, as directed by the precept, did not 
consider it necessary to call all the officers and crew before it, because of the 
fact that there had no loss or grounding ofa Navy vessel. Capt. James 
H. Sands, of the Columbia, had received positive orders from his superior 
officer in command of the northern patrol fleet to cruise without lights. 
The object of this order was to conceal the presence of his ship from the ves- 
sels of a nation with which the United States was at war. (See article 445 of 
the United States Navy Regulations.) Captain Sands directed fog signals to 
be suspended for the same purpose. The court is of the opinion that he was 
justified in so toh: The court is of the opinion that the collision between 
the Columbia and the Foscolia was, under the circumstances of war, in no re- 
spect due to the fault or negligence of any of the officers or members of the 
crew of the U. S S. Columbia, and therefore it is of the opinion that no fur- 
ther proceedings should be had in the matter. 

WILLIAM P. McCANN, 
Commodore, United States 882 Retired. President. 
DOUGLAS ROBEN, 
United States Navy, Retired, Judge-Advocate. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think there has been enough of the report 
read to justify the position which the Secretary of the Navy takes 


1900. 
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in the premises. The 5 of those lights by the Columbia 


itself, it seems to me, justifies the Secretary in recommending the 
passage of the bill, as the vessel which was sunk could not know 
what it was approaching; and, so far as I am concerned, I with- 
draw the call for the further reading of the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask if the committee consid- 
ered the question of whether this ship was insured or not? If she 
was insured with the collision clause—which is the custom with 
underwriters—then the owners of the ship have been paid and 
reimbursed for the loss of the ship and cargo, and we now pro 
to pass a bill paying them again the same amount. I think that 


question should be considered in connection with this bill. There | ig 


is no question that we are liable if the U. S. S. Columbia was at 
fault, and any court of admiralty would have awarded damages 

ainst that 17777 

think the bill should be amended so as to provide, in the event 

of her being insured, that the money appropriated should go to 
the underwriters, and not to the owners of the ship. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia object to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ithinkit is the part of prudence to let the bill 
go over, not Jonne S place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill goes over without 


prejudice, 
BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 1744) for the relief of the Atlantic Works of Boston, 
Mass., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think these bills had better all go over to- 
ese . Objection has already been made to one of them, and the 

mator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] who reported the bill 
does not A 4155 to be in his seat at this moment. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

The bill (S. 795) for the relief of The William Cramp & Sons 
Ship and Engine Building Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., was 
announced as next in order. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

JOHN O’KEANE, 

The bill (S. 102) for the relief of John O'Keane, of the State of 
Washington, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pay to John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, $45, 
as balance of salary due him for services as a farmer in charge of 
Tulalip Indian Agency, Wash., for the month of October, 1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 2258) to authorize the Union Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PENROSE. Lask that that bill N go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

ALBERT C. BROWN. 

The bill (S. 256) for the relief of Albert C. Brown was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Capt. 
Albert C. Brown, master of the schooner Alexandra, $1,000, in 
full compensation for fitting out his vessel and rescuing and 
transporting from the southwest end of the island of Kadiak, 
Alaska, to Wood Island, Alaska, the crew of the Americanschooner 
C. G. White, which was wrecked on Kadiak Island April 18, 1895, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW GEDDES, 


The bill (S. 41) to authorize the President to place Andrew 
Geddes on the retired list with the rank of captain was announced 
as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed its consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That bill has been read heretofore, when 
there were some A! reacted made toit, but the objections have all 
been withdrawn. I hope it will be passed promptly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADOLPH VON HAAKE, 


The bill (S. 8) for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 
late major Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer 
Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- 
rects the Secretary of War to amend the records of the War De- 
partment so as to show that Adolph von Haake was mustered into 
service a major of the Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry on October 25, 1863,and was mustered out of service 
as of that grade on June 10, 1865; and he shall be held and con- 
nou ES have been continuously a major between the dates 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


pose | mending that the claim be referred to the Court of Claims. 


THE WILLIAM CRAMP & SONS COMPANY, 


Mr. STEWART. Ithink that Order of Business No. 115, being 
the bill (S. 795) for the relief of the William Cramp & Sons Shi 
and e Building Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., was objec 
to under a misa ension, it being supposed that it belonged to 
an old class to which the other bills that were objected to belong; 
but that was a recent transaction, occurring since 1891, and the 
matter of additional compensation was referred by act of Con- 
gress to the Secretary of the Navy, who has made a report dere 

0 
not want to have the bill laid over on account of the company it 


in. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no objection in the world 
to Senate bill 795, to which the Senator from Nevada refers, but I 
think Nos. 111 and 114 in the Order of Business, being the bills 
for the relief of the Globe Works and the Atlantic Works, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., are exactly as meritorious as the bill to which the 
Senator refers. Those bills have passed the Senate twice. I think 
they are perfectly and proper bills, and I think the money 
ought to be paid. I do not believe the fact that the Government 
has owed the money for a long whileis any reasonable ground for 
objection. If those bills are to be put over, to which I made no ob- 
jection, as the point was raised that it was better to put all those. 
claims over, I will submit, of course—I shall havetosubmitin any 
event, and I submit to that very gladly—but I do not see why any 
other bill should be picked out and given the preference when it 
really is of the same eral class, 

Mr. STEWART. ell, I have simply made the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 
SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS, 


The bill (S. 156) to amend sections 2304 and 2305 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads, was. 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let that bill go over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at4o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 9, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 8, 1900.. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the. 
pt of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. (Reappointed.) Mr. 
nihan’s term of office under his present commission will expire: 
by limitation February 12, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Doctor Joseph A. Murphy, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 3d of January, 1900, to fill a. 
vacancy existing in that corps. 

Doctor John T. Kennedy, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 15th day of January, 1900, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 1900. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 

Albert D. Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo. 

SUPERVISORS OF THE TWELFTH CENSUS. 

William B. Reed, Py of Centerville, Queen Anne County, Md., 
to be a supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Second super- 
visor's district of Maryland. 

Mr. Thad A. Thomson, of Austin, Travis County, to be a super- 
cs of the Twelfth Census for the Tenth super visor's district of 

exas. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander John F. Merry, to be a captain in the Navy, from. 
the 29th day of December, 1899 (subject to the examination re- 
quired by law). 

Lieut. William F. Fullam, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
nations 9 by law). 

Lieut. ( ior Grade) Harry H. Caldwell, to be a lieutenent in 
the Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899. 


1654 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


Lieut. Commander Uriah R. Harris, 1 a commander in the 
Navy, from the g ist day of December, 1 


Medical I tor William G. Terrell t to be a medical director 
— the 29d day of January, 1900. 
Daniel N. Bertolette, 6 the Navy, 
trom te 22d day of Jantary, 1900 
r Daniel A. Smith, F in the 
ae, from the 20th ones January, 1900 
Rev. L. Paul Rennolds, a citizen of Maryland, to be a chaplain 
in sie Mary, oes Shé Slit day of January, 1900. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 8, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Goonies D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL REVENUE IN THE ISLAND OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. , I am directed by the Committee on 
Ways and Means to report back House bill 6883 to extend the laws 
relating to customs and internal revenue over the island of Puerto 
Rico, ceded to the United States, with a substitute, and the recom- 
mendation that the substitute pass. 

The SPEAKER. Ordered printed and referred to the Union 


Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the views 
of a portion of the minority, and ask to have them printed with 
the report of the majority. The views of the minority are signed 
by six members. 

The SPEAKER. They wi be printed and referred to the 


Union Calendar with the 
11 wish to submit individual views 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. 
on the same matter. 

The SPEAKER. Ordered to be printed with the others, and 
referred to the Union Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, doubtless alarge number of these 
reports, with the views of the minority, will be called for. Lhave 
consulted with several members of the committee, and I ask 
unanimous consent that 10,000 extra copies of the re and the 
views of the minority be printed and p in the folding room 
to the credit of mem 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, asks unanimous consent that 
10,000 extra copies of the report of ‘the majority, with the views 
of the minority, be printed and put to the credit of the members 
in the aa Se room of the House. Is there objection? [After a 
peie The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

AYNE. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to give notice that I shall 
all up this bill on Thursday, the 15th of February, and ask the 
House for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, gives notice that he will call 
the bill up for consideration on Thursday next. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. WEEKS. I rise to a qu uestion of personal privilege, and I 
ask that the Gna 3 me 5 3 extracts from 
newspapers whic’ ave han or purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Virginian-Pilot, of Norfolk, Va.] 
WISE-YOUNG CONTEST—REPUBLICAN GUILTY OF BREACH OF FAITH. 


When the was submitted to the House this afternoon there was an 
attempt made by tative WEEKS to have it considered, and heasked 
consent Itis probable the House would have 


5 BURKE of Texas, who is to make 


the minori repos: When t of the majority was ee to 
— ee tee, on 9 aar fa it was fen — fy stipulated that ten 
W. 


be granted the minority in which to their report, when 
both would be submitted to the House simultaneously. * 
BREACH OF FAITH. 
There is a breach of faith in the matter which a member of the committee 
is responsible for, and it created considerable surprise when the majority re- 
this e daeh epi Rumor says it was the p the 
Republicans t to take an advantage of 


the Democrats by reason of what was 
tative BURKE’s absence. However, that cacy saci 
was 


on he paid his compliments in no uncertain 1 tous the majority for 
fairness they had shown. He succeeded ining his full time—ten 
am nm which to report: Renee, dt is not a certainty t the House will 
he report to the majori 
[From the e da Public Ledger. ] 
THE WISE-YOUNG CONTEST. 


[Special dispatch to the Public Ledger.] 
WASHINGTON. D. C., February 2, 1900. 
The breach of faith on the part of Representative WEEKs of Michigan 
With Judge BURKE of Texas, on the matter of allowing the latter ten days in 
which to prepare a minority report in the Wise-Young contest, is poppet oe a 


E 25 bs in the cloakroom of the Bouse — and when he hea 
g 


. But for the accidental presence 
of ttee No. 3 might have been rushed 


of Ju 9 y 
3 to Wise without a hearing before the House. Ju “hens 
detected WEEKS in his dishonorable act and severely ex with 
the result that by unanimous consent of the House he was allo e time 
asked for. This is ed as a favorable omen for Mr. Young, and it is 
more than probable t WEEKS’S er) result some 

blican votes, or in 
[From the Richmond News.] 


IN FAVOR OF SEATING WISE—REPORT SUBMITTED TO THE HOUSE IN THE 
YOUNG-WISE CASE—THE REPUBLICANS ACTED UNFAIRLY—FAITH NOT 
KEPT WITH THE MINORITY IN THE TIME OP PRESENTING THE REPORT— 


PROBABLE ACTION ON IT. 
WASHINGTON, D. O., February 1, 1900. 
wen eae oe WEEKS of Mi 


majori rt of Elections Y contest, 
Second Wire inla district. The ority of the committee all ail NDOT in favor 
of seating The report, insu ce, says: 


»The Ere the in this Near gas is of the same 
two years he mass of oo uncovered 


jaien asin e contest of 
Sarsi no doubt in ane minds of the committee ithe is entitled to the cas 
by a large majority. 
VOTE OF NORFOLK. 


The report proceeds to an anal of the vote of the 5 ol PE Nosto and 

declares: Werbe evidence overwh — establishes the — the judges 
of election in Norfolk were in collusion with the ——— of the contestentt 
The returns from Longview are also questioned by the majority of the com- 
mittee and finally rejected. The re states that the returns from the 
Court-House precinct cast not stand for a minute.” The correct returns for 
Isle of Wight County are declared by the committee to be: 

Young, 415; Wise, 426. The returns from Powhatan precinct are rejected 
on account of manifest fraud, and the correct vote for James City is declared 
to be, Young, 25; Wise. vari precincts in Nansemond Co 
are tigured in tables in the ‘report, with little e and the of 
the — nape of the committee sine oun 49 votes, 1, 
majori Let Hes the 2 e the vote of Princess Anne County to be, 

thampton County the jority of the com- 
2 25 ae Soo Wise 625 votes. W. according to the 
committee, gave Young 174 and Wise 211. York — is made 
Young 64 votes and oe Portsmonth, as the tee has 
the vote, gives Young 1,189, W. 


mittee give Y; 


THE TOTAL VOTE. 


bide meg’, Bel made to give Young no votes and Wise 117 votes. Exclu- 
sive of Surry, the committee foot u è total correct vote as Yi 2.008; 
f dding the uncontested returns from counties of Charles City 
and Elizabeth City, oo 5 and city of eee News, which gave 
Young 2,148 votes and Wise 2,607 votes, 3 — 1 gures that the total 
correct vote would be, Young, 4816, and W 7.250. 

5 fs thoy make out that Dr. Wise } has a . of 2,434. If 

urry were allowed to stand as . 5 the 

— —— — De. Wise wouk Beil ewe. macs er ee votes. 

When the re owes submitted to the House this afternoon there was an 
attempt made 
unanimous pon hey ‘or that 
assented had it not been for 
the minority report. When 
a eee 
wou gran Ww p report, when 
would be submitted to the House simultaneo: 


BREACH OF FAITH. 


“oe is a breach of faith in the matter which a member nf 
ble for, and it created 
wee was submitted this 


the committes 

considerable surprise when the majority re- 

afternoon. Rumor says —— was the p tho 

5 to take an ad vantage of ts by reason wanes was 
supposed to 5 BURKE'S absence. However, that 

happened to Pe in the cloakroom of the House, and when he h What was 

omg on he paid his 5 in ee uncertain manner to = — bash 


or the unfairness they shown. in gaining his 
days in which to report; hence it ‘on not — t Hen ins adopt 
the report of the jority. 


Mr. WEEKS. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LANHAM. The 555 from Michigan will allow me 
to state that my colleague from Texas [Judge BURKE] is not pres- 
ent this 3 

N e is in the cloakroom and will be here in a mo- 

mr. LANHAM. I am informed that my colleague is in the 
cloakroom. 

The SPEAKER. 1 Chair isa seat for Judge BURKE. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I have no quarrel with Judge 
BURKE on this subject. But I learn from reliable sources that 
this alleged ‘‘news” has been telegra 1 all over the State of 
Virginia. All its newspapers of it. Now, I ask the 
Speaker to direct the Clerk to 5 from the record of this House 
showing what did take place on the occasion referred to, when I, 
as chairman of the subcommittee, under instructions of the whole 
committee, presented the report of the Wise-Young contested- 
election case. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

; The Clerk read as follows from the proceedings of February 1, 
900: 
1 CASE—WISE VS. YOUNG. 


rk T — llows: 
rt of Committee on Elections No. g in the case of Wise against Young.” 
The SPEAKER. The report will be printed, and the case will go on 


ouse Calendar. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from Michigan 


F * 


1900. 
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if he has made the uest on in the committee in reference to 
the views of the 


. WEEKS. I was abont to make that statement tothe Chair. I would 
like to have the time fixed for the hearing, and what would the gentleman 


Oo 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. It was eed in committee, Mr. § er, that the 
members of the minority should have ten days in which present their 
views after the 8 on of the report of the committee. 

Mr. WEEKS. That would be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, ten days will be given to thé minority 
in which to file their views. [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. The 
Chair will state to the gentleman from higan that he can call the case up 


at any time. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. S. , the record as read shows precisely 
what occurred. Now, I have no fault to find with Judge BUREE, 
nor do I wish to make any animadversion upon the conduct of 
anyone in this matter save those who are responsible for publish- 
ing the “news” that has been read from those Virginia papers. 

Kr. Speaker, I desire to denounce the statements in those news- 
papers as absolutely false wherein they charge me with any 
wrongdoing, breach of faith, or other improper conduct in the 


mises. 

v do not know who the author of those . 8 e gems of 
“news” ae be, but he is evidently a cheerful and willing pre- 
varicator. I hope I use proper parliamentary py, Some 
people elsewhere would denounce the sender out of news by 
a much harsher name, but I hope to use diplomatic and parlia- 
mentary terms in this great presence. 

I do not know in whose interests this kind of slanderous news is 

ven out, but leave that to the House and to the public to decide. 

will not delay the public business with any extended remarks. 
The facts now before the House are sufficient for my purpose. 
But I will venture to remark that, while I do not object to reason- 
able or even unreasonable criticism within the lines of truth upon 
anything I may say or doin this House, this is neither reasonable 
nor unreasonable criticism, nor within gunshot of the truth. Be- 
sides, it is an assault upon a member of the House in an official 
act, charging conduct not only unbecoming in a member, but so 
reprehensible as to require attention. Furthermore, it is an at- 
tack upon the members of the majority of the committee, as mem- 
bers of the House, inasmuch as the chairman of a subcommittee 
could not do the things charged without their connivance or con- 
rps It is thus an assault upon the very integrity of the House 
itself. 


Besides, it is a gross violation of the re psec of the 
House, freely granted to the representatives of the press, and in 
the very essence of the thing a matter which the House should 


protect itself and its members against by putting the seal of its 
condemnation upon it. 

This great and honorable body, the greatest in the world of 
legislation, can not afford to pass in silence such base and slander- 
ous assaults upon its officersandmembers. Criticism is criticism, 
but lying islying, and slander is slander, and I am unwilling to sit 
silent and permit this thing to pass without a challenge anda 
most emphatic denial. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint 
one woman commissioner to represent the United States and the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, 
France, in 1800; 

S. 160. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.; 

S. 1174. An act for the erection of a public building at Selma, 


Ala. ; 

S. 2198. An act increasing the limit of the cost of the public 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah; 

S. R. 24. Joint resolution recognizing the able and gallant 
services of Capt. Francis Tuttle, Revenue-Cutter Service, his 
officers and men of the Bear;-also the heroic services of Lieuts. 
David H. Jarvis, Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, com- 
posing the overland expedition to Point Barrow, Arctic Ocean, 
for the relief of imperiled whalers; 

S. 733. An act concerning the boarding of vessels; 

S. 561. An act extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the railroad bridge across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, III., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad; 

5. 282, An act extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River between the city of New York and 


* 


Long Island now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887; 

S. 1617. An act to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 
within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; 

S. 146. An act for the relief of Thomas Chambers; 

S. 1543. An act for the relief of M. D. Crow; 

S. 1284. An act for the relief of W. H. L. Pe ell; 
eae 1 An act for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 

0. 
. 446, act for the relief of St. Charles College; 
1746. An act to provide for the inspection of the boilers of 
Alvena and Ailsa; 
. 732, An act relating to the lights of steam pilot vessels; 
. 442, An act for the relief of M. E. Saville; 
2281. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin; 
. 195. An act for the relief of Louis Miller; 
4 S. 188. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
eceased; 

S. 1894. An act for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San 
Francisco, Cal.; 

S. 792. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo; 

S. 2114. An act to constitute Manchester, Conn., a port of de- 
ivery; 

S. 2177. An act to extend the privilege of section 4216 of the 
Revised Statutes to the yacht Andria; 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution providing for the mounting and dis- 
tribution of United States maps; and 

8. R. 83. Joint resolution increasing the limit of cost of the 
new building for the Government Printing Office, to meet the in- 
creased prices of building materials and to permit of making the 
south end of the power-house extension of the same height as the 
main building. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 284) granting permission and au- 
thority to the New Orleans levee board to move, without cost to 
the United States, the existing line of levee in front of the marine- 
hospital property in New Orleans, La. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 8 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ted 12,500 extra copies of the Far gs of the Director of "the Geological 
Survey submitted tothe tary of Interior relating to the Cape Nome 
district, in th maps accom: the same, copies for the 
use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. > 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. | 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, Ly poe 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 


gA 


* 


eon Hoth 


mn 


resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker si the 
same: 

H. R. 6237. An act making appropriations to supply u t de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ra fe J une 30, 


1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 136. Joint resolution providing for the distribution 
of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives; and 

H. R. 5076. An actto amend the first section of an act to chan; 
the time and places for the district and circuit coùrts in the an 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896. 

ASSISTANT BOOKKEEPER FOR SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 

Mr. JOY. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. That committee has di d me to 
report back favorably the resolution which I send to the desk. 

e Clerk read the following resolution, introduced January 23, 
1900, by Mr. Joy: 

Resolved, That the eee of the House is hereby anthorized to 
employ an assistant bookkeeper in his office for the remainder of the present 
Congress, to be paid out of contingent fund of the House at the rate of 
$75 per month. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

REFERENCE OF A BILL, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that House bill 
8718, reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, has been 
placed upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where, I submit to the Chair, the bill does not 
belong. The bill does not provide for the raising of revenue; 
neither does it carry an appropriation; therefore I move the proper 
reference, which will be the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, upon inspection of the bill, thinks 
that the proper place for it is the House Calendar; and without 
objection, the change will be made. 
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Mr. CANNON. Does the bill provide for any charge upon the 


? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the bill read for the in- 
formation of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitution. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the e hereby, authorized to 
n 


place the frigate Constitution, now lying at the Bos avy-Yard, as near 
as may be consistent with her preservation, in the same condition as regards 
her hull and as she was when in active service: Provided, That be- 
fore beginning on such work a sufficient sum of money to complete such 
work shall be raised through the ncy of the Massachusetts State Society 
United States Daughters of 1812 and placed at his disposal for the purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to this bill going on the 
Calendar indicated, by unanimous consent; but it does seem to me 
that it provides for an expenditure. At least, it employs Govern- 
ment officers. It provides that the Government s be reim- 
bursed. While that is true, it does involve a public expenditure, 
as it seems to me, nevertheless. 

I have no objection to its going on the Calendar by unanimous 
consent; but as a matter of right, it seems to me, it ought to be on 
the Union Calendar under the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that he ask unanimous consent to take up the bill for con- 
sideration now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that after consultation with the Speaker of the House it was un- 
derstood that we would move for the consideration of this bill on 
the call of committees. With that understanding, while I thank 
the gentleman for his suggestion, we desire to wait and take our 
chances under the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. An inspection of this bill satisfies the Chair 
that it lays no burden upon the Government. The money to do 
this work must be provided for, in the first instance, as the Chair 
understands the lan of the bill, by other means than through 
the Treasury of the ted States; but as the House Calendar is 
to be taken up at once, if the gentleman will ask unanimous con- 
sent, the Chair will submit a request for the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of House bill 8718, 
which has just been read to the House, Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given, we 
should like to have an explanation of the bill. It has been im 
_ for us to hear what the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


sa 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to suffi- 
ciently loud to enable the gentleman to hear me. I fully appreci- 
ate the great difficulty of hearing on one side of the Chamber what 
is said on the other side, in the confusion that sometimes exists. 

With the permission of the Chair, I will surrender the floor to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] who intro- 
duced this bill and can answer all the questions which any gentle- 
man may see fit to put. 

5 ee The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OBERTS]. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take the time of 
the House upon this measure unless members desire information 
5 it, in which case I would be very glad indeed to fur- 
nish all information within my knowledge. 

A MEMBER. What is it about? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be read, and 
also the report accompanying it, which I trust will give full in- 
formation to the members of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that the bill having been 
read, if there be no Far pss the reading will be confined to the 
report. The Clerk will read the report. 

he report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8718) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to place the frigate Constitution 
in the same condition as regards her hull and rigging as she was when in 
active service, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The FE ES Constitution, better known as Old Ironsides.“ is now moored 
toa wharf at the Boston Na -Yard, where she has been since her removal 
from Portsmouth, N. H., in . Her hull is protected from the weather by 
a roof, but dry rot has attacked her once staunch timbers and they are fast 

to decay. The achievements of Old Ironsides” during the war of 

812. as thoy: do so A aay and glorious a page of American 8 have 
endeared this d old ship to our ple and enshrined her in the affections 
ofa loyal and patriotic nation. the Massachusetts State Society United 
States Daughters of 1812 solicit the privilege of furnishing a sufficient sum of 
money to defray the entire cost of placing the Constitutionin the same condi- 
tio’ s her hull and riggi e was when in active service. It is 


as 
more than a work of patriotism with these ladies—it isa labor of love and rey- 
th timate claim to the honor of carr: it 


victori The Government will be at no expense what- 
for the restoration and preservation of this 


e8. 
famous vessel; the patriotic impulses of our le will be stimulated, and a 


and curious object lesson of the development and growth of the 


nation will be handed down to future generations in the form of the, to us, 
quaint old battle which first made our nation famous on the seas, 

The Secretary of the Na 
of this bill, submitted the fi 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 4, 1899. 


Sin: The Massachusetts State Society United States Daughters of 1812 has 
informed the Department that it desires to restore the old frigate Constitu- 


tion to a serviceable condition, in order that she may be p in com- 
ine 8 5 as a training ship, or in such manner as may be deemed best 
y the 


of the Navy, the cost of such restoration to be defrayed by 
peace sn ption, and the work to be done at the navy-yard, pft 48 

ass., and carried on and completed to the satisfaction of the Department. 
The society has also, in pursuance of this i heal requested the Department 
to recommend the passage of an act by the Congress granting the necessary 
authority in the premises. 

The Constitution as she exists to-day is a relic of the glory of the Navy in 
its early days, and the fact that the memory of her promon still cherished 
among the ple is a gratifying evidence of Pren otism that should be en- 
couraged. e restoration of this old man-of-war for the Government by 
voluntary contribution from the people, under the auspices of this society, 
would be an object lesson of great value to the nation. 

I have the honor, therefore, considering also the serviceability to the Navy 
of the ship should she be restored, to recommend the early passage of an act 
authorizing her rehabilitation in the manner proposed, providing, however, 
that the work shall be done under the supervision of and as directed by the 


Department. 
Very respectfully, JOHN D. PONLO 
cretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


In view of the above facts, and the further fact that the Massachusetts 
State Society United States Daughters of 1812, in raising the funds to defray 
the expense of such refitting of the Constitution, will present to the publican 
object lesson in patriotic devotion of great value, your committee recommend 
that said bill do pass. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I hope 
there will be no opposition to the consideration of the bill which 
has been reported to the House by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania who is on the Naval Affairs Committee. The legislation 

roposed in this bill seeks to give to the Daughters of Eighteen 

undred and Twelve the right to rehabilitate the grand old frigate 
Constitution without any expense to the Government, It was my 
privilege during my first term in Congress to obtain the age 
through the House of an appropriation sufficient to put this vessel 
in proper condition to make the trip from Portsmouth to Boston on 
the occasion of the one hundredth anniversary of her construction. 
The citizens of Massachusetts have a just pride in the history of 
this great ship. The waters of Massachusetts Bay were the first 
to greet her. She was built by Massachusetts mechanics, and 
during the greater part of her historic career was manned by 
Massachusetts sailors. At the celebration which was held in Boston 
in October, 1897, fitting honors were paid to this monument of the 
naval victories of the war of 1812. People from all parts of the State 
of Massachusetts flocked to Boston to join in honoring her glori- 
ous deeds, and the occasion was one which will live in the memo- 
ries of those who witnessed the events of that day. 

The Daughters of Eighteen Hundred and Twelve have taken a 
deserved pride in the history of the vessel, and are anxious to have 
her refitted and put in the same condition as regards her hull and 
rigging as she was when in active service without any expense to 
the Government. Itis an undertaking which I know will receive 
the plaudits not only of this House, but of the people of the entire 
country, who have a proper appreciation of the grand work that 
has been accomplished by this ship for the preservation of the 
Union. In every war since the foundation of the Government 
until the present day the sons of Massachusetts haye come to the 
aid of the Government in a cent manner, and enduring 
monuments are raised to-day in all portions of that State to the 
valor and brave deeds of her sons. But I think that dearer to 
them than all else is the grand old hulk of the Constitution, which 
now lies at the Charlestown Navy-Yard and which not only typi- 
fies the heroism of Americans of a century ago, but will stand for 
all time as an incentive to greater deeds and greater glory at the 
hands of the American youth of future generations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER (at 12 o’clock and 85 minutes p. m.). The Clerk 

will call the committees. 


The Clerk having proceeded with the call, the Committee on the 
Judiciary was called. 


COURT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
2936) changing the place for holding court in the central division 
of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and for other 


purposes, 


, urging the speedy consideration and passage 
owing: f 


{ 
} 


Í 
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The original bill was read, with an amendment recommended 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Strike out all of the original bill and insert the followin, 

That subdivision 3 of chapter 145 of the United States Biatates at Large. 
ap roved March 1, 1895, entitled ‘An act to 

ditional judges of the United States court in the Indian Terri 
other perona: which said subdivision reads as follows: 
trict shall consist of all the Choctaw country, and the placesof holding court 
in said district shall be at South McAlester, Atoka, Antlers, and Cameron,’ 
be amended by striking out of said subdivision the word ‘Cameron’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘ Poteau,’ so that said subdivision when 
amended shall read as follows: ‘The central district shall consist of all the 
Choctaw country, and the places of holding court in said district shall be at 
South McAlester, Atoka, Antlers, and Poteau.’ 

“Sec. 2. That all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail 
bonds, and other proceedings of whatever nature penta in or returnable 
to said court at Cameron are hereby transferred to and be made return- 
able and have force in said court at Poteau." 

er, I desire to yield to the 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Spe 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] ten minutes, if he de- 
sires that time. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 3 
On motion of Mr. J d, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DEPOSITIONS DE BENE ESSE, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Icall up thebill (H. R. 92) 
to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to taking depositions de bene esse, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 864. Every person deposing as provided in the preceding section shall 
be cautioned and sworn to testify the whole truth, and carefully examined. 

His testimony shall be reduced to writing or typewriting by the magis- 
trate, under his personal supervision, or by h the magistrate's pres- 
ence, and shall, after it has been reduced to writing or typewriting, be sub- 
scribed by the deponent.” 


With the following amendments: 


Line 10, strike out the words „ or” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words officer taking the deposition, or by some person.” 

Line 11, after the word by“ insert the words “the deponent,” and in the 
same line strike out the word“ 
word “officer's.” and in the same line, after the word presence“ 
the words and by no other person.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill will be read as it 
will read after it is amended. 


insert 


Mr. RAY of New York. 5 from New York [Mr. 
ill read as it will read with the | 


Payne] desires to have the bi 


amendments to. : 

‘The SPEA . The Clerk will read the bill as it will read 
when amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 84 Every person deposing as provided in the protio section shall 
be cautioned and sworn to testify the whole truth, and carefully examined. 

His testimony shall be reduced to writing or typewriting by the officer 


taking the deposition, or by some person under his personal supervision, or 
by the deponent himself in the officer's pasenes; and by no other person, 
and shall, after it has been reduced to writing or typewriting, be subscribed 
by the deponent. 7 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would say for the in- 
formation of the House that this makes no change in existing law, 
excepting to provide for the taking of depositions in typewritin 
as well as in pen writing, there haying been some question valent 
and a diversity of holding as to whether or not a deposition could 
be taken in writing. It also changes the word magistrate” 
to officer.“ e person designated to take a deposition is not 
always a magistrate, and for that reason it is more appropriate 
to say the officer“ taking the deposition. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


CUBAN VESSELS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR (when the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries was ed). Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to report back the 
bill (H. R. 5074) relating to Cuban vessels and ask that it lie on 
the table. A bill in that regard coming from the Senate has been 
passed the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS, 


Mr. LYBRAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5288) 
relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 


trate's and insert in lieu thereof the Í 


The bill was read, as follows: 
A bili (H. R. 5283) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 


Be it enacted, ete., That a steam pilot vessel, when en on her station 
on piloting du and in waters of the United States, and not at anchor, shall, 
in addition to the lights required for all pilot boa at a distance of 8 


carry 
feet below her white masthead lighta red light, visible all around the horizon, 
and of such a character as to be visible on a dark night with a clear atmos- 
paeo at a distance of at least 2miles, and also the colored side lights required 
be carried by vessels when under way. 
When engaged on herstation on pilotage duty and in waters of the United 
States, and at anchor, she shall carry, in addition to the lights for 


all pilot boats, the red light above mentioned, but not thecolored side lights. 
en not engaged on her station on pilotage duty, she carry the same 
lights as other steam v 
That this act shall 


construed as 9 to Article VIII of 


be 
the act approved June 7, 1897, entitled An act to ad tions for pre- 
certain 


op 


ven collisions upon harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the 
Uni States,” and to Article VIII of an act approved August 19, 1890, en- 
titled An act to adopt tions for preventing collisions at sea.’ 

SEC. 3. That this act take effect on June 30, 1900. 


Mr. LYBRAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill was unanimously re- 
oad by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

nder the revised international regulations for preventing colli- 
sions at sea and the laws of the United States for the prevention 
of collisions on inland waters there is no provision for a i 
tive light for steam pilot vessels when engaged on their stations. 
This makes the United States regulations conform with those of 
other nations, especially Great Britain. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read thethird time, and 

On motion of Mr. LYBRAND, a motion to reconsider vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

LOG ENTRY OF COLLISIONS. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5066) 

to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, relating to log en- 


of collisions. 
he bill was read as follows: 


„ 


and of the circumstances under which the same 


tho official log book. Such entry shall 1 
| section 4291, and failure to make such entry shall subject the offender to the 
| penalties prenan by section 4292." 

Sec. 2. t this act shall take effect sixty days after its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill has just 


| been Tepak, and is not yet u the Calendar. The C 
thinks that unanimous consent of the House should be obtained 
for its consideration. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause. ] e Chair hears none. 

The bill was ord to ee for a third reading; and 
| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
| On motion of Mr. FORDNEY, a motion to reconsider vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RELIEVING CERTAIN ENLISTED MEN FROM THE CHARGE OF 
DESERTION, 


Mr. FOSS (when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called), 
Mr. S er, I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to call up the bill H. R. 969. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 989) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve certain appointed or 
enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, 


approved August 14, 1888. 
ter 890, volume 25, of the United States Stat- 
enlisted 


Be it enacted, etc., That chap 
utes at Large, entitled “An to relieve certain i parent or men 
esertion,” approved Au- 


of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of 
gust 14, be, and the same is hereby, revived and reenacted. 
Sec. 2. That section 5 of the said act be, and is hereby, so amended as to 


remove the limitation of time within which gant pa or relief may be re- 
ceived and acted upon under the provisions of said act. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some expla- 
nation of this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the Clerk to read the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. From what I could hear of the reading, it seems 
to me to extend some privilege, and I suppose that bill does not 
strictly Pelong to the House Calendar. I understand it extends 
the time in which something is to be done and grants some fur- 
ther viga I did not catch the reading of the bill completely. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask for the reading of the report. I think 
that will explain the bill. 7 

Mr. PA I make the point that it does not properly be- 
long to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the point of order, tho report will be 
read in the gentleman’s time. 

The report (by Mr. Dayton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 969 
to amend section 5 of an act to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men 
the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved August 


` 
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14, 1888, perg carefully considered the same, report the same back with the 
recommen ‘ollowing reasons: 

The Fiftieth Congress E meree an act, a) ved August 14, 1888, and found 
in volume 25 of United Statutes at Large, p 442, providing for the 
relief of certain men avy and M Corps 


saf ed. 
The operation of the act, however, was, by a to section 5, limited 


to those who should ly for relief 5 five years from and 
after its passage, and 2 — for practical purposes, become 


in its operations, 
and no good or sufficient reason is apparent why it shoul: Bot be saves eae 
force and ap On the other is h a large 
number of bills seeking to remove in individual cases, 
many of w are in character, but w by_reason of the 
arduous duties from other sources of the Naval Committee, do not can 
not receive or ifreported by the committee more often fail of 


bill would remove the time limit for application contained in the act 
of 1888, and restore the Secretary of the Navy's power to dispose of these 
cases under 


similar bills have been unanimously rec- 


fourth and 
apon the Secretary ofthe Navy wil 
hich the Secretary of War under existing law now has in like 
arising in the Army. 


Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I gather from the reading of 
the report the bill would give these men, if the of deser- 
tion were removed, back pay or a right to pension, and that would 
eee the Treasury. I do not think the bill is on the 
pro’ ndar. 

. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the tleman from 
West Virginia, who prepared the report and who is more familiar 
with the subject than I am. ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. The pome of order is pending, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will hear the gentleman from West 
Virginia on the point of order, 

. DAYTON. I desire to say a word upon the point of order. 
I think if the gentleman had carefully examined the statute he 
would have ascertained that the point of order is not well taken. 
This is not new legislation that will give any new or additional 
privilege to the es, but it simply, under existing legislation, 
removes the restriction of time in which an application can be 
made. I hope the gentleman will note the distinction I make. 
The law is on the statute book. This enables all these parties now 
provided for to file their applications at any period of time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want toask the gentleman a question right 


2 


there 

Mr. DAX TON. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now they can not get any right, unless you pass 
this legislation, to draw back pay or apply for ion. If you 
do pass the bill it removes the disability and allows them to get 
back pay and pension that they are now disabled from getting. 

Mr. DAYTON. So far as the question of back pay is concerned, 
Ido not think there is any bility of that question arising. 
So far as their position to apply for a pension is concerned, that is 
a relative question, as the law of 1890 extends to these men a pen- 
sion anyhow. If they have engaged in other service of the Gov- 
ernment they can apply for pension. 

Mr. PAYNE. They can apply, but can not get pensions on ac- 
count of this charge standing against them. 

Mr. DAYTON. This strikes out the five years’ limitation that 
was placed in the original act, and would leave it with the same 
restrictions now applicable to the Army. We are constantly 
passing bill after to remove these charges of desertion, and 
the whole of that kind of legislation can well be relegated from 
the halls of Congress and placed in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Navy, as it is now in the hands of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thegentlemanis g Sema on the question of the 
merits of the bill. e point that I make is that it is not on the 
proper Calendar. 

Mr. FOSS. I hope that the gentleman will not insist on that 

int. 
245 PAYNE. I do not see that I can refrain from making the 
point. We have this order, and I think we ought to conform 
strictly to it. This bill should be on the House Calendar, in my 
inion. 

urhe SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, believ- 
ing this does not impose any burden on the Government; it is 
simply extending the time within which application may be made 
for the removal of the cheese of desertion. Effacing the record 
of desertion is the thing aimed at by this bill. Non constat that a 
dollar is due to anyone. The assumption is entirely too remote, 
and it seems to the Chair clear that if any bill can properly be on 
the House Calendar this can be. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. S 


ker, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from West Virginia if 


is bill gives the 


— In the Navy the same rights that the soldiers in the Army 
ve? 
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Mr. DAYTON. Exactly the same. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
derstand the proposition before the House, this act 


Mr. Speaker, as I un- 
ives to the 
men of the Navy the same privileges as are now accorded the men 
in the Army. I would like to ask the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia if this is so? 

Mr. DAYTON. Exactly the same. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then, Mr. Speaker, I 
certainly hope this bill will pass. I think there are many deserv- 
ing cases of men who have served honorably in the Navy, but who, 
for some reason or other, are unjustly charged as deserters. 

I have knowledge of two or three cases myself where men, after 
four years of faithful and honorable service in the Navy during 
the war, were separated from the service without disc 5 

Many men after the war was over left their ships immediately, 
so as to get home to their families, and never bothered about a 
discharge. Hundreds of cases of this kind occurred, and I think 
the Secretary of the Navy, who has access to the records, is much 
better able to handle this question than Congress. 

I certainly think the Navy has justified this confidence in all 
periods of our e and I hope this bill will receive the unani- 
mous support of the House, 

Mr. E. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from West Virginia if he has examined the law and knows that 
the same limitations are placed on the men in the Navy who are 
charged with desertion that are placed upon soldiers in the Arm 
whoaresocharged? If they are, there can beno harm in the bill, 
but if it leaves it entirely to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, so that he can discharge Jones to-day and not Smith to- 


morrow, then it is a very dangerous bill and it may involve the 
Treasury of the United States in a vast sum of money which ought 
not to be paid to men who did not make an honorable record. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. er 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. DAYTON. Ido. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I had the honor of reporting this bill in the 
last Congress from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I will say, 
inr nse to the gentleman from Indiana e STEELE], that the 
same limitations exactly apply here as are p. u e soldiers 
in che Army. This bill simply pro to give the Secretary of 
the ak 5 e same power as the of War. When the 


original bill was passed it limited the power of the Secretary of 
the Navy to five years. That limit is and to-day the inev- 
itable result follows. We have in the ittee on Naval Affairs 


over 100 private bills for the removal of the of desertion 
against sailors and marines. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that the Secretary of the Navy is more capable of judging of the 
merits of these cases with the record before him than e Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. It is unjust to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs not to give the Secretary of the Navy the same power the 
Secretary of War in similar cases. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 
Mr. DAYTON. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. . $ 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to address a question to the pora 
from New York [Mr. Cummincs]. If the 2 of War has 
the right to remove charges of desertion, vy do we have somany 
bills upon the Calendar to remove charges of desertion? a 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The bill differs in no wise from the Army 
law in such cases. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that the object of this bill is to 


confer a like authority on the Secretary of the Navy that is held 
by the Secretary of War. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Exacily. 


Mr. MADDOX. Ithas tame almost impossible to hear what was 
going on on the other side of the House, and as it seems to be a 
very important bill we want to get at the object of it. 

. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that there is no excuse, in my opinion, for any bill 
being presented in this House to relieve a soldier from the 
charge of desertion, if he was not a real deserter and ought to 
have the benefit that soldiers have who made an honorable record, 
for the Secre of War can remove the charge. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has the 
floor. To whom does he yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. Iwill yield in a moment to my friend from 
2 I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MAD- 
Dox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. I Want to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. 3 he ought to come here Friday night and tell the 
5 t he has just stated in regard to these bills for 

esertion. 
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Mr. STEELE. Ihave done that a dozen times, I think it an 
outrage—— 

Mr. MADDOX. I agree with you. 

Mr. STEELE (continuing). That pension bills and bills for 
deserters should have the same privilege in this House, 

Mr. MADDOX. Iagree with you. I think this is a proper bill, 
as it proposes to put the thing where it belongs. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that I also agree with him in this matter. 

Mr. RoBINSON of Indiana and Mr. Grosvenor rose. 

Mr. DAYTON. I promised the tleman from Ohio and the 
gentleman from New Jersey that I would yield to them, and I 
now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROS OR. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Rosson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What I wished to ascertain was 
whether there are not many cases presented over which the mili- 
tary or naval authorities have no jurisdiction. 

Mr. STEELE. I think there are many such; but they are cases 
which ought not to be 3 in the House; because if the per- 
sons were not in fact deserters, in my opinion the Secretary of 
War is empowered to give relief in all meritorious cases. 

Mr. G VENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think I can throw a little 
light onthis controversy. About 1839, I think—somewhere about 
that time, pee earlier—a bill was passed in Congress—— 

Mr. DAYTON. The act was approved Angust 14, 1888. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That bill was passed with the declared 
intent and purpose on the part of Congress to cover every meri- 
torious case where a man was improperly marked on the record 
asa deserter, The bill was very carefully prepared; the friends 
of the soldiers who had been complaining were heard; and ev 
1 case deserving of consideration was covered by the bill. 

e Secretary of War was authorized to remove the charge of 
desertion upon proof that brought the case within any one of six 
or seven classes named in the act. 

Now, that law had a limitation in its operation. In my judg- 
ment, all the men who deserved to have their records set right 
should have come in under that law and obtained relief. But a 
great many are now making application who could not come 
under that law—men who would come under the condemnation of 
those who passed that law. Yet there are meritorious cases 
where the parties did not hear of this law, did not know of its 
existence; so that passed without their having the oppor- 
tunity to havethe charge of desertion removed from their ta 
record, I do not think there are very many such cases; 1. 
would almost indorse the statement of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. STEELE] that those men who, from 1865 down to this 
time, have stood by and never made any successful effort to get 
the facts of their cases before the War Department when it was 
within the jurisdiction of that Department to give them relief 
have very little merit in any application eres may make now. 

Mr. DAYTON. Just one word. The act by which we gave this 
relief to enlisted menin the Navy and Marine Corps of the United 
States was approved August 14,1888. The pet ie E are the same 
as have been stated by the gentleman from Ohio. Theonly trouble 
asaut the matter was that this proviso was attached to the fifth 
section: 

That all applications for relief under this act shall be made to and filed 
with the age oe y of the Navy within a period of five years from and after 
its ge; and all applications not so made and filed within the said term 
of five years shall be forever barred, and shall not be received or considered. 

Now, the purpose and object of this bill is simply to that 
clause and enable parties to apply under the law for the relief 
which the act contemplates, though they may not have filed their 
applications within five years from the of theact. This 
law was found to operate beneficially; no complaint ever arose 
under it; if removed a vast burden from the shoulders of Con- 
gress in the consideration of these cases. Application after appli- 
cation of men who desired to be relieved from these charges of 
desertion has been made to the Navy ent and has come 
back here with the stereotyped reply that the Department is pow- 
8 5 the case ause of the proviso which I have 
just rea 

I wish to say that the Secretary of the Navy in at least three of 
the last zoporis submitted by him to Congress has recommended the 
passage of this legislation. It has been earnestly sought for by the 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Office, because almost the same labor 
involved in passing upon and determining the merits of these 
applications for the removal of the Sargo of desertion has been 
done by that Department anyhow. ter going to the Depart- 
ment the party comes to the halls of Congress asking relief; and 
before it is granted we ask the advice of the Department, together 
with the record of the man,in order to determine whether we 
shall grant the relief or not. So that I think, under the circum- 
stances, there can be no reasonable objection to this measure. 

As my colleague on the committee [Mr. CumainGs] has stated, 


it has been reported favorably by us in at least two prior Con- 
r. TALBERT. Does this apply to soldiers inthe Army or— 


Mr. DAYTON. Only to men in the Navy and Marine 
Corps. By other legislation now in force the soldiers of the Army 
have the same relief. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is the time within which application may be 
made unlimited? 

Mr. DAYTON. Les, sir. I now yield to my friend from New 


Jersey 9 45 emery i 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I have been in- 
terested in this bill for some years. It pro to make this 
privilege as to the Navy exactly what it is now under the law 
with reference to the Army; in other words, that there shall be no 
mere time limit upon the right to apply to the Department in 
proper form to set aside a record of desertion. 

hile serving as chairman of the Military Affairs subcommit- 
tee, having j iction of cases of this kind, I was astonished 
to find how many cases there are where men do not know that 
they were marked as deserters. There are cases where men 
have „Where they have gone through the war and 
left the service after the war was over, and never found out that 
they were technically guilty of desertion until, upon makin 
application for a pension, they found themselves so di . 
ere are cases of that sort to this day, and some of them are the 
very best men who served in the Army. I will go further, and 
say that I think the general law itself needs some amendment. 
r. TALBERT. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
uestion? I want to ask, if this bill is passed, will that prevent 
the introduction here of private bills for the removal of the charge 
of desertion? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. To the extent that they are 
covered by this statute, it will, but not in all cases, 

Mr. TALBERT. If it will do that, I think it is a good bill. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. You ought to be in favor of it. 
Now, I want to add that there are some bills that have to be in- 
troducedin Congress. The committee upon which I have had the 
honor to sit have turned down nine-tenths of these bills, but I 
secured the passage of two bills through Congress, one to cover 
the case of a man who had left his command because he was worn 
out on the march from Fredericksburg to Antietam, and died. 
Yet his , had put him down as a deserter. The Secretary 
of War said that under the law he had no power to change that 
record, although he was satisfied that the man died in the field. 

There ate changes that ought to be made, perhaps, in the law to 
cover the really just cases; and if we could get a law that would 
provide for all just cases, and remove the charge of desertion in 
such cases by general law instead of by special legislation, it would 
be a consummation devoutly to be wished. Let us ask the aid of 
gentlemen on both sides in securing that result, But this atleast 
we can do now, by providing that when a man comes to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and asks him to remove such a charge and shows 
that he did not know of it before, and a mere time limit forces the 
Secretary of the Navy to say to him that he has no power,.that 
limit ought to be removed. We have removed it as to the Army, 
and it ought to be removed now as to the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. PEARRE]. 

Mr, P RE. Mr. Speaker, this discussion has suggested to 
me a recollection of the acts relative to the Army removing the 
limitation of time during which the charge of desertion might be 
expunged. I find by referring to the acts that in the one a 

roved in May, 1886, the limitation was made five years. In 1892 
ayas passed another act, extending the limitation or reviving 
the right under the law to have a charge of desertion removed in 
that way for two years longer. Finally, in 1895, the limitation of 
time which had previously been imposed, during which these ap- 
plications for the removal of the charge of desertion must be made, 
was absolutely repealed as far asthe soldiers of the war of 1861-1865 
and the Mexican war were concerned. 

As I understand the pending measure, it simply proposes to 
place the sailors and Marine Corps upon the same footing as the 
soldiers of the war of 1861-1865 and the Mexican war. It is a 
matter of simple justice, and I can not conceive any reasonable 
objection which can be made to this tardy act of justice to the 

ors and marines of the United States. 

Mr. DAYTON, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iconcur in the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE], and 
Iam heartily in accord with this provision. I take the floor to 
say that I hope that some bill will come into the House to reenact 
the law, which by limitation has expired, permitting the granting 
of this relief to the soldiers of the war of 1861-1865, and thus im- 
pose u a Department so much better able to handle the sub- 
ject the labor that is now upon the shoulders of the members of 
this House in granting relief in meritorious cases. I think no 
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has EE sy by limitation. 

Mr. AYTON. I yield so much time asthe gentleman may 
desire to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON, I think a minute is all I want. I am not 
familiar with the provisions of this bill, I understand it gives 
certain power to the Secretary of the Navy to remove charges of 
desertion. There is a class of cases in which that power onght to 
be lodged somewhere, to remove a charge of desertion. I have a 
case in t, a bill now pending before the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A farmer boy, of good habits, a private in an Indiana regiment, 
on the march of his regiment to Stone River, was taken very sick 
and was ingly in extremis, so that he could not march farther. 
Two comrades left him by the roadside, satisfied that he would 
die. In more than thirty years he never had been heard from, 
although the family exercised great diligence for the first two or 
three years in trying to find his whereabouts. There is no doubt 
in my mind and in the minds of the people who knew him that he 
died. Yet the charge of desertion is there. Now, there ought to 
be power somewhere to remove that charge of desertion other 
than by legislation, because, suppose there are a hundred cases of 
e alec hace teat march oa ea special bills. I do 
not know that I can hope to re this one. 

You may say it opens the door to unworthy people, who might 
be . from the charge of desertion. I do not know how 
much danger there is of that, but it seems to me some general 
bh ear might be enacted that would take care of such cases, 
where there was no actual desertion. 

Mr. DAYTON. I call for the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion o . DAYTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of com- 
mittees. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of committees. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WHITE for one week, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 1 o'clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oo were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Passaic River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha A. Payne, administratrix of Samuel H. Payne, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Nathan Tanner against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally re ed from committees, delivered to 
5 9 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
log entry of collisions, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 251); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr, PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred House bill 6883, 8 in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of erto Rico, and for other 
purposes, accompanied by a report (No, 249); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. : 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2864) to create a 
commission to make settlement and adjustment with the Sioux 


City and Pacific Railroad Company of its indebtedness to the 


Government of the United States, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 252); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 985) providing 
that those who have heretofore commuted entries or who have not 
perfected title to tracts entered as homesteads may avail them- 
selves of the provisions of the homestead laws, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 253); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to rey Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1711) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles L. Green, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 227); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. 
Davis, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 228); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Hopkins, re the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 229); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 0. 2 ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 231); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 539) granting a 
pension to Louisa S. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 232); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 236) granting an increaseof pension to Mary 
Ellen Lauriat, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 233); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cut- 
ler D. Sanborn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
ed bya 1 (No. n said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 526) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Joseph M. Waddell, rted the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 235); which- 


said bill and report were referred to the Privat Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 548) ting an increase of pension to John 
F. McMahon, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 236); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 a 5 ); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5503) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Hanson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2388); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Morse, Repora the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 239); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip P. Getchell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 240); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 541) grantinga pension to Ellen Norwood, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 
241); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1058) granting a pension to 
John Bailey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 242); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 872) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. H. Nevitt, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 243); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private endar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1771) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellie Kee, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 244); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 992) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Auer, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 245); which said bill | fairs 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6284) for the relief of 
James Crawley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 246): which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3167) to grant 
increase of pension to Thomas H. Cook, Company I, Seventeenth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 247); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5949) granting 
a pension to Frederick Weber, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 248); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DINSMORE, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, to which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 
6) oes for the appointment of a person to prepare Senate 
and House bills for binding, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 254); which said resolution and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6506) to place the name of Edith Lockwood noray 
on the pension roll—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3985) for the relief of Julia McN. Henry, widow 
of the late Guy V. Henry, late major rtrd United States 

. Army—Committee on Invalid Pensions harged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8246) to regulate the fishing of 
mussels in the fresh waters of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8247) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,” approved April 24, 1888—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8248) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to contract for the collection of money with- 
held by pe 5 the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH (by request): A bill . R. 8249) 5 times 
when, regulating the manner in which, and declarin e charac- 
ter of the accounts between the United States and the several 
public-land States, relative to the net proceeds.of the sales and 
other disposition of the public lands made and to be made therein 
by the United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified 


to the Treasury Department for payment—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 8292) for the relief of the Coos 


Bay, Umpqua, and Senslow Indians—to the Committee on Indian 


airs. 
By Mr. MORRIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 162) 8 
for preliminary examination and survey of Burlington Bay, Lake 
County, Minn. to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. d 

By Mr. HULL: A jointresolution (H. J. Res. 163) to provide for 
the erection of barracks and quarters for artillery in connection 
with the project adopted for seacoast defense—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 
Res. 16) providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of The Loni- 
siana Purchase,” by the honorable Commissioner of the General 
Land Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A resolution (H. Res. 135) relative 
to considering bills on the Private Calendar on Saturdays—to the 
Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
red following titles were introduced und severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BROMW ELL: A bill (H. R. 8250) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John J. Troxell—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8251) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jesse P. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8252) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Josiah Strickley—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8253) for the correction of 
the military record of George W. Currier—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8254) to increase the pension 
of Marie L. 27 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8255) to correct 
the military record of Michael I. Pryor—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of William 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) for the relief of Lorenzo D. Hawley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of Martin Fassnacht—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) granting a pension to J. L. Herrick—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) grantin 3 to Elizabeth Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. Sot) paning a pension to Mary A. O’Brien— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) for the relief of Henry C. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8263) to pension Lula M, Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 8264) for the relief of Christ Schrey—to the 
e L. R. 6265) ti Mary E. Me Niel 

o, a (H. R. granting a pension to . McNiel— 
to the Committee on Invalid rset a my 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of J. E. Walters—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of Eliza Jackson—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania; A bill (H. R. 8268) for the 
relief of Levi L. Reed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of J. Effinger Leven- 
good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief of Herman Von Marsdorf, 
late a lieutenant of Company D, First Maryland Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) for the relief of Jacob Miltenberger 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8272) for the relief of the 
heirs of W. L. Waddy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 8273) ting a pension to 
Sarah S. Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1 Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8274) granting a pension to A. 
S icketts, of Fairfield, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8275) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Secor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8276) granting a pension to Collins M. Ster- 
ling—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) for the reliet of Soloman Lusk—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Hudson M. Harris—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 8279) granting a pension to Samuel 
Burket—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8280) granting a pension to Samuel Dorner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8281) to remove the charge of desrtion stand- 
aon ae name of Samuel Cochran—to the Committee on 

8. ° 

By Mr. LEVY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8282) for the relief 
32 Allaire Works, of New York—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief of Harry H. 
Thomas and others, members of the regimental band of the Fourth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 8284) for relief of I. O. B. Palmer, 
of noke, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8285) for the relief of Z. B. Moorman, of 
Lynch , Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 8286) to increase the pension 

of Mrs, Elizabeth V. Harman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8287) for the relief of the legal representative 
of Paul McNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8288) to reimburse the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church at McDowell, State of Virginia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

By Mr. SIMS (by reauest): A bill (H. R, 8289) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to convey a certain 
parcel of land in the District of Columbia to Lewis Tillman, 
trustee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) for the relief of T. L. Owens, adminis- 
trator de bonis non, with the will annexed, of the estate of T. G. 
Owens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8291) granting increase of 
pension to Catharine R. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8293) for the relief of Addi- 
son Tennis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) for the relief of Montgomery Patton 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) for the relief of D. K. Ponder, of Ripley 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William A. Carr—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8297) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Buck—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 8298) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Walter Allen, of the United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A resolution (H. Res. 136) to pay William 
Gardner for services as folder—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of C. J. Lynch and 
other clerks of Bangor, Me., post-office, favoring the of 
House bill No. 4351—to the ittee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Colonel George F. Smith Post, No. 
130, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, 
for the 8 of a service-pension bill to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY (by request): Petition of William K. Tubman, 
asking for investigation and redress on a certain claim against 
the Eastern Railroad Association—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


5 FLETCHER: Petition of the faculty of the University 
of Minnesota, ee sie the of a bill known as 
the Gallin visection bill—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. GARDNERof New Jersey: Petition of Ezra L. Bartlett 
and other citizens of Philadelphia, favoring legislation to pension 
the members of the Life-Saving Service who shall become en- 
feebled by age or disabled by accident while in discharge of their 
duties—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of J. E. Campbell and other citi- 
zens of the Twenty-sixth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
favoring io passage of the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee 
on c 


ture. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of 
W. D. C., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philadel- 


and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Papers to accompany House bill. ting a 
pension to A. C. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of the Goodfellow Shoe Company and 19 
other firms of St. Louis, Mo., favoring a bill providing for the re- 
classification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petitions of John Lucas & Co., John T. 
Bailey & Co., Robert D. Smith & Co., E. K. Tryon, jr., & Co., and 
of the National Board of Trade, Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House 
bill No. 887, to provide for adding toand completing specimens and 
productions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museums 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washington, 
D. C., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., and Ziegler Brothers, Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging amendment of the treaty with France—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the United Confederate Veterans of Charles- 
ton. S. C., favoring marking position of tr on the battlefields 
of Gettysburg, Chickamauga, Shiloh, and Vicksburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mz. MIERS of Indiana: Statement to accompany House bill 
No. 4981, for the relief of Barton P. Spencer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, favoring the appointment of a commission for extend- 
ing trade with China and the East—to the Committee on Foreign 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, urging certain legislation for the improvement and 
development of to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washington, 
D. C., for the repeal of the stamp tax on m ines, ete.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the promotion 
of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Cornelius Turk and other 
citizens of Caroline, Tompkins County, N. Y., favoring the bill 
relating to dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Burt B. Hyde and H. G. Carr, of Afton, N. V., 
with reference to a change in the present revenue laws—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill No. 8044, to increase 
the pension of James W. tt—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
By Mr. ROBB: Petition of D. J. Doughty and others, of Farm- 
ington, Mo., asking that the names of soldiers who served in the 


Missouri State Militia be placed on the pension rolls—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Shenandoah Herald and Freeland Press, of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; Denison (Iowa) Bulletin, Valley Falls (Kans.) Vindicator, 
Tyler (Tex.) Democrat-Reporter, Patchogue (N. Y.) Advance, 
favoring the of House bill No. 5029, relative to the free 
entry of w pulp imported for use in the manufacture of pa- 
per—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to peny House bill 
No. 725, to correct the military record of David tes, of Crom- 
well, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOW AY: Petition of Elvin Newton & Co. and 64 
other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H. D for the establish- 
ment of a lobster hatchery at Little bor, N. H.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of G. L. Cone and farmers 
and dairymen of Wyoming County, N. V., for a law subjecting 
food and dairy products to the laws of the State or Territory into 
which they are imported—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 5 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the New York 
Railroad Club, of New York, suggesting a convention of the In- 
ternational Railway Congress in 1904 in the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., favoring the 5 House bill No. 887, for the pro- 
motion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., protesting against the ratification of the 
reciprocity treaty with 2 the Committee on Foreign 


phia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding to ! Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 9, 1900. 
The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 


ver: 
Lord God of hosts, as the nation to-day, through its representa- 
ives, consigns the form of one of our most gallant and heroic 
soldiers, earth to earth, ashes to ashes, dust to dust, to a worthy 
resting place, among the graves of scores and hundreds of our 
brave and devoted soldiers, we humbly pray that the spirit which 
inspired these men with love and service for the country may 
e the hearts and souls of the citizens from one end of the 
d to the other. Make us worthy of this country, which Thou 
has granted us, with all its glorious memories, with all its glorious 
institutions. 

We humbly and devoutly beseech Thee, O Lord God, of Thy 
tender mercy, be gracious unto the wife and the children who are 
bereaved and sit shrouded in unspeakable sorrow and grief to-day. 
Let Thy care be upon all sufferers, upon those who afe bereaved. 
Keep us, guide us, and bring us at last to the home of Thy people 
in heaven, Through Jesus Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

On motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous consent, the 
zozoa of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 


th. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 
CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. ALLISON presented the credentials of JohN H. GEAR, 
chosen by the legislature of Iowa a Senator from that State for 
ee 8 ing March 4, 1901; which were read, and ordered 

0 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
ki following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

mate: 

A bill (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to making depositions de bene 


esse; 

A bill (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve cer- 
tain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps 
from the ch: of desertion, approved August 14, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 2936) changing place for holding court in the 
central division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 


A bill (H. R. 5066) to amend section 4200 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, 77 0 7 log entry of collisions; and 
A bill (H. R. 5288) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The 3 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

a — 2 3 — 7 — to Cuban vessels; = doce — 

(H. R. granting permission and au without 
cost to the United States, to remove the existing line of levee in 
front of the marine-hospital property in New Orleans. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying that an 9 be made for the construc- 
tion of more suitable and safer quarters for the United States dis- 
trict court at that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for additional 
cable 


service to Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on 
tions with Cuba, 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
for the classification of clerksin first and second class post- offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of Parke Davis & Co., of 
Detroit, Mich., remonstrating — the free distribution by the 
Department of Agriculture of black-leg vaccine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Medical Society of 
Wyoming, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- 
Hacer Phat was referred to the Committee on the District of 

um 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
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ee e Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the exhibits in the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

nted a memorial of the Federation of Labor of 


He also 
Chicago, III., remonstrating against the cession of public lands; 
which was referred to the mittee on Public ante: 


Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Helena, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the New Orleans Poly- 
clynic Faculty, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the 
enactment of * for the further prevention of cruelty to 
animals in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Sultana Survivors’ As- 
sociation, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the erection of a monu- 
ment in memory of the soldiers who lost their lives by the destruc- 
tion of the steamboat Sultana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of 
Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
construction of a canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying that an a tion be made for the improvement of 
the rivers and har of the country; which was referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a ‘tion of the National Board of Trade, 
praying that the United States Government cooperate with other 
nations insisting that the trade with the Chinese Empire shall be 
opened to all the nations of the world on equal terms; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 

ation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST. I presenta petition from business men of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the adoption of the pneumatic postal tube sys- 
tem in that city. It is a matter of the very greatest importance 
to that community; and I ask the Committee on P ces and 
9 to w uon 5 I are that it be referred, to 

ake early action, if possible, upon i 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1066) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Shipp, reported if with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 681) granting a pension to Julia D. Richard- 
2 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SEW ELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1920) to establish the Fredericksburg and 
Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park in the State of Vir- 
ginia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 717) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon 
at the city of Wheeling, State of West Virginia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a re thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 126) to provide for the 
3 support of children by parents in the District of Co- 
Iumbia, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2638) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to enter into a contract for the collection and dis 
of garbage and dead animals in said District, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 560) to amend section 4386 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, striking ont “twenty- 
eight consecutive hours” and ‘twenty-eight hours” and inserting 
fort consecutive hours ” and ‘‘ forty hours,” reported it without 
amendment. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE January 23, 1900, reported 
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it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and itis hereby, au- 
thorized to employ temporarily an assistant clerk, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $100 per month. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PLATT of Connecticut January 
30, 1900, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba is hereby author- 
ized to employ a stenographer from time to time to report hearings and pro- 
ceedings before the committee, and that the expense of the same, together 
—.— that of hearings already had, be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

nate. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM January 31, 1900, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the sten pher employed to report the h held 
and to be held by the Committee on Interstate Co: 


mmerce on the bill (S. 1439) 
to amend an act entitled An act to 5 ee a 
„ 


regula’ roved Febru- 
ary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereo: paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 


Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the_ 


junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] on the 8th in- 
stant, to report it with an amendment, and I for its present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘Commission,” to add ‘‘and for the use of the 
Secretary of State 500 copies, to be sent to the State Department;” 
so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, and sent to the 
Senate document room, 5.000 additional copies of yolume 1 of the Report of 
the Philippine Commission, and for the use of the Secretary of State 500 
copies, to be sent to the State Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. FoRAKER on 
the 8th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 additional 
copies of Senate Document No. 147 and 2,000 additional copies of Senate Doc- 


ument No. 148, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 3099) granting an increase of 

msion to M. McCoy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3100) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other 8 which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3101) to amend section 13 of the 
act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States, approved 
March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, with an accom ying letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy; which was edero to printed. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Seleda 
Burnham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pepe referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3103) to amend 
section 3878 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its 
Sie, ana referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


0 
Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting an increase 

of pennon to Andrew Smith; which was read twice by its title, 

eee, the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of the 
mother of William R. McAdam; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3106) relating to 
the accounts of United States marshals and the clerks of the dis- 
trict courts for the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to 
Arthur I. Nicklin; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanping papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3108) to correct the military 
record of William H. Dennis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3109) to promote and encour- 
age the mining, mineral, and metallurgical sciences of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pan ing paper referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. NROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- . 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3110) granting a pension to Amos F. Yeatts; 

A bill (S. 3111) granting an increase of pension to Francis C. 


Eimon - 
A bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to Francis A, 
Flanegin; and 

A bill (S. 3113) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Zim- 
merman, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3114) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Josiah H. Pearson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) providing for 
the restoration to the Navy of graduates of the Naval Academy 
discharged in pursuance of the act of August 5, 1882; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$20,000 for ascertaining the depth of the bed rock ata place on 
Gila River near San Carlos, and for ascertaining the feasibility 
and estimating in detail cost of construction of a across the 
river for the purpose of irrigating the Sacaton Reservation, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment directing that the money here- 
tofore appropriated to purchase homes for the Absentee Wyan- 
dotte Indians in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation 
in Oklahoma shall be 1 to the credit of the Kiowa and Co- 
manche Indians, intended to be pro by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment poring to appro- 
tees $750 for making 3 of the Big Wind River 

ridge on the Shoshone Agency, Wyo., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for clerk hire at the consulate at Trague from $480 to 
$960, intended to be 2 by him to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
pa riations, and ordered to be printed. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment proposi 
to increase the salary of the consul at Ottawa from $3,000 to 84000 
intended to be ee by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for clerk hire at the consulate at Naples from $480 to 
$1,000, intended to be pee es by him to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Amend Senate amendment to said bill by adding at the end thereof the 
following section: 

“SEC. — That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: 

S. 5138. Noassociation shall be organized with aless capital than $100,000 
except that banks with a capital of not less than $50,000 may, with the ap 

roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in nd lace the uu: 
lation of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and ex that banks w. th 
a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Secretary ol 
the Tre: „be organized in any p. the population of which does not ex- 
ceed 4,000 inhabitants. No association shall Be organized in a ci the popu- 
lation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than „000.“ *? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following amendment 
intended to be pro by him to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and 
fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of 
money issued or coined by the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 


weight of 412; grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided by 


sie 


1900. 
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of Janu 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the limi- 
bey oh and ak Ra of law Ss ere the coinage and 8 3 
of gold, and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be receiv: 
rtillcates may be issued therefor in the manner now 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. BURROWS, it was 


Ordered, That lea ve be granted to Isabella Morrow to withdraw the oras 
on filo in the Senato in thə matter of her sppioation for a pension (8. Jis 5 
first session Fifty-fourth Congress), in acco: ce with the rule. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRIES, 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, it was 


Ordered, That 1. % additional ies of the bill (S. 788) to establish the de- 


pence of commerce and industries, and of Report No. 220, accompanying 
game, be printed for tho use of the Senate. 


HAREOR OF REFUGE AT SANDY BAY, MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send to the Senate, at 
the earliest ticable moment, the report of the engineers ae gee by 
him under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, to 
examine and report whether any modification should be made in the project 
of improving the harbor of refuge at Sandy a, Cape Ann, Massachusetts, 
and for w. an appropriation was made by d act of Congress. 

CHRISTIAN CRITZMAN, 


Mr, ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
of the Senate: 


'esol bat the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed 
25 pore | the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
to fie t-at-Arms of the Senate, the sum of $40.32; and the said Ser- 


Arms is hereby directed to a: said amount tothe payment of the 
Seeks nses and the expenses of e lant sickness of Christian Critzman, 
deceased, late messenger to The Committee on A riations of the Senate, 
including the sum of $100 loaned to him by C. L. 
last sickness, and 


be in Heu of the —— allowance on the death of an omployee of 
Senate, and the voucher for 8 of the same to be approved by the 
ttee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that a 
resolution of the Senate agreed to February 8, 1900, to print 5,000 
extra copies of Senate Document No. 02 be rescinded, I made the 
motion at the request of some person who desired such copies and 
had a good many applications for it. The intent of the party was 
to have Senate ument No. 66 printed, Senate Document No. 
62 is a document in three large numbers, and the 5,000 extra copies 
can not be printed within the statute. So I ask that the resolu- 
tion may be rescinded, and instead thereof that there be printed 
for the use of the Senate 5,000 extra copies of Senate Document 

. 66, > 
zae ALLISON. ‘What is that document? 
Mr. HOAR. It is a document entitled Affairs in the Philip- 
* 
vith PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the resolution by which 5,000 
of Document No. 62 were ordered to be printed be rescinded. 
tis ALLISON. The document known as Document No. 62 is 
an important document also, I have had several requests for that 


document. 

Mr. HOAR. It will cost more, I am told from the Committee 
on Printing, than the statute limit of $500 without a concurrent 
resolution, so that the order, I think, should be rescinded, and then 
there can be n new order sent to the committee if anyone desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and itis so ordered, The Senator from Massachusetts makes the 
further request that 5,000 extra copies of Senate Document No. 
G6 be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a little document of a few pages. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MONEYS DUE THE CHEROKEE NATION, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was published a document in 
the third session of the Fifty-third Congress, Executive Document 
No. 182, which is a statement of the account between the United 
States and the Cherokee Indians. On inquiring for a copy of it 
this morning I find that I can not obtain a copy. This is a mat- 
ter which will be presented to the Senate for its consideration 
perhaps at this session, and as there was a report made by the 
Attorney-General adverse to the claim, I ask that the document 
know? as Senate Document No. 16 of the first session of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress and House Executive Document No. 182 of the 
third session of the Fifty-third Congress may be reprinted, and that 
both documents be oprint together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent for a reprint of the two documents which 
he sends to the desk, and that they be printed in the same volume. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 
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GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to have 3,000 
extra copies of Senate bill 1770 and the accompanying document, 
No. 53, printed for the use of the Senate. It will cost 8140.50. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the bill about? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill provides for the nationalization 
of the railroads of the United States, and the document is on tho 
same subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill provides for the purchase of all the 
railroads in the country? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the ro- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. WOLCOTT, What is the request? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To print a bill and document 
the supply of which has been exhausted. The document ought not 
to have been printed in the first, but it has been printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If itonght not to have been printed, the sup- 
ply ought not to have been exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine, in the 
absence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] who reported 
the bill, desires to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill (S. 782) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels was passed 
on the 6th instant, and at the same time that the House be re- 

uested to return the said bill to the Senate, Is there objection? 
he Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair en before the Senate House bill No. 1. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr, HOAk. nga Will the Chair put the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 
Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Chair to put the question on the pending 


measure, 

The PRESIDENT pro nye: The bill is in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. The pending 
question in Committee of the ole is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] was going to speak this morning, or the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monty]. Neither Senator seems. 
to be in the Chamber at this moment, and perhaps we might go 
on with the Calendar until one of those Senators comes in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The Senator from North Carolina 
was in his seat a few moments and went out. Ido not sup- 
pose he had any idea that a proposition would be made to disre- 
gard the unanimous-consent agreement given some time ago and 
pass the bill in his absence. 

Mr. HOAR. There was not any such proposition made. I had 
not heard any. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to make such a proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is not on the bill; it is on the amend- 
ment. There can be no difference on that point. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course there will be a number of 
amendments to be discussed, but I thought the Senator wanted 
the question put on the bill. 

Mr, CH LER. If the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
9 were here I should call up the Pennsylvania case, and 
we would see if we could not make some progress in that. I have 
refrained from doing so because I was told by the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance ages mers all the time would be 
occupied on the financial bill. erefore I have not called it up; 
but I will notify the Senator from Tennessee, so that we may 
make pro in that case, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two or three Senators were expected to 
speak this morning. Ido not know why they have not appeared. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood that the Senator from 
North Carolina was to speak. He did not tell me so himself, but 
I understood that he proposed to go on this morning. He was in 
his seat only a few moments ago, and went ont of the Senate 
Chamber. have sent to find but Boos seems to know 
where he is, I presume he will return to the Chamber in a very 
few minutes, have no objection to going on with the Calendar 
in the meantime. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggost that we go on with the Calendar in 
the absence of the Senator from North Carolina. 
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EATHARINE TAYLOR DODGE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, 1 ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2650) granting an increase of pension 
to Katherine Taylor Dodge. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 6, be- 
fore the name Taylor,“ to strike out Katherine“ and insert 
„ Katharine;” in line 7, after the word “captain,” to insert and 
brovet major,” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars, to strike 
out one hundred” and insert “ fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Katharine Taylor — — 
widow of Charles Dodge, late a captain and bre vet major, Company ©, Twonty- 
fourth United States Infantry, and pay her a ponsion at tho rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she now recoives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the word junior” bo inserted after 
the name of the soldier, so as to read Charles Dodge, jr.” 

The Secretary. Insert the word junior after tho word 
Dodge,“ in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. g 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to rend: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Katharine Taylor Dodge.” 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, S. DAK. 


Mr. RAWLINS, Lask leavo out of order to make a favorable 
report from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be received. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (5. 16) to 

rovide for the purchase of à sito and the erection of a public 
Building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota, to 
report it without amendment. 

r. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill just reported. It has passed the Senate 
in its present form in every Congress since 1800. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of tho bill 
just reported. It will be read to the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, tho 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It directs the Secretary of the 3 to acquire, by pur- 
chase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and canse to be erected 
thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, and 
other Government offices, in the city of Deadwood, S. Dak., the 
cost of site and building, including vaults, heating and ventilat- 
ing 4 e elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed 


The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOG ENTRY OF COLLISIONS. 

The bill (H. R. 5066) to amend section 4200 of the Revised Stat- 
pae eng to log entry of collisions was read tho first time by 
ts title. 
Mr. CLAY. A similar bill to the one just laid before the Sen- 
ate was reported favorably from the Committee on Commerce, 


and was by the Senate yesterday. I ask that the House 
bill be taken a and that the Senate bill beindefinitely oned. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill from the House will 


be read. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ote., That section 4290 of the Revised Statutes be amondod 
PY nes ae n f i sionin which it is practirabl to do, th 

~ 0 ne co em in w t ` x 
master shall. immediately: after tho occurrence, cause a —— thereof, 
and of the circumstances ander which tho same occurred, to be entered in 
tho official log book. Such entry shall be made in the manner 3 in 
section 4201, and failure to make ruch entry shall subject the offender to tlie 
penalties prescribed by section 420." 

SEO. 2. t this act shall tako offoct sixty days actor its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? : ; 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amondment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill (S. 
731) to amend section 4200 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
108 entry of collisions, was passed will be reconsidered, and the 
bill will be indefinitely postponed, without objection, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to making depositions de bene 


esse; and 

A bill (H. R. 2988) changing place for holding court in the cen- 
tral division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and 
for other pu q 

The bill (. R. 969) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve cer - 
tain appointed and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps 
from the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 8718) for the preservation of the frigate Consti- 
tution was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. Task that the bill lie on the table, because there 
is & bill already reported on that subject from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator ask that it go 
to the Calendar? 

Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. Lopcr). Ask for its consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be glad to have it considered now, but 
I do not see on the floor the Senator who reported the Senate bill, 
Let it lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table 
for the present. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL, 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday morn- 
ing. immediately after the conclusion of the routine business, I 
I. as briefly as I can, speak on the pending financial bill. Ihave 
arranged with the Senator from Nevada ‘be. JonES], who has 
also given notice that he will speak later in the day on Tuesday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has not the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Wo.cotr) given notice for that day? 

Mr. ALLISON. He will speak on Monday, 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 

Mr. WARREN. I ask to call up the bill (S. 200) granting to 
the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continua- 
tion, enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Home. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Now, I shall insist that we go on with the 
Calendar, and that we go on with it regularly. That is the proper 
way, and we will soon reach that bill. 

Mr, WARREN. If the Senator from Missouri will insist on 
that; but I have been unfortunate enough to be near the head of 
the Calendar with bills important to me and to have to consent 
to various bills being called up. I desire to say in this connec- 
tion that if we are to be itted to call up bills from time to 
time near the last end of the Calendar, some of us who are near 
the first end will be compelled to object hereafter. 1 have no ob- 
jection to our going to the Calendar now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. WARREN. One hundred and thirty-six. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will reach it ina few minutes if we can 
go on with the Calendar. 

Mr, WARREN. If we can go to the Calendar, certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I insist on going to the Calendar now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to consider bills 
on the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is thore objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary will state the first 
bill on the Calendar. 

ESTATE OF JOHN KENNEDY, DECEASED, 

The bill (S. 66) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Konnedy 
was announced as first on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro 
to pay to the heirs of Margaret Kennedy, the widow and sole ex- 
ecutrix of John Kennedy, deceased, $10,476, less any sum hercto- 
fore paid her in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act for the relief of Margaret Kennedy,” approved October 
19, 1888. The amount herein provided to be paid is to bo in full 
compensation for all claim or demand of Margaret Kennedy as 
the executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, or of the claim or de- 
mand of the heirs or representatives of John Kennedy, by reason 
of timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property taken and used 
by the Army of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion from the farm of John Kennedy, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, being the farm on which Fort Sedgwick was located, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

GEORGE n. WHITE. — 

The bill (S. 1717) for the relief of George H. White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt directs the Secretary of 
War to revoke and set aside so much of General Orders, No. 14, 
Headquarters Department of the Ohio, Cincinnati, Ohio, March-1, 
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1805, as approved the finding and sentence of the general court- 

tial dismissing coe George H, White, Nineteenth Regiment 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to White a certificate 
of discharge as of date March 1, 1863. But no Fe bounty, com- 
pensation, or allowance shall accrue to George ite by virtue 
of this act. 

The bill ideale cs to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLINTON F. PULSIFER. 

The bill (S. 101) for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Clinton F. Pulsifer, of the State of Washington, $276.52, for sur- 
yeys and resurveys of public lands, section and township lines, in 
township No, 14 north, range No. 9 weat, Willamette base and 
meridian, duly accepted by the United States, but not heretofore 


d for. 
Pars bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MONUMENT ON SITE OF FORT PHIL KEARNY MASSACRE, 

The bill (S. 194) providing for a monument to mark the site of 
tho Fort Phil Kearny massacre was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to mark the siteof 
the Fort Phil Kearny massacre, that occurred on the 2ist of De- 
cember, 1566, by Scene on the site a monument of rough 
masonry and an historical tablet. But the site of the proposed 
monument, of not less than one-fourth of an acre in area, situated 
upon the most sightly portion of Massacre Hill, shall be donated 
to the United States. Five hundred doliars is appropriated, to be 
e ded under direction of the Secre of War for this pu A 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 


The bill (S. 739) for the relief of the estate of George W. Law- 
rence was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It g ses 
to submit to the Court of Claims the claim of George W. Law- 
rence for further compensation for the construction of the U. S. 
monitor Wassue under his contract with the Navy Department 

June 2, 1863. 
of The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 


Tho bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Is there any report with that bill? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not find that the Commit- 
tes on Public Lands have made à report. This is a bill which has 

d at former sessions of the Senate, and was quite fully dis- 
cussed on those occasions. I assume that it was for that reason 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], whom I do not now 
see in his scat, in reporting the bill did not think it 8 
submit a written report. I think the bill indicates very plainly 
what it is and what is its object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an absolute grant of 50,000 acres of 
land, I understand, to be selected by the State wherever it may 
choose, and to be disposed of as it may please 

Mr. WARREN. Not ab all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To be of in lots of 40 acres or 160 
acres, or the whole tract in one body to be sold to one person at 
25 cents an acre. or at any other price. 

Mr. WARREN. That is not a correct statement, and I know 

o Senntor does not wish to be incorrect; but he is perhaps not 
aware that the constitution of Wyoming and the laws of Congress 

rotect the matter fully. The land is not to be selected, as the 
nutor suggests, in one body, nor can it be disposed of in one 
body t0-0ne person. It has to be sold under regulations which I 
am sure the Senator from Missouri must approve of. 
The object is to assist in the support of the State Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home, and the Senator will doubtless pair after 
a moment s reflection, that the old soldiers and sailors who have 
gpent a score Of years or more in the high altitudes and dry cli- 
mate of that region ought not to be taken a long distance and toa 
different climate and different location. It is impossible to con- 
duct a home for the soldiers who apply for admission to the home 
of the State of Wyoming with the money already afforded by the 
General Government and such as the State might reasonably be 
called upon to appropriate. Therefore it is deemed wise to assist 
this e object by conveying to the State 50, 000 acres of 
Jand, which is to be selected under the constitution and regula- 
tions ee State, all of which have received the sanction of Con- 

] ore. 

OF will say in that connection that the State of Wyoming had 
very much less land accredited for its selection from the public 
domain than had some other States. It has had perhaps but a 


third to a half as much as has been granted to the States more 
recently admitted. It has had but a fraction of what the older 
States—and I presume Missouri was one of them—have received 
through the swamp-land act, as that act has never been applied 
to the Stateof Wyoming and never could be applied. I very much 
hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The swamp: land act does not apply to Wy- 
oming because there is no swamp land there, 

Mr. WARREN. No. 

Mr, COCKRELL. It would apply if there was any swamp 
land there. 

Mr. WARREN, Ido not presume that the Senator from Mis- 
souri will insist that all the land selected under the swamp-land 
act would bear the definition that. Webster or any other diction- 
ary maker would give to the word “swamp” as applied to the 
land selected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can only say for my own State, in that re- 
spect, that land which in 1849 was swamp land, and covered with 
water a large portion of the time, by reason of cultivation and 
drainage since that time has become dry land and rarely has 
water upon it now; but in Missouri, where the land is rolling, it 
would not be fair to look at it now and say it is not swamp land, 
though it was swamp jand in 1849. 

All these State soldiers’ homes receive the same gratuity from 
the General Government. We appropriate for all tne State sol- 
diers homes. Now, here is a proposition to give to one State sol- 
diers’ home 50,000 acres of land. This is a gift from the General 
Government. direct to the State, and there are no conditions im- 

sed. The question comes up whether the conditions imposed 

sy the State or the restrictions, or whatever they may be, that 
haye been heretofore imposed by the State, will apply to this 
grant subsequently made, and made withont any reference to 
those conditions. 

I suggest that this bill remain at the head of the Calendar until 
the data referred toin the former report can be presented to the 
Senate, and then let the bill bo taken up and passed. I ask that 
it-be passed over for the present without losing its place at tho 
hend of the Calendar. , 

Mr. WARREN. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will permit me, 
before he objects to the consideration of the bill, I desire to say 
that the constitution of the State of Wyoming provides that no 
land can be sold at less than $10 an acre. It is not within human 
probability that this land will ever be sold. It is not sought to 
acquire this land for the p of sale, but for the revenue that 
may come from it from the rental of farming and grazing land. 
There are spots here and there of irrigated land, where people can 
raise live stock, and they may desire to rent some adjoining graz- 
ing land. It is impossible to obtain it from the Government in 
the way of lease, and the State, after selecting these lands, may 
lease them for sinall sums, it is true. But it will help the settler, 
it will help the State, and, what is more to the point; it will help 
the Soldiers and Sailors’ Home. Our laws and constitution are 
such that every acre that goes to the State from the United States 
at any time, now or hereafter, is to be subject to all the rules, one 
of which I have quoted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ona bill of this importance, when there are 
millions and millions of acres of such Jands that are yet to be dis- 
posed of by Congress, is it not right, when we are beginning to 
make a disposition of them, that we should have the facts stated 
in a report from the appropriate committee and spread upon tho 
record? That is all I ask. 

5 pe PRESIDENT pro temporo: Does the Senator object to the 
i 

Mr, COCKRELL. I do not object to it so as to place the bill 
under Rule IX; but I ask that it retain its place on the Calen- 
dar. I submit to the Senate that a bill of this importance should 
be accompanied with a printed report. 

Mr. WARREN. I have no quarrel with the Senator from Mis- 
souri upon the proposition of passing the bill over without preju- 
dice. But of course itis not within that Senator's power nor mine 
to force a report upon a bill that comes from a committee of which 
neither one of us isa member. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice, 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, 

The bill (S. 68) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the purpose of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and of the sas State Normal School thereon, and for a public 
park, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that caso, 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw his objection while I make a statement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not made any objection. I have 
simply asked that the report be read, 

j ao HARRIS, I beg pardon, I thought tho Senator had cb- 
ec 
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Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr, NEL- 
son January 22, 1900: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was reforred the bill (S. 68 
ting to the State of Kansas the Fort Hays Military Reservation, in sai 
tate, for the purposes of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agri- 
cultural College and the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for a pub- 
lic park, have carefully considered the bill and respectfully submit the fol- 
lowin: rt, with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

A bin identical with this was introduced in the Fifty-fifth Co; passed 
the Senate, but did not come up tor action in the House, The following is 
the essential part of the report submitted at that time: 

“On the 18th of Fobrunry. 1895, the legislature of the State of Kansas Hag ze 
a concurrent resolution requesting the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
grosa from that State to secure the passage of an act of Congress donating 
said Fort Hays Military Reservation to the State of Kansas for the purposes 
hercinbefore mentioned, which resolution is as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 20. By Mr. Schlyer.] 


“Whereas the oxperionce of the settlers upon tho plains of western Kansas, 
covering a period of more than twenty years, has demonstrated conclusively 
that Ajn fo paia can not be pursued with profit under existing natural con- 
oe ago and that artificial means and methods must bo substituted therefor; 
an 


“Whereas the tests and experiments requined to determine the fitness of 
new methods be on to these highor altitudes and limited rainfall can not 
be made at the cultural Colloge of the State; and 

* Whereas the Fort Hays Military Reservation, at an altitude of 2,000 fect 
above sea level, contains a valuable of native timber that should be pre- 
perved to posterity, and the land of said reservation is admirably adapted 
for such experiments in agriculture as are required in the premises; an 

“ Whereas the buildings u said military reservation, formerly used as 
residences for officers and their families, barracks for S 
eto, are and comm us, but can not be moved without destruction o! 
their value, but in their position are of great value and could be used with 
little “pigs repairs for the purpose of a branch of the State Normal 


School; an 

“ Whereas the location of a branch of the State Normal School at this place 
Soo be centraland convenient for the whole of the north half of the State; 
an 


“ Whereas the said military reservation has a been abandoned by 
the United States Government as a military post: Now, therefore, be it 

“ Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate 
concurring therein), That our “‘Bonators and Representatives in Congress are 
hereb N er to secure the Sen t of an act of Congress donating the 
Baad ort Hays Military Reservation to the State of Kansas for the following 
public pu: S 
“First. Pora western branch of the Kansas Agricultural Colloge. 
“Second. For a western branch of the Kansas State Normal Institute. 


Third. For apudis k. 

“Resolved further, at tho socretary of state be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each Sen- 
ator and Representative in Congress from the State of Kansas. 

“STATS or KANSAS, Office of ithe Secretary of State; 

„I. W. E. Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby cer- 
tify that the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the original 
instrument of writing filed in my office Febru: 18. 

“In testimony whereof I have e my name and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka, Kans., this 19th day of Febru 1895. 

" [SEAL] W. E. EDWARD: 

“Secretary of State. 

“On 88 February 23, 1803. a copy of said concurrent resolution was 
Inid before the Senate by the Vice-President and was duly referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, to accompany S. 2709. 

“The Fort Hays Military Reservation is situated in what is known as the 
arid belt of the State of Kansas. 

“This post was established in the early history of Kansas for the purpose of 
furnishing a convenient basis of operations against the Indian tribes of the 
West and was maintained for meny years for that pu Excellent build- 
ings were erected thereon for officers’ quarters and other army pu: 
and are admirabl bot tee in many respects for the purposes contempla 
by this bill. As the Indian tribes were gathered on fie reservations in the 
Indian Territory this military reservation became usel and several yoars 
ago was abandoned as a aster’ station and turned over to the Interior De- 
partment, and from thence until the present time it has been of no service to 

he Government of the United States; upon the contrary, a continued ex- 
pense and embarrassment. 

“In view of the arid condition of the land, it would be difficult to sell it for 
any reasonable amount. A part of the resorration is covered by an unusual 
gronin of timber for that section of the country, and it is important that this 

mber be preserved tor public-park bor pores. 

“The State of Kansas has 8 established a State agricultural college at 
Manhattan, in Riley County, about IId miles west of the eastern border of the 
State, It has also established a State normal institute at Emporia, Lyon 
County, about 125 miles west of the eastern border of the State. 

“ The entire length of the State isabout 407 miles, and the result is that the 
prope in nearly two-thirds of the State are practically deprived of the bene- 

ts und advantages of both of these institutions. 

“In view of the arid character of this land and its eituation in the western 
part of the State, about 175 miles west of the present location of the Agricul- 
tural College and the State Normal Institute, it would furnish an ad: ble 
location for the establishment of branches of these institutions for the bene- 
fit of the inhabitants of nearly two-thirds of the State. 

“Tt is and always has been the policy of the Government to encourage and 
develop institutions of learning of this character. and the establishment of a 
western branch of the State Agricultural College at this point would be par- 
ticularly beneficial and appropriate, for the reasons herein stated and more 
fully set forth in the foregoing concurrent resolution, as it would form a nu- 
cleus from which important developments might be ex ed in determinin 
the agricultural e rand value of the aid lands in the western part o 
Kaneas and eastern Colorado; and for all these reasons the committee is of 
the opinion that the policy contemplated by this bill isa wise and 38 
one ahd will result benefi y not only to the State of Kansas, but to the 
whole country, and we therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH, How many acres are thero in this proposed 
ant? 
Mr. HARRIS, Seven thousand. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. CHILTON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, after the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
shall have concluded his speech, I shall address the Senate briefly 
on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes, 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT CHARLESTON, 8. c. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Yesterday evening while I was absent a bill 
in which I am interested, being the bill (S. 1018) to establish a 
branch home of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, or some 
other eligible site in or near that city, for the use of disabled offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the 
United States, was reached on the Calendar and passed over. I 
have conferred this morning with the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. HawLey] in regard to that bill, as it was upon his objection 
it was passed over. I now ask that the bill may be recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection, 


THE WILLIAM CRAMP & SONS CO. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 795) for the relief of The William Cramp 
& Sons Ship and Engine Building Company, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
which was passed over yesterday, I think under a misapprehen- 
sion. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, before that bill is read, I should 
like to ask to be allowed to take up the other bills which were — 
over yesterday, including Order of Business No. 111, being the bill 
(S. 1934) for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, Mass., and 
Order of Business No. 114, being the bill (S. 1744) for the relief of 
the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass. If we are going back, I 
think all the bills of this character ought to be dealt with together. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the bills referred to 
by the 5 being called up after mine shall have been dis- 


or. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill named by the Senator from Neyada? 
FUNERAL OF GENERAL LAWTON. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, to enable Senators who desire 
to do so to attend the funeral of General Lawton, which takes 
place early this afternoon, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate 8 until to-morrow, Saturday, February 
10, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, February 9, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, Almighty God, from our heart of hearts, for 
tbat long line of illustrious patriots whose daring deeds and hero- 
ism made possible our nation and whose lives and characters 
have sustained it through every crisis. But not so much for the 
heroism which clusters about their names do we bless Thee, as for 
the deep and hidden principle within which made them heroes, 
and which, while it lives, insures the life and perpetuity of our 
nation. 

To-day the hearts of 70,000,000 people look up to Thee in sad- 
ness, yet with gratitude, for the noble, the true, the generous, the 
brave Lawton, typical American soldier, whose life went out by 
a bullet from the hand of one whom he would have befriended, to 
whom he offered the same liberty and freedom which he himself 
enjoyed and loved. 

Sleep, comrade, sleep and rest 
Ou the field of the grounded arm, 


Where foes no more molest, 
Nor sentry’s shot 


Your tent of silent pon 

We'll strew with fragrant flowers; 
Yours has the suffering been, 

The mem'ry shall be ours. 

Hear us, when we commend to Thy care and keeping the broken- 
hearted widow and the fatherless children, Comfort them by the 
blessed thought of immortality; in Christ's name. Amen. z 

The Bio oe of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prove 


1900. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEAVER, for one week, on account of urgent business. 

To Mr. RIORDAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Henry C. Samir, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. MCCLEARY, for Monday and Tuesday next. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the 5: er’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint 
one woman commissioner to represent the United States and the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, 
France, in 1 to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 160. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1174. An act for the erection of a public building at Selma, 
Ala. to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 2198. An act increasing the limit of the cost of the public 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

S. R. 24. Joint resolution recognizing the able and gallant serv- 
ices of Capt. Francis Tuttle, Revenue-Cutter Service, his officers 
and men of the Bear; also the heroic services of Lieuts. David 
H. Jarvis, Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, composing 
the overland expedition to Point Barrow, Arctic Ocean, for the 
relief of imperiled whalers—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

S. 561. An act extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the railroad bridge across the Ilinois River, near 
Grafton, III., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Rai —to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 282. An act extending the time for the completion of the bridge 
across the East River between the city of New York and Long 
Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 
S. 146. act for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


. e An act for the relief of M. D. Crow to the Committee 
on 

S. 1284. An act for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell - to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 468. An act for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 
City, Mo. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

8. 446. An act for the relief of St. Charles College - to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


S. 1746. An act to provide for the inspection of the boilers of 
the Alvena and Ailsa to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

S. 442. An act for the relief of M. E. Saville—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 2281. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 195. An act for the relief of Louis Miller to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


S. 1894. An act for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San 
Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 792. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

S. 2114. An act to constitute Manchester, Conn., a port of de- 
livery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 2177. An act to extend the privilege of section 4216 of the 
Revised Statutes to the yacht Andria—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution providing for the mounting and dis- 
tribution of United States maps—to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 25: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 13.500 extra copies of the 7 of the Director of the Geological 
eee of the Interior relating to the Cape Nome 


Survey submitted to the 

ict, laska, with maps accompanying the same, 2,500 Copies for the 
use of the Senate, 5,000 copies forthe use of the House of Representatives, 
and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

S. 2925. An act to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of 
Edgecombe County, N. C.; 
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S. R. 76. Joint resolution withdrawing certain lands on the 
island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain; 

1 An act granting an increase of pension to James J, 
olland; 

S. 731. An act to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to log entry of collisions; 

S. 1938. An act to place Henry Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, 
Francis Long, and Maurice Connell on the retired list of enlisted 
men of the Army; 

S. 281. An act to restore Benjamin W. Loring to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service; 

S. 1881. An act defining and regulating proof in certain pension 


cases; : 

S. 148. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Elias B. Bell; 

S 55 An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
. Tripler; 
3 An act to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 

e y; 

S. 1394. An act for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly; 

S. R. 43. Joint resolution granting life-saving medal of the 
first class to Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, of the United States Navy; 

S. 1386. An act for the relief of Sarah K. McLean; 

S. 1243. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen; 

S. 102. An act for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington; 

S. 256. An act for the relief of Albert C. Brown; 

S. 41. An act to authorize the President to place Andrew Geddes 
on the retired list with the rank of captain; and 

S. 8. An act for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 
iae aren ial Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer 

antry. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out.amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 
within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C. 

A bill (H. R. 5066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Sta 
utes, relating to log entry of collisions. s 

The m also announced that the Senate had to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 784) 
relating to Cuban vessels. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to uest the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (8. 732) relating to lights of steam 


pilot vessels. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. K. 284) 
granting e ee and authority to the Orleans levee board to 
move, without cost to the United States, the existing line of levee 
in front of the marine-hospital property in New Orleans, La.; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: `: 

S. 734. An act relating to Cuban vessels, 

ASSISTANT CLERK FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I have some reports from the Commit- 


tee on Accounts, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. JoY] pre- 
sents a privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk for said committee, his 
salary to be paid from the contingent fund of the House, 

With the following amendment: 

Amend the resolution so that it will read: 

“Resolved, That the i of the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
Durie tin Aaa ok the FILS ELEA OANE OA TIE ASY to be maid erat te 
contingent fund of the House, at the rate of & per day.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S. er, I believe we ought to have 
some explanation of the necessity for this extraclerk. I thought 
that committee had their usual clerk. 

Mr. JOY. They have one clerk; but the chairman has no per- 
sonal clerk whatever, as no chairman has, unless provided for 
specially, Still, the Committee on the Judiciary and the chairman 


of that committee informs our committee and we learn that he 
requires the assistance of a lawclerk. Assistance such as re- 
quired in that committee can not be obtained for a hundred dol- 
lars a month. A man has to be employed who is familiar with 
the law and legal 
ters and submit them to the committee. 
New York [Mr. Ray] can give you, perhaps, a f 
than I can, z 


ecedents and prepared to look up legal mat- 
2 The gentleman from 
er explanation 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if it is not unusual, if it has been customary, to give 
two clerks to the Committee on the Judiciary? ‘ 

Mr. JOY. It has not; but it appears to us, unanimously, that 
it ought to be done at this time; t the work is of that peculiar 
nature that a high-priced service is required of the clerical force 
of that committee. It is the only case in which we have gone 
beyond what has been done for the committees heretofore. Some 
of them have been cut off, but it seemed to us that this committee 
has need of clerical service which it has not had heretofore. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say, before 
the gentleman from New York addresses the House, that I donot 
want to stand in the way of whatever may be necessary for the 

r dispatch of business and the transaction of the public 
Ba ness; but it seems to me we are getting along pretty fast, 
making so many clerks in the last few days, and so many extra 
offices, that we are now going further than we have ever gone; 
and now itis p to give two clerks to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It seems to me that we ought to hold up. Iam not 
inclined to object to the measure if the gentleman from New York 
can show us that it is necessary. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Speaker of this House 

The SPEAKER. Does the a from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from New York 

Mr. JOY. I request the gentleman from New York to make a 
statement. 

Mr, RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, it is a well-known fact 
that during the last Congress the Committee on the Judiciary was 
not properly supplied with clerical assistance; and either the clerk 
of that Committee, who did the work for the present Speaker of 
the House, had to divide his salary with an assistant and live in 
amanner that will hardly comport with the dignity of anyone 
residing in this District, or else the Speaker had to pay it out of 
his own pocket, which I think he did. I know that the present 
chairman of the committee, in order to do the work of the com- 
mittee and do it propera now paying out of his own pocket 
over $100 every month. e have a large number of bills, affect- 
ing every interest and nearly every court all over the United 

tates. 

I have letters every day, dozens of them, sometimes more than 
two dozen, from judges, marshals, and other officials of this Goy- 
ernment, manng inquiries. It keeps a stenographer busy all the 
time to answer those communications, and it takes the time of the 
clerk of the committee to attend to the wants of the members of 
the committee. Now, I can, as I have in the past, pay out of my 
own pocket this money for clerk hire, if necessary; but it seems 
to me that the Government of the United States is able to pay the 
necessary clerk hire to do the work of this House, 

If it were a matter, I would notask it; but we can not 
with one clerk do the work of that committee, and do it as we 
ought to doit, do it as gentlemen of the House expect it to be done, 
do it as the judges and officials of the Government want it done. 
The clerk is a session clerk only. It does not make a addi- 
tional charge; and I want to say to the gentleman that I do know 
that we need this extra session clerk more than committees asking 
and receiving similar assistance the other day. The Committee 
on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs,and theCom- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce were granted assistant clerks, and 
Iknow need additional help. I would not ask it forthe Judiciary 
Committee if we did not need it in the public interest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, Ido not understand whether 
this clerk is to be a session clerk or to go on the rolls permanently. 

Mr. JOY. A session clerk, for the sessions of this Congress, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, from what the gentleman from 
New York says, it may be necessary, under his inistration of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to have this extra clerk. The 
gentleman states that when the present able Speaker of the House 
was chairman of the committee, last Congress, he needed it; but 
we all know that he got along without this extra clerk, and I want 
to commend his example to the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary and see if he can dispense with the services of this clerk, 
doing the work as efficiently and as satisfactorily and with the 
same result as the former chairman of the committee did, he cer- 
tainly ought not to complain. Now, I do not want to object to 
ad pran of this extra clerk if the gentlemen of the committee 
need it. But itis not stated that they have any more bills than 
they had in the last House, or that they have any more business 
than in the former Congress; and it seems to me that this is sim- 
ply piling up expenses and making precedents from which we will 
not escape; use when = ae this committee this extra clerk 
for this session if means for time to come we have an extra 
clerk for the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill ask the gentleman if he remembers 
any revolution of that kind going ba ard. It becomes a fixed 
precedent. which will remain with us forever. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ifitisabsolutely necessary, on account 
of the great growth of this country of ours, and the growth of its 
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business interests, the gentleman ought to be willing 
additional ae I want to say to the 
that in the -fourth Congress the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions had two more clerks than the Fifty-fifth Congress had. To 
get along with that work in the Fifty-fifth Congress I paid mone 
every month out of my pocket in order to have the necessary wor 
properly done. 

Now, I do not think that was right or fair, and I do not believe 
that any just-minded man in this House wants the chairman of 
any committee here to pay money out of his own ket to do the 
public business. You want it done efficiently and done well. 

ri RIDGELY. How many clerks has the committee on the 
roll now? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We have one annual clerk. 


Mr. RIDGELY. This is simply for a session clerk? 
5 5 RAY of New York. It is simply for an assistant clerk for 
e session. 


Mr. RIDGELY. I think it ought to be furnished. 

Mr. CAPRON. That is right; the committee ought to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word 
upon this matter, not with a view of opposing the resolution be- 
cause I am upon the Committee on Accounts. That committee 
appointed a subcommittee to take this matter in hand, and they 
made a thorough investigation of it on yesterday. They hada 
hearing and various chairmen of committees were before it. I 
believe they had the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] before 
them, and it was after the report of the subcommittee, composed 
of twomembers of themajority and one member of the minority— 
I was not on the subcommittee—that the Committee on Accounts 
voted unanimously to make this report and to give the chairman 
of the Judiciary mittee an extra clerk at rate fixed. 

Now, one fact that influenced some of us, and I believe the most 
of us,on the Committee on Accounts in giving the additional 
clerk to these committees is that, by reason of the law as it now 
stands on the statute book, the chairmen of the various commit- 
tees of the House having annual or session clerks have no one to 
do their individual or private work. In other words, the chair- 
men of the various committees of the House have no one to do 
their individual work except the clerks of the committee, and 
the clerks of the committee being engaged in many cases, espe- 
cially in the case of large commitiees, such as the Judiciary and 
various other committees of the House, are so busy with the work 
of the committee that the chairmen either have to do their own 
work or pay out of their own pockets to have it done. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is true. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is one of the main reasons that influ- 
enced the committee, or at least influenced me, to vote for this 
resolution. I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hay), the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, to say 
that it is absolutely necessary to have this additional clerk in order 
to do the work of the committee satisfactorily and to relieve the 
chairman of that committee of the rpg of paying out of his 
own et money for work to be done for the committee. I 
think the gentleman ought to have this relief. The resolution 
was unanimously reported from the committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I thank the gentleman from Georgia. 
I think he has presented the matter in a stronger light than I 
could myself, 

The amendment to the resolution was agreed to. 

The resolution was a to. 

On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider the vote last 
passed was laid on the table. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS, 


_ Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, offered the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read by the Clerk: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted February 7, 1900, which provides 
that the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee be authorized to ap- 
point an assistant clerk for the Committee on Military Affairs, be amended 
to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress is here 
tho said clerk to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at tho 
rate of 80 per day. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what 
is the coca | for this amendment. 

Mr. JOY. ugh an oversight of the reading clerk the other 
day three resolutions were improperly read, so that the clerks can 
not be paid. The resolutions did not provide in the body of the 
resolution that clerks should be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. These resolutions are only to correct that error, so 
that payment can be made. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, also offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read by the Clerk: 

Resolved, That the resolu „1000, pro 
eee of an K mi Aloe Adrara Aii Foe 


eign Commerce, be amended so as to read as follows: 
Resolved. That the appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee 


to give this 
ntleman from 5 — : 


H 
} 


' 


1900. 
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-sixth Con- 


i Interstate and F. Commerce fo of the 
À grees t fund 


‘oreign r the sessions 
1 is hereby authorized. said clerk to be paid out of the con 
» of the House, at the rate of $6 per day.“ 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, also offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read by the Clerk: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted Fébruary 7, 1900. 
appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on Naval 
amended su as to read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the appointment of anassistant clerk to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs for the sessions of the. Fifty-sixth Co: is hereby author- 
ized, said clerk to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the 
rate of $6 per day.” 


The resolution was agreed to. 

F. W. TURPIN, In. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Accounts, 
submitted a privileged report from thatcommittee, reporting back 
House resolution No. 121 with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the Honse be, and he is hereby, directed to 
pay. out of the contingent fund of the House, to F. W. Turpin, jr., the sum 
of $73.22, being the amount due him as the clerk of Hon. Samuel T. Baird, 
late Representative-elect from the Fifth Congressional district of 
from April 1 to April 22, 1809. 


The resolution was agreed to, 

PAGE IN PRESS GALLERY. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH also reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Accounts the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized to con- 
tinue the employment of John Tate as page in the press gallery of the House 
during the sessions of the Fifty sixth Congress, at the rate of $75 per month, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I move to reconsider the two votes 
last taken, and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, RECESS, ETC. 


for the 
be 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now take a 
recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. SIMS. Is this motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is inclined to think not. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like, at any rate, to ask a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, this is private-billday. We 
have not yet had a single day this session for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that this motion is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not quite clear upon the point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why should we now take a recess? If 
we are going to adjourn over, why not adjourn over? Last Frida 
we did not succeed in eben Mp Private Calendar consi 


Two weeks ago and three wee o the case was the same. 
Mr. PAIN . Does the Chair hold that this motion is debatable 
or not 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not ruled on the subject. He 
was ayailing himself of the opportunity to hear thein ge 
of views between the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Boner 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not go on now with the Private 
Calendar or adjourn over? think we ought to have to-day for 
the Private Calendar. We have not hada Private Calendar day 
up to the present time this session. 

Mr. SIMS. I will say very frankly to the gentleman from New 
York foe Payne}, if I may be permitted to do so 

The SPEAKER. Without having it understood as a precedent 
(for the Chair is not clear on the point), the Chair will be glad to 
hear what gentlemen may desire to say on the subject of taking 
a recess. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, Iam a member of the Committee on 
War Claims. That committee has been in session every week 
since the committee was organized. We have been engaged in 
considering bills before that committee, a number of which have 
been reported. It seems they are not to be considered by the 
House. If this kind of thing is to go on, I do not see the use of 
having such a committee or of its holding meetings. If the bills 
reported by that committee are such as ought not to be i 
let the House act on them and vote them down; on the other hand, 
if they ought to be passed, let them have the same consideration 
as the other bills. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the third month of the present session, and 
we have not yet had a single private bill day under the rules. I 
certainly think we are entitled to have the business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar considered. Pension bills and bills to remove the 
charge of desertion and to correct military records have under 
the rules exclusive right of way at the Friday evening sessions, I 


should like to know, then, why we should take a recess, giving 
preference to that class of private bills and cutting out this other 
class. I think we ought to devote to-day to the Private Calendar 
or else not have a ae session. I am in favor of both. 


‘Mr. MERCER. . Speaker, would it be in order at this time, 
for the of saving discussion, to ask unanimous consent 
that we devote two hours and a half of to-day’s session to pension 
business in lieu of having a night session? 

Mr. SIMS. But what we desire is consideration of such private 
2 575 on the Calendar as are in order durin g to-day’s session, 


a 3 Would the gentleman object to the proposition 
ve su 
Mr. SI I want to have the Private Calendar taken up to-day 


and proceeded with in its regular order. 

Mr. MERCER. In preference to pension legislation? 

Mr. SIMS. We can give to-morrow to pension business. The 
fact of our adjourning over until Monday shows that we have a 
day to spare. If private bills, in order at the day sessions on Fri- 
cayi, are not to be acted on by the House, what is the use of our 
go ng through the farce of having a committee consider and report 
them? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I made this motion—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the gentleman from New York whether 

we can not agree to hajon now and let next Tuesday be devoted 

to the business of the Private Calendar, instead of to-day. 
SIMS. Something of that kind would suit us. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not consent to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. I made my motion for two reasons. 
One was that the chairman of the Committee on War Claims is 
not here to-day; I understand he has been called out of town. 
The other reason was that a great many gentlemen have spoken 
to me, saying they would like to attend General Lawton’s funeral 
this afternoon. I thought from these expressions that we should 
be without a quorum this afternoon, so 1 made this motion while 
gentlemen were still here, so that we might have an expression 
777711 

j- , if necessary I moye the previous question. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should like to say a word on 
the point of order—nothing else. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
demands the previous question. 

Mr. PAR of New Jersey. I only want to speak on the 
point of order. I understood the point of order was made that 
the motion was not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. We have that point. The question is 
on ordering the previous question on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. EATI 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

vee division (demanded by Mr. PAYNE) there were—ayes 104, 
noes 69. 

2 the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, out of respect for the occasion, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. i 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Loup, the 
Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE demanded a division. 

3 division 
Mr. demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, ought they not to take the other 
side before demanding the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is in order 
at any time pending a division. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The calling of the roll has been 3 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iwishto know whether, if this motion is carried, 
it does away with the motion previously passed to take a recess 
until 8 o'clock, 

Mr. PAYNE. That motion was not passed. 

The SPEAKER, That motion was not passed, If this motion 
prevails, the House will adjourn until 12 o’clock noon on Monday 
next. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 152, 
answered present” 6, not voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—S&1. 

Acheson, Davis, Grosvenor. 
A Brundidge, De Armond, Henry, 
Allen, Ky. leson, De Graffenreid, Henry, 
Atwater, ett, ore, Jones, Va 
pas: „Tex. Calderhead, Elliott, Kitchin, 
Bartlett, Clark, Mo. Fitzgerald, N.Y. Kluttz, 
—.— * Gitberk, Latimer 

Cowher illett, x 
Brantley, 5 Griffith, Levy, 

Davey, Griggs, Le 
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Little, Rhea, Va. Sheppard, Thomas, N.C. 
Lloyd, Ric Sims, rner, 
Loud, Rixey, Spi ht, Wanger, 
McCulloch, Rob! Stephens, Tex. Wheeler, ay 
McLain, Rob! Stokes, Will 
Maddox, Ro La Sulzer, W 
Norton, S. C. Rucker, 8 Wilson, Idaho 
guan Eyan, Pa. Talbert, Wilson, N. Y. 
cell, 8 ‘ord, Terry, Young, Va. 
NATS—152. 
A Dovener, Kerr, Reeder, 
pasar — dy, Knox, Ridgely, 
Allen, Me. Emerson, Lacey, Roberts, 
Bailey, Kans, Landis, Robinson, Ind. 
Baker, Finley, Lane, on, 
Bar Fi Mass. Lawrence, Shafroth, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lentz, Shattuc, 
Bishop, Fordney, Linney, Shelden, 
poreing, Fowler, Long, Showalter, 
Boutell, III. m Lorimer, Sibley, 
„N. J. Love 3 aay en. 
Brenner, z Lybran i Smith, H.C, 
ick, Gibson, 5 Snodgrass, 
Bromwell, Glynn, McDowell, Sout 
Gordon, Spalding, 
Bro Graff, Marsh, Sperry, 
Brownlow. G M Sp: 
Burke, S. Dak. Greene, Mass. Miers, In Steele, 
Burkett, Grout, Minor, Stewart, Wis. 
Burleigh, Grow, Mondell Sulloway, 
urton, ton, Moody, Mass. Sutherland, 
Butler, Haugen, Moody, Oreg. Tayler, Ohio 
well, Hawley. oon, yer, 
pron, eatwo! Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
Clarke, N. H. ge, Naphen, P, 
N. Y. Hemenway, Needham, T ue, 
Connell, enry. Neville, Vandiver, 
Corliss, Hepburn, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Crawford, Otjen, reeland, 
Cromer, Hitt, Overstreet, 
pact rar Hope Parker, N. J. bh Lr co 
m „ op! ayne, aters, 
Curtis, Howell, Pearce, Mo. Watson, 
Cushman, ack, rre, Weaver, 
ett, Powers, eeks, 
Davenport, S. ohnston, ince, Williams, J. R. 
Davenport, S. W. Jones, Wash. Pugh. Young, Pa 
hl Y, or. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—6. 
Barks, Tex. McClellan, Polk, Wilson, S. C 
y, Y, 
8 NOT 9 
Allen, Miss. mny, Ruppert, 
Babcock, Dick. Loudenslager, Russell 
Ball, Dolliver, McAleer, Ryan, N.Y. 
Barber, Dougherty, — 8 5 
Barney, Driggs, ¢cPherson, er man, 
Bell, 10 Driscoll, McRae, Small. 
Bingham, Faris, Mahon, Smith, II. 
Boutelle, Me, Fitzpatrick, May, Smith, Ky. 
Bradley, a Mercer, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brewer, Foss, Mesic Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bull. 8 a K 
Campbell, ‘ox, er, failings, 
Cannon, Freer, Mill 5 Ran, 
tchings, 3 organ, vens, Minn, 
Chanler, Gayle, Morris, Stewart, N. J. 
Chickering, | Gil, Muller, Stewart, N. Y, 
gayen, 1 Gillet, N. Y. 8 Foe 
yton, N. T. Green, oonan, Wney, 
Cooney, Hall, Norton, Ohio Taylor, Ala. 
Cooper, Wis. Harmer, O'Grady, Tomp! 
Cousins, Howard, Packer, Underhill, 
Cox, Hull, Pierce, Underwood, 
Crowley, Jenkins, Phillips, achter, 
5 TO worse 
e ea, Ky. ecler, 
Daly. N. J. Lamb, Riordan, ite, 
pavion, Littauer, Robinson, Nebr. 4 miy, 
De Vries, Littlefield, Rodenberg, er. 
So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
Mr. MORRIS. Menakon I was not in the House when the 
roll was called. I should like to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 


Mr. MORRIS. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not entertain 
gen 

Mr. SUTHER D. My colleagues, Mr. Stark and Mr, 

ROBINSON of Nebraska, are a t attending the funeral of Gen- 

eral Lawton. If they were present they would have voted on this 

roll call. I have been unable to pair them, and I wish to state 


8. f 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am paired with the gentle- 


man from California, Mr. METCALF, and desire to withdraw my 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Did the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. 
RUSSELL, vote? 

TheSPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ihave a permanent pair with the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, and therefore I desire to withdraw my 
vote and be recorded as present. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, 
is 3 in his room by illness, I wish to make that announce- 
men 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I wish to know if the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH, is recorded? 

The SPEAKER. He is not. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. HAY. I am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
Huu. I understand that he has not voted, and therefore with- 
draw 85 vote. 5 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's vote will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. POLK, I desire to know if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. PACKER, is recorded. 

The SPEAKER. He has not voted, 

Mr. POLK. I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will 
be withdrawn. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. McCLELLAN, ; 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. ZIEGLER, 

Mr. BincHaM with Mr. RUPPERT, 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. LANDIs with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Driaas. 

Mr. Hutt with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Bisnor with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr, CARMACK, 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. May. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WISO of North Carolina. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. Mesickx with Mr. Burke of Texas. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

For this day: 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Cannon with Mr. CLAYTON of New York. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. BALL: 

Mr. PHILLIPS with Mr. HOWARD. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. SCUDDER, 

Mr. MERCER with Mr, LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. KetcHam with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 

Mr. Tompxins with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michi with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, 

Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. BRADLEY, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr. GILL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. FREER with Mr. FLEMING, 

Mr. Sauk. W. Sutrn with Mr. Ryan of New York. 

Mr. RopDENBERG with Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DENNY, 

. Morris with Mr. COONEY, 

. LITTAUER with Mr. Fox, 

. JOY with Mr, CHANLER. 

. MORGAN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

. BABCOCK with Mr. BARBER. 

. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

. GILLET of New York with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, 
. Foss with Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. Noonan. 

Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. DALY of New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. RIORDAN.* 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. STALLINGS. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE AGAINST YOUNG, 


Mr. BURKE of Texas, Mr. Speaker, I have been physically un- 
able to prepare the views of the minority in the contested-election 
case of Wise against Young. I was confined to my bed two days 
this week; and I ask the House to give me until Tuesday next to 


1900. 
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present my views, and I will ask no further extension of time. I 
am unable to doit at this time. If I were able, I would not make 
the request of the House. 3 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to have the time extended in which to present the views 
of the minority in the contested-election case of Wise against 
Young until Tuesday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I have just consented to an exten- 
aon until Monday next. Does the gentleman now ask another 

y? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I would ask that the time be extended 
until Tuesday next. I donot know whether I will be able to com- 
plete it by Monday. 

Mr. WEEKS. I consent to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the 

entleman from New York, upon which the previous question 
Eas been ordered, to take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 15. 

Mr.SIMS. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 5 

The SPEAKER (after conning): even gentlemen in the 
affirmative—not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are 
refused; the ayes have it, and the House stands in recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House was 


in recess. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m., 15 e Speaker. ; 
The SPEAKE . The Clerk will report the special rule under 


which the House is proceeding this evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing cha of desertion only shall be 
Barca Ss said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 min- 
u 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under the special rule just read. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes a ed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 86, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 


no sap FS 

The SP R. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
Ro pons of order that no quorum has voted. 

. GROSVENOR. Present. ~ 

Mr. 3 The point I made was that there is no quorum 
presen 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has repeated the gentleman’s point 
to the House. 

Mr. SULLOWAY rose, 

Mr. TALBERT. A point of order. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The 3 will state his point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT, It is that the Speaker misunderstood me. The 
point I made was that there is no quorum present, and I prefer it 
should be that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire de- 
mands the yeas and nays. g 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order that that is out of 
order without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays can be ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. The only motion in order is to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the gentleman’s pardon. It 
is in order to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TALBERT. I grant it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, There is no question as to no quorum. It 
does not appear that there is no quorum. No quorum voted, but 
that is as far as we have gone, and the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is ectly in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state the motion. The 
motion is that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘present” 17, not voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—169. 
Alexander, Davis, Lacey, Robb, 
Allen, Ky. Dayton, Lam Roberts, 
ae ge ee So 
wa: ‘en: obinson, Nebr. 
Bailey, Kans. Dick, Latimer, Roden’ 5 
Baker, Dovener, Lawrence, er ay 
Bar Eddy, Lentz, th, 
Barney, Esch, Levy, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald,N.Y. Linney, Shelden, 
Bell, etcher, Little, — 954 
Benton. Fordney, Littlefield, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bish ‘08s, Long, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutell, III. Foster, Loudenslager, Snod 
Bowersock, Freer, 23 Sout! 
Brenner, Gaines, cLain, Spalding, 
Brick, Gamble, McPherson, Sperry, 
Brosius, Gardner, N. . Mann. Stark, 
= E 
A ens, 

Burke, S. Dak., Gilbert, Miers, In Stokes, | 
Burleigh, Glynn, Miller, Sulloway, 
Burnett, Gordon, Minor, Suther) 
Burton, raff. Moody, Mass. Talbert, 
Butler. Graham oon, Tate, 
Caldwell, Greene, Mass. Morgan. Tayler, Ohio 

ron, Trosvenor, Morris, ‘erry, 
Clayton N.Y. Ha Needham. Thomas, N. G 

m, N. V. ugen, omas, N. 

Ccehran, Mo. Heatwole, Neville, Vandiver, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hedge, Norton, Ohio an Voorhis, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Norton, S. - Vreeland, 
Cowherd, e Overstreet, anger, 
Crawford, er, Pa. Warner, 

x Hull, Parker, N. J. Waters, 
Crump, ack, Watson, 
Crumpacker, J Polk, Weeks, 
Curtis, Jett, Powers, Wi R 
Dahle, Wis. Senet Wah; © = Ea become Ah 

ones, oung, 
Daly. N. J. ahn, Ray, od 
Davenport. S. A. Kerr, Reeder, 
Davenport, S. W. Kleberg, Rhea, Va. 
Davidson. Kluttz, Ridgely, 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT*—17. 
Adamson, Driggs, Lorimer, Turner, 
Brundid Griggs, Maddox, Wadsworth 
Burke, Tex. Grout, Otjen, 
Carmack, H. „Miss. Sims, 
Cooper, Tex. Kitchin, Bparkman, 
x NOT VOTING—168, 
Acheson, De Vries, Livin Ryan, N. V. 
Adams, Dinsmore, Lloyd, 
Allen, Miss, 883 3 eee 
Doug * vering, e! 
Bailey, Tex. ll, McAleer, She: 
Elliott, Showalter, 
Bankhead, Emerson, McCleary, Sibley, 
Barber, Epes, McCle Slayden, 
Bartle Faris, McCulloch, mall, 
Bellamy, Finley, McDowell, Smith, III. 
Berry, Fitzgerald, Mass, Rae, Smith, Ky. 
Bing Fitzpatrick, on, Smith, H.C, 
Boreing, Fleming, v. Spight, 
Boutelle, Me, Fowler, Mercer, 85 e, 
Bradley. ‘ox, Mesi Stallings, 
Brantley, er, Mich. M Stevens, 
8 * Meyer. La Stewart, N. J. 
Brewer, Gil ond Stewart, N. Y. 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Moody, Stewart, 
Bro Gillett, Mass. Muller, 8 r, 
Bull. Green, Pa. Naphen. Swanson, 
Burkett, Griffith, ew Tawney, 
Burleson, Grow, Noonan, Taylor, Ala. 
Calderhead, Hall, O'Grady, Thayer, 
Campbell, Harmer, Olms Thropp, 
Cannon, Hawley, Otey, Tompkins, 
Catchings, Hay, Payne, e, 
Chanler. Hemenway, Pearce, Mo. Un erhill, 
Chickering, Henry, ips, Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. e Pierce, Tenn. achter, 
Garton, Hoffecker, pares Weaver, 
Conne opkins, e eymou 
Cooney, Howard, Reeves, — 
Corliss, Howell, Rhea, Ky. - Wheeler, Ky. 
Cousins, Johnston, Richardson, ite, 
Cox, Joy, Riordan, Williams, W.E. 
Crowley, Ketcham, Rixey, illiams, Miss. 
Cu gs, Knox, Robbins, Wilson, Idaho 
Cushman, Landis, Robertson, La. Wilson, S. C 
3 pan ean 2 
vey, wis, uppe oung, Va. 
Denny. Littauer. ussell, iegler. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced for this day: 
Mr. BROoMWELL with Mr. McDowELL. 
Mr. LORIMER with Mr. Swanson. 
- Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
Mr. CROMER with Mr. BURNETT. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. DR VRIES. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
Mr. CAN NON with Mr. SALMON. 
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Mr. Coruiss with Mr. BAILEY of Texas, 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr, GAMBLE with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. LLOYD with Mr. Emerson. 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. NaPHEN. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. BURLESON. 

Mr. HOFFECKER with Mr. SIBLEY. 

Mr. Henry C. Saute with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. Lewis with Mr. TONGUE. 

Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My colleagues, Mr. STARK and Mr. ROB- 
INSON of Nebraska, were temporarily absent this afternoon attend- 
ing the funeral of General Lawton. If they were present, they 
would vote “aye.” 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I voted inadvertently. I 
am paired with the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. MESICK, and 
I wish to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether Mr. 
MEYER of Louisiana is recorded or not? 

The SPEAKER. He is not. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have a general pair with Mr. MEYER of 
Louisiana, and I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked 
et nt. U 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I find my friend from Ohio, Mr. 
PHILLIPS, is not present, and I voted not remembering that I was 
paired with him. I wish to withdraw my vote and be marked 


** present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave 
of absence for Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, who is confined to his 
house by illness, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas are 169, the nays none, present 15. 
A quorum is present. The yeas have it, and the House votes to 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, wi . HEPBURN in the chair, for the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the p of considering bills on the Private Calendar 
under clause 2 of Rule XX VI, and the Clerk will read the first bill. 


JAMES M, KERCHEVAL. 


The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 309) granting a 
pension to James M. Kercheval, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
quthorined nd Alrected to place on the pension roll of the United 88 
America the name of James M. Kercheval, late assistant surgeon, United 
States Arm ag op ease a pension at the rate of $17 per month from the 
áth day of May, 

The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Amend, in line 6, by adding the word “acting,” so as to read e 
ant surgeon;” and amend the rate of pension, in line 7, from $17 to T 
on and strike ont, in lines 7 and 8, the words “from the 4th day of 7. 


en bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
e House. 

[At various points in the foregoing proceedings, after the read- 
ing of the amendments, Mr. TALBERT addressed the Chair, but 
was not recognized. ] 


WILLIAM W. WHARTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8072) to increase the pension of William W. Wharton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. rton, of 
Erie, Pa., late member of EERROR I, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry, and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of the pension of $17 
he is now receiving. 

[Mr. TALBERT, during the reading of the bill, addressed the 
Chair, but was not recognized.] 

r The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
OWS: 

In line 8, after the word“ pension,“ add the words, “at the rate.” Also, 
amend the title of the bill so that it will read as follows: “ Granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Wharton.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few remarks 
upon this bill. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that I have a right to 


appear on this floor and to be heard. It is an unheard-of t A 
when a member gets up to address the Chair, and when the Chair 
sees him, for the Chair to deliberately refuse to listen to him. I 
submit, Mr. Chairman, that I have rights, and I am here to de- 
mand them. I want to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want tospeak to this bill. I want to say 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina is out 
of order, and will take his seat. 

Mr. TALBERT. “The gentleman from South Carolina” is not 
out of order. The Chair is out of order—has acted in an arbi- 
trary and tyrannical manner. I resent it; and I willstand by 
whatIsay. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will take my 
seat when I get ready. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on agreeing to the 
amendments), In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it, and 
the amendments are agreed to. 

Mr. SIMS. I demand a division. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to make a few remarks, 

Mr. SIMS. I demanded a division; and I demanded it in time. 

The Chair e to count the committee by a rising vote. 

Mr. TALBERT (during the division). Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to make some remarks on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is out of order in speaking 
while the House is dividing, He will please take his seat. 

The result of the vote being announced, there were—ayes 104, 
noes none. 

So the amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to address the 
committee on the bill now pending. 

The Ca pages . The gentleman from South Carolina is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing abrupt to say 
about this bill or about . or about any gentleman on this 
side or the other side. I accept the presence of a quorum here to- 
night, Mr. Chairman, as a complete vindication of my action at 
the last Friday night session. 

What I have done and all that I have said on this subject have 
been said and done without the slightest teeing on my part against 
the men who fought on the Northern side in the war 8 the 
North and the South. There is no feeling of hostility in my heart 
toward the living or dead soldier in that terrible conflict. 

There is no political or sectional prejudice in my heart that will 
prevent my doing the Northern soldiers full and complete justice 
in voting pensions to those who are honorably entitled to the 
Government’s consideration, 

My opposition, Mr. Chairman, to the loose, reckless, unconsti- 
tutional method of er pension bills at these Friday night 
5 is based solely on this flagrantly objectionable method of 

egislation. 

wiy not give the Pension Committee a day session in each week, 
according to the distribution of time allotted to the District of 
Columbia and other special matters? We have a District of Co- 
Iumbia day, a suspension day, a private-bill day; then why not, 
Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the friends of the soldier, have a 
soldier day? That would be the orderly way of doing business, 
It is not an uncommon thing for the House to adjourn over Sat- 
urday. Why not give that day tothe Pension Committee, with 
the distinct understanding that a quorum will be necessary as in 
other legislation? 

I perfectly understand, Mr. Chairman, that my position in this 
matter may be misunderstood, and possibly may be used to influ- 
ence some old soldier to keep on voting for the old flag and in- 
creased appropriations. I know, too, sir, that it is almost treason 
for a Southern N especially one who fought on the 
Southern side in the late war in vindication of his constitutional 
right to local self-government. But, sir, I do not care one straw 
about such influences, 

I would not see the Democratic party triumph at the cost of 
such an abuse to the honest, hard-working taxpayers of the coun- 
try. Iam not raising a false alarm, Mr. Chairman, in this mat- 
ter. I ask the Clerk to read the extract from the Washington 
Post, February 7, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DELUGE OF PENSION BILLS—IF ALL OF THEM WERE ENACTED THEY 
WOULD BANKRUPT THE GOVERNMENT. 

Senator GALLINGER, chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions, says 
that never before during his term of public service has there been such a 
deluge of general pension bills designed to take large sums of money out of 
the jury as now. He pos it as his opinion that if all the bills now be- 
fore his committee should beenacted into law, they would absolutely bank- 
rupt the finances of the Government. 

e latest scheme that is being pressed upon the committee is to wipe out 
the pension rolls by paying all pene in a lump sum, according to a table 
based upon the expectation of life, as estimated by the American life insur- 
ance companies. The advocates of this scheme have probably not taken the 
trouble to figure out the amount that would be called for, but it is safe to 
assume that it would run into the billions. Fortunately, there is no danger 
of a measure of that kind receiving serious consideration, but the mere sug- 
bestion an it shows the reckless views that some people hold in regard to pen- 

on matters. 
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Mr. TALBERT, Now, Mr. Chairman, we have from the dis- 
tin ed chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions the 
positive statement that the pension bills now pending in this Con- 
gress alone would bankrupt the Government. That is in addition 
to the regular budget of 8150, 000, 000 a year. 

And who can say with a! certainty that it will not be $200,- 
000,000 two years hence? It is the practice, Mr. Chairman, to call 
attention to the fact that our annual pension expenditures exceed 
by ninety millions the pension rolls of England, Germany, and 
France combined. 

I do not care anything about such comparisons, If our ndi- 
tures were two hundred millionsin excess, it would make no differ- 
ence. That is not the question. The enormous pension expendi- 
ture in this country is a 3 abuse, a gigantic steal, an 
appalling extravagance that disgraces the Government and threat- 
ens it with bankruptcy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in conclusion, that my record 
and my votes here show that I have always voted to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of pension bills. Iso 
voted to-night. It has been asserted, I believe, by yourself, Mr. 
Chairman, and by others here that those who are in the majority in 
this House are responsible for legislation. 

And if I mistake not the gentleman whonow occupies the chair, 
and who does not want anybody to talk who does not talk the way 
he wants them to talk, has himself said he did not believe that 
any Democrat ought to be on the Committee on Rules. In fact, 
gentlemen on the other side have asserted that the Republican 
party is per se the party of this country. I submit, if such is the 
case, that they should bring a quorum here and pass legislation 
and be responsible for it. 

Now, I want to say that I think the gentleman occupying the 
chair owes an apology to the House for trying to stifle discussion, 
I submit that gentlemen who rise here and seek to be recognized 
in the regular parliamentary way are entitled to tion. I 
say that the present occupant of the chair, in the action which he 
took toward myself, has acted to-night in a way unbecoming the 
Chairman of a great legislative body. His action was revolu- 
tionary and subversive of right and justice. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

SARAH POTTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5229) nting a pension to Sarah Potter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is — tM 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of * 
ter, permanently helpless daughter of Andrew Potter, d i of Com- 
pany K, Eiga Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension of $12 
per mon 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word roll.“ insert the words “ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

Line 8, after the word pension," insert the words “at the rate.“ 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do notrise for the purpose of say- 
ing anything to wound the feelings of any member of this House, 
and what I say will apply to one side of the House as well as to 
the other. I would not say it if I did not think it was my duty 
to say it. I take it that the committees of this House, charged 
with legislation and their duties respecting it, are each as impor- 
tant in the eyes of the country as the other. e certainly has as 
many rights as the other, and the bills reported from the respec- 
tive committees certainly ought to be treated alike. 

Now, it does not bind members to vote for a bill because they 
vote for its consideration. I have never yet voted against going 
into Committee of the Whole to consider private pension bills. 
never yet raised the point of no quorum. Inever yet voted against 
one of these bills that I thought ought to be passed, and I never 
intend to. But justice is one thing and generosity is another, and 
as between justice and generosity, if we must lean either way, I 
would say lean in the direction of justice. It is certainly more 
proper, it is certainly right, to pay debts before you bestow favors. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I was placed on the Committee on War 
Claims. That committee does not have to deal alone with claims 
owing out of the war of the rebellion. Claims growing out of 

e recent war have come before that committee, and important 
general legislation comes before thatcommittee. The first eight- 
een bills on this Private Calendar are from that committee. The 
nineteenth bill is a pension bill. Every bill on that Calendar is a 
0 bill, and one stands just as high under the rules of this 

ouse as another. 

Now, there has been no crowding for time at this session. It 
is not worth while to say that we have not had plenty of time to 
consider these bills, for we have had it. No longer ago than yes- 
terday the committees were called. Every committee inthis House 
was called, and many chairmen of those committees sat dumb 


when their committees were called, and that was the case with 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions no longer ago 


than rday. When did the House adjourn yesterday? At 1 
o'clock and 20 minutes p. m. 

Every bill on this Calendar granting a on could have been 
considered yesterday. Do not let it orth to the country, to 
try to humbug and bamboozle the old soldier, that anybody is 
trying to keep him from having his bills considered. I lay the re- 
sponsibility where it belongs. Every committee was called yes- 
terday. It looks very much as if there is an effort to prevent a 
single bill being considered in this Congress which is reported 
from the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask my friend a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

3 SIMS. Certainly; I always yield, even without a request 
0 80. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I believe I am correct in the state- 
ment, and if I am not the gentleman who is addressing the House 
or some other gentleman will correct me, Under the call of com- 
mittees, as I understand it, it would not have been in order to 
have taken up a ion bill or a war-claim bill. 

Mr. SIMS. y was the committee called? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Am I correct in my supposition? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is correct. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Therefore I do not think that the 
criticism of the gentleman from Tennessee is well founded. 

Mr. SIMS. hy was the committee called? I will let the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Ray] answer that. 

Mr, RAY of New York. The committee was called for the pur- 

pose of allowing the consideration of bills on the House Calendar 
that did not carry any charge against the Government. If there 
were any such public bills reported from that committee, they 
could have been considered. Now, that being so, the criticism of 
the gentleman is unfounded, 
Mr. SIMS. I do not want to make a criticism that is not prop- 
erly founded; but on any day when this House has adjourned 
over, you could, by unanimous consent, have taken up these pen- 
sion bills, and we have adjourned over several times for two days. 
What have we to do to-morrow? Nothing on earth. 

Now, you can not humbug the old soldier as long as we can 
tell the facts about it. Every one of these bills co have been 
considered and I do not ask you to take them up out of 
order, but here is what I do complain of. This is the third month 
of this session, and this is the second Friday evening session of 
this month, and we have not had a single private bill considered 
on the Private Calendar of this House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SIMS. On Friday? 

Mr. RAY of New Tork. I think a week ago to-day there was a 
private bill. It was for a corporation, but I think it was a war- 
claim bill that was up for discussion, and I know I discussed it 
for some time, and I had the floor when the committee rose and 
will be entitled to it when we go into the consideration of that 
business again. 

Mr. S Did the House go into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It was on one of these private claims, 

Mr. SIMS. Taken up by unanimous consent, was it not? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; I remember distinctly now that 
we did go into the committee. 


Mr. SIMS. It was by unanimous consent, for the consideration 

2 ee a and not on the Calendar generally, as you are here 
nig 

5 Mr. CURTIS. The Calendar shows that there was unfinished 

usiness. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the interruption? - 

Mr. SIMS. he certainly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Calendar shows that there is unfinished 


business upon it, for it states that the bill H. R. 6909 is ‘‘pend- 
ing as unfinished business in the Committee of the Whole, Friday, 
January 26, 1900.” : 

Mr. SIMS. Well, now, I am coming to a point that I know 
there can be no question about. I may be in error about the 
rules of the House, but to-day when you voted to take a recess, a 
few minutes after 1 o’clock, until to-night, what was the intention 
of the vote except to prevent the consideration of this Private 
Calendar? Now, will any gentleman answer, if he can? It was 
incidentally thrown out that it was to go to the Lawton funeral. 
My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Tennessee 
p . Gipson], got up and asked that next Tuesday be set apart, 

en, in place of to-day, for the consideration of such bills as 
would have been in order to-day, and it was objected to on that 
side. When the facts are before the people of this country, they 
know whether they are being treated fairly or not. 

Now, look at these pension bills. Why, we passed 600 private 
pension bills in the ty-fifth Congress, if I am not mistaken. 
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Every one of the 71 pension bills on the Calendar here to-night 
are new bills; but how is it with the bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims? I will say that on this Calendar there are 
87 war-claim bills, 15 bills from the Committee on Claims, 71 from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 1 from the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Now, my friends—and I treat you as such; we grow hot in dis- 
cussion, but it only goes to that extent—what are these 37 war- 
claim bills? Many of them have been before this House twenty or 
twenty-five years, have been reported favorably in every Con- 
gress, many of them having ed both Houses of Congress, and 
yet we can not get the poor favor of a consideration of those bills. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now may I ask you a question right 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In the Fifty-fifth Congress, while it is 
true that there passed this House and were enacted into law more 
than 650 private pension bills, those bills in all made a charge on 
the 8 of only a little over 8100, 000 per annum, and during 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, to my personal knowledge, there were 
war claims passed this House that carried more than five times 
that amount of money. 

A MEMBER. More than ten times that much. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; there was one bill that carried 
over $300,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A Tennessee bill, too. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I spoks from my personal knowledge. 
Now, while I have every consideration and respect for my friend, 
I think he is making a mistake to-night when he charges this 
House with having adjourned to-day for the purpose of cutting 
off the consideration of war claims. Here was the funeral, in the 
capital city of this great nation, of one of the test generals of 
modern times, being held almost beneath the e of this Capi- 
tol. It was perfectly right and just and proper for the repre- 
sentatives of the people here—both political parties—to leave the 
work of this House for a few hours and attend the obsequies of 
that mt hero. Will you complain of that? [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

. SIMS. Now, let me answer that question. When, in the 
history of this country, did the House on the death of a thero 
refuse to adjourn? [Applause on the Democratic side.] You 
refused to adjourn. e gave you an opportunity to adjourn, out 
of respect to the memory of General Lawton, and upon 
and nays you voted it down [renewed applause on the Democratic 
side], and you stuffed a recess down our throats and brought us 
here to-night for the purpose of passing private pension bills. 
Talk about honoring a hero! You may honor heroes when to do 
so does not get in the way of taking money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion 
s Mr. SIMS. We wanted an adjournment, and we could not get 
it, and the yeas and e show it. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman stated that these war claims 
were debts owed by the Government. Do I understand him to 
say that the Government owes no debt to the old soldiers? 

Mr. SIMS. I will answer that question; there is no trouble 
about that. There is no debt owed by this Government to any 
old or any young soldier; but a feeling of gratitude and generosity 
says, Provide for them,” and we are willing to do it, and have 
done it. Over$2,400,000,000 have been paid to the old soldier, and 
the increase still goeson. We have got soldiers now to pension; 
and I think we can talk about it without being sectional—they 
are from the South, the North, the East, and the West, knocking 
at the door of Congress, and I say, do not close it, but give them 
an 8 to ba heard, and give them such relief as they are 
justly entitled to. And I want to say further to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. Iwanttoanswer the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. This discussion is not germane to the 
question. We can get through these bills in the time that this 

h has taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman’s remarks are not germane. The question is on agree- 
ing te the amendment proposed by the committee to this bill. 

. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I was asked a question by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and I want to answer that question. 


[Cries of “ Regular order!“ 
eon CHAIR . The gentleman must continue his remarks 
order. 


Mr. SIMS. Has any question been asked in order? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be out of order; but if 


the yeas | cited 


this House does not want to hear the naked truth, make your 
points of order and stick to them; I have no favor to ask from 
this House. 

A MEMBER. Your side makes the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. This side makes it, but not this side of the pension 
question. If there is any gentleman wilder on the subject of pen- 
sions than the gentleman from Ohio I have not made his acquaint- 


ance. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I accept that as a compliment. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not say that to disparage the gentleman; for 
he takes pride in it. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I do. 

Mr. SIMS. But there are 8 laws that grant pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist that the gentleman 
confine himself to the question before the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the Chair kindly inform me what it is? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to amend the bill granting a pension 
to Sarah Potter, by inserting the words subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Mr. SIMS. Well, then, I would like to hear the report read, 
Mr. Chairman, in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5229) grenn a pension of $12 per month to Sarah Potter, having carefully 
considered the facts in the case, respectfully report that a bill for the relief 
of the beneficiary was favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of the Fifty-third Congress and passed the House December 17, 1894; 
that it went to the Senate, but no action seems to have been taken by that 
body. It was again Liat hile fag Ane by the Committee on Inv Pen- 

on of the y-fourth Congress. 


ype 5 —.— t th ying reports (House Reports N. 
our com op s accom) r os. 
-fourth Congresses) as Their own, 


1207 and 2882 of the Fifty-third and 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 
[House Report No. 1207, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 3716) 
granting a pennon to Sarah Potter, and submit the following report: 
oner is the daughter of Andrew Potter, who served in Com: 
valry, from February 26, 1863, to September 98807 
at 314 per month on account of disease of lungs, an 
shown by the records of the Pension Bureau. 
. L. E. Knapp, of Fenton, Mich., certifies that he has known Sarah Pot- 
ears, and has rated her for chronic granular inflammation of 
in numerous ul and that she has suffered from this 
trouble for twenty-five — and it has rendered her sight very X% 
trouble, which causes the tendons of the lower 
bliging her to on her toes, rendering 88 
cult. Her mind is also a and childlike; she has no judgment, is easily ex- 


daughter became nearly a town and that the writer, as supervisor. 
has 3 her with a living for the past year. 

Dr. Edmund town * ton, Mich., states that the sol- 
dier died leaving no property an t tho daughter is incompetent, imbecile, 
and unable to support he À 

The War Department records show the soldier to have enlisted Feb: 


26, 1863; absent without leave from May 15 to August 25, 1863; dischar; 
September 5, 1863, at Detroit, Mich., on surgeon’s certificate of disability on 
account of broken-down constitution and old age. being then 56 years old. 

Franklin Potter, of Trenton, Mich., testifies that the soldier died August 
15, 1892, leaving no widow survi him. Betsey Potter, the mother of the 
petitioner, died in the year 1862. The petitioner was born forty-nine years 
ago, exact date not known. 

Mr. SIMS. From what I gather from that report this seems to 
be a very good bill, and I expect it ought to pass. All good bills 
ought to pass, and all good bills ought to have an opportunity for 
consideration by this House, from whatever committee they come, 
But inasmuch, Mr. Chairman, as I have been made to feel — 4 
sad by the remarks on the death of the great and distinguish 
soldier, General Lawton, I want now to move to adjourn out of 
r t to General Lawton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion is out of order. 
The committee can not adjourn. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment recommended by the committee, 

Mr. SIMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


inquiry. 

Mr. SIMS. My request really was meant to be, not to adjo 
but that the committee rise, so that the House might adjourn, ou 
of respect to the memory of General Lawton. Now, is that in or- 
der? If it is, I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
adjourning, out of t to the memory of General Lawton. 

The question was taken on the motion that the committee rise, 
and it was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY GEESEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry m, late a private 
in Company E, SEOD Pennaylrenin Infantry, Mexican war volunteers, and 
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late private in Com Fourteenth Ilinois Cavalry, in the late war of 
the tabellion, and mags Se pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. TALBERT, Mr, Chairman, I would like to hear the re- 
port read. ` 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. MINOR), as follows: 


e the soldier named in the bill, and now 77 years of age, is 
shown — the 8 of the War Department to have served in the war with 


nois Cava 


tism. 
The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier applied fora penaoe 
0 


the roll by reason oi 
war, at $8 per month, from January 29, 1887, and this last allowance was based 
upon his service of more than sixty days in the war with Mexico and being 


over 62 years of age. 

On July 5, 1890, the pensioner applied for a pension under the act of June 
27, 1890, and was pensioned under that law, in lieu of the pension which he 
formerly received under the Mexican war survivors’ act, at the maximum 
rating, $12 per month, from July 5, 1890, on account of total inability to earn 
a support manual labor, due to disability arising from rhe and 
senility, and he is now in receipt of said pension. 

The m examination in the case, made February 24, 1892, showed 
that the pensioner had evidence of general chronic rheumatism, most all of 
the joints of the body being tender on pressure, and there being marked lim- 
ited motion and crepitus on 1 shoulder joints being much more 
affected than others, for which disability the board rated him at The 
board also found disease of chest, for which they rated $8,and added that 
8 man was well nourished bodily (in 1892) he was an infirm and help- 

ess old man. 

The disease of the chest, according to the pensioner's statement, was in- 
curred after the war of the rebellion. Evidence in the case f. shows 
that the pensioner does not own any real or personal 2 and depends 
VVV he can raise with the aid of his 

e. 


There has been filed with the committee the affidavit of Dr. W. T. Grif- 
fith, of Washington, II., to the effect that for the last four years the Sang 
sioner has been greatly troubled with constipation of the bowelsand ve y 
the latter being so severe at times that he would fall on the sidewalk and 


would have to be hel to his home; that on Meris 1899, he was stricken 
with hemiplegia of the right side and laid in a half-conscious condition for 
several days; that in about six weeks he recovered consci and the use 


jousness 
of his right side sufficiently to sit with assistance; that he is now (Novem- 
ber 22, ) unable to dress himse has to be f. 

With assistance he can sit up and walk around the room and yard a little, 
but his age and present physical condition render his disabilities t, 
and will uire a constant attendant for the remainder of his life. 

II., also testified that no 

roperty, real or had to the pensioner in 1898 and 
Teos: and two residents of that town also testified to the oner’s destitu- 
tion and dependence of himself and wife upon the sympathy and aid of friends 
for a place to protect them and to give them shelter from the summer's heat 
and the winter's cold. 

In view of these services rendered by this soldier in two wars, and consid- 
ering his 2 ph condition and utter destitution, the committee re- 

rt favorably, after amending the same, in line 4. by adding, after 

he word “roll,” the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
ponon laws.” Also, further amend the bill by striking out the words “thirty 

ollars,” in line 8, and inserting in place thereof the words “twenty-four 
dollars,” and when so amended recommend its passage. 


The amendments proposa by the committee were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SUSAN GARRISON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2749) granting a pension to Susan Garrison. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension Tol, nt pe the provisions 
Galdsbary Garten, decvensd, late ot Oompasy Or I a a Mon 
York Volunteer Cavalry. 4 s 

With the following amendment recommended by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions: 

After the word Cavalry.“ in the eighth line thereof, add the words: 
“and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month; and when so amended 
recommend its passage.” 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to persist in i 
out of order, but the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] asked 
a question and I want to reply to it; not extensively. Ido not 
want to annoy the House. 

Mr. GAIN Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague, the 
gentleman from Tennessee, be given five minutes to reply to the 
gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 


his colleague be given five minutes. Is there objection? [After 


a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

r. S I do not think Iam limited to five minutes; the only 
question is whether I am talking out of order. The gentleman 
from New York asked if the last House did not pass a great num- 
ber of war-claim bills. The last House did pass what was called 
the omnibus bill, which carried a t number of war claims, 
which were the verdicts or findings of the Court of Claims—an ac- 
cumulation of many years. Now, to make such a statement as 
was made by the gentleman from New York 1s misleading to the 
country, unless the facts are given. That omnibus bill combines 
all the findings of the Court of Claims up to that time, and in the 
Senate was amended by putting on a large amount of the French 
spoliation claims, which were not war claims in the sense that we 
now speak of them. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You will admit that it passed many 
oiber * claims besides the Methodist Book claim, for in- 
stance 

Mr. SIMS. Iam coming to that. That disposes of the omnibus 
bill- that it is the findings of the court and judgments accumu- 
lated for many years. e gentleman from New York knows 
very well that no claims of this character had been passed for 
many years, Private pension bills are passed every session and 
do not go over and accumulate and pile up and have to put 
into an omnibus bill. When a war claim is paid, that is the end 
of it, while a pension continues during the life of the pensioner. 

Now, as to the Methodist Publishing House claim, that was 
passed by the last Congress. There was behind that bill a large 
number of sympathizers with the church all over the United 
States. Why the bill never passed before I do not know, but it 
seems that it took the steam of a distinguished and expert lob- 
byist to get it through. 

But that is neither here nor there. What is the use of having a 
committee to report these bills and bring them in here and never 
consider them? I do not ask you to vote for them if you do not 
think you ought to. If they are not 2 55 and right after they are 
considered, then vote them down. I never voted yet against the 
consideration of any bill. It is certainly a poor privilpgo to have 
a bill considered. It is well known that as a rule we can not get 
recognition to pass bills by unanimous consent—that the door is 
always barred to legislation of this kind. 

If the bills are wrong, vote them down, but do not deprive us 
of the day set apart for their exclusive consideration. © only 
ask for fairness and justice; we ask you gentlemen on the other 
side that when the next private bill day comes to stand up like 
men and vote for us to have it, and then filibuster or do anything 
you want to on the passage of the bill. That is your right; but 
do not shut the door to consideration. I do not fight pension bills 
on: of spite, but I think all private bills ought to stand on the same 


I do not ask you to vote for any war claim that you think you 
ought not to, but do not put us off from Friday to Friday and 
from day to day and year to year. Now, there are not many of 
these bills. I do not think there will be many of them reported, 
but 18 of the first bills on the Calendar are of that character, and 
in all justice we are entitled to consideration of those bills upon 
this Calendar. I do not want to misrepresent anything or give 
any false impression about this matter. I simply want justice to 
one committee of this House as well as to another. 

The amendments pro by the committee were to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the House with 
favorable recommendation. 

EMMA M. KITT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
438) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the S A 
3233 TTT 
Kitt, widow of John B. Kitt, of Cooley's Independent Battery, Illinois Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $5 a month. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Insert in line 4, after the word = ne 85 the following: “subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pensions laws.” 

In line 6 strike out the wo “Volunteers” and insert in place thereof the 


words “ Light Artillery.” 
ded recommend the passage of the bill, believing that 

the beneficiary is entitled to such relief,as she was the wife of the soldier be- 
fore, during, and since the war, and is now in a dependent condition. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, 

ELIZABETH R. HOLT, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2391) ting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
d limi on laws, the name of Elizabeth R. Holt, widow of 
ew Heavy 

$12 per month. 


Wes E. Holt. ate. rivate of Com O, First N. 
vn pan 
F Volunteers, and yay hers paa ot 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the words “of twelve“ and insert in place 
words at the rate of eight,” and that when so amended the passage of the 
bill is recommended. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


thereof the 


DAVID C. DANE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5188) ting a pension to David C. Dane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed ko paco on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of David C. Dane, ndent 
father of George W. late private in Company A, Thirty-third Regi- 
ast Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 

[Mr. DRIGGS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
HARVEY GRANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1885) to on Harvey Grant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
2 oe laws, . Grant. l le G 588 1 B. Tiree 
2 of East Tennessee National Guards. erin 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 


agreed to, as follows: 


In line 5, after the word provisions,” insert and limitations; also add 
to the bill, in line 7, after the word Guards,” the words “and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 a month.“ 


md title so as to read: “Granting a pension to Harvey Grant,” and 
when so amended recommend its passage. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

MELVINA BOTTLES, 


The next business on the Fc sy ort pgs was the bill (H. R. 
8067) granting a pension to Me r 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

and directed to place upon 2 peapa r ben the United States 

Gh SO AAR E rE 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in ien of the pension w. i dic now rereiyen, 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out in lines 4 and 6 the words "of the United States.“ 

After the word roll,“ in line 4, insert the words subject to the provi- 
Melvina Bottles.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, 

SUSAN M. BUTTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8260) granting a pension to Mrs, S. M. Button. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
Jeep Kili ee 5 iene y e oe Mra S ot patoa; forty-first 
2 — New York Volunteer infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 

per 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In i sixth line strike out Mrs. S. M.“ and insert in place thereof Su- 
eee ene Sakae: Me as Po een: “A bill granting a pension to Susan M. 
u + 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
CAPT, JOHN F, NELSON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8071) to increase the pension of Capt. John F. Nelson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
and directed to p ect 


Soldiers . 

pany H. One hundred and fifty-fourth fy ey of New York Volunteers, 
„ per month in Heu of 

g. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In lin “ » 
Diets atin pension” and insert in place thereof 
In line 10 strike out the word eight and insert in place thereof the word 


Also amend the title of the bill to read: “A bill gran increase 
of pension to John F. Nelson.“ — Wa 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to refer briefly to what the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Dricas] said. I infer from what 

e said that he thought something in my remarks had reflected on 
ma Commitee on Invalid Pensions or the members of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will say to the gentleman that I did not so 
consider. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to say that I think it is the duty of that com- 
mittee to report all bills that Toeg ink ought to be passed and 
to insist on their passage in the House. I certainly admire that 
course, and I do not want anybody to reflect on the committee or 
any member of it for doing so. 

e amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES KAUFFUNG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2597) to increase the pension of Charles Kauffung, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary’ $ 
authorized and directed to place on the eda mys og mee ny ragade fa 
32 ( ASi var kick of pees ke 
rate of per month in lieu of the pension heis poe N 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

4 ae strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in place thereof the word 

Amend the title so as to read: 

r A bill granting an increase of pension to 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I submit that very few of us 
know anything about the circumstances and conditions of those 
bills. I think the reports ought to be read, or so much of them 
as will throw sufficient light so that we can vote intelligently. If 
not that, let the chairman of the committee make a short state- 
ment in regard to these bills. Now, here is a bill to increase a 
pension. No reasons are given in the bill, and unless the report 
is read we can not understand why this action is proposed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MINOR. Ican make a statement of the facts in this case 
which I think will satisfy the gentleman from South Carolina, 
This is a case of a man 65 years old, who served in a Wisconsin 
regiment, and who is now receiving a pension of $12 per month. 
He is totally blind, has not a dollar in the world, and scarcely a 
relative on earth. Heis led through the town in which he resides 
by a little granddaughter 6 years of age, 

Mr. TALBERT. t is a sufficient statement. 

Mr. MINOR. ‘The light is forever shut out from him 

Mr. TALBERT. That is a very sad case, 

Mr. MINOR. The bill provided for $50 a month, and the com- 
mittee recommended a reduction to 830 a month. That is all 
there is to it. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


HORATIO H. WARREN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2821) nting an increase of pension to Horatio H. Warren, 

The was read, as follows: 

3, In 5 
FSGCFCCCVTT A 4 
Warren, late of Compan Thirteenth New Hampshire Infantry, at the 
rate of $50 per month, 2 pension to be in lieu of the one he now receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: . 

After the word “roll,” in line 4, insert the words “subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Strike out all after the word “ Ham: ” in line 6, and insert in place 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensionat the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recet * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

SMITH JEWEAL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill H. R. 
5430) granting a pension to Smith Jeweal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the cog ree laws, the name of Smith Jewell, late private 
in Company H, Fifteenth ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension of $72 per month in lieu of that he now receives. 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions, were read: 
3 out the word “ Jewell,” in line 6, and insert in place thereof tho word 

“ weg ” 

line 8 strike out the words “ of seventy-two” and insert in place thereof 

the words “at the rate of sorte 
Amend the title so as to : “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Smith Jeweal.” 


1900. 
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Tnt 5 Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the re- 


The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from South 
The report (by Mr. Norton of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5440) 5 an increase of 5 to Smith Jeweal, submit the following 


re 
Bmith J Jeweal, on sin te 
Company H. Fifteenth O 


Jio 40 Velun 
1862, when discha: 
asthma, due toa cold o . by Him about PR mon AR 
of gadair He is now 


hernia, complete an 3 of service origin, era d tion flled 
in Janu 888. Hefiled hiso tion January 26, 1883, upon 
chronic diarrhea and disease of 


Claim on account of disease of 1 


‘s stands rejected u the ground that 
there has been no pensionable Sera 3 at 


ay. from 


account of 
with the aid of a special runs rejected upon the ground that, 
ee and satisfacto’ — —— showing the continuous existence of 


since his 
of th 


The reco! e War De veg a show that the claimant was present 
with his command from e to December 20, 1861, and that he entered 
— ral hospital with typhoid | raver December 31, 1861, and so remained 


ihe Pension Bureau has admitted the 


but objects to the proof of 8 same upon that 
such proof is diverse in character, there be povora: NSE o witnesses, 
but not reported reliable by the special ex e others as to 
what they ti think or believe rather than, 8 as reo what they know 
positively in relation to the matter, and this action of the Pension u 
was affirmed by the oe Assistant Secretary of the In under 


date of September 30, 1809 
The last medical examination in the case made in 1894, showed a hernia 
= inches in circumference and 10 Aag in length, rectum inflamed and 
ery tender, hemorrhoidal vessels enlarged, bloated and tender, 
three internal and three external pile ramors, the internal ones bleeding, ni 


cerated, and di 
A sim: -fifth Congress in both Houses, 


. during the 
e eee eee eee 
said Congress is and accepted as ar this 


a 1 hereunto annexed 


‘our committee recommends that the OF ete 
Strike gut the word “ Jewell," in line 6, and insert in place thereof the word 


“J 
In line 8strike out the words “ of seventy-two” and insert in place thereof 
the words “at the rate of 83 * 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an 323 pension to 
Smith Jeweal; and when so amended recommends its 
‘The amendments recommended by the cuisine wer were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN M. LAUGHLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


2666) for the relief of John M. Laughlin, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


nerd laws, the 
a private of 2 George Melick's detachment, tren 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 3 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were 

In line 8 strike out after tiie word “pension” and insert in place thereof 
om words “at the rate of Rodd hg month. 
ne Pg ge See ree pe so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

MALINDA JONES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

5509) to m Malinda Jones, 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., n OT E E O aS Malinda 
authorized and directed to ll the aie 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read: 


Strike ont after the wo roll,“ in line 4, and insert in place thereof the 


“Sub; to the provisions and limitations of the fon ws the name 
of Malinda Jones, mother of 1 5 — Jones, late of JLE Eighth Ten- au, 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay nan a pension at tho rate Sot 113 per mon 

Ame e so as to ows: A bill Pets eee 

ones.“ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES W. JEROME, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5710) to increase the pension of Charles W. Jerome. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it te., That the Secre 
enacted, e tary of tive interior be, and he is barehy. 


authorized and to increase the pension of Charles W. Jerom 
first lieutenant and N quartermaster, One hundred sod — 


Illinois Volunteer infantry, 
pay said . rate from Ist day of August, 1800. 


Tue following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
Strike out all after the word “to,” in line 4, and add in place thereof the 


CFC to 


“Place on the pension roll, a eee fore provisions and limitations of the 

aon, the name of Char rome, late first lieutenant and regi- 
mental quartermaster, One fonds ong fifteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


Also to amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of 3 Charles W. Jerome.“ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with favorable recommendation. 


NELSON B. LUTES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2169) granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it 8 rx That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized rected to place on the pension ro ject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, name of B. Lutes, late 
a member of Company D, One hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry. and pay him a pension of $25 per month. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read: 

In line 8, strike out all after the word “ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: aig at an increase of pension to 
Nelson B. Lutes,” and when so — — wees committee recommend its 
passage. 

The amendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a fayorable recommendation. 


ANDREW J, DAVIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
524) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


of Company I. Twenty-fifth Jawa, the nan t W sc rng pp aon 
a pension at the rate of $50 per Sy in lieu of pension he is now 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the re- 
port read, unless the member in charge of the bill or the chairman 
of the committee will make a statement. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. the gentleman permit me to make 


a statement? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of 8 is a case of a soldier of the war of 
1861-1865 drawin; ion of §12 a month. He came over to 
Indianapolis as co! free of aregiment. His horse fell back upon 
him, broke his leg, and he is now a cripple for life. 

Mr. TALBERT. Was he in the service when his horse fell on 


him? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE H. PENNINGTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2477) granting an increase of pension to George H. Pennington, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
„„ e 2 


ee limitations of the pa on laws, the name of late 
musician in Company E, Fifty-third Bere Infan Volun- 
1 and later a private of Company K, Ninety-first R. ent of Indiana 


Infan: olunteers, an him a pension at the rate o r month in 
Len ot the: pension he palin pat Bore = “Pe 

ere following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid e was read: 

Strike out all after the word “of,” in line 9, and insert in place thereof the 
words $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN C. FITNAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. Fitnam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and to placeon ei fond roll, subject to the provisions 
3 . 
5 and fifty-six Illinois Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension Sb Seat te tae a tae pen ee 


` 
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1 aa amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Strike out all after the word “ pension,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words, at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not ask the reading of the 
report; it may be too lengthy; but possibly the gentleman in 
charge of the is here, and I would like to have a short state- 
ment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I will state tothe gentleman 
from South Carolina that I am personally acquainted with the 

in whose favor this bill is drawn. He is an old gentleman, was 

the Army, received disabilities in the Army, and has become 

almost totally blind. It is a very extreme case, and I think ought 
to receive the favorable consideration of the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he in- 
curred his disabilities in line of duty, or did he go blind at 
home, and it is not traceable to his service in the Army? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is a complicated case. He received some 
of his disabilities in the Army and traces them all to his Army 


service. 
Mr. TALBERT. And they are so many of them he is entitled 


to it? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. He is clearly entitled to it. He is a lawyer 
of our State and a very prominent writer. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ALBERT HAMMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2637) granting a pension to Albert Hammer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, at $50 per month, the name of Albert 
en pee late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Illinois Volun- 

rs. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “laws,” in line 5, and in place thereof insert 
the following: the name of Albert mmer, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, and ay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei SU 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ ; ? 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

CHARLES ROSS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8538) granting an increase of pension to Charles Ross. The bill 
was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe laws, the name of les Ross, la rivate, 
Company. B. Eleventh Missouri Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 

: aoe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out all after the word “of and insert in lieu thereof the 
words, that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. À 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

CHARLES PERKINS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4652) nting a pension to Charles Perkins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bereby, 
authorized and directed to put upon the pension roll the name of les 
Perkins, of Manchester, Io late of Company H, Sixteenth New York 
Heavy Artillery. at the vate of $25 per month, sum to be in lieu of the 
pension that he is now receiving. 
F ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

OLLOWS: 
In line 4, after the word “to,” strike out all the remaining words and in- 


sert in lieu thereof the following: place on the pension roll, subject to the 
88 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Perkins, 


te of Company H, Sixteenth New York Volunteer 3 and to 
n at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of t he is now re- 
cel Xi 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MRS. MATILDA d. HIGBEE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6575) for the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Matilda G. Hig- 
bee, who officiated as nurse in various regimental hospitals for a period of 
Dearly two years, being at the time wife of Capt. Alexander Hart, of Com- 
nnn TREE: to pay her a pension of $12 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word roll,“ in line 4, and insert in pice thereof 
the following: “subject to the 88 and limitations of the pension 


laws, the name of Matilda G. Higbee, ges a tilda G. Hart, late a nurse 
with the Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation, 
JOSEPH M’CUNE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5299) increasing the pension of Joseph McCune. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph McCune, ie a pri- 


vate in Company A of the Sixth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry; and to grant 
apa a Pension at the rate of $50 per month, the same to be in 
on now drawn. 


4 ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 7 strike out the words "to grant“ and insert the word“ pay.” 

In line 8 strike out all after the word “month ” and insert in place thereof 
the words “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JOHN J. M’CORMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
854) to increase the pension of John J, McCormick, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jolin J. 
McCormick, late first lieutenant of Companies C and F. Second Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $30 per mouth in lieu 
of that which he is now receiving. 

i ane amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line 4, after the Ms Bid ae 
. 89 Aon anars the words “subject to the provisions 

In line 7 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four; and in the same line strike out the word which.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division of the 
amendments. I want a separate vote on each amendment. The 
second amendment I object to, and hope it will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four,” and in the same line strike out the word which.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I object to that amendment. 
The bill as originally drawn asked that this soldier be given $30 a 
month. The committee Hak recommending that he be allowed 
only 824. Twenty-four dollars under the circumstances is a very 
small amount to be allowed to this old soldier. He served eight 
years in the Army; five years in the old Army before the war. ite 
entered the volunteer service at the commencement of the civil 
war as a private soldier, rose by his merit to a first lieutenancy, 
bee Be three years’ service was discharged on account of dis- 
a 5 
Hoas been allowed $12 a month under the act of 1890. His 
last medical examination, made in 1898, rates him at $30 a month, 
He is 71 years of age; he is totally blind in one eye and is fast 
losing his sight in the other. He is totally unable to earn a liveli- 
hood or do any manual labor whatever. He has no means of sup- 
port; he has an old, dependent wife, who is now suffering from a 
painful and incurable IPSF e; and $30 a month under the circum- 
stances is a very small ion indeed. He is no thirty-days or 
ninety-days soldier; he is an eight-year soldier; and a man with a 

ificent record in the War De ent. I believe the chair- 
man of the committee will not object to voting this amendment 


down. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, this is a very meritorious 
applicant, and he is in a very pitiable condition. The committee 
when it reported the bill was very conservative, as we have been 
all the time; but, so far as I am concerned, I will say that I have 
no objection to the amendment being voted down. 

Mr. TALBERT, I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. I understood the gentleman to say that this 
applicant was totally blind, and before he got through that he 
was a night watchman somewhere. [Laughter. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Illinois want the amend- 
ment voted down? 

Mr, WARNER, I want the amendment voted down, 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. This man is totally blind, or at least blind 

in one eye and nearly blind in the other. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to know if he is a night watchman? 

Mr. WARNER. No, he is not; he is not capable of doing any 
work at all. Jam acquainted with him. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought not to increase 
the amount in the bills on the floor of the House. If you do it in 
this case, every one is open to it. Why not recommit the bill and 
let the committee bring it in? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not want it to lose its place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, that makes no difference. 

Mr. WARNER. It makes considerable difference, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, since this report was 
made several bills have come over from the Senate at $30 not so 
meritorious as this bill is. 

Mr. SIMS. If you start the precedent of increasing the amount 
which the committee reports, you will soon have to do it in every 
cage. It is a bad present think the bill ought to be recom- 
mitted and let it be reported back. 

Mr. TALBERT. I can not agree with my friend from Tennes- 
see. I think we ought to stand by the report of the committee. 
If we recommit the bill the poor fellow may die before he gets 
his pension. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word which.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SOPHRONIA BAILEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1979) to pension Sophronia Bailey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 ol the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, and pay her a pension 
as provided by the general pension laws and regulations, the name of 
Sophronia Bailey, dependent mother of Capt. George A. Bailey, late of Com- 
pany B, Eleventh Regiment (First Artillery) Vermont Volunteers. 


With the following committee amendments: 


Strike out, in lines 4, 5, and 6, the words and pay her a pension as provided 
by the general pension laws and regulations” and insert in lien thereof the 
words “subject to 5 and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

In line 8 add, after the word Volunteers," the following: and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month.” 
pant the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Sophronia 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask if this amount is 
not unusually large? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No; this is a matter of right. She would 
get it at the Bureau. 

Mr. LLOYD. Her husband was an officer in the Army, then? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. A captain. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN VARS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
232) a pension to John Vars, the totally blind son of 
Fr Vars, late master’s mate on the U. S. S. Reliance, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Vars, the totally blind 
son of Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the U. S. S. Reliance, and grant him 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


; With the following amendments recommended by the commit- 
ee: 


4 In Une 7 strike out the word “grant” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to John Vars.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


PHILIP YOE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2599) granting a pension to Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Third 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
eee S 
8 O; 0, late oi m „ olunteer 
at the rate of $12 per month. : SST 
With the following committee amendments: 


Strike out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
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the name of Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Potomac Home Brigade Mary- 
land Voluntee: and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per month.“ 
e ol 


eee the e bill so as to read: A bill granting a pension to 
p Yoo.” 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask that the 
report of the committee be read. It seems this is an original pen- 
sion, and I would like to know why he never received one hereto- 


fore. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain 
this matter. This is a case of paralysis, nervous debility, and loss 
of eyesight. The soldier was in the service but seventy-five days. 
He did not have a ninety days’ service. He has paralysis of one 
side, loss of eyesight, and is suffering from neurasthenia. Hewas 
rejected because he did not serve ninety days, The committee 
give him $12. 

Mr. TALBERT. He applied for a pension, but could not get it? 

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. Yes; because he had not served ninety 


days, 
F Mr. 3 Does the gentleman think that he ought to 
ave it? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Certainly; he is paralyzed on one side, 
i Eti blind, and has constant neurasthenia. 

TALBERT. Was he disabled, and was his disability trace- 
able to service origin? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT. But he only served seventy-five days. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. He had typhoid fever when he was dis- 
charged from the service. It is a good, meritorious case. 

Mr. DRIGGS. He was sick two weeks before that. 

Mr. RAY of New York, Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Ohio must be mistaken. It could not be that his claim was 
rejected at the Pension Bureau because he had not served ninety 
days if the disability was traceable to service origin. It must have 
been on a technical ground. : 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. It was on a technical ground. He came 
home and laid for five weeks with typhoid fever, and it was on the 
technical ground that his typhoid fever was not of service origin; 
but he really had it when he was discharged. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation, 

FANNIE H. RIGGIN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
825) to increase the pension of F. H. Riggin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre' of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to increase the on of F. H. Riggin, widow of Gen. John 
Gen. U. S. Grant's staff, United States Volunteers, war of the rebellion, an 
that she be paid a pension of $30 per month. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


to place 1 the pension roll. sub- 
msion 


1 to the provisions and limitations of tod U ws, the name of Fannie 
8 , widow of John R late colonel and aid-de-camp, United States 
Volunteers, on the of General Grant, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now recei ing 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie H. Riggin.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported fayorably to 
the House. 
MARGARET BOMKE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2526) granting a pension to Margaret Bomke. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of t Bomke, widow 
of Edmund Bomke, late quartermaster-se: t of Eleventh Botoen 
New York Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


In line 6 strikeout Margaret’ and insert in lieu thereof Margarethe.“ 
thea 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 
After the word “ month,” in line 8, add the follo : “and $2 per month 
additional for each of the two minor children of the soldier.” 
nay gy the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Margarethe 
0. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


FRANCES C. KIRBY, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5156) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. Kirby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby — 
authorized and directed to place the name of Frances C. Kirby. widow 
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Capt. G 
> otun! 8 the roll and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in of the pension which she is now receiving. 
The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 
In line 4, after the word place,“ insert the following: “on the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the on laws.“ 
7 oa line 6 strike out “Volunteers” and insert in place thereof the word 
Strike out, in lines 6 and 7, the words von the pension roll.” 
r In line 7 strike out the word twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In line 8 strike out the words the pension which” and insert in place 
thereof the word “that.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, 


B. Kirby, late of Company I, 8 Regiment New 


HENRY H. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4090) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is eats 
authorized and directed to place on the on roll the name of Henry H. 
Brown, late a member of pany I, -ninth Indiana Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of any pension he may be drawing. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


In line 4, after the word roll,“ insert the words subject to the pro- 


visions and limitations of the on laws.” 
3 6 strike out the w Volunteers“ and insert the words“ Volun- 


‘antry. 

In the same line strike out all after the word “ pension“ and insert in place 
paced bg words at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recei g. LAJ 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Will not the gentleman from South 
Carolina, instead of having the report read, allow me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. TALBERT. Iwouldlike to hear the report or a statement. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will make astatement, with the gen- 
tleman’s permission. 

This man was in the service four years six months and a half— 
a magnificent service, He is drawing $12 under the act of June9. 
At the Pension Office he was turned down because they said his 
disabilities were not chargeable to his service, when the records, 
the affidavits on file, show that while in the service he had the 
measles, which settled in his right eye; that his sight was never 
cleared up, so that he became absolutely blind in that eye, a disa- 
bility for which he draws no ion. 

I know this man; I know him well. His condition is not caused 
by any vicious habits. He has no property; he worked hard as 
long as he had any ability to work. 

In view of his service of over four years, in view of the fact 
that he is drawing a pension of only $12, the committee were in- 
clined to give him $30, but finally decided to cut it down to $20. 
Mr. T. T. I understand the gentleman to say that this 
man’s disabilities are not traceable to service origin. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The ment has so held, in spite 
of the fact that d his service he had measles, which settled 
in his right eye, the sight of which never cleared up, so that ten 

ears afterwards he lost the sight of that eye entirely. As amem- 

r of the committee, I believe that his disability is traceable to 
service origin, and that he onght to have a pension of $50. 

Mr. SIMS. What does the medical . board show? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. They held that the disability was not 
of service origin. But in point of fact it is shown by affidavits, 
etc., which are a part of the record, that this man contracted 
measles while in the service, and from this resulted loss of sight. 
But the examining board holds that the man’s blindness can not 
be to service origin. 

Mr. SIMS. My question is, What do the examining surgeons 
in the Pension Bureau hold? Do they hold that the disability is 
not of service onne 

Mr, MIERS of Indiana. Yes, sir; they so hold. 

Mr. SIMS. Then does the gentleman from Indiana propose to 
say to this House that he knows better than the surgeons who 
have made their official report on this subject? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I believe that we ought to take the 
proof which is on file. There are among the papers the affidavits 
of three surgeons, physicians residing at the man’s home, who de- 
clare that in their judgment the bility is of service origin. 
Relying upon such testimony, I will state to the gentleman that 
Satins I have better judgment on this subject than H. Clay 

Vans, 

Mr. SIMS. Idid not refer to H. Clay Evans, but to the examin- 
ing act who made this report, 

r. MIERS of Indiana. H. Clay Evans is represented by the 
examinin, surgeons, who, after setting out the facts, conclude 
75 — bility is not of service origin. From that conclusion 

dissen 


Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the ex- 
amining surgeons in the Pension Bureau are making just such 
reports as H. Clay Evans dictates or desires? 

. MIERS of Indiana. I think 

Mr. SIMS. That is your charge? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Yes, sir; and I believe it is well 
founded, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that every 
word the gentleman from Indiana has said is true; but I submit 
that we ought to have something else besides statements of mem- 
bers in support of these bills. There onght to be affidavits pre- 
sented to the committee. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. There are three affidavits of this man’s 
home physicians. 
z . Iwas about to ask whether there were reports 
from any other poe than those of the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Yes; three. I assure the House there 
is not a more meritorious case on this Calendar than the one now 


pending. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana two or three questions, In the first place, how long did 
this soldier serve? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Four years three months and, I be- 
lieve, thirteen days, to be exact. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And he has a good record? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

uniary condition to-day? 


Mr. RAY of New York. What is his 
He is absolutely nye and unable 


80. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
to labor; he has expended all the means he ever 

Mr. RAY of New York. And there is no one on whom he can 
depend for support? 

r. MIERS of Indiana. No one. 

Mr. RAY of New Vork. Then we have presented here this case, 
There is a doubtful question at the Pension Bureau that they have 
decided against him, as to whether his disabilities are of service 
origin. The committee gave him the benefit of that doubt. Now, 
Isubmit that if it were found that his disabilities were not of 
service origin, here is the case of a soldier who served four years, 
who is now old and poverty stricken and must go to the poorhouse 
unless Congress does something for him. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes, sir, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, a do not need to put it on the 
ground that you are overruling the Pension Bureau. Putit on 
the ground of gonos to an old soldier; that you are keeping him 
out of the use, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Still, when the gentleman from South 
Carolina asks me what I belieye, I am compelled to say that I be- 
lieve it is of service origin. 

si 5 I understand that three of his home physicians 
so sta 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. But the Commissioner is an officer of the Govern- 
ment. Do you want a charge made here against him, with no 
chance to vindicate himself? I understood the gentleman from 
Indiana to state, in answer to my question, that the examining 
surgeons in the Bureau made just such a report as the Commis- 
sioner dictated, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The gentleman knows that whatever 
was said was said in the heat of debate 

Mr. SIMS. Ik it is true, the country ought to know it; and if it 
is not true, the gentleman from Indiana ought not to make the 
statement. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Oh, no; but there is a general feeling 
which prevails that it goes from the Commissioner down through 
the minor examiners and that a good many doubts are resolved 
against the old soldier. 

Mr. SIMS. I simply want the record to show how the thing 
occurred. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wereagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. When the bill H. R. 5166 was 
called a few moments ago I lost track of the proceedings, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that there was 
an error in the printed Calendar. It will be made all right. 


ZADOK C. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5186) for the increase of pension of Zadok C. Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Zadok C. Perkins, late of 
Company D, Second Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and Pe him at the rate of $5 
per month in Hen of the pension now paid hin, he Ing totally blind. 


| 


FEBRUARY 9, 


a i 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, were read: 
Strike out all after “to,” in line 4, and insert: Place on the on ci 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Zadok C. Perkins, late of oa D, Second Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 


pay him a pension at the rate o per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill uting an increase of pension to 
Zadok C. Perkins.” = 


Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


rt. 
The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadok C. Perkins, submit the follow- 

D, 

e Arst 

from 

= kick of i horse, and was pensioned from discharge for said ty at 
r month. 

k December, N applied on account of an additional disability chronic 


diarrhea and piles a: of lungs—and in 1892 he was pensioned at 81 
from r 2, on account of the leg injury and chronic diarrhea, 
and the claim on account of pi of lungs was rejected u the 


A medical examination of the 3 before an oculist, on March 20, 
1899, revealed ey of the optic nerve of both eyes, causing for all practi- 
cal purposes total blindness, the vision of the left sre 2 nothin, 
than light en Ary right eye was found totally blind; and the ocu. 
examined him stated that the claimant came to him for advice in 1898 as to 
vision; that he advised no treatment, as he considered the 3 of a cure 

ue to an 


hopeless, and stated further that the blindness was not y specific 


There has been filed with your committee the affidavit of this same ocu- 
Ust, to the effect that he examined the claimant on January 21. 1900, and 
found total blindness of both eyes, requiring the 1 aid of another per- 
son, and that while he did not know what caused atrophy of the optic 
nerves, he found nothing to indicate that the trouble was due to vicious habits. 

The wife of the pensioner, whose affidavit was also filed with your com- 
mittee, states that he has no PR YB pesca his pension and 80 acres of land 
in Adair County, Iowa, valued at $2,000 and mort, d at $1,200, and that the 
income from the rent of the land would not more pay the interest on 
mortgage, the taxes, and repairs. 

In view of the sad affliction of the soldier, who rendered the Government 
four years of faithful service, the pensioner should, now that he is totally 
blind, receive such a pension as to keep him from the poorhouse and afford to 
him and to his wife the necessaries of life, and your committee recommends 
that the bill be amended as follows: ‘ 

Strike out all after the the word “to,” in line 4, and insert in place thereof 
the following: “place on the 5 roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Zadok C. Perkins, late of Com 
D, Second Iowa Volunteer valry, and pay him a pension at the rate ED 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Zadok C. Perkins.” 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a parliamentary 
inquiry, or rather to make a motion, if it is in order. Itis that 
the committee rise, and that we take a recess until to-morrow at 
12 o'clock, when we can come back here and take up this Calendar 
right where it is, and finish these bills. ‘ 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, that motion is not in order. 
The order of the House terminates this session at 10,30 o'clock, 
and the resolution of the House adjourns it, at the close of this 
session, until Monday morning. 

Mr. SIMS. Can we not take a recess until to-morrow? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The standing rule of the House puts an 
end to this session at half past 10 o'clock to-night. 

Mr. SIMS. Can it not be done by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SIMS. ThenI move that the committee rise, and that we 
get into the House, where we can do something. 

The motion was rejected. 

The bill H. R. 5186 as amended was ordered to be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the various bills to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the following bills and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with amendments 
and with the recommendation that as amended the bills do pass: 

H. R. 309. A bill granting a pension to James M. Kercheval; 

H. R. 3072. A bill to increase the pension of William W. 
Wharton; 

H. R. 5229. A bill granting a pension to Sarah Potter; 

H. R. 4416. A bill to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; 

H. R. 2749. A bill granting a pension to Susan Garrison; 

H. R. 438. A bill granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 

H. R. 2891. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 

H. R. 1885. A bill to pension Baer Grant; 


a O; A bill granting an increase of pension to Melvina 


H. R. 8260, A bill granting a pension to Mrs. S. M. Button; 
H. R. 3071. A bill to increase the pension of Capt. John F. Nel- 
l. R. 2597. A bill to increase the pension of Charles Ka: 

a 2321. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hora 


R 0 
arren; 

R 

R 

R 

R 


EH 


5440. A bill 
2666. A bill for the relief of John M. Laughlin; 
5509. A bill to pension Melinda Jones; 

5710. A bill to increase the pension of Charles W. Jerome. 
. 2169. A bill granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes; 

. 524. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 


R. 8 A bill granting an increase of pension to George H. 
gton; 
4698. A bill granting an increase of pension to John C. 


0 anting a pension to Smith Jewell; 
R: 
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. 2637. A bill granting a pension to Albert Hammer; 
3538. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


652, A bill ting a pension to Charles Perkins; 
575. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Matilda Higbee; 
299. A bill increasing the pension of J on McCune; 
. McCormick; 
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E 
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. 854. A bill to increase the pension of John 

1979. A bill to pension Sophronia Bailey; 

. 232, A bill granting a pension to John Vars, the totally 
nof Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the U. S. S. Reliance; 
. 2599. A bill granting pension to Philip Yoe, late of Com- 
Third Maryland Volunteer Infantry; 

825. A bill to increase the pension of F. H. Riggin; 

. R. 2526. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Bomke; 

. 5186. A bill for the increase of pension to Zadok C. Per- 


. 4090, A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry H, 


; and 
R. 5156. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 
v. 

Also, that the Committee of the Whole had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane, 
and had directed him to report the same to the House without 
amendment and with the recommendation that the same do pass. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question may be considered as ordered upon these 
several bills and their amendments to their final passage. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If that is 
done, will that not put these bills as unfinished business, to come 


up for o next Friday? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bills, without or- 


dering the previous question, will come up as unfinished business 
on Friday next; but with the previous question ordered the Chair 
thinks they would be the unfinished business for Monday next, 
and would be in order on Monday. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SuLLOWAy] asks 
unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the several bills that have been reported and the 
amendments thereto to the final passage of each bill. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It lacks two minutes of the hour of adjourn- 
ment. A motion to adjourn in pursuance of the order made by 
the House this morning will be in order, to save a minute or two, 

Mr. GAINES, Mr. 8 er, before we adjourn, I should like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions a ques- 
tion for information. Is there any law allowing an ex-Confed- 
erate soldier who served in the recent war with Spain a pension? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I understand there is, I think they are 
being pensioned. 

Mr. GAINES. When was it passed? . 

Mr. SULLOWAY. lt is my impression that there is such a law. 

Mr. GAINES. The reason why I ask the question is this: I 
have here a copy of a letter published in a paper which I received 
to-day, in which it is sta that the law reads as follows—and 
that is the law as far as I have been able to find out 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I think the gentleman is right, and that 
there are bills pending to correct that now. 

Mr. GAINES. Section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States reads as follows: 
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No money on account of pensions shall be paid to any person, or to the 
widow, or dren, or kin of any deceased person who in any manner vol- 
3 in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the author- 
ity of the States. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Ithink the gentleman is right, and that 
legislation is needed to correct that. 


sioning the Spanish war soldiers 
Confotars 
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the section which the 


gentleman has read; and I want to say if 
that is not repealed it is mighty bad for the law of this country, 


and it must not stand very long. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, I join you in saying that, and I wish to 
say, if I may be allowed for a moment, t an ex-member of this 
Congress, Col. John H. Savage, who was a Mexican war veteran 
and an ex-Confederate, has called my attention to the matter 
through the press. I should like to insert this short letter by 
unanimous consent in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the request of the 
gentleman will be granted. 

‘There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


To the editor of the American: 
Section 4716, Revised Statutes of the United Sta 
No money on account of pensions shall be paid 
widow, children, or kin of any deceased 
tarily en in or aided and abetted the 
of = United States.” 


reads: 
any person or to the 
paun whoin any manner volun- 
ate rebellion against theauthority 


in the war with Mexico, it being 
ns in the Southern States 
ion. 


assumed by the Uni 

were either rebels or aided and abetted the re 
After years of battle before the ple and in Congress, in which Tennessee 

Senators and n were slow to act, the law 3 which gave 

to soldiers and officers in the war with Mexico a pension of $8 = month and 
o officer toa 


just 
killed Mexicans, added to the Republic a territory in extent and value tran- 
scending the Gana ape of Cæsar or Napoleon, and for this the Government 
in their helpless d SI per month, while at the same time 


aiin overrun, conquered, and desolated twelve States, $12 per month to 
privates, and no reduction for officers. 
Has President McKinley, while utte: many and eloquent words to com- 
liment ee and . — of Southern soldiers in the war with 
Epain and ippines, recommended the eres of this 
section 4716, and of f paying the soldier who killed 


1 the soldiers who killed Americans? Is 
party pobor still too strong to allow the President to recommend this 
eq exact ? 


of justice to all 
JOHN H. SAVAGE. 
FEBRUARY 3, 1900. 2 
The SPEAKER (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). In pur- 
suance of the standing rule of the House, and of the order made 
this morning, the House stands adjourned until 12 o’clock noon 
on Monday next. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

eee were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with original 
papers, a report of the -General relating to the 
ee of pona endy x 8 eee so Claims, and or- 

ered to be printed (except the original pa R 

A letter from the Acting ‘Secretary of 5 transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the secretary of the Light- 
House Board enya me, an estimate of appropriations for build- 
ing a light-ship for Pollock Rip Shoals, Massachusetts—to the 
Commi on App riations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of thə Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the 
Con; onal Library submitting a request for the credit of cer- 
tain disallowances—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 

y of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for certain schedules of the 
Eleventh Census, and of repairs of Casa Grande ruin in Arizona— 
tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Trinity River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Atchafalaya Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 
port of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, 
under act of August 30, 1890, relating to agricultural colleges, 
etc.—to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
pe Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2826) au- 
thorizing and requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines 
of the Capital Traction Company of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported the same with amendment, ee by a report (No. 
ee whet said bill and report were referred to the Hous Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6243) to amend the charter of the Capital 
Traction Company of the District of Columbia, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 269); whichsaid 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4604) to amend 
the charter of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad 
Company, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by & 
ase No. 270); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar. 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7950) for 
the extension of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 271); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to ns Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3640) granting a 


pension to Mary Pollock, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a rt (No. 3 said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6144) to increase pension of Mrs. Marga- 
ret A. Porter, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 256); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same Committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 205) to increase pension of George C. 
Snyder, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 257); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4655) grantin 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth C. Rice, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a ho (No. 258); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6031) grantin 
additional pension to James W. Carmody, yg hea the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 259); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7368) 
for the relief of Sherman D. Plues, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. ); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5180) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas Adams, reported the sams with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 261); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6139) granting a pension to Lucinda Hag- 
gard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
88 0. meek which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

salendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1890) to increase the pension of John 
Houk, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
= G odd which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7114) 
granting an increase of pension to John S. Parker, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 264); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3694) granting an 
increase of pension to James Bottoms, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 265); which said bill 
and zepari were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2382) 
granting a pension to Eli Overhultz, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 266); which said bill 
and ys were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3044) for the relief of 
John M. Martin, of Ocala, Fla., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 267); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
dischar; from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8267) for the 
relief of Eliza Jackson, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. : ` 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8299) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the United States Navy, for a specially 
designed cruiser to be built and constructed with Painton’s elec- 
trical system of aah screw propellers, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8300) to remove obstructions 
from and improve the channel of Big Hatchie River, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8301) to increase the limit of 
cost for the 3 of a site and the erection of a public building 

lizabeth City, N. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8302) to dredge the St. Francis 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8303) to provide for tele- 

phic cables between the United States of America and Hawaii, 

uam, and Philippine Islands, and other countries, and to pro- 

mote commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8304) to amend section 17, chap- 
ter 296 of the Statutes of the United States, relating to the com- 
pensation and mileage of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
in 8 agp the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8305) creating a commission 
for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8306) extending 
to the district of Alaska the laws of the United States relating to 
the sale of coal and stone lands, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8307) to protect the town of 
Point Pleasant,in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

zy Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8308) for the erection of a 
pee ic building at Martinsville, Va.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 164) 
enlarging the powers of the United States Postal Printing Tele- 
graph 8 the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EPES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 165) providing for 
a resurvey and reestimate for deflecting the Appomattox River at 
Petersburg, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A pa resolution (H. J. Res. 166) to 
provide for the presentation of medals of honor to troops who vyol- 
unteered their services in the year 1863, before the battle of Gettys- 
burg, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: House concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
17) providing for the printing of the Report of the Philippine 
Commission—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULZER: House resolution (H. Res. 140) relating to 
the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. ACHESON: House resolution (H. Res. 141) providing 
for the printing of 6,000 copies of the funeral oration on the death 
of General Washington deliveredinthe German Lutheran Church, 
Philadelphia, December 26, 1799—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
57 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 8309) granting to Andrew J. 
Pitts a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to David B. Cramer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8311) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kehn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8812) granting a pension to Josiah A. Wright 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8313) for the relief of the La 
Grange Synodical College of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8314) for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, 
widow of John W. Leftwich—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8315) for the relief of the estate of David S. 
Greer, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CU. GS: A bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to 
Harry E. Fillmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8317) for the relief of George 
Lewis Cousens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8318) for the benefit of the heirs of G. W. 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8319) for the relief of the estate 
of David Pangle, deceased, late of Jefferson County, Tenn.—tothe 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 8320) gran an increase 
of on to Eliza J. Duvall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

ord HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8321) directing the issue of a 
ae icate of lost check drawn by James B. Quinn, major, Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, in favor of Henry L. Breneman— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 8322) to correct the mili record 
of erick Rech, alias Frederick Ricks—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8323) granting a pension to Jacquess Roelin- 
ger, alias Jacquess Cerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OX: A bill (H. R. 8324) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Russell S. Worthing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8325) to in- 
crease the pension of Owen S. M. Cone, of the United States Signal 
Corps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8326) to correct the 
military record of George W. Ethington—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8327) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from the mili record of John M. Benson—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8328) for the relief of Henry R. 
Walton, administrator of John Walton, deceased, late of Annap- 
olis, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8329) for the relief of A. C. 
Landis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8330) for the relief of Harry H. Sieg—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) for the relief of Emma S. Rusling—to 
the Com mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) for the relief of William F. Doan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8333) for the relief of Mrs. Annie S. Hum- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8334) for the relief of Elizabeth Weaver—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8335) granting an increase of pension to Cy- 
rus Dubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8336) to pay Darius E. Hough- 
ton, of West Enosburg, Vt., the sum of 825.37 for bounty on 
maple sugar and by mistake not included in the appropriation of 
March 2, 1895—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary L. Stephens, of East Carroll Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8338) granting an in- 
noe of pension to Alvin Gray—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8339) granting an in- 
—— of pension toCharles H. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief af Cin - 
tilda H. Caldwell, heir of Nancy Sutton, deceased—to tb. Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8341) to correct the naval record of John J. 
James—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) granting a pension to Mary E. Haile— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension 
to Abby M. Holyoke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8344) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Weitfle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8345) to pay 
Charles T. Bouillon certain arrearages of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8346) for the 
relief of Jackson D. Siner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3 PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following parlions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Allegheny County (Pa.) 
Medical Society, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 34, 
relating to vivisection and all acts of a similar character—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Furniture 
Board of Trade, favoring a competing submarine cable line be- 
tween Cuba and the United States—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Company B, Sixth Missouri Enrolled Militia, 
asking that the names of soldiers who served in the Missouri 
State Militia be placed on the pension rolls—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, in favor of 
an appropriation for pneumatic-tube postal service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, in favor of 
appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River and 
the Southwest Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolutions of U. 8. Grant Command, Department of 
Missouri, Union Veterans’ Union, against the removal of disabili- 
ties of all deserters in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Atlanta, Ga., indorsing the work of C. P. Goodyear on the 
outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such legislation as will 
enable him to continue the work—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga., 
favoring the agen Sas House bill No. 887, for the promotion of 
exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of J. L. Davis and other postal clerks of Macon, 
Ga., in favor of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Ly Mr. BURKE of Texas (by request): Paper to accompany 
Senate bill No, 1806, providing for the classification of clerks in 
first and second class post- offices to the Committee on the Post- 

Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of R. Coulton and other citizens of 
Cleveland, Ohio, to aroom omy House bill No. 7852, to increase 
the pension of Maj. O. M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: Petitions of John Dearing and others, of 
the State of Tennessee, to accompany House bill in relation to the 
improvement of navigation of the Hatchie River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 94, of 
Pawtucket, R. I., against the admission free of at A the low- 
ering of the duty on gara imported from Puerto Rico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston, Mass., Merchants’ Exchange, 
favoring a competing submarine cable line between Cuba and 
the United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Business Men's Association of Wickford, 
R. I., and others, for the deepening of Mill Cove, at the entrance 
of Wickford Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Br Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Protest of W. W. Macfarlane, 
M. D., and E. S. Cone, M. D., of Mexico, Mo., against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 34, relating to vivisection—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the 55 Pa., Medical Society, 
relative to Senate bill No. 34, prohibiting vivisection—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
favoring a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Hon. W. D. Morgan. and other 


citizens of South Carolina, favoring the improvement of Lynchs 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of the citizens 
of Atlantic City, N. J., pin sympathy for the peoples of the 
South African and Orange Free State Republics—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

py Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the New York Mercantile 
Exchange, indorsing House bill No. 7667, relative to the branding 
of cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Daniel H. George and 25 other 
members of Grange No. 975, Patrons of Husbandry, Jackson 
County, Ind., for the election of United States Senators by popu- 
lar vote—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- i~ 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. À 

Also, petition of D. H. George and other members of Grange 
No. 975, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jackson County, Ind., favor- 
in Ba bill relating to food products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Daniel H. George and 34 other members of 
Grange 975, Patrons of Husbandry, of Owen Township, Jackson 
County, Ind., (1) in favor of rural free delivery; (2) in opposition 
to national-bank control of currency; (3) in ition to trusts; 
and (4) in opposition to financial bill pending in the Senate for 
S of gold standard - to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

By Mr. HEATW OLE: Resolutions of citizens of Minneapolis, 
Minn., ö sympathy for the Boer Republic in its present 
war—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4958, 
granting a pension to Clarissa Caruth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ‘ : 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4958, for the relief of 
Michael H. Farrell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No, 2021, to remove the 
charge of desertion now standing against the record of Henry C. 
Bliss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Owen S. M. Cone to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petition of the president and faculty of 
the University of the State of Minnesota and letter of Dr. H. D. 
Jencks, of Jasper, Minn., against the ge of the Gallinger bill 
to prohibit vivisection—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

80, petition of the Red Cliff Lumber Company, of uth, 
Minn., against the passage of House bill No. 5267, relative to 
forest-reserye scrip—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill for the 

relist of James M. Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Boston, Mass., Merchants’ 
Association and the National Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
for cable facilities between the United States and Cuba, etc.—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Papers to n House bill No. 8187, to 
correct the military record of Francis H. Staples - to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Mercantile machange, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 7667, relating to the branding 
of cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Boston, Mass., Merchants’ Association, 
in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of S. J. Mikal and 50 citizens of 
the Second Congressional district of Missouri, favoring trial by 
jury in injunction contempt cases—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Papers in support of House bill for the 
relief of Mary E. Haile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Cintilda H, Caldwell, of the State of Missouri, 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the New York 
Mercantile Exchange, asking for the passage of House bill 7667, 
relating to the branding of cheese—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, memorial of the South St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange, 
in opposition to the Tawney bill, imposing a tax upon the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washington, 
D. C., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade and Brown 
Bros. & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, 
to provide for adding to and e specimens and produc- 
tions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


1900. 
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SATURDAY, February 10, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miterry, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TILLMAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di wi y 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

PROCEEDS OF SCHOOL LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, made in the States and Territories under the provisions of 
“Anactto apply a portion of the e of the public lands to the 
more complete endowment an abd tr of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, Ap 
proyed August 80, 1890, as required by section 5of theact; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCEEDINGS BY NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the 5th instant, certain infor- 
mation as to whether the Navy Department has or has not refused 
or refrained to communicate to the Court of Claims information 
concerning proceedings by naval courts- ial, etc. 

The resolution was submitted by the junior Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pertus]. The communication will, without objec- 
tion, be printed and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
sota, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry ape per of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department o iculture, 
stationed at Nebraska City, Nebr., praying that they anted 
an annual leave of absence with pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry papers in support of the bill (S. 2051) 
granting an increase of pension to Granville R. Turner; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the International As- 
sociation of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for leaves of absence to certain em- 
ployees of the Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, 
No. 100, United Brotherhood of Carpentersand Joiners of America, 
of Muskegon, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation lim- 
iting the hours of daily service of laborers, mechanics, etc., and 
also to protect free labor from prison competition; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Hr. HALE presented the petition of John L. Thompson, of Eden, 
Me., praying that he be granted a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
Second Con onal district of Missouri, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation relative to procedure in contempt cases before 
Federal courts; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of 
Trade, raving for the 2 of the financial bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 

raying for the enactment of legislation to protect the forests 

m needless destruction, and providing for the planting of new 

Nees which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia 
and Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that an appropri- 
ation be made for the construction of a new fireproof Patent- 
Office building; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the establishment of additional courts in Alaska for 
the protection of life and property; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the exten- 
sion of American trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying that the war-revenue law be so amended as to eliminate 


- 


the tax on cash transactions in grains and other farm produce; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying that an appropriation be made to aid the World’s Expo- 
sition to be held at St. Louis, Mo., in 1903, to commemorate the 
centennial celebration of the Louisiana purchase; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of i raged for the protection of the 
sanitary conditions of our people by preventing the pollution of 
rivers and other waterways of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Progressive Union of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
8 commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United 

tates and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen 
for Government use when necessary; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


SHEATHING OF SHIPS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I present some views of members of the board of 
construction relative to the question of sheathing and coppering 
ships of the Navy. Itis an important matter. move t the 
papers be printed as one document and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Afairs 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2583) for enlarg- 
ing the public building at Dallas, Tex., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1173) to authorize the 
Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to ex- 
tend its line into and within the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, submitted an adverse i Bo thereon, which was 

to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2840) for g 
the public building at Portland, Oreg., situated between Mo; 
Yamhill, Fifth, and Sixth streets, in said city, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1395) to increase-and limit the appropriation for a public 
3 at Portland, Oreg., and to designate its uses, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Charles William- 
Pon reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. GALLIN GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 3017) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia M. Edie, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3115) ‘pranting an increase of 
pension to Robert Moran; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3116) appropriating $2,500 to 
pay for the destruction of a brick church, corner of Fifth avenue 
and East Second street, Rome, Ga.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3117) for the relief of the 
estate of Jesse H. Darden, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mrs. Virginia 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3119) granting an increase 
of peon to Lewis Terry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3120) creating a com- 
mission for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3121) to provide for the opening of 
alleys in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3122) granting an increase of 
pension to John L, Thompson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3123) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary L. Stephens; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3124) for the relief of 
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the legal vig e ringan of Joseph C. Stark, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3125) granting a pension to Emily 
A. Larimer; which was twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Emily A. Larimer, with the affidavits of five witnesses. I 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. s 

The motion was to, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8126) for the relief of Dan- 
iel H. Snyder; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin, r, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GER introduced a bill (S. 8127) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Major A. Northrup; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

EXPRESSION OF SYMPATHY WITH SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 


Mr. ALLEN. I leave to present a resolution, and I ask for 

its present consideration. 
he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States of America extends its sym- 
For hanes seth SO qoverucsans, ENA PADOTS iy bo DA RAAGI off the 
Government of the United States of America to offer mediation, to the end 
that further bloodshed may be averted and an honorable peace may be con- 
cluded between the rent governments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the ioy 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. ill 
the Senate agree to the same? [Putting the question.] The res- 
olution 5 1 5 to. 

Mr. P US. Was the resolution offered by the Senator from 

It was agreed 


Nebraska considered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, to. 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not understand it at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be open to objection, if 
the Senator from Ala desires. 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, sir. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the 
passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
objects to the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 
It will g over under the rule, 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Chair had declared its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Chair to declare the adoption 
of the resolution a moment ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did so, but it is the 
custom of the Chair, where a resolution or anything is declared 
agreed to without any vote, to leave it open. 

Mr. ALLISON. No one heard it read, owing to the confusion 
in the Chamber, 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing that a vote should be 
taken, but I 5 must enter my protest inst the action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous 
consent that it may be reconsidered. Is there objection? 

Mr. . I could not object to the Chair’s request. If the 
Chair has asked unanimous consent that it may be reconsidered, I 


do not object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to the 
Senator. The vote be reconsidered, and the resolution will 


lie over, under the rule. 
AMENDMENT TO DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to es- 
tablish a consulate at La Guayra, intended to be proposed by him 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was re- 
3 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
p a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is House bill No, 1. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that is done, I suggest the absence of a 


uorum, 
The Secretary will call the 


go PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Deboe, McBride, Shoup, 
Allen, Frye, McComas, Simon, 
Allison, Gallinger, McEnery, Stewart, 
Baker, Hale, artin, Uaferro, 
Berry. Harris, Money, Teller, 
Burrows, Heitfeld, e Tillman, 
Butler, oar, ‘enrose, Turley, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark, Perkins, Turner, 

J y Jones, Nev. Pettus, Wetmore. 
Cockrell, Kenney, . 

Culberson, Lindsay, wlins, 

Cullom, Lodge, 


The PRESIDENT P o tempore, Forty-five Senators have an- 
swereéd to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Senator 
from New Hampsh.re will proceed, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Secretary will kindly read the first ten 
lines of the Senate committee’s amendment. f 
3 3 pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read the first section of the substitute reported by 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

That the dollar cons 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in his work on the Law of 
Civilization and Decay, Mr. Brooks Adams makes the following 
impressive statement: 

It appears to be a naturallaw that when social development hasreached a 
certain stage, and capital has accumulated sufficiently, the class which has 
eta on $ his ie 5 > 5 — 0 8 the cae 
rency which is a legal tender for the he brine eyo z ~ 8 

Whether or not Mr. Adams's assertion is true historically, it 
correctly describes the present situation, Those who have ab- 
sorbed the gold of the world are trying to make it more valuable 
by legislation. That is the natural meaning of the first ten lines of 
the Senate bill. There is no need of the law for any other object. 
Absolutely no other purpose is to be subserved by those lines. 
The passage of this bill without adequate recognition of the de- 
sire and the determination of the American e that silver shall 
be remonetized is a defiance of the Republican platform of 1896, 
and without such recognition in the bill I can not give to it my 
vote. It would be unqualified gold monometallism, and to advo- 
cate or submit to this is an abandonmentof Republican principles, 

THE PROGRESS OF THE DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 


The progress of the demonetization of silver, about which so 
much has been written and spoken, can be described with rea- 
sonable brevity. For many centuries down to 1873, notably for 
one hundred and eighty-six years, gold and silver coins circulating 
at ratios of either 14, 15, or 16 to1 had both been real money—that 
is to say, neither gold nor silver coins had it been necessary to 
redeem in any other money. In round numbers, the gold coin of 
the world was four billions (four thousand millions) of dollars. 
The silver money of the world was four billions (four thousand 
millions), Upon this basis of eight thousand millions of coin, and 
in addition the gold and silver bullion of the world, which was 
subject to coi if required, was built up all the other money 
of the world—all the paper money of various kinds and all the 
credits of the world—and this system of paper money and credits 
built upon metallic money was, on the whole, safe and satisfactory 
and promotive of the best interests of mankind, 

In 1873 the 8 of making gold more valuable by legislation 
was begun. The mints of the various countries one after another 
were closed against silver coinage. The effect of this closure was 
retarded by efforts Ao iho it. Much gold bullion newly mined 
was yearly added to the coined money. Only the silver bullion, 
old and new, was excluded, and that not wholly, for much silver 
continued to be coined in the United States, and silver bullion 
was purchased by the Government, reaching in ounces 497,193,- 
855.47-after 1873, and silver was also coined to some extent else- 
where, The four billions of silver coin still remained real money 
and not promises to ay acs monera The production of gold was 
stimulated and largely increased. e progress of demonetization 
was slow, and up to this time its injury to mankind has not been 
fully realized. 

But any retardation of the movement to make gold more valu- 
able does not suit the goldclass. Furthersteps are therefore now 
demanded in the interest of that class, namely, thatall the Areng 
silver coin shall be put out from the condition of real money an 
placed in the condition of credit money; that is, money all which 
must be redeemed on demand in gold. If the ee of this 
new nee to govern the money of the world which is de- 
manded by the gold class is to prevail in free America, this cen- 
tury is to end practically with no real money in the world except 
the gold of the world, of which not much over $4,000,000,000 is 
coined money, upon which is to be built up all the paper money 
and all the credits of the world, and in addition the four billions 
of silver coins which must on demand be redeemed in gold. 

THE PRESENT SITUATION IN THE WORLD AT LARGE. 

What, then, will be the situation? The real money will be four 
billions of gold (subject to be increased by such portions of the 
six or seven billions of existing gold bullion and of the annual 
gold product as it may be possible, by reason of the new conditions, 
to draw into the mints), and the credit money of the world, in- 
cluding the silver money, will be ten billions; and upon this gold 
and this credit money are to be built all the checks and other 
credits in trade throughout the world. How broad is the summit 
and how narrowis the base! This change in the world's financial 
synem which the gold class intend to bring about can be seen at 
a glance. 
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Total metallic mon e 
The paper currency of the world 
no 


So that the metallic money in gold and silver has been in excess 
Ann 2.884, 200, 000 


Under bimetallism. 
Money which must be redeemed. 


51 billions of dollars. 


8} billions of dollars. 


Real money with which to redeem it. 


If an illustration is of any value, I ask Senators to consider 
which of those columns is the more likely to tip over in an emer- 
gency in the world’s financial affairs, 

THE PRESENT SITUATION IN THE UNITED STATES. . 

The situation in the United States will not be as unfortunate 
under the proposed gold monometallism as it will be in the world 
atlarge. But the change will be most unwise. 


The gold in the United States, Seren i bullion in the United 
States Treasury, was, on 8 Coo cseocnuaseneucee $1, 016, 009, 857 
The silver money in the United States was $476,201,341 and 


$79,613,721, WEE cists downed soos noe ine ( 555, 845, 062 
The total metallic money wW ass 221-22 nannies 1,571, 884, 919 

The total money in circulation, less the gold and silver coins, 
N . ., ̃ .. ̃ĩ ͤ A A A 1,215, 348, 972 
Leaving a surplus of real money of n1022- --+-4 856, 505, 947 

The situation under gold monometallism would be 
Gold in the United States, as above estimatec $1, 016, 000, 857 

Money in circulation, excluding the gold, but including the 
TTT sive sdnguithuensks Ube cocain N S r 1, 382, 420, 340 
Making a deficit of real money o 346, 410, 483 


(See United States Treasury circulation statement, January 1, 1900.) 


In determining whether to thus reduce the quantity of real 
money in the world from eight and one-half billions of dollars to 
four billions it is worth while to consider the effect upon a 
country so largely in debt as the United States. 

In ay remarks in the Senate on February 16, 1897, was samma- 
rized the indebtedness of individuals and corporations in the 
United States in 1890. Not reckoning $2,027,170,546 national, State, 
and local debts, the sum was sixteen thousand millions of dollars, 
as appears by the estimate of Mr. George K. Holmes, the head of 
the Bureau of Mortgages, in the Department of Labor Bulletin 
for November, 1895 (page 48), while the value of property in the 
United States, by the census of 1890, was sixty-five thousand 
millions of dollars. Mr. Matthew Marshall, in the New York 


But under the 
or real Samer intes oa 


The money which must be redeemed is in excess of the real 


id monometallism the total metallic 


C0 ——T—T—0T0T00T00TT—T— $4, 135, 100, 000 
The total money which must be redeemed is— 
E a ͤ—ZT bee AAS ines $4, 494, 000, 000 
jE REL IAI fy ALR MERE 5, 764, 900, 000 
10, 258, 900, 000 


money by the amount o t 6, 123, 800, 000 
(See Muhleman on the Monetary Systems of the World, page 177.) 


The two situations may be well illustrated by diagrams as fol- 


lows: 


Under gold monometallism. 
Money which must be redeemed. 


10 billions of dollars. 


Real money with which to redeem it. 


Sun of December 27, 1899, restates the mass of debt in the United 
States, including national, State, and local debts, as follows: 


240, 000. 000 of debt upon 000,000,000 of asse 
ed. tis 2 that the — —.— 


On the other hand, the debts enu- 
rivate corporations other than 

companies, nor the innumerable little debts owing to individuals 
money lent on personal security. Making allowances on both sides of the 
account, it is, ‘ore, safe to assume, approximately, that the — of 
the citizens of this country is encumbered by debts to the amount of one- 
third of its value, and to that extent does not belong to its owners. 


How marvelous it would be if, under these conditions, the 
United States should join Great Britain and Germany in the effort 
to make the four billions of gold the total real money of the whole 
world. What a preposterous proposition it is which the gold- 
standard nations make to the silver nations and the double-stand- 
ard nations, when they demand the demonetization of the four 
billions of silver, in order to make the four billions of goa grow 
more and more valuable for the benefit of the few and the injury 
of the many. 

It is true that it is claimed that as we now have what are called 

times and prosperity in America, it is apparent that no harm 
das happened so far to this country from the demonetization of 
silver, and that all the apprehensions and the predictions of the 
bimetallists are to be ridiculed and disregard It is, however 
easy to understand why we have not been suffering in the United 
States during the last two years from the effects of demonetization. 
It is simply use the balance of trade has been so heavily in 
our favor. The dearer the money of the world is, the better off, 
for the time being, are the money classes of the nation to which 
other countries owe large quantities of that money. 
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THE FAVORABLE BALANCE OF TRADE PROTECTS THE UNITED STATES—WILL 
IT CONTINUE? 


The figures as to the balance of trade are as follows. 
Our excess of exports of merchandise since 1889 has been as 
follows (eleven years and six months): 


Exports. 
z . svncee| $8, 700,27 f-ren 
1% ⁰ Of Gx ͤ—UP! oo 5 asses o ns ses . wccece $88, 518, 275 
I. excess of exports.. 39, 564, 614 
1892, excess of e WE 202, 875, 686 
1808, excess of imports . 18,735, 728 . -22 ..-- 
1894, excess of exports. 237,145, 950 
1895, excess of o È 75, 568, 200 
1896, excess of exports. 102, 882, 264 
1897, excess of exports. 286, 263, 144 
1898, excess of 615, 432, 676 
— TlTTr!TTTTTTT....!..... — 529, S74, 813 
1899, excess of exports, 6 months to Jan. 1, 19000 272, 400, 
TT .... ̃ See ee ee 2, 430, 525, 930 
Deduct excess of imports from excess of exports. ._|-..--.-...... 466, 005 
„ 2, 409, 05%, 925 
Between 1889 and 1897 (8 years) we had— 
cess over imports of gold 
Excess of exports over imports of Silver 
There should also be added for— 
1897, excess of exports over imports of silver 
excess of exports over imports of silver 
1899, excess of exports over imports of silver 
1899, excess of exports over imports of silver, 6 
months to Jan. 1, 1900 -= -------- -00 
577, 627, 908 
F OR. as ease ne ke oe hohe fesse canes 2, 986, 687, 833 


In 1897 we pam to receive gold again, imports 


Making a total for deduction of excess for 3 
years and 6 months of gold imports over 


exports of 211, 052, 108 


Total balance in our fayor, merchandise and 
gold and silver, since 1889 (II years and 6 
mon 


But is it not a startling fact that notwithstanding the world has 
owed us this 82, 986,687,833, we have obtained only 8211,52, 108 in 
gold as the result; have, in fact, made a net loss in the eleven 

ars and six months of one hundred and eleven millions of gold, 

use between 1889 and 1897 our exports over imports of gold 
were three hundred and twenty-three millions? ere should 
we have been if the balance of trade had been even or against us? 
Where could we have obtained the gold to send abroad? Would 
it have been wise for our citizens to have gone into the markets 
of Europe to there borrow the sum of $2,775,635,725? 


WHAT BECOMES OF THE BALANCE IN OUR FAVOR? 


tion as to our eerste and impo: 

mates that the United States pay and receive annual amounts as 
follows: 
We 1 


Travelers 
Freight 
Undervaluations 


§| 88888 
8888 8 88888 


8888 


Total for us 


This makes an annual balance against us, not reckoning interest 
paid and all the above estimate as to our receipts, ot 
And if — ng the 000, 000 interest money annually, we have 
to pro’ new borrowing abroad, or by gold remittances, 
C 5 so cckcnoent A E A isan ming aati nus beh dea siete a 


155, 000, 000 


which fairly uses ap 7 balance of trade in our favor in eleven 
years and six months of 82,775, 635,725. I at the pertinent in- 
quiry, What would have been our condition if the balance of trade 


1894 
had not been in our favor? Are we sure it will always be in our | 1996 


favor? 


THE CASE FOR BIMETALLISM REMAINS STRONG. 


In truth, in spite of the bey pra present conditions—the ap- 
parently vast balance of trade in favor of the United States and 
the recent ely increased production of gold—the world-wide 
case in favor of bimetallism still remains unimpaired and is liable 
at any moment to become acute and dangerous. 

That case is that down to 1873 the two metals together, the 
whole world’s stock on hand, including from year to year the new 
products of the mines, being all the gold and silver in existence, 
coined or uncoined, contributed to furnish a mass of metallic 
money, gradually increasing in volume, sufficient (1) to supply 
the demands occasioned by the growth of the world’s commerce; 
(2) to constitute a just and fair measure of the world’s values, 
and sustain the prices of the commodities of mankind so that no 
injustice was done to producers or debtors; (3) to justify and a 
port the issues of the paper money and the credits of the world; 
and, further (4), under this system was maintained a fixed par of 
exchange between the nations, and violent fluctuations in ex- 
change prevented. 


TUE CASE AGAINST GOLD MONOMETALLISM REMAINS STRONG. 


Necessarily, therefore, it follows that the countercase against 
gold monometallism is that the steady progress toward the exclu- 
sion of the silver coin of the world from the position of money and 
the rejection of the silver bullion of the world as a metal from 
which to coin money (1) tends to a reduction in the prices of com- 
modities, represses business enterprises, and oppresses producers 
and debtors; (2) breaks the par of exchange with the nations 
whose 8 is silver, and will (3), when the intended result is 
fully reached, leave the metallio money of the world reduced to 
so small a volume in proportion to the proper demand for such 
money that money panics will come oftener, last longer, and be 
more disastrous than under a system where the world’s money 
is derivéd from all the silver as well as all the gold. 

THE PRESENT RISE IN PRICES AND INCREASE IN GOLD PRODUCTION MAY 
NOT CONTINUE. 

Of course I am familiar with the answer which will now be 
made to this restatement of the case against gold monometallism, 
namely, that TORY, rices of commodities have ceased to go 
down; that the greatly increased production of gold has removed 
the danger of an insufficient supply of metallic money, and that 
therefore the silver question is now a dead issue. 

It is true that the prices of commodities during the last two 
years have ceased to fall and have begun to rise. lreproduce Mr. 
Sauerbeck’s table of index numbers, from which it appears that, 
although beginning with the period of eleven years between 1867 
and 1877, having an index number of 100, the number went 
steadily down until in 1896 it reached the low figure of 61; yet it 
has now risen again until it reached 71 in November, 1899. 

The result of the Royal Statistical Society’s numbers, prepared 
by Mr. Sauerbeck, is as follows: 


Index Index 

Year. number Year. number. 
98 70 
95 2 
11 72 
87 72 
83 68 
88 68 
85 i 
M ug 
82 61 
76 62 
72 64 
69 gi 
68 


Mr. Sauerbecks numbersare confirmed by those of Mr. Wharton 
Barker in the Philadelphia American of January 27, 1900. Since 
July 1, 1897, Mr. Barker’s general index number of 100 articles 
has slowly risen from 76 up to 99 on October 1, 1899, and to 104 on 
January 1,1900. Mr. Barker's tables, however, begun January 1, 


1891, with an index number of 100, and on the same date Mr. 
5 index number was 72, as compared with his number 
10. 
The increased production of gold in recent years is shown as 
follows: 


Production of gold in the whole world in recent years. 


Amount. 
$238, 812, 000 
428, 600 
312, 000, 000 
1,857, 142,000 


1900. 


Such arguments as can be based upon the sha pap, Pisin bimet- 
is 5 


allists are confronted with. The answer I make 


First. As to the course of prices, there is nocertainty that the rise 
in prices, which are still only about three-fourths of their former 
rate, will be increased or even maintained. There is an ebb and 
flow in every prolonged movement in human affairs. 3 

Second. Neither is it certain that the increased production of 

old will continue. At various times in the history of the pro- 
uction of gold and silver there has been alarm amounting almost 
to panic in connection with sudden discoveries of large bodies of 
ono or the other of the precious metals. The instances are as fol- 
OWS: 

During the years from 1781 to 1830, about fifty years, the pro- 
portion of the production of gold and silver (coining value) was 
as follows: 24 to 76, 24 to 76, 25 to 75, 83 to 67. Come on down, 
however, to 1851, and from 1851 to 1870 the conditions were exactly 
reversed, and the 22 of the production of gold to silver 
was 78 of gold to 22 of silver, 78 to 22, 73 to 27, 70 to 30; and yet 
during all those periods practical bimetallism prevailed and main- 
tained the ratio of 15} to 1, notwithstanding the variations in the 

uantities of the two metals produced. France, principally, ran 

e risk and bore the strain whenever the production of either 
metal took place in unusual quantities disproportionate to the 
production of the other metal. In 1848 and 1851 there were enor- 
mous discoveries of gold in California and Australia. The bimetal- 
lic link of 15} to 1 was threatened. France, between 1853 and 1860, 
boldly took $616,000,000 worth of gold and parted to other nations 
with $293,000,000 worth of silver; and bimetallism was saved. 
Later, toward 1873, when silver began to be more abundantly pro- 
duced than gold, France again tried to hold the ratio firm, and 
there can be little doubt that, even against nominal demonetiza- 
tion of silver by the United States in 1873 and the continued efforts 
of England to establish the single standard of gold, France would 
have continued to maintain the parity of silver with gold at the 
ratio of 15} to 1 had it not been for the action of Germany on the 
9th day of July, 1878, when, enriched by the French indemnity of 
one thousand millions in gold, that Government began to sell its 
silver thalers, and thus joined England in the movement to demon- 
etize silver. 

Therefore, not by reason of these fluctuations in production was 
the system of bimetallism temporarily broken down. The con- 
sensus of the nations maintained the value of the two metals in 
accordance with the ratio—14, 15, or 16 to 1—and if silver were 
now to be remonetized there is not the slightest reason to believe 
that the ratio of that consensus of the nations would be disturbed 
by the large quantities of gold coming from the mines of the 
World. On the contrary, thisincreased production of gold is exactly 
what is needed to offset the increased silver production complained 
of, which led to the steps which have been taken toward the de- 
monetization of silver. Look at the comparative production of 
the two metals within the last five years and see if it can be said 
that there is to-day any danger that with silver completely remone- 
tized the new silver money would so far exceed the new gold 
money that the system of metallic money, consisting of both gold 
and silver, which has existed from the foundation of the world, 
must be destroyed by the exclusion entirely of one of the metals 
from being treated as any part of that system of metallic money. 


Production of gold and silver in the world since 1894. 


Value of gold. | Colnago value 


213,715, 400 
212,000, 000 


1, 059, 658, 100 


1,240, 777, 900 


* Estimated. 


Here is exhibited exactly a condition which justifies bimetal- 
lism. Gold has been increasing in proportion to silver, but that 
is no reason for demonetizing the latter. What has become of 
the fright about the overproduction of silver, which has helped 
the work of demonetizing that metal since 1873? 

FLUCTUATIONS IN GOLD AND SILVER PRODUCTION DO NO HARM UNDER 
BIMETALLISM. 

_A change in the relative production of the two metals from 
time to time does no harm so long as both are real money. The 
great discoveries of silver in America did not demonetize it, nei- 
ther was gold actually demonetized, notwithstanding the fright 
about its overproduction in 1848 and 1851 in California and Aus- 
tralia. Examine this table of the production of gold and silver in 
the world since 1492. See how nearly equal the coining values— 
gold, $10,000,000,000; silver, $11,000,000,000. 
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800 | markets, the industries, th: 


C a ae $107,931,000] 854, 703, 000 66 Bt 
CC 114, 205,000 80, 986, 000 56 4i 
1545-1560 90,492,000 207,240,000 30 70 
1561-1580 -- 90,917,000 | 248, 990, 000 27 73 
1581-1600 98,095,000 | 348,254,000 2 78 
1601-1620 -- 113,248,000 | 351,579,000 24 78 
1621-1640 - 110,324,000 227.221.000 35 15 
1641-1660 --- 116,571,000 | 304,525, 000 28 72 
1 128,084,000 | 280, 166, 000 30 70 
1881-1700.. 143,088,000 | 284, 240,000 34 67 
1701-1 170, 403,000 | 295, 629, 000 37 63 
1721-1740. 253,611,000 | 358,480, 000 41 59 
c 327,116,000 | 443.22. 000 42 58 
CCC 275,211,000 | 542, 658, 000 34 66 
1781- 238, 464,000 | 730,810, 000 24 76 
118,152,000 | 371,677,000 2 76 

AEA 78,063,000 224,780,000 25 75 

94,479,000 | 191, 444000 33 67 

134,841,000 | 247, 930, 000 35 65 

363,928,000 | 324, 400,000 53 47 

. 662,566,000 | 184, 109,000 78 2 

ami 670,415.00 188, 092, 000 78 2 

614, 944,000 | 28.801.000 73 2T 

1865-1! 648,071,000 | 278, 313, 000 70 30 
577,833,000 | 409, 322,000 59 41 

572,931,000 | 509, 256, 000 53 47 

495,582,000 554. 778.000 40 54 

1886 108, 163,900 | 120.628, 800 47 53 
1887 105,774,900 124,281,000 46 54 
1888 — 110,196,900 | 140,708, 400 “4 58 
1889... 124,480,200 | 153,427, 700 44 56 
1890 2 118,848,700 | 163, 082, 000 42 58 
1891 130,650,000 | 177,852, 300 2 58 
180 146,651,500 | 198, 014, 400 42 58 
1883 __ 157,494,800 | 213, 944,400 42 58 
1894.. 181,567,800 | 312, 829, 48 Bt 
1895 . 200,285,700 | 218.788.700 43 52 
1800 202,251,600 | 208,069, 200 
1897 _- 236,512,000 | 212,134, 800 |oo aa 
FFF EIA Te sina ail 287,428,600 | _ 213,715,400 |...-..-.|.------- 
W „312,000,000 212,000,000 ——.— 


9, 822, 230, 600 | 11, 186, 608, 100 


*Estimated. 
1498 to 1885 the above DEUE are from a table of averages for cer- 


tain periods compiled by Dr. Ado! x rs 1886 to 1896 the 
. is the annual estimate of the United States Bureau of the Mint. 

table down to and including 1805 is contained in the report of the Director 
of the Mint for 1895, House Document No. 2. Fifty-fourth. Congress, second 
the AE 346; and the estimates since 1895 are made by the Director of 

Indeed, the outcry which is being made against bimetallism in 
connection with the increased production of gold and the benefi- 
cent effect of that increase upon money and business entitles the 
bimetallists to ask the gold monometallists with increased earnest- 
ness, What right have you to destroy the silver of the world asa 
money metal e ase there is just now a largely increased 

uantity of gold? You admit by your present claim the quantity 
theory of money, and that the more metallic money there is the 
better for mankind, the more active will be our industries, and the 
more prosperous will be our people. 

Mr. George E, Roberts, Director of the Mint, in his report for 
1899 (page 6), says: 

The world's stock of coin is now being increased more rapidly and by a 
higher annual tage to the existing stock than during the period from 
1850 to 1860, when the great output of gold from California and Australia, 
startled the economists of all countries and gave the world a de 
standard of value. The effect of this new flood of standard money upon the 

e earnings of those who work for wages, and all 
the varied relations of the people in our present vo ized society will 
be a most interesting study. It must be a potent factor 5 affairs. 

All this the bimetallists have constantly claimed; and they now 
merely say that because silver happened for a time to be pro- 
duced in largely increased quantities, and that because now gold 
happens to be so produced, there follows no reason whatever for 
demonetizing either the one metal or the other. The true lesson 
to be learned from the increased gold product is that this is a 
most favorable moment for retracing the steps which have been 
taken toward the demonetization of silver, and that here and now, 
in connection with this largely increased gold supply, we should 
restqre silver to its position of real money and secure a new con- 
sensus of the nations, which will not be likely to again be broken, 
but will last as long as the precious metals are made the medium 
of exch among mankind and constitute the measure of the 
values of the world. 

SHALL WE REPEAL OUR TARIFF LAWS BECAUSE OF OUR INCREASED 
EXPORTATION OF MANUFACTURED GOODS?! 

This is not a question of a year or of a decade, but the question 
of a policy to be pursued through centuries. We do not change 
from well-settled principles of governmental policy by reason of 


accidental happenings, which may be temporary. During the last 

we have immense quantities of manufactured goods. 
The facts are stated by Mr. O. P. Austin, Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics of the Treasury Department, as follows: 


No feature of the marvelous growth of our foreign commerce is more 
striking than that relating to exports of iron and steel. * * * The total 
exports of manufactures of iron and steel have for the first time crossed the 
$10,000,000 line. In tho calendar year 1890 the total rts of iron and steel 
amounted to $27,000,000, and in 1899 they were $105,689,645. Meantime, the im- 
portationsof manufactures of iron and steel have decreased with gp eating 
rapidity, the importations of 1890 being $44,544,140 and those of 1899, $15,799,206. 
One especially striking feature of this rapid growth is our exportations of 
manufactures of iron and steel is the fact that European countries are taking 


largely from us in these lines. * * For new and ingenious machinery 
the world seems now to be looking to the United States. . > 

table shows the exports of 1 classes of manufactures 
with those of 1889: 


The followin 
of iron and steel in the calendar year 1899 com: 


Machinery - 22-000 -----00 enone oeres 2000-50 $37, 064, 168 
Builders’ FO NR IE RITE ll aE 138 8, 943, 530 
Steel rails -----= 485 6, 122, 382 
A 969 5, 526, 930 
Locomotive engines 1, 746 4, 767, 850 
Se machin 2,575, 589 4,108, 825 
Fig iron 227, 048 3, 282, 241 
Plates and sheets . 720 2, 047, 301 
Wire nails and tacks 169, 313 1,955, 773 

. 432) 621 1, 348, 133 
Steel bars 2. 1, 088, 336 
Printing presses .. 800 1,087,644 
Firearms ....... 909, 220 892, 620 
Other — eae 216, 346 516, 787 
Scales and balances 335, 456 487,113 
Cut nails .....-.... 882, 458 482, 382 
PPP TTC 105, 245 252, 150 
All other articles 8, 827, 799 25, 818, 671 


*Not stated. 
Iam informed, although I have not the figures, that our ex- 
pra of manufactures last year amounted to aboye $370,000,000. 
I am wrong, the Senators of the Finance Committee can cor- 
rect me. s certainly seems to show that the high tariff upon 
articles like the foregoing coming from foreign countries is un- 
necessarily high. Are protectionists, therefore, ready, and dowe 
e vans a immediately repeal or reduce the tariff on all such 
uc’ 


? 
Ido not hear of mi proposition made by the Committee on 
Finance to reduce the duties on manufactured goods simply be- 
cause of these large exports during the past year. If we are not 
to do this, why does anyone propose, because of a 3 in- 
creased production of gold, to cease efforts to remonetize silver 
and go on to declare gola monometallism to be the true perma- 
nent system of money 
THE SLOW EFFECT OF ECONOMIC SHOCKS, 

Those of my colleagues who did me the honor to listen to my re- 
marks in the 8 on February 16, 1897, and June 1, 1898, will 
remember that a large part of those remarks was given to the 
effort to show the great length of time which must elapse in the 
world of commerce, business, and finance before the effect of 
the demonetization of silver will be fully felt. The theory of the 
slow propagation of economic shocks brought out by Francis A. 
Walker and other economists lies at the foundation of my deep 
convictions on the subject now under debate. 

On February 16 I said: 

One of the most felicitous and characteristic parts of General Walker's 
argument in his book on Bimetallism is where he answers those writers who 

of the readjustment of social forces to meet changed conditions as if 
it were always a speedy movement— 
= ee changing cars at a railway junction. As stated by me on 
une 1— 
Fe 16 to show that 
5 — — a A tiba is Henig Mae 8 Canditiens 


een during short periods and in exceptional c tances prove but 
little. It is the long run of the money system which must be scrutinized. 


Professor Cairnes, quoted by General Walker in Bimetallism 
(pages 243, 244, and 245), spe of the progressive effect upon 
prices of great changes in the money of the world as likely to ex- 
tend over some thirty or forty years.” 3 

It has indeed already been a long period during which the 
effects of 8 demonetization have made themselves only 
partially felt. Mistakes in argument have been made on bot 
sides, as special and temporary causes have intensified or delayed 
the effects of demonetization. When the prices of commodities 

up, gold monometallists say the bimetallists are demolished, 

en wheat foes down, the bimetallists say the monometallists 
should be confounded. These are the ups and downs of what is, 
on the whole, the progress of demonetization, which if not arrested 
is in the end to make gold the only real money of the world and 
silyer merely a metal for which there is to be some limited de- 
mand for token coinage and for use in the arts. 


NOW IS A FAVORABLE TIME FOR REMONETIZATION. 
Therefore, instead of taking advantage of the present favorable 


condition of business and finance in the United States by repudi- 
ating any idea that silver is to be remonetized and by declaring 
for gold monometallism, it seems to me, with all due deference to 
perhaps wiser, certainly more powerful men, nowis the very time 
to renew and carry to a successful conclusion the movement 
toward the remonetization of silver to which we Republicans 
have so often pledged ourselves. On June 1, 1898, I showed that 
the answer of England to the proposals of the envoys from the 
United States was not made as a finality. The British Govern- 
ment then declined to give an ment to reopen the India 
mints because the council for India believed that India could be 
brought to a gold standard by an experiment then in progress, 
But the British Government invited a continuance in the mean- 
time of the negotiations with the view to ascertain whether or not 
other great commercial nations besides France and the United 
States would wish to join the movement for an international 
agreement. The attempt to establish the gold standard in India 
has been a signal failure. Infinite distress been caused to the 
people of I by the attempt, but success has not been accom- 
plished. The Government of India will give ru for gold sov- 
ereigns, which have been made a legal tender, but will not give 
gold sovereigns for zupas 
Lord George Hamilton, secretary of state for India, in coun 
in a dispatch to the governor-general of India, in council, da 
July 25, 1899 (see Bimetallist of August, 1889, page 115), states 
the kind of gold standard it is proposed to estab! in India. He 
says that the Indian committee concluded that steps should be 
en to— 


posed 
they consider that you should u 
change for rupees. 


Such so-called gold monometallism is a farce. India is a silver 
country and can not be forced either to use gold as money ox toaccept 


any obligation to pay gold in ex- 


ld as the measure of commercial values, notwithstanding there 
is no self-government and the people have apparently no effective 
means of proterani themselyes from wrongs which the home 
Government in London may attempt to inflict upon their starving 
oriental subjects. The public sentiment of England would, I be- 
lieve, welcome another movement for the remonetization of silver 
and the reopening of the India mints for that pope Opinions 
have been widely expressed that the action of the British Govern- 
ment which terminated the pp aae TA of our envoys was a mis- 
take. England suddenly finds herself in connection with her war 
of conquest against the Transvaal Republic obliged to borrow 
money, and if that war continues may soon become willing to en- 
large the metallic money of the world through renewed negotia- 
tions for an international agreement, 

NOW IS THE TIME TO FULFILL REPUBLICAN PLEDGES. 


Why not, then, now renew efforts in the name of the United 
States for bimetallism? Why undertake by the first ten lines of 
this bill to strike one more blow at remonetization and falsify all 
the pledges which the Republican party and its leaders have been 
making in all these past years? Noneof the promises do I intend 
to recite during these remarks, They are well known to every 

rson in this Chamber. The Senator from Iowa, the Senator 

om Rhode Island, and all the 1 Senators remember 
them too well. If those ten lines, without adequate qualification, 
become the law of the land, Senators will be sufficiently reminded 
of their pledges before the next Presidential canvass closes, Is it 
ossible that we were all mistaken when these pledges were made? 
ere we blunderers, so ignorant of the principles of financial sci- 
ence that we loudly shouted over and over again for the remone- 
tization of silver when gold monometallism was the true financial 
system? Is it not quite ible that we were right then and that - 
we are wrong now if it is proposed to forever discard any idea of 
the remonetization of silver and to complete the work of estab- 
lishing gold monometallism as the 
United States and the world? 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that it is not intended by 
this bill to reject the idea of international bimetallism if it ever 
becomes attainable. Then why not say so in this bill in unequiv- 
ocal language? There exists the declaration of 1893, placed upon 
the statute book when the silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act of 1890 was repealed. Why not insert it in this bill if the 
Senator from Rhode Island means what he says? Are all the 
pistes of the Republican party, piled mountain high during 
the last twenty-five years, to be now reduced by Congress to a 
gradging minimum at a time when the President of the United 

tates.does not even mention the subject of the remonetization of 
silver in his annual message to 


money system for the 


Congress? 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1693 


It seems plain to me that the declaration for gold in this bill is 
unwise, both in a business and political sense. There is no need 
of its enactment, no public demand for it, no business or financial 
condition which is to be helped by it. In 1873 the mints of the 
United States were closed to the coinage of silver dollars and no 

wer on earth can open them to further-coinage except the Presi- 

ent and the two Houses of Congress, or the two Houses of Con- 
gress by a two-thirds majority without the President. The first 
ten lines of the bill are a work of supererogation, gratifying only 
to the gold class, who are bent upon increasing the value of their 
gold by legislation. Senators contend that the bill does not change 
existing law, but only reiterates existing law. If that be so, Isay 
there is no necessity for the reiteration. Andif Iam wrong and 
there is such a necessity and the Senator from Rhode Island is 
sincere in sayivg that he does not intend to pronounce against bi- 
metallism by international agreement, why not insert in this bill 
the declaration of the act of 1893. Here it is: 


Act of Con of November 1, 1893 (28 Stats., 4)—the re of the section 
of the act of July 14, 1890, providing for the purchase of silver bullion, with 
this addition: 

“And it is hereb 


declared to bethe 2 of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality 
to be secured through international agreement, or by such saf of 
legislation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins 
of the two metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the 
markets and in the payment of debts; and it is hereby further declared that 
the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establish- 
ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the 
markets and in the payment of debts.” 

For the.passage of this act of 1893 through the Senate on October 
30, 1893, the following Senators voted: Messrs, ALDRICH, CULLOM, 
Davis, FRYE, GALLINGER, HALE, HAWLEY, Hoar, LODGE, Mo- 
MILLAN, PLATT, and PROCTOR; and there were paired in its favor 
Senators ALLISON, CHANDLER, and HANSBROUGH. 

That is as much existing law as what the Senator proposes to 
reenact. The one thing is to be reiterated. Let the other also be 
reiterated, Can any fair refusal be given to this request? Does 
any Republican venture to say that the remonetization of silver 
is not desirable, even if it isattainable, which is the sum and sub- 
stance of the programme of the Indianapolis convention? 

As a party movement the enactment of gold monometallism 
would surely be a blunder. To what extent injury might result 
to the Republican party no one can now safely predict, That 
party is overwhelmingly strong, saved and strengthened by the 
war inst Spain and the accelerated movement of the nation 
ca by that war and its incidents, with which the nineteenth 
century is to close. But no one has any right after the declara- 
tion pledging the Republican to the promotion of the re- 
monetization of silver, made in the national convention of 1896, to 
now change that position of the party. Only the national con- 
vention to be held in June next has the right to commit the party 
to gold monometallism. There being no need of a gold declara- 
tion in this bill, its adoption ought certainly to be deferred until 
that convention has declared the attitude of the party toward this 
question, in which itis willing to enter the canvass to end in No- 


‘words of the platform of 1896 as to bimetallism: Which 


remonetize silver. This does not even contain the six saving 
we 

ledge ourselves to promote.” Negatively only it states that the 

ill is not intended to place obstacles in the way of international 
bimetallism. What it should affirmatively state in conformity to 
prenions declarations, pledges, and laws is this: That the United 
states, from tradition and interest, desire the remonetization of 
silver, the free coinage of both metals for use as standard money 
of the nations of the world, and demand continued efforts for the 
accomplishment of bimetallism until the double standard is once 
more the rule of all the commercial nations. Such a strong dec- 
laration might be satisfactory even to ardent bimetallists; but it 
would be much better to strike out the first ten lines of the bill, 
and then there will be nothing to explain to the American people. 

A MORAL WRONG TO HUMANITY, 

Mr. President, on the 23d day of January, while the senior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was s ing, I took occasion 
to declare that it seemed to me that the injury to be done to the 
world by gold monometallism might make the question of voting 
for or against this bill a moral one. 

Professor Suess, of Vienna, in a paper in the appendixes (C. 
93766, page 130) to the report of the late India commission, says: 

Germany has loosened the old tie of gold and silver without pee 
the consequences. In the long run, the profits have without merit fallen to 
the bondholders and the losses without any fault to the debtors. The holders 
of foreign securities in England are in the first line responsible to the world 
for the continuation of this state of monetary affairs, so perilous also for 
themselves. I know well that personal interest is a very strong item; but 
national interest is a stronger item; and when national interest speaks, 
sonal interest must rest silent. But the interest of humanity is a str 
item still; and even if national interest should eventually point the other 
way, which I contend is not the case for England, the common — = 


humanity must prevail. A great nation, to bea | mem 
anki must feel this as a duty. z 


This most distinguished authority on the future of the precious 
metals I am willing to follow, the words “a crime against 
humanity ” do not please the gold class, I will here and now only 
say that gold monometallism is a moral wrong to humanity. Lay- 
ing aside for the moment any consideration of the general injury 
to mankind from the continued progress toward the complete de- 
monetization of silver, the muy done to the people of the silver 
nations of the world by the gold nations is utterly indefensible. 
To show this clearly I must again resort to a few fi 

The population of the world divided between gold-standard, sil- 
ver-standard, and bimetallist countries is as follows: 


DERG COMMIT UME sans cn conaconkas Wasyed A 194, 400, 000 
Single silver standard countries ...... ...... ~--.0<--eseeee-0 , 900, 
Double-standard countries, including the United States 290, 600, 000 


vember next. If that convention chooses to repudiate the whole | Afri 


past record of the party and declare for gold monometallism, dis- 

ing the possibility and desirability of the remonetization of 
silver, let it do so, but let the Republicans of Congress refrain 
from fo: g its action. 

Gold monometallism is not our existing de It is con- 
trary to every platform. The Senator from Rhode Island has just 
as much right to introduce a constitutional amendment strikin 
the word silver out of the Constitution of the United States an 
further providing that the Government shall never issue legal- 
tender notes either in war or peace, and claim that the Republican 
per is committed to its adoption, as to introduce this bill, refuse 
to allow a declaration for bimetallism, and press it to its passage, 
asking in its favor, on party grounds, the votes of Republican 
Senators. 

MAKE A STRONGER DECLARATION FOR INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

Mr. President, since the remarks I am now making were writ- 
ten the Senate Committee on Finance has somewhat changed its 
apparent position of hostility to bimetallism in any form or under 
any circumstances. This bill passed the House of resentatives 
on December 18, 1899, and on the next day was referred to the 
Senate committee, which immediately, on the same day, reported 
it to the Senate with the House provisions stricken out and a new 
Senate bill substituted. After forty-six days the committee, on 
February 6, reported the following as a new section: 

That the provisions of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, provided the 
same be secured by concurrent action of the leading comme: nations of 
the world and at a ratio which permanence of relative value be- 
tween gold and silver. 

This concession of the Senate committee is grati 
it „to international bimetallists, but a more 
nition ought to be given by Congress of the national 


ng, so far as 


uate recog- 
tention to 


[Muhleman's Monetary Systems of the World, 177.] 
The gold and silver money in the world is divided among the 
nations as follows: 
[Amounts stated in millions.] 


Single gold countries (population, 194, 000.000) ---- 


Double-standard countries ais 
Single silver standard countries 
(Population, 1,266,000,000.) 


Mr. Muhleman says (page 177): 


It appears therefrom that less than one-seventh of the population of the 
world prefers the single gold standard, but this small proportion possesses 
three-sevenths of the monetary gold in the world. e chief representa- 
tives, moreover, of this class are Great Britain and Germany, the former the 
chief creditor nation of the world. 

Here is a picture that shows the situation [exhibiting]. This 
is a little man 1 foot high representing 200,000,000 of the popoa. 
tion owning eighteen hundred millions of the gold and un- 
dred millions of the silver of the world, and here is a large man 6 
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feet high and he represents 1,300,000,000 of people owning twenty- 
four hundred millions of the gold and four thousand millions of 
the silver. The cubes are made in accordance with the money 
value of the metal, not its bulk. To be accurate, the silver cubes 
should be sixteen times as large as the others. The little man says 
to the large man, Let us settle what shall be our money.“ The 
large man says, IL supposed it was settled already, the gold and 
the silver in the world in the proportion of 155 or 16 to 1.“ But 
the little man says, I propose to unsettle it. Let us use gold 
alone as money. Lou have four-sevenths of it, and we only three- 
sevenths.” “But,” says the large man, “we have many ple, 
1,800,000,000. You have few, only 200,000,000. You will have 89 
each; we will only have $2each. If you mustmakeachangeand use 
only one metal, why not take the silver? You will have $3 each, 
at we will have $3 each.” The little man says, No; silver be 
condemned; we want gold.” Then the large man says, On the 
whole, we had better continue to use both gold and silver. You 
will have $12 each, and we will have S5 each. And I think at last 
the large man will have his way. He has not the cunning or 
activity of the little man, but he is patient and persistent and he 
will overcome the little man in the end. 

For the reason that the pressure of the progress of the gold 
standard is helping to grind into poverty and starvation so many 
of the thirteen hundred millions of the world’s people. China, with 
her 450,000,000 of inhabitants, has more than a thousand millions 
of silver. We donot know much about the interior of China, nor 
how much her people suffer from having one thousand millions of 
their silver e in value to four hundred millions. 


ENGLAND'S CRUEL TREATMENT OF INDIA. 


But we do know about India and her famine-oppressed myriads, 
Too much can not be said about the effect of continued pro 
toward the universal adoption of the gold standard upon the con- 
dition of her le. Three years ago there was a famine, and 
the i ee the benevolent men and women of the whole 
world were enlisted in behalf of the starving millions. Grain was 
donated largely in the United States to send to their relief, and 
there was 8 for chartering ampa in which to transport 
the food. ortly it appeared, however, that there was no scarcity 
of grain in the markets of India. 

e misfortune of the people was that they had no money with 
which to buy it, their lack of money being largely caused by the 
fall in value not merely of the coined rupees, but of the millions 
invested by the people in silver ornaments and in silver bullion in 
other forms. So the wiser course was pursued as to many of the 
American contributions—that of selling the grain which was do- 
nated and remitting the money in thereof to India. Mani- 
festly, if there were $2,000,000,000 in coin and silver bullion and 
ornaments in India when her mints were closed in 1898, there was 
a shrinkage of the value of the money of India to the amount of 
a thousand millions of dollars. Therefis abundant evidence to 
show the distress caused by this depreciation in the value of the 
silver of India. 

There seems to be some question about the amount of silver in 
India. The Director of the Mint estimates it at five hundred and 
sixty-eight million four hundred thousand. Mr. Muhleman, in 
the Monetary Systems of the World, 172, as far back as 
1893-94, estimated the full silver of India as $900,000,000. Inter- 
rupting the of the senior Senator from Colorado on Jan- 
uary 23, 1900, I made the following statement as to the amount of 
silver in the form of ornaments possessed by the people of India: 


In an article in the New York Tribuneof February 8, 1897, signed I. N. F.,“ 
Mr. Ford, describing the condition at that time of the Indian 2 * 1 955 
0 


“ Sir Lepel G: states, on the authority of Mr. Lesle b: 
amount of silver in the possession of the Indian peasan in the form of 
ornaments is 1,312,500,000 ounces.” 

OR OOTES BS Sry AE EBON SERS would be more than 81,500, 000, 000 in orna- 
men 

The following statement, by Mr. Moreton Frewen, is taken from 
the Financial News of January 3, 1900, and was incorporated in 


h of the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] on 
anuary 23, 1900: 

A serious famine has again overtaken some millions of our fellow-subjects 
in India, and the pattie are a led to for funds to assist the Government 
of India to fulfill duties. t is wanted is not food, but money to buy 
food. The closing of the mint involves the death, after cruel suffer- 
ing, of our 1 and their real famine reserve fund, accumulated 
during centuries, is their ornaments and their hoards of silver bullion. 

e a in quote the evidence of an eyewitness, Mr. Forbes Mitchell, 
a -known 


cutta merchant. 
Mr. Mitchell wrote to me d the last famine that he had seen a peas- 
ant from one of the worst famine districts arrive in Allahabad with les 
and other ornaments which, had the mints been o; would have coined 
into ; but the mints were closed and ly this 


had to part with his little hoard of uncoined silver for ru 
the of mints took fro: 


the m this one . reduced this 
famine fund in a wh people were dying of s tion by just that 
amount. * è Well did Mr. David Yule, the ident the 
Calcutta, of this amazing . o; scarcity of money is the 
oats Rops on which the — sre nang genan To come 
wealthy, the government voring render itself an 
unity destitute. * * * 


Mr. Frewen also, in the same article, shows the injury to the 


people of Russia in connection with the famine of the year 1897-98, 
made more severe by the attempt to adopt the gold standard: 


“During the five e which preceded the famine of the year 1897-98 Rus- 
000.000 rou bles 


elly decimated by the typhus and the scurvy. 

iia ge of 155 claimed 8 human » victims. 3 
sands of men who were swept o famine are uman sacrifices 
sacrificed to the golden calf by the faustaclenn of its worshipers.” 


The London Bimetallist for August, 1899 (page 110), has the 
following statement of the case: 2 


The present 3 prospects in India should bea spur to our Govern- 
ment in the matter. e have alluded to the possible political dangers in- 
volved in the existing conditions. We need scarcely say that we refer to the 
uncoined silver savings of the natives of India. ough the report of the 
currency committee studiously avoided all reference to the subject, and 
though it was also, singular to any ignored in the debate in Parliament on 
the Indian budget, it is impossible to deny thata ve hardship is inflicted 
upon the natives so long as the Indian mints are to the free coinage of 

ver. The great bulk of their are is in silver ornaments, a large per- 
centage of these being made of melted rupees, and whereas while the mints 
were open they were salable in times of stress at, approximately, weight for 
wens in rupees. During the last famine in many cases they wereonly real- 
izable at about 50 per cent of their weight in rupees. 

The amount involved is enormous, the government estimate being Rs. 
300,000,000 (that is three hundred millions ster! ng at the old rate of exchange). 
while it was stated in evidence to the committee that native financiers oi 
experience put the amount as EIKA as Rs. 1,000,000,000. Ata time when India 
is threatened with a famine, which may prore Lg 


that if 
hey can, by an international agreement, while securing sta y in the gold 
value of the rupee, reopen the mints to be aha and so restore rupee value 


of the natives’ savin; 


Mr. J. E. Abbott, in a letter dated New York, January 30, 1900, 
published in the New York Tribune of January 31, 1900, under 
the heading A famine fund for India,“ makes the following 
statement: 

Since the official declaration of famine in India 8 Curzon three 
months ago, the distress has increased by strides and bounds. The famine 
area has increased so that, instead of 30,000,000, now 52,000,000 persons are 
involved. Three months 400,000 were on relief works, now 3,500,000. The 
emaciated and“ living skeletons” were only occasionally seen then; they are 
now seen by the thousands. The number of such will soon rise to the hun- 
dred thousands. The terrible suffering of childhood - 
mon. 

Mr. W. T. Stead, discussing ‘‘The perilous position of Eng- 
land” in the Review of Reviews for February, 1900, says: 

F¥AMINE-STRICKEN INDIA. 


While we are wasting the resources of our 8 in waging a wanton war 
in South Africa, the cry of famine-stricken India falls upon deaf ears. Ac- 
cording to the latest information the scarcity of food extends over an area 
twice as — be as France and affects a population of over 50,000,000. More 

of these are British subjects. At present 2,000,000 are kept 
from absolutely dying of starvation by the weekly dole of the Indian govern- 
ment; but the number is said to be increasing at the rate of 250,000 a week. 
The white man's burden becomes ble and visible to us when we have 
to raise £350,000 a month to “ fill full the mouth of famine." According to 
competent local authorities the famine is even greater than that which called 
forth the charity of England three years ago. 

The cruel treatment thus inflicted by the British home Govern- 
ment to enrich the 30,000,000 people of the British Islands at the 
cost of the 300,000,000 British subjects in India should awaken the 
vontinued efforts of bimetallists the world over, and the United 
States should be no party to the terrible chastisements which are 
being imposed upon a people who have no self-government what- 
eyer, and therefore can not resist the cruelty with which the gold 
class is now treating them. 


“I WANT THE DOUBLE STANDARD.” 


Mr. President, it is with sincere regret that I differ so radically 
from so many of my political associates in this body. But my 
convictions of duty will not allow me to do otherwise. I have not 
abandoned the faith of the fathers. I stand upon the ancient 
ways. ‘‘I want the double standard.” So do thirteen hundred 
millions of the people of this world of ours, while only 200,000,000 
want the single gold standard. We want the real money of tho 
world to be $8,000,000,000 in coin. They want it to be only $4,000,- 
000,000. The difference means injustice, injury, suffering, and 
distress to millions of God’s poor people the world over, while the 
gold class is to wax fat at the cost of their helpless victims. 

The Republican party ought not to do any such grievous wrong. 
I entreat its leaders not to burden us with gold monometallism, 
but to renew in unmistakable lan our oft-repeated pledges 
to remonetize silver. Let us not j the ion lately cast 
upon us by Mr. Bryan when he said he did not believe that the 
Republicans would hold ont international bimetallism in their 
platform of 1900, and that he expected to see their platform declare 
unequivocally for the gold standard, 


| 


7 


\ 1900. 
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He further said: 


Thousands of votes went to the Republican candidates in 1890 on their 
promise to do everything possible to bring about bimetallism by international 
agreement. The falsity of that tense was demonstrated early in the pres- 
ent Administration. I do not think they will try the same trick again, but if 
they do they will not succeed in fooling very many people by it. 

Let us repel this charge as unjust and untrue by reaffirming the 
oft-proclaimed principle of our party and the ever-present desire 
of our people, that both gold and silver shall be the standard 
money of the nation. If we are thus true to our traditions and to 
the wishes of our constituents, we shall reelect our gracious and 
patriotic President by popular and electoral majorities Kasi 
than any President has ever received. Can we afford, by the pas- 
sage of tho needless first ten lines of this bill, without sufficient 
qualification, to add to the chances of his defeat? 

“GOLD AND GLORY.” 

The gifted Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] is said to have 
designed for the Republican anew campaign motto for 1900: 
‘Gold and Glory.” The alliteration is pleasing. It will look 
finely on gilded banners, and will doubtless lead to victory. But 
if the word gold“ means gold monometallism, it will be neces- 
sary for the golden-tongued orators of the party to expatiate with 


marvelous eloquence over the glory to the flag coming from the | į 


war with Spain, in order to overcome the many evil effects at the 

Us in November of the deep damnation of the destruction by 
les islation of half the metallic money of the nations of the earth. 

Ar. President, thou canst not say I did it! 

Mr. STEWART, If there is no one else to speak immediately, 
I will 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
8 has previously given notice of his intention to at 
this time. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the pending bill, which repre- 
sents the financial policy of the present Administration, touches 
three great subjects in a way to do harm to the interests of the 
masses of the people. These subjects are, first, the outstanding 
legal-tender currency; second, national banks; and third, Govern- 
ment bonds. Whether you take the House bill or the Senate bill, 
the same harmful result will be accomplished, and it may be 
treated in advance as a certainty that the conference bill which 
will come out of whatever differences may exist in the bills passed 
by the House and the Senate will do well the purpose which seems 
to be the main object of both bills—that is, to refund our entire 
national debt in long-time gold bonds, give greater monopoly and 
surer perpetuity to national banks, and destroy all prospect of 
bimetallism so far as the power of the Republican party can 
accomplish that result. 

THE ENDLESS CHAIN. 

The only sound reason which any fair man can discover in the 
clamor which has been raised for amending our financial system 
arises out of the redemption of the ontstanding greenback and 
Treasury notes. 

It is familiar history how, during the Cleveland Administration, 
these notes were used to obtain gold for speculative purposes in New 
York, Wheneverthebig N of that eĩty found that there was 
more demand for gold in Europe than in the United States they 
collected together greenbacks and Treasury notes and called on 
our Treasury to furnish them gold coin. In this N ong gold 
reserve in the United States Treasury was run down. e Presi- 
dent then ordered bonds to be sold to obtain gold, and this gold 
was then drawn out again by these New York ulators. New 
bonds had to be sold to get it back, and four different times the 
Government of the United States went through the seemingly 
ridiculous but terribly serious operation of selling bonds to get 
gold. An increase of 8262, 000, 000 in our bonded debt was loaded 
on the American people as a perpetual memorial of the folly of 
the financial policy which then existed, and now exists, in the 
United States of America. 

This was the so-called *‘ endless chain.“ 

Its operation can be corrected, and I wonder that the Repub- 
lican party in the heyday of its power does not now possess the 
boldness to take up this question for settlement in an effective 
method. It can be settled in several ways. If the Government 
of the United States would exercise its plain option to pay these 

nbacks and Treasury notes in silver coin, the door would 
closed on gold 5 Who want to ship gold abroad or 
force the Government to buy it back again. Or if silver enough 
were coined to replace these greenback and Treasury notes, they 
could be removed from active circulation by the introduction of 
silver certificates, and thus the instrumentalities by which the 
gold speculators poached upon the taxpayers of the United States 
would be destroyed. Or, third, these greenbacks and notes could 
be retired by the issuance of United States bonds, and thus the 
danger of future arans npon our Treasury, such as happened 
during the Cleveland Administration, avoided and 


contraction boldly embraced. This last nt would, in my 


judgment, prove a deplorable method of , and I would not | $4 


the terrors of | had 


vote for it, but it is really what the great financial interests which 
put Mr. McKinley in the Presidency desire, and it is what the Re- 
publican would do if it dared to be candid with the people. 
But ins of going directly to the seat of this Treasury 
order, which has existed and may exist again, in some ready, 
good method, or even a bold, bad method, the Republican party 


seeks to reach the same result in a roundabout way. It fears to 
encounter the frowns of its patrons by recognizing silver and 
thus cutting the endless chain on the one hand, and it quails 
under the possible wrath of the people which would come from 
the outright retirement of the greenbacks on the other. So that 

arty now seeks to satisfy the magnates who build up itscampaign 

unds by giving them the substance of what they want and to 
delude the poeple who constitute a large part of its voting 
strength by leaving them the shadow of their old currency system. 

A currency bill such as is finally decided by the Republican 

leaders to be as near what the gold trust wants as the Republican 
voters will stand is sure to pass at this session of Congress. 
Whether it be the House bill or the Senate bill, it will fix upon, 
the statute books the proposition that all the outstanding green- 
backs, amounting to „000,000, issued at a time when they were 
hardly worth 50 cents on the dollar in gold or silver, and $93,518,280 

n notes, which were issued to buy silver, shall hereafter 
be payable in gold alone. 

THE NEXT STEP. 


I look, too, for the next step to be a Treasury ruling that the 
existing silver dollars and silver certificates shall be redeemed in 

Id. I know that it is denied by the chairman of the Finance 

mmittee that such a purpose exists, but the language of the bill 
is vague on this subject, and there seems to be no good reason for 
increasing the gold reserve to $150,000,000, unless an additional 
charge upon it is contemplated. It will be remembered that the 
Secretary of the Treasury,in his last annual report, suggested 
that it be made mandatory upon the Treasury Department to so 
pay and receive the two kinds of money—silver and gold—as to 
maintain their parity under all conditions. 

. MORE POWER FOR LARGE BANKS. 


receive back 90 per cent in circulating notes. In this way a capi- 
talist, who always seeks Government securities as affording the 
greatest amount of safety and the least amount of troublein man- 
agement, buys United States bonds, which bring him a current 
interest, leaves them in the vaults of the Treasury, which he 
would ordinarily be glad to do for safe-keeping, and on every $100 
worth of bonds draws out $90 in national-bank notes, which he 
loans to his customers. Thus at the same time the national 
banker is drawing interest on the $100 invested in the bond and 
on $90 of the same $100, which he has loaned again. 

This has for years been pointed out as a most extraordinary 
privilege conferred on a particular class of the community, and 
it has been defended on the ground that while it gave great gain 
to the banker it lost nothing to the Government, but indirectl 
resulted in collecting a tax on the bond by means of the law whic 
por a tax on the circulation of national 33 But the pendin, 

ill increases this extraordinary privilege by authorizing nation 
banks to draw out currency to the face amount of their bonds. 
Thus we see that a 10 per cent bonus is immediatel ted to 
every national banker depositing bonds with the United States 


_ Now, if the bill stopped here, it might be argued that an opan 
sion of the currency would to some extent ensue by reason of the 
10 per cent addition to the amount of outstanding national-bank 
notes; and that a tax on these bank notes would be collected to as- 
sist the Government in defraying the expenses of thenational-bank- 
ing system. But the bill 1 goes on to provide that the tax upon all 
national-bank notes issued upon the new bonds provided for shall 
be reduced by one-half, and as all the outstanding bonds may be 
exchanged for these new bonds, we have here an opportunity af- 
forded to cut down by one-half the taxation on all national-bank 
notes now outstanding in the United States. 
oe as take some specific examples to show the operations of 
The American Exchange National Bank of New York, according 
tothe last published statement of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
i on deposit with the Treasury to secure circulation $4,450,000 in 
United States bonds. This would authorize a bank-note issue of 


5005, 
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When the pending bill goes into operation, this bank will have 
the privilege of issuing at one time—immediately—$445,000 more 
bank notes than now; and if it avails itself of the opportunity to 


exchange its bonds as the bill allows, its tax on circulation will 
be reduced by nearly $20,000 a year. 

I have no prejudice against national banking associations. 
Under our system it is a legitimate form of business operation, 
and those who put their money into these corporations have a 
perfect right to do so. If there is any reform nece in the 
national banking laws, it would seem to be to diminish the mini- 
mum fixed for capital stock, so that the people of small towns 
throughout the country can share in the commercial facilities 
afforded by these organizations. The House bill contains such a 
provision, but the Senate amendment has stricken it out. 

I can not believe that any further encouragement is needed to 
stimulate the organization of large banks in great cities. The 
bonds upon which these national banks operate now have imperial 
privileges enough. First, they are exempt from all forms of tax- 
eto, Beata. county, and municipal. Second, they can be used as 
a basis for procuring incorporated banking facilities. In some 
States that is the only way a bank can be incorporated. Third, 
national banks alone can issue currency upon Government bonds, 
And now it is proposed to give a fourth privilege—first, by allow- 
ing them to issue 10 cent more currency than they have here- 
tofore been permitted to do, and, second, to reduce their taxation. 

But while this is going on, strange to say, not the slightest 
check is put upon the existing power enjoyed by national ks 
to withdraw their currency whenever they desire to do so, andin 
this way their gomo to expand or contract the circulating me- 
dium, which should be under control of Government, is left in 
unchecked authority. 

GOLD BONDS. 


A third feature of the pending bill is that which makes all out- 
standing United States ds payable specifically in gold, and 
the Senate amendmentauthorizing all existing United States bonds 
to be refunded in thirty-year bonds, specifically payable on their 
face, principal and interest, in gold coin of the present standard 

ue. 

I had occasion in a speech which I made Jan 28, 1898, on 
the Teller resolution to give a copy of each class of United States 
bonds then outstanding. I showed that each set of these bonds 
were payable on their face“ in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on July 14, 1870,” and that on July 14, 1870, the sil- 
ver dollar of 412} was the standard of value and a full legal 
tender in the United States. Since that time $198,000,000 bonds 
have been issued to carry on expenses of the Spanish war, but they 
are parae on their face in coin. So that like the other bonds they 
can be paid in good American money either silver or gold. 

The act of 1869 (section 3693, U. S. Revised Statutes), which 
fixed the right of bondholders to demand coin on their bonds, 
recognized gold and silver as the coin referred toin our bond issues, 
and it is absolutely clear in law and morals that the United States 
have the right to pay all their public obligations in either gold or 
Silver coin. This takes prey that option and makes every 
United States bond payable in gold. 

In the same speech to which I have referred I said: 

ENOO on the part of tie capitalists of the world tc make ths bonds of the 
United States Siva E in k ia only, in spite: of “the explicit terms ‘contained 
tu Sheen Demin AT tha WIRA ANA bikers of the n people. 

The time has now come for carrying out this long-deferred plan. 
‘The bonded debt of the United States is $1,046,010,920, and these 
bonds, which have heretofore been payable in one of two sorts of 
standard money, are hereafter to be paid in gold alone, Not one 
dime of recompense is given to the vers of the United States 
for thus making harder and heavier their Government obligations. 

While Mr. Cleveland was President, he issued $62,000, of 4 
per cent bonds payable in coin at one time and made a contract 


with the 1 that he might replace these bonds with 3 per 
cent bonds payable in gold. 

On February 8, 1895, he sent a message to Congress asking for 
authority to make the substitution, and showed how the Govern- 
ment would be saved $16,174,770 by the 8 Let Congress 
refused to allow the bonds to be made payan e in gold. ow 
these self-same bonds on which the people of the United States 
lost $16,000,000 in order to retain the privilege of paying them in 
either gold or silver are to be made payable in gold by this bill 
without a cent of charge to the bondholders. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by the Senate bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. Well, the House bill certainly does. I will 


say in this connection that the House bill is the bill which is 
universally ewes to become the law on that subject. When 

uss rt, of course we will see 
to and to be put upon its 
773 Even under the Senate biil the same result is achieved 
or if you give every outstanding bondholder the right to exchange 


we come to the conference re 
the exact complexion of the bill 


existing bonds for bonds that on their face are payable in gold, 
it is as as if you said in so many words that the outstanding 
bonds should be so parano, ` 

It is true, Mr. President, that these great financial changes are in 
progress of completion without arousing that degree of resentment 
among the people that the circumstances demand. It is one of 
the infirmities of operating a great government that its transac- 
tions extend over such long periods of time that the people do not 
feel enough of the burden at any particular moment to stimulate 
them to energetic action. Such a thing as a thirty-year bond is 
practically unknown in the private transactions of the common 
people. Perhaps not more than 25 per cent of the men who are 
voters in 1900 will be alive in 1930. 

ain, the operations of the United States Government are so 
far distant from the activities of the common people thatit is hard 
to fix their attention on bond issues and other problems of that 
sort in the settlement of which each individual voter has so small 
a share; but I have hopes, sir, that there will be a freshening and 
concentration of the public interest upon the policy of the Repub- 
lican party as reflected in this bill. 

NEW BONDS. 

_ I have addressed myself to the effects of this bill upon the ex- 
isting obligations of the United States Government; but under 
the power conferred by it upon the Secretary of the Treasury our 
existing obligations may be enormously increased in carrying out 
the perpetual task of keeping up the gold reserve. This gold re- 
serve, which has heretofore been $100,000,000 by regulation of the 
3 is now to be made 8150, 000, 000 by law. us $50,000,000 
more gold is to be withdrawn from circulation and piled up in the 
vaults of the Treasury. 

Whenever this gold reserve is reduced as described in the bill 
the Secretary of Treasury is authorized to issue bonds to re- 
build it. and this process can be repeated indefinitely. I for one 
do not believe in vesting the discretion of issuing United States 
bonds in unlimited amount in any functionary whatever. In the 
first place, I believe that the policy which requires a gold reserve 
ought to be abandoned, and, in the second place, that there should 
be some limit upon the power to issue bonds—makeit $100,000,000, 
$200,000,000, or even $500,000,000. 

When we came to issue bonds to carry on the eso war, it 
was deemed wise to puta limitation on the right to issue bonds so 
that not more than $100,000,000 should be issued without further 
authorization on the part of Congress, and the same caution should 
ge 2 licy of to gi 

T asa policy of government ve any one man 
such absolute control of the burdens which may be imposed on 
the le. I think a responsibility so serious, so far-reaching, so 
liable to abuse, should be retained in the hands of the representa- 
tives of the people, and it is no answer to say that such vast lib- 
erty of action has been conferred in former years. i 

e operations of our Department are in my judg- 
ment unduly subordinated to the interests of the moneyed frien 
of the in power, and legislation should be to narrow 
rather enlarge the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ot course I know, Mr. President, that the passage of this bill is 
foreordained. The Republican party, having control of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, does not pro to risk the 
fate of another election, when possibly the choice of a Democratic 
House or President may checkmate its plans. 

And when this bill becomes a law the pathway to correcting its 
hardships will be long and difficult. Bimetallism may come 
through the ascendancy of the Democratic party, but even then 
we will have new perplexities thrust into our faces by the claim 
set up that the bonds and onanan obligations of the Govern- 
ment have been made ag ean in gold alone. 

years will be a long time in rolling round, and some of 
the evils which this bill will force on the people can not sooner be 
stricken from their limbs even if great political changes are 
wrought in the coming elections; but much can be done to pro- 
duce a change of poli by a change of parties in this jad wine 
and the fight for real bimetallism will go on. 

If it be necessary to provide security against future emergencies 
such as those which beset the Cleveland Administration, let the 
Republican party do that manfully. But why come now and give 
lower taxes to national bankers alone of all the classes? hy 
discredit our existing silver dollars by 5 redemption 
power? Why give ter value to national bonds alone of all 
sorts of property in this country. 

The Republican leaders are gleeful that a time has come when 
they can ce? Klay their plans. They boast themselves that pros- 
perity abounds in the days of their power; that the silver ques- 
tion is dead; that vast annexations and victorious wars are the 
triumphs of the McKinley Administration. 

But let it not be forgotten that there are triumphs and final tri- 
umphs in the pro; of civilization. Appearances can not 
change the inevitable tendencies of nature. Good prices which 
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have come to the cotton raiser and the wheat raiser by short crops 
and the gold discoveries of the last few years can not last when 
the mines have failed and good crops come again. 

Such prosperity as we see has followed the course of nature, 
and has demonstrated the correctness of the Democratic theo: 
that a greater money supply was needed to end hard times. It 
has not been scattered from the imperial chariot of the Repub- 
lican party as the bounty of its progress. 

Time and trial will test your policies and show their fatal weak- 


ness. 

If American statesmen had not looked ahead. they might have 
thonght while the abundance of the California gold discoveries 
were flushing on the country that a time had come to finally dis- 
card silver, but ten years was enough to show the waning impetus 
of these golden Pacific streams, 

If American statesmen would look ahead now, they may see be- 
yond this year or the next year good crops on our side of the ocean 
andthe other, with gold fields which live only in memory anda 
people struggling with disaster which neither personal ener 
nor nature’s plenty can lift off their shoulders in the face of a di- 
minishing supply of money. : i 

No man can tell what the cotton crop of the South will be this 

ear, nor the wheat supply of the Old World. No man can tell 
how much the world’s gold production will increase or diminish. 
I would not put my 5 elpless upon the sea of these chances. 
I would hold for the people sacredly all the opportunities of the 
situation. 

I will not help by my vote to take $50,000,000 more of gold out of 
the channels of circulation and pile it up in the Treasury as a re- 
serve, or to give national banks more power to control the volume 


of circulation than they now sess, or to saddle upon the tax- 
of the Union the promise to pay in gold coin more thana 
billion dollars of bonds which they can now pay in either silver 


or gold. 

Ii not be one of those to take the final step possibly the ste 
which can never be retraced—to force this nation into league wit 
England and other monarchies of the Old World, which have long 
struggled to erect their single pola standard to measure the indus- 
trial opportunities of mankin 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, in the discussion of the amend- 
ment before the Senate I presume it is admissible to discuss the 
Senate bill and the Honse bill, with a view, perhaps, to a new bill 
which may come from the conference committee. As was said by 
the Senator from Texas Loh CHILTON] a moment it seems 
to be the general wish of t part of the press that belongs to the 
monometallists that the House bill should be preferred above the 
Senate bill, and the House bill comes to us indorsed by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republicans in that body. 

The contributions to this discussion in the House have been very 
full, and. in my judgment, very able; and in this body this par- 
ticular bill has by sections been so sery analyzed by the distin- 

ished Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and by other 
Sonatas, who carefully examined its provisions, and it has been 
go finely delineated by the brilliant speech of the Senator from 
New Hampshire Mr. CHANDLER] this morning, that I feel it is 
almost a su nous work in me to attempt to do anything in the 
way of an elucidation or investigation of the particular measure 
itself. 


I desire to state also that I seize this opportunity because the 
floor was unoccupied, and without any special preparation for 
the task that 1 have undertaken, I think it better, then, Mr. 
President, in view of the arguments in detail which have been 
made on this special measure, that I should confine myself in the 
few remarks I shall make to the general underlying principles of 


_ the whole question of the money system. 


It is sometimes necessary to repeat old, trite things. We have 
not yet lost the habit of reading, on the Fourth of July, the Dec- 
laration of Independence, although that great instrument it is 
fashionable now in some quarters to almost ignore and to decry. 
We make arrangements to have read from that desk Washington's 
Farewell Address to his countrymen, which I am sorry to say has 


fallen into disrepute and is considered now entirely out of date by 


me. 
The Senator from New Hampshire said very well that the moral 
side of this question had not been debated. I desire to say now, 
corroborating that remark, that it never has yet been debated in 
this body or the other House or on the stump. Those gentlemen 
who have advocated monometallism have never yet attempted to 
debate the moral side of it. I find that in debating other ques- 
tions quite as important as this,in other words, the question 
which in my mind leads to imperialism, to the substitution of 
force for consent in our frame of government, the attempt has 
made to either ignore it or to make such argument as divest 
5 of all moral obligation whatever, 
Mr. President, I may be pardoned if I to-day repeat what has 
so often been better said that may bring out the philosophy of 
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monometallism. Let me reveal the reasons why it was ever un- 
dertaken at all by any government. It is hardly necessary to say 
that, as far as we are concerned, in the United States there was 
no resolution or plank in any party’s platform, either in national, 
State, county, or district, or in a ward meeting, that requested the 
United States Congress to demonetize silver, 

There was, as I recollect, no argument in any newspaper de- 


No communication by letter or petition or memorial 
came to either House of Con; asking that one of these metals of 
the Constitution should be divested of its money power. But the 
whole secret of the business is in that quotation from Brooks 
Adams's great work on the Law of Civilization and Decay, which 
was read just now by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

I may add to that a prediction made by the man whom I shall 
consider as the real father of the independence of this country, 
Samuel Adams, of Massachusetts, the only man who had the 
mind bold and original and daring enough to insist that these 
colonies should be a free and independent nation, when his great 
colleagues in the service of his country were sending humble 
petitions to the throne of the King of England declaring them- 
selyes his most loyal and obedient subjects and denying that they 
desired to shake off allegiance to him, but that they simply 
wanted representation with the taxation. Sam Adams, in a letter 
to Richard Henry Lee during the time when the Constitution was 
being discussed before ratification by the several States, made 
this remark: 

Our people have 28 a frame of government suitable to their wants. 
They are now poor and simple and they love er but I fear the time will 
come when they will grow rich and when wealth wi be preferred to freedom. 

Mr. President, that time has come. In Rome it was the great- 
est crime known to the law to d ir of the republic. But it 
seems to me the prediction of Sam Adams is being fulfilled to-day, 
in a measure, in the culmination probably of the series of meas- 
ures that have been put in force the 
they have controlled national legislation. 

Well, what was the underlying motive that led to the demoneti- 
zationanywhere? The fact was not concealed in its genesis as it 
is to-day. There was no attempt whatever at disguise when the 
movement began. It began when the gold fields of Australia, of 
California, and of Siberia were opening up tothe world undreamed 
masses of gold. When this was vered such men as De 
Quincey, the prince of English classicists, declared that gold by 
its mere abundance was becoming a base metal; and hé wrote 
that great essay called California,“ in which he demonstrated 
that it was the duty of England to demonetize gold and make 
silver the sole standard of value. 

Chevalier, in France, the profoundest and acutest thinker who 
has ever written upon this subject upon that side of the question, 
produced an irrefutable argument, in which no critic has yet been 
able to find a flaw, in which he argued that gold was becomin, 
too abundant to be the standard and measure of value and thati 
should be demonetized and silver declared the sole standard of 
value. There were many great writers upon this subject, all using 
the same argument, during the abundance of gold, for its demone- 
tization and the substitution of silver as the singlestandard. This 
will not be denied by anybody. 

I have said that the arguments of these writers, of these publi- 
cists, and of these public men, were irrefutable, and were, 
because the logic was ect, if you admit the premise, t the 
premise was false. They laid down the foundation for a public 
policy that was oppressive to the great masses of the people, and 
5 8 helped only the class who need no legislation in their 

AIT. 

Well, what was the reason? Not only was it detailed in the 
writings with which the members of the Senate are familiar, but 
it was clearly and tersely stated by a commission appointed by 
the French Government for “nn pospone of inquiring into the sub- 
ject. Lon will recollece the nch commission of inquiry in 
1868, I think that was the date. When they came to their conclu- 
sion, after a laborious session, they declared that the abundance 
of the precious metals, not naming either silver or gold, was depre- 
ciating the purchasing power of money (which is its value), for 
the word value in commercial and financial sense has no other 
meaning than the purchasing power of the thing spoken of. 

This commission declared that on account of the abundance of 
the two metals the products, the services of men, were bringing 
a higher price; that the purchasing power of gold and silver 
declined, which worked a great injustice to whom, Mr. Presi- 
dent? To the bondholders, to the annuity holders, to the 8 
who enjoyed a fixed income; and no other class was mentioned. 
Nothing was said of the untold millions of human beings who 
created wealth; nothing of the service of those who had no inde- 

mdent fixed income; but only those who enjoyed a fixed income 

rom the four sources which they mentioned. 

They said that as it was the duty of the Government to fix the 
weight and value of metals, it was also their duty to protect this 


manding it. 
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class from the depreciation of the purchasing power of their in- 
come, and this argument met its acknowledgment. These gen- 
tlemen did not say they wanted gold demonetized; they did not 
say they wanted silver demonetized. As a matter of fact, they 
were absolutely indifferent whether gold or silver was demone- 
tized. It must be, however, to meet their views—one or the other 
metals. There is not an honest monometallist in the world who 
undérstands what his faith is who would care to-day a solitary 
straw whether gold or silver was the standard and measure of 
value of the world. 

I will venture this prediction, that if the gold production of the 
world increases for five years in the same ratio that it has in the 
past five years, the monometallists will begin to ask for the de- 
monetization of gold and the remonetization of silyer. Chevalier 
and his colaborerscalled for the demonstization of gold and making 
silver the sole standard and measure of value, and the response 
came from almost half the nations of Euro Holland demone- 
tized gold and made silver the standard. The three Scandinavian 
states did that. The little congerie of German states that now 
constitute the German Empire did that. Austria-Hungary did 


that. 

Then why did the scheme fail? Simply because the United 
States of America and France insisted upon bimetallism, and 
Great Britain, that went, under Lord Liverpool’s government, to 
the single gold standard in 1816, when she did not have any gold 
or any silver and never made specie 8 for years after, did 
it at the behest and command of the bondholders of England, that 
increased in such strength on account of the indebtedness, that 
amounted to about $5,000,000,000, caused by the Say romp war, 
when Pitt was maintaining that magnificent coalition against 
Napoleon by subsidizing every nation in Europe and putting their 
armies in the field. 

When it was found impossible to make all nations adopt the 
silver standard, and when silver an to be produced in great 
quantities to correspond with that of gold, and it exceeded in some 
years, then these gentlemen changed their tactics, and the same 
men and the same arguments were used for the demonetization of 
silver that had been ‘ore usod for the demonetization of gold, 
and with perfect consistency, when you consider that the sole ob- 
ject was to reduce the volume of the money of the world and 
thereby increase its value or purchasing power, and of course b 
the same act reducing the value of the products of the world an 
the services of mankind. 

That was the motive, the reason why. Iwantto make this obser- 
vation, that I do not believe any country has ever yet demonetized 
a metal until the bondholders, the people who enjoyed fixed in- 
comes, demanded it. The public certificates of inde essin the 
world amount to $32,000,000,000 according to the statisticians, 
England holding over $10,000,000,000 of them. Whenever they 
would get strong enough anywhere in any country to control legis- 
lation, immediately there has been a demonetization of one or the 
other metals with always the same end in view, that the mone 
volume shall be contracted and that their income shall be 3 
in the purchasing power in order to give them an absolute mas- 
tery over the labor of mankind. 

ow, this was the reason. We have had what our friends on 
the other side claim to be a wave of prosperity. It was a long 
time coming. It was like a child born ont of due season. It did 
not come immediately upon the fixing of the gold standard by the 
late legislation. When did it come, Mr. President? It came when 
the untold riches of gold were exploited all over the world, with 
the Klondike and the Rand and the Ural Mountains and Colo- 
rado becoming a great gold State instead of a great silver State. 
It was when these great sums that amounted to $382,000,000 in 
the year 1898 had been brought from the mines of the world, pro- 
ducing a prodigious sum which has been mentioned—I forget the 
exact figure given by the Senator from New Hampshire a few 
moments ago—but amounting to over $1,200,000,000 of precious 
metals in five years. In other words, more gold was produced in 
those five years alone than had been produced of gold and silver 
in the five years ing that period. 

Of course this tremendous influx of precious metals has done 
what? It has raised the price of things a little, but it has done 
more than that. It has verified all the predictions made by bimet- 
allists in every single campaign since silver was demonetized, 
every single one of them, because we have always insisted, not 
that there was any inherent power in the white metal to lift up 
the price of products, that there was any particular virtue in that 
which made it more valuable than gold, but that it was the quan- 
tity, the quantity and volume of money, the money of redemp- 
tion, the basic money of the country—not of this alone, but of a 
the commercial countries of the world—that would determine the 
value of things. 

We have had scarcity of money and the constant sinking of 

ces, a great numbers of men out of employment; for 
the contrac! of all the fields of industry and energetic 


operation there was of course the elimination hera and there of 
men who sought labor that they might put bread in the mouthg 
of wives and children. We demanded more money, and the only 
way we thought of, taking the records of the mints and other 
sources of information concerning the production of gold an- 
nually, was to remonetize silver, the money of the Constitution, 
equal with gold, and that was denied to us, 

he quantitative theory of money was asserted before the birth 
of Christ by Aristotle, and it has been repeated by every consid- 
erable writer on the subject of finance and the money question 
since—by Locke, by John Stuart Mill, by Sir James Graham, by 
Ricardo, by eres bon even by monometallists like Walter Stan- 
ley Jevons and Mr. Robert Giffen, the editor of the Economist, 
All of them held that the quantitative theory of money was true, 
While professing it in their platforms, the Republican orators 
always denied it upon the stump, and we heard for the first time 
of the qualitative theory. If anything has been established it is 
the quantitative theory of money. 

But there are other things beside this output of precious metals. 
One is, they had a famine throughout the oda: It happened 
but three years ago, There was in the United States an extraor- 
dinary crop of wheat. There was also a falling off in the produc- 
tion of wheat in that vast Empire of Russia to such an extent that 
an imperial ukase forbade its exportation, and an utter failure in 
India, which induced that famine of which the Senator from New 
Hampshire read such a pathetic account in his speech, which 
shows that by legislation favoring the gold standard people had 
been starved to death in India just as effectually as were the pa- 
cificos of Cuba under the reconcentration order of Captain-General 
Weyler. In other words, legislation had accomplished in one 
continent what arms had done in another. It had worked starya- 
tion and death among millions of human beings. 

Then, Mr. President, there was a failure in Australia, and Aus- 
tralia began to import instead of exporting. There was a failure 
in the Argentine Republic which had reached an exportation 

rior to that time of 76,000,000 bushels annually. There wasa 

ailure in the Goar wheat-producing country of France of 
130,000,000 bushels. There was a failure in the wheat product 
of Great Britain, the great importing nation of breadstuffs, of 
80,000,000 bushels. 
in other words, it seems that throughout the earth there was a 
famine in wheat, and the United States was full of wheat, and of 
course the price of wheat went up, because in every instance the 
value of a thing depends upon its supply and its demand. That 
brought into our country a tremendous quantity of money, 
Then we had this enormous balance in our favor which made ns 
the year before last the greatest exporting nation of the world, 
In one year the balance in our favor reached $626,000,000, 

these things had their effect. There was a stimulus in prices, 

and the predictions of the silver men or bimetallists were verified 
by the facts that exist to-day in the knowledge of every man in 
this Chamber, 

We said if you had more money the wheels of enterprise would 
move anew and with greater quickness; that there would be more 


enterprise; that new roads would be bnilt, new mines would be 


opened, new canals would be constructed, new factories would go 
up, and that a new acreage would be cultivated in the great sta- 
ples of the country like wheat, tobacco, sugar, and cotton, All 
this has been verified. The army of tramps has been cut down 
everywhere. Capital is now seeking labor, and not labor seeking 
employment from capital, as it was in the days of ression be- 
fore this change came. The increased production of the precious 
metals and concatenation of circumstances has driven the 
2 here for its supply of breadstuifs, and hence this improve- 
ment. 

The questionis, Will this condition of prosperity be 
It will be permanent, Mr. President, in my opinion, if the 

roduction and silver ee increase; but at the same time 

t teaches a lesson that no man can disregard, which is that, if 
the theory of the bimetallists had been put in 1 operation 
by legislation, the era of depression to which I have referred the 
era of falling prices, of labor withont r of languishing 
industry, of the circumscription of the fields of activity and en- 
ergy—would never have existed, and the country, instead of going 
through the valley of tears for years and years, would have been 
on the highway of prosperity. 

What the productive energy of this country would have given 
to the world in this 2 pee from 1873 down to three years ago no 
man here can conceive. Such is the energy of this country, its 
industry, its resources, and the power of individual character, 
that there is no limit to its productiveness, and instead of seventy- 
five or eighty billions of dollars being the aggregate wealth of this 
country, there would have been a large excess beyond that point. 
During all that time the blood, the tears, the sweat, the a of 
millions of human beings would have been prevented t tuo 


party that teaches monometallism, that strives to strike down tho 
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oney of the people and reduce the wage earnings of the poor, is 
without conscience, and refuses to debate the moral side of this 
estion. 
ifr. President, this prosperity is here for a while, but have we 
any guaranty of its permanence? What moment may not our 
ines be shut up by some cause as those of the Transyaal are to- 
day by the Boer and British war? What moment may the leads 
not peter out? What can we say about the capacity of the gold- 
oducing countries of the world? At any rate, if we judge the 
ture by the past, as far as history can give us a lesson it will 
show us that whenever the amount of money of redemption is de- 
creased, there will be a 1 shrinkage in the values of 
things and a proportionate diminution of the Wago emning power 
of the man who works and creates the wealth of the world. 

There is another point—that we are enjoying a degree of pros- 
perity to-day caused, as I said a while ago, in large part by the 
enormous balance of trade being in our favor, Yet we must un- 
derstand this principle in finance, that it isim ible to maintain 
anywhere within the commercial world a higher level of trade 

ces than will obtain in the whole. 

Prices go up here, as they did for wheat; they may go up for 
one thing or another, according to the local circumstances or to 

eral conditions that may affect the whole world; but you may 
put it down as a proposition that amounts to an axiom that no 
country can long enjoy a prae for its products superior to that 
enjoyed by the products of other countries, for the simple reason 
that so soon as money loses a part of its purchasing power, which 
it always does when prices go up, that very moment money takes 
its fight to the other places across the seas or the Continent, where 
money resumes the purchasing power that it lost in the paa of 
its exit ae becomes settled there until the level of prices is again 

ined, 3 

mara apr the sea maintains its level. There are bays like the Ba 
of Fundy, like the waters on the coast of the Isthmus across whic 
we propose to dig a canal, where local circumstances make the 
water higher than it is elsewhere—the trade winds, for instance, 
off the Isthmus of Panama—but, nevertheless, these great oceans 
and seasand bays maintain their general tide level all over the 
world. Just so it is with the great sea of money—I mean now 
the basic or redemption money all over the commercial world— 
which maintainsits level; and if it becomes lower in one place for 
a while than it is at another, it will simply flow as the water does, 
for money is as mobile as water, to the place where the purchasing 
power is greater; and the result will be an equalization of prices. 

1 say that, in ah fbi potas if the nations of the world should 
concede to the Un States alone the power to coin every atom 
of gold, silver, and copper that may be produced for twenty 

ears, the United States would be no richer for that gift, because 
the very moment there was an increase of prices in the United 
States on account of this abundance of money, it would go to 
England, Germany, Belgium, or any other country that creates 
wealth, that very moment the metal would go back to that coun- 

and take its proper place in maintaining the level of prices 

where. 

ore has been brought in here an amendment which the Sena- 
tor from New Te e [Mr. CHANDLER] has characterized as 
being rather late, being eg back ve forty-six days-after the bill was 
introduced, while the bill itself only received for consideration a 
few hours. I should ba glad to know the beginning and origin of 
that amendment. That amendment holds out a shadow of hope 
of some kind to the American voter, for nobody else is expected 
to be influenced by it; certainly not an American thinker on this 
subject. Theamendment substantially is that nothing contained 
in this bill shall be considered to exclude an effort toward inter- 
national bimetallism. 

If the Senator from Rhode Island were present I should like to 
ask him if he earnestly desires that silver shall be rehabilitated 
and be made with gold the standard measure of value, as he holds 
out the hope can be done by this amendment of his, or would he 
prefer the single gold standard with or without international con- 
currence and action? Mr. President, I do not believe in the sin- 
cerity of any man who votes for this bill or in his profession that 
he desires to have silver rehabilitated either by the independent 
or the concurrent action of this country with others. 

Wo know the history of the last international commission on 
this subject, WesentacommissiontoEnglandand France. We 
had a report by the very able chairman of that commission, the 
junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wolcorrl. We know that 
whilst he went there authori by statute and appointed by the 

resident to negotiate for international bimetalllem, at the very 

oment when he and his colleagues were interviewing Lord Salis- 
pury and other members of the British ministry, the Secretary 
„the fiscal i eee of this Government and its highest 
ial question, was making speeches before 

tions and declaring everywhere that the object 
of the Administration was to institute the single gold 
The President had submitted to us that wonderful pro- 


f the 
authority upon the financ 
kers 
and ped 
stan 


duction of the Indianapolis convention the only real gold mono- 
metallists in the country, if I may term them so—and advised us 
that he would like us to give it our careful consideration, 

Lam not going to twit gentlemen on the other side with tray- 
ersing their records or with any inconsistency, for I believe, as 
Lord Palmerston said, that “the vanity of consistency is the vice 
of statesmen;“ and Iam sure that Republican statesmen are not 
guilty of the vice of consistency on this subject. 

Mr. President, I can imagine the scene when this commission 
that we sent to England and France, consisting of a distinguished 
Senator, an ex-Vice-President. of the United States, and a distin- 
guished banker, interviewed the members of the British ministry 
and told them that the object and subject of their visit was to re- 
store bimetallism by a concurrent agreement with Great Britain, 
and Lord Salisbury had just read in the morning paper.the deliv- 
erance from the Secretary of the Treasury and the message of the 
President of the United States, declaring their wish and purposes 
to have the single gold standard. Sothe whole thing was discred- 
ited abroad and ignored or repudiated at home; and the commis- 
sioners, in my opinion, onght to have packed their baggage and 
sailed for the United States as soon as those utterances were 
brought to their attention. 

Mr. President, I said a while ago that I did not know where this 
amendment came from or upon whose suggestion it was offered. 
Is it possible that something has been heard from the people of 
the country; that the chairman of the committee has had his ear 
to the ground and has heard something of the rumbling of the 
people in the West; or did he receive an intimation from the Ex- 
ecutive that it would be agreeable to the President, in view of the 
cam coming on, to have some little thing put in here that 
would delude—I am not using the language now of the President, 
for whom I have the greatest respect, but I am only drawing a 
logical inference—that there must be something put in here to 
make somebody believe, who would not believe it from the bill 
submitted, that there was still a hope for bimetallism if the 
Republican party could be trusted with renewal of power? 

ut I recollect, Mr. President, that last year Lord Aldenham, 
when giving his testimony on this subject before the British com- 
mission, declared that the United States alone could maintain the 
parity of the two metals, and that if India would join with this 

vernment in opening her mints to silver there was not the 
slightest doubt of it; but the doubt was expressed whether the 
United States under this Administration, at least, was willing to 
take any action in favor of bimetallism. The distingnished gen- 
tleman, who had himself been governor of the Bank of England, 
and had sought to restore silver to its ancient and honorable place 
as one of the redemption moneys of the world, put on file, and it 
is published in his evidence, a letter from our Secretary of State, 
Mr. Hay, in which he declared that the President and a majority 
of his Cabinet still adhered to the idea of bimetallism. 

We do not see anything in that direction in the utterances of the 
President; we do not see anything of that in anything done by his 
Cabinet; we donot see anything of that in anything that has been 
done here on this floor by the Republican party or in the House 
by them, except ear in this late amendment. 

It has been stated that a member of the other House, in the last 
Congress, declared that to the fact that the last platform of the 
Republican party held out the hope of bimetallism through inter- 
national negotiation over a hundred gentlemen owed their seats 
upon that floor. I do not know whether that is true or not, Mr. 
President, but I believe that a vast number of people in the Mid- 
dle Western States and in the far West voted for the Republican 
party because they did not want to sever their lifelong associa- 
tion with the party with which they had been affiliated, and eg 
voted for that party in the hope that this policy would be carrio 
out and that the Republican party wonld make good the pledge 
contained in that platform, 

But, Mr, President, the Republican party has been faithless in 
all the history of the money question, Time after time it has put 
into its platform a statement that it wag the party of bimetallism; 
that it was for the use of both gold and silver without discrimi- 
nation against either; that it wanted both to have the same power 
as legal tender, the same freedom of the mint; and so distin- 
guished a gentleman as the President of the United States has de- 


clared in unequivocal terms that he favored that proposition. 
No longer than nine years ago he denounced the then ident 
of the United States as being a man who labored to deprive sil- 


ver of its proper function and to establish the single gold standard, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who was that? 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. McKinley. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I mean who was it he was de- 
nouncing? : 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. McKinley was denouncing Mr. Cleveland, 
designating him as Grover Cleveland,“ for his attempt to insti- 
tute the single gold standard. 

Mr. BATE, e did that at Toledo. 

Mr. MONEY, Les; and at Cleveland also. 
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As I have stated, the Republican party has proved faithless to 
its pledges on this question, and to prove that assertion I appeal 
simply to its own history. I do not intend here to exculpate the 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland, who went the same way and 
maintained the same idea. To show that I am impartial in that 
matter, I will ask the Secretary to read for me a paper, which 


simply contains the planks of both parties on that quence for 
the last four or five conventions, premising now that the Populist 
party has been always unequivocally for both metals in all its 
platfo 


rms. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Beginning with 1880 the following declarations were made on the subject 
of finance — the Republicau conventions: 


1880. 


“It has raised the value of our paper currency from 38 per cent to the par 
of gold; it has restored upon a solid basis pa nt in coin of all national 
obligations, and has given us a . good and equal in every 
part of our extended country; it has lif the credit of the nation from t 
point of where 6 per cent bonds sold at 86 to that where 4 per cent bonds 
eagerly sought at a premium.” 


he 
are 


“We have always recommended the best money known to the civilized 
world; and we that efforts should be made to unite all commercial 
nations in the establishment of an international standard which shall fix for 
all the relative value of gold and silver coinage." 


1888. 


“The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
8 condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its 
efforts to demonetize silver.” 

1892, 


“The American people from tradition and interest favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican y demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
eying power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests 

the country, its farmers and its 5 demand 
as good 


1896. 


“The Republican party is unreservedly for sound money. It caused the 
enactment of the law providing for the resumption of ce payments in 
1879; since then every dollar has been as good as gold e are unalterably 

to ey measure calculated to 


except by international agreement with 
the world, 


conventions: 
1880. 
“Home rule; honest money. consisting of gold and silver, and T Con- 
vertible into coin on demand; she strict maintenance of the public fait State 


and national, and a tariff for revenue only.“ 


1884. 


Wo believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitu- 
tion, and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss.” 


1888. 


The Democratic party of the United States, in national convention as- 
sembled, renews the pledge of its fidelity to Democratic faith and reaffirms 


the platform adopted by its representatives at the convention of 1884. 


1892. 


We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act of 1800 
asa 8 makeshif' 
which shoul 


with and redeemable in such coin. We t — 2 this policy as es: 
necessary for the protection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first 
and most defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency.” 


1896. 


ws 1 that the money question is paramount to all others at this 
time, we invite attention to the fact that the Constitution names silver and 
gold 1 the monoy metals of the United States, and that the first 
coinage law Congress under the Constitution made the silver dol- 
lar the money unit of value and admitted gold to free coinage at a ratio 
upon the silver-dollar unit. s 3 

We demand the free and unlimited coinage of both silver and gold at the 
present legal ratio of 16 to 1 without waiting for the aid or consent of any 
other nation. We demand that thestandard silver dollar shall be a full legal 
tender equally with gold for all debts, public and private, and we favor such 
legisiation as will prevent for the future the demonetization of any kind of 
legal tender-money by private contract.” 


Mr. MONEY. I ask the Secretary to now read a short excerpt 
from the able and instructive speech of the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER], giving the action of the different State Republican 
conventions on this subject. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Michigan Republicans in 1890: We indorse the action of Congress u 
silver question and favor the unlimited use of gold and silver as the 
„ paper currency interchangeable with coin. 

ebraska, 1800 or 1891: The Republican party, has given tae pea le an elas 

tic currency of d, silver, and paper, and has the c tof the na 
to one of the highest pitch of any 1 in the world, and its efforts to 
fully remonetize silver should be continued until it is on a perfect equality as 
a money metal with gold. 

The New York 8 State convention in 1890-91 commended the 
Administration for the prompt restoration of silver to its normal place in 
the commercial world.” 

Ohio, 1891: Approved of the action of Congress in fulfilling pledges of the 
party in legislation upon the coinage of silver, revision of the tariff, etc. 

oregon April 16, 1891: We declare ourselves in favor of the free and un- 
limited coii of silver and denounce any attempt to discriminate against 
silver as unwise and unjust. 

Pennsylvania, June 25, 1891: Favored the use of both gold and silver. 

lowa Republicans in their platform a — W. 


e are in favor of maintainin 
both gold and silver money as unlimi tender for the payment oi 


debts; and in doing this Congress shall provide that every dollar, whether 
gold, silver, or paper, shall be kept of equal value. 

Kansas, : Favors such laws as will increase the coinage of silver. Ap- 
proval of international bimetallism. 

Missouri Republican convention, 1892: Favors international bimetallism. 

Montana, 1802: Free and unlimited 8 of silver. 
ü Nebraska, 1893: Adopts the national platform of 1892 as to the silver ques- 

on. 

Nevada: Free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Oregon: Indorses the Sherman bill. 

Pennsylvania, 1893: Reaffirms the national platform on the money question 


and demands $40 9 ita. 

South Dakota, 5 Reaffirms the national platform on silver. 

Tennessee, 1892: Approves of the Sherman Act. 

Wyoming, 1892: The money of the coun should be founded on gold and 
silver, and this may be achieved by timely tion—international confer- 


ence. 
California, 1892: We believe silver, equally with gold, to be the money of 


e Jle. 

Perg. 1892: Free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, that shows very fully the position 
of the Republican party as announced in their State and national 
platforms. That was the reflex, in my opinion, of the wishes of 
the voters of that party; but their leaders in Congress assembled, 
influenced, in my opinion, by the national banks, by the great 
corporate interests of this country, and by the bondholders, who 
were so vitally interested in maintaining the purchasing power of 
their interest, have uniformly falsified the pledges made in their 
conventions; and the steady tendency has been to this point. un- 
til almost the finishing stroke is to be given to silver, when silver 
is to be made no longer a money of redemption, when the green- 
backs are to be impounded, when the Secre of the Treasury in 
his discretion has the unlimited power to sell bonds, when the 
intention is manifested of fixing a permanent debt upon the coun- 
try, payable, interest and principal, in gold, with no option of 
e on the part of the Government, and to invest the na- 
tional banks with additional power to control the business of this 
country and the value of property by contraction or expansion of 
the currency, by the permission to increase their notes to the face 
value of their bonds, and by the reduction by one-half of the tax 
on their circulation. 

A gentleman very high in the councils of this country, a Repub- 
lican, said to me the other day, Our party progresses,” it 
does, Mr, President, from bad to worse in this financial question. 
In other words, there is no hope to the bimetallists who have 
steadily voted the Republican ticket, according to the testimony 
of its platforms and the concurrent record made here in Congress, 
that any of these promises, not even this shadowy one that 1s now 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, will ever 
be made good. 

But, Mr. President, they have all along put in as a sort ofa 
buffer the phrase that it is the policy of the Government to 
maintain the parity of the two metals.“ That is not an excuse; it 
is hardly a decent pretense. Mr. Carlisle, the eminent Secretary 
of the Treasury in the late Administration of Mr. Cleveland, in a 
circular of information dated August, 1896, where the different 
kinds of money in the public Treasury were described, defined the 
different characters of paper money and in what they were re- 
deemable, and then said as to the standard gold coin and the 
standard silver dollars of the United States, they are not redeem- 
able,” being themselves money of redemption. 

At the very next session of Congress that distinguished gentle- 
man came before a committee of the other House and declared 
that he would redeem the silver dollars, if they were brought to 
the Treasury in order to maintain their parity. So with his prede- 
cessor and so with his successor; and that distinguished gentle- 
man and also the present Secretary of the Treasury declared that 
they never consented to any measure that depreciated the purchas- 
ing power of the dollar. 

Those e understood very well that there was no sta- 
bility in the purchasing power of the dollar; that it all depended 
upon supply and demand: that money, like any other product of 
human industry, was dependent upon the demand for it and 
the supply of it, and that that alone could determine its value. 
One of the ways to reduce the supply was to demonetize a portion 
of it, or when monetized by law, to discredit it in the operations 


n the 
is of, 


CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD—SENATE. . 


| * 


of the Treasury Department. In order to carry out this view, 
these gentlemen have always redeemed the bonds of this Govern- 
ment and the greenbacks when presented with one metal - gold 
permitting the creditor in every case to say in which metal he 
would take his payment, 

I want to say that such a disposition of a debt has never yet 
been adopted by any country on earth except this, and nowhere 
by any private debtor on this globe. How long would you main- 
tain the parity of the two me if every single private creditor in 
the United States had the liberty of going to his debtor and say- 
ing, I do not care what the law says; I demand that you pay me 
in gold” or in silver, either one? Suppose they all had the power 
to ch sare how long would the parity of the two metals be main- 
tain 

Mr. President, if this Congress had solemnly passed a resolu- 
tion declaring that the Secre of the Treasury should estab- 
lish and maintain the ey of the two metals, the very course 
which has been pursued by these gentlemen would have been the 
one to effectuate the intent and will of this Congress. In other 
words, their constant treatment of this subject has been to depre- 
ciate the white metal and to effect a disparity instead of main- 
taining the piriy. Why did they do it? Its logical tendency 
was that way. You can not reason itin any other way. It was 
not effected use the transactions of that Department in this 
regard are simply a bagatelle compared to the enormous business 
done by private parties in the United States. 

What was the hundred or two hundred millions of redemption 
in gold of greenbacks presented to the Treasury by that endless 
chain, of which you have heard so much, compared with the sev- 
enty billions of private transactions and the twenty-six billions of 
debt in the United States, interest and principal of which were 
payable in silver or gold at the option of the debtor and not of the 
creditor? So that the people themselves, in their private transac- 
tions, by this choice of the debtor of the money payment, preserve 
the ty, despite the action of the Secretary. Did the Bank of 
France adopt this way to maintain the parity? 

Yet, France with only 30,000,000 people, with an area of ee | 
200,000 square miles, for seventy-five years maintained against all 
the world the parity of goldand silver at 15} to 1, by simply mak- 
ing both free to the mints, both a full legal tender for any amount, 
and by paying to the owner of her debentures or certificates of in- 
debtedness when presented to her either metal that she chose. No 
man can go to France and say, I want this debt paid in gold,” or 
in silver,” or anything else. They paid them just what they 
pleased and what the condition of the treasury permitted them to 
pay, whatever would maintain the parity of the two metals. Yet 
we have been pursuing the other course, the obviously proper 
course to estab and maintain a disparity of the two metals. 

So there has never yet been an honest effort made by any Ad- 
ministration to maintain the parity of these two metals, although 
the 3 is repeated with damnable iteration in every 

latform and in every law. There is nothing in it but delusion. 

ere never was intended that anything should be in it, in m 

opinion. In other words, a game of confidence has been 

upon the people of the United States, who have been robbed of 

their rights, whose labor has been depreciated in its price, whose 

8 have been depreciated in their price, whose money has 
en cornered, and who have endured suffering and distress and 

the direst poverty for the last two or three decades because of 

this action on the part of the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious that had there been an 
honest design on the part of any party in power to maintain the 
8 of the two metals, then the great fiscal officer of the United 

tates would not have disparaged one of them by itting the 
creditor to say which one of the metals he would take. It is plain 
to any man who can think, That act of itself has had the ten- 
dency, if it did not the effect, for the reason I have stated here, 
of widening the difference between the two metals, All along 
meee ave not been honestly dealt with, in my opinion, 

herever this amendment came from, it is a delusion intended 

to catch votes, and that is all. It was never intended that any- 
thing actually shall be done in the way of an international agree- 
ment. What is the use of commissioning distinguished gentle- 
men and taking them from their seats in the Senate and sendin 
them abroad, and at the same time the Administration, throug 
its head and great Secretary of the Treasury discrediting that 
commission by declaring to the Congress and the country that 
the single gold standard must be maintained, and by a recommen- 
dation here of a aoe made by the bankers and brokers at 
Indianapolis for the single gold standard? 

Mr. President, I want to say, with all respect to bankers, that 
if there is one single class ot men in the United States who are 
absolutely disqualified to deal with this subject it is the bankers. 
In the first place, their interest is against the interest of the people 
at large. In the next place, their training is against their full 
understanding of the subject. They look at it from-one point of 
view, and that is their own selfish interest. How can they make 


a per cent for the money deposited in their banks and paid 
in cures by the shareholders? And that is all the banker thinks 
about. 

It is not his business to take care of the country; it is not his 
business to look after the poor; it is not his business to see that 
the producing energies of this country shall be Aa constantly 
and fully employed. His business is to enrich the banks, to pay 
a good interest to the depositor and induce more deposits, to build 
up the price of the shares in his particular bank, and he does not 
care for anything else, in my opinion. I have never yet seen 
one advance, in any argument, a single moral suggestion, Ihave 
never yet seen one evince a single gleam of sympathy for the peo- 
ple of the country who are laboring under the restrictions placed 
upon business by this attempt, and its partial success up to date, 
to fix upon them the single gold standard, ' 

It is very obvious to me that there can be nothing in a republic 
that is worse than two things; one is offices without salaries and 
the other is a permanent public debt. A permanent public debt 
means that the country is to be controlled by the men who own 
that debt. There was some excuse for Mr. Gladstone, as a British 
statesman, when he declared that he would not enter into an 
scheme for the restoration of bimetallism because, he said, We 
are a creditor country; we own ten billions of debts against other 
countries, and London is the countinghouse of the world, and 
upon our counter you must pay the gold coin which we recognize 
as the standard and measure of value. We will not throw away 
the increased value of money paid to us for the benefit of those 
who produce the things that we must buy, and enhance prices by 
accepting bimetallism.” Therefore he declined the proposition to 
send delegates to a conference. 

was excuse for him, as a British statesman, taking care of 
a great creditor nation; but ther® is no excuse for the statesmen 
of America, a great producing nation, a nation with more possi- 
bilities in production, not only its output, but in 3 than 
any other nation on earth, to say that we should accept the posi- 
tion of a creditor nation when we owe the world and have the 
means of producing the articles to pay. In other words, that we 
shall enhance the price of that with which we pay our interest 
and reduce the price of the things we make and which we must 
sell in order to secure the money to pay that interest. 

It is an anomaly in politics that a man can live and successfully 
hold office by the votes of the ro who constantly legislates 
against their interest in this way. . President, I do not mean 
to say all monometallists are dishonest. I do not think that one- 
tenth understand anything about the question—nota single thing. 
1 mean those who simply vote; and I will go further and say that 
I do not believe that one-tenth of those who discuss the question 
know anything aboutit. Their debates show they do not under- 
stand it. But when an honest monometallist comes down, as 
Chevalier and De Quincy and Rogers and others, and says we 
want a single metal use it enhances the price of it, it gives us 
greater control over the labor of men, it gives us their products, 
whatever they may be, at a reduced price; in other words, our 
incomes have made us so powerful that we can disregard all the 
laws of ethics and morals and the rights of humanity, that man 
understands his business, 

He is a monometallist. Thatis what he wants. But the men 
who sit in this Chamber and the other are not to protect a class 
of people already too powerful. They are not to protect the in- 
terest of those who least of all the people in the world need the pro- 
tection of legislation. They are to protect the weak and helpless 
and to see that all men have an equal chance before the law, and, 
among other things, that the vital question of money is settled in 
their interest and not in the interest of the corporations and the 
bondholders of the world. 

Mr. President, it is not alone the bondholders of the United 
States who are behind all these things—this movement to dis- 
honor silver, this movement to curtail the volume of the money 
of the world in order to enhance its purchasing power and depre- 
ciate the labor and the products of the world. It is not bent the 
bondholder of America; it is the bondholder of the world; it is 
the brotherhood of wealth, the aristocracy of wealth; it is the 
money power, if I may use that single term to express my mean- 
ing. ose popie do not operate from New York, but from Lon- 
don. From Berlin, from Paris, from Brussels, from every money 
center in Europe judgment is held upon the measures pending in 
both of these Houses, and their verdict decides it, sat not your 
party platforms or speeches made here or anywhere. 

No country has ever yet demonetized any metal until the bond- 
holder got powerful enough and the debts got big enough to enable 
him to control legislation, and he has never yet failed to control 
it. This affects the people of the world, not only of America. If 
money goes up here, it will go up everywhere. 

In my opinion this nation with its three and a half million 
square miles, with its 80,000,000 people, has the power to open its 
mints and produce at the very moment that the door is swung 
wide to the producer of silver bullion a parity not only of ths 


1702 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 


coins—they are a 
bullion all over 

there is not a man in Asia, there is not a man in Europe or America 
who would sell a solitary ounce of his silver to any broker for less 
than it would bring him at the mint of the United States, less 


ty all over the world but the two metals in 
world. There is not a man in South Africa, 


the cost of transportation and insurance, perha He would be 
an idiot if he did, and the people who hold bullion are not idiots, 
They are men of business or they would not have it. 

Mr. President, I am this bill because it is one of a series 
of measures which have constantly inflicted upon this people such 
suffering and want as was not equaled by thefour yearsof bloody 
3 strife and the six dismal years of reconstruction that 
followed it. There has been more hardship, there has been more 
suffering, there has been more distress, caused by the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in this country and abroad than by all the wars that 
ever were waged in any one decade in human history. 

Mr. President, it is no pleasure, of course, to say that any party 
is responsible for this. I do not accuse Republicans alone of 
this. There are Democrats who are orent implicated, too, and 
I do not say that anybody who has a part in these laws 
intended to bring the distress upon the people which I believe 
they have brought. I do not attack an rson or his motives, 
but I speak now of that movement whic. for its foundation 
the interest of the owners of Government certificates of indebted- 
ness as well as private mortgages, the people of money who have 
controlled the finances as well as the legislation of the world. 
They together have wrought this mischief that we are now about 
to consummate. 

I do not e 
effect upon 


inion, that you do not intend to have any international 
ism; that you believe honesily that the single gold stand- 
ard is the best. 

If the nations of Europe were to-morrow to combine and tender 
you free mints and ited legal tender to both metals alike, 
without discrimination in favor of or against either, you would 
not acceptit. The Republican party can not pose as the pos 
man's friend in this business. Youimpound the greenbacks. You 
set on foot a permanent national debt, with principal and interest 
payable in gold. You allow this to be enlarged at the discretion 
of the Secretary. You impound the greenbacks, as I said; you re- 
tire other certificates, and you leave no option whatever with the 
debt-paying people, for they have demonstrated in the last thirty 
years that no country ever had such resources and such willing- 
a to discharge their obligations as the people of the United 

tates. 

When this ty of to-day, this wave—you have named it 
well; it is a wave; it is not a tide; a wave that is evanescent— 
when this prosperity is over and this trouble comes back to the 

ple of the United States, and prices fall—a certain distinguished 
8 told me that wheat on his farm is worth 27 cents - you 
Will hear from the people whose wages have been reduced. 

I heard the late 8 of the asury declare, and I have 
heard that the present Secretary had declared, that they never 
would favor a dollar that could lose any of its purchasing power. 
Then, whenever a dollar ceases to buy as many pounds of cotton 
as it does to-day, whenever it ceases to buy as many bushels of 
wheat; for instance, when wheat goes up from 27 to 54 cents, then 
the dollar has lost one-half of its purchasing power. When it 
buys anything, when it hires a days labor for 50 cents and it re- 
quires afterwards a dollar, it has lost its purchasing power by one- 


These distinguished gentlemen, the Secretaries of the Treasury, 
have put themselves upon record, and the Republican party is put- 
ting itself upon that record, that they do not want a dollar that 
will lose its purchasing power, and obviously and irresistibly that 
they do not want a dollar that will increase the price of wheat or 
cotton or the wages of labor or anything else that is produced by 
the masses of the country. Youcan not escape that conclusion. 
If a dollar is not to lose its value, then how is the value of the ar- 
ticle it buys to be increased? Ishould like some gentleman in his 
time to explain that. : x 

No; the p ity of this country depends upon the industries 
of its citizens. The industries of its citizens depend upon the 
employment of its citizens. When hundreds and thousands and 
ooa of people in these United States sre out of employment 
and can not get it, then there is 3 wrong, and every one 
of you knows it and recognizes it. When there is plenty of 


money—an abundance to meet the business of the country—then 
every field of industry is exploited that can be opened, new fields 


are added to agriculture, new mines are dug, new canals are ex- 
cayated, new railroads are built, new factories go up, and life 
and prosperity and contentment exist everywhere. 

Mr. President, we have been rescued, in my opinion, by this 
temporary advance in prices, caused by things not affected by the 
election of anybody on earth or any party platform, but simply 
by the extraordinary production in the last five years of the pre- 
cious metals, twice the amount the peers five years produced, 
and by the accidental fact of the failure of the wheat crop all 
over Europe, Africa, Asia, and Australia and its abundance in 
this country, and the immense balance of trade in our favor, 
amounting to $626,000,000. 

To that is due not only the present content of the couniry, but 
to it we are indebted for the escape from greater evils than mere 
hard times and the deprivation of the people. We were standing 
on a slumbering volcano, and we did not seem to recognize the 
fact. We could not hear the mutterings and wlings of the 
great giant beneath us, ready to burst an engulf us in a moment. 
We did not recognize the people in distress, the cry of the unem- 
ployed everywhere, those living on insufficient wages, heeding 
socialism and anarchistic teachings—those pestilential concerns 
that are the product of another country, the effete monarchies of 
Europe, which should never find a foothold, much less flourish, in 
this. country, where all avenues are open to wealth and fame. 

Here they grew rank and noisome, and they threatened the very 
existence of this country, That terror, that incalculable horror 
that might have overtaken us has been checked by the recent rise 
in prices, caused by the action of no political party, not creditable 
to anybody’s prevision, to anybody's sagacity, but to an act of 
Providence itself, that struck down nine-tenths of the world with 
bad crops, and by the balance of trade in our favor caused by the 
most extraordinary energy of the people. 

We are the greatest producing country and the great owing 
country—the great debtor country of the world—and we are to 
limit ourselves in the capacity of production by circumscribing 
the field of industrial operations and depriving ourselves of the 
implement of commerce—the money that. brings up the price of 
the products and stimulates industry. We can feed the world; 
we can clothe the world; we can equip the world. Weare equal 
to all the world. The trade of the whole of Continental Europe 
combined is not equivalent to the interstate trade of this country, 
and yet we consent to tie one of our hands in this industrial con- 
test with the balance of mankind. 

In spite of it all, in spite of this deprivation, in spite of this lack 
of anything like political economy in our rulers and legislators, in 
spite of all, we have brought the balance of trade in our favor; 
and I will say to the gen en on the other side that we did it 
without owning a colony in the world, while our great competitor 
that owns colonies all over the world, in every sea and strait and 
gulf, continents and islands, has fallen behind us in the race for 
trade. She sees no way of regaining her ascendency, and the 
United States of America, whether wise or unwise, is destined to 
take the hegemony of the nations of the world. 

Mr. President, how immeasurably greater would be our pre- 
dominance, our capacity increased, if we were to give to our people 
the commonest implement of commerce—the money they need; 
and of course that is a contribution to the money of the world. 
It all goes in at last to settle the level of prices; and as all the 
things that are for sale are measured by all the money there is to 
buy them, the scarcity of money must cause a depreciation of every 
product of inday eud that means a depression of every man 
who labors. So labor lifts up its hardened handand begs you not 
any further to restrict its e to perform. 

r. President, we can work out our destiny, because there is in- 
herent capacity. There is a capacity in the American people, 
derived from Anglo-Saxon blood and from that cosmopolitan char- 
acter which we have admitted into it by welcoming the refugees 
from all the nations of Europe, which has given us a particular 
strain of blood that is ore of almost anything it undertakes, 
except one thing in which I fear failure—the capacity to govern 
itself. But that belongs to the future. 

Mr. President, while these people are here—restless when unem- 
ployed; anarchistic, many of them, from their earliest teaching; 
communistic, many of them, from philosophy and teaching—we 
ought to preserve the country as it is to-day, to develop the indi- 
viduality of the American citizen; and God forbid that the time 
shall ever come when type and not individuality shall prevail in 
the United States of America. When that day comes the capacity 
for self-government will have perished from the earth, so far as we 
are concerned, and ‘the flag of the Republic will come down on 
the Capitol when the flag of empire goes up at Manila.” 

Mr. President, I have no desire to extend these remarks. Ihave 
spoken now because I found a vacant time in the proceedings of 
the Senate; but I want to say in conclusion that ji never had a 
more earnest conviction in my life upon any subject, and I have 
dealt honestly with myself in this matter. No greater calamity 
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can come upon the people of this country than the failure on the 
part of their rulers to provide in some safe way for a return to the 
money of the Constitution. 

There is no preference as mere metal of one over the other. 
Money is the creature of law. Aristotle said that twenty-three 
hundred years ago. Since his time it has been repeated over and 
over again. It is not a thing of intrinsic value. That contra- 
dictory term hasdeluded many voters. There is no such thing as 
intrinsic value, and there can not be, because intrinsic“ means 
something within itself, with no relation to anything else; value“ 
is a relation of two things, and is therefore not in ic. Sothere 
is no truth in the phrase, although it is embedded in the statutes 
and in platforms. It simply misguides and deludes the masses of 


5 

e have had two metals, and they served our purpose well. I 
want to call attention to this fact when you are abont to put on 
your statute books a further measure to discredit silver: At the 
time when silver was demonetized it was not a base metal, When 
we demonetized silver it was worth 8 cents more than the gold 
dollar. We could not keep it here because it was a better dollar 


than the gold dollar, and Mr. Sherman, the most distin; hed 
member of the Senate since my knowledge of it, stood in his place 
and answered the inquiry of Mr. Roscoe Conkling and Mr. Mor- 


rill and declared that the reason why he dropped the silver dollar 
from the American coins was because it was of such a value that 
it immediately went into the melting pot, and the man who got 
it found it worth more as bullion than as coin. That was true all 
over the world. It was not a 50-cent dollar, but a dollar-and-3- 
cents dollar that was demonetized, judged by the value of the 


gold dollar. 


It is abundant money that the people want. The two are ar- 
rayed against one another, and there is no peace between them. 
The question is who is to be served, whether the money power of 
the world, the 8 who hold the thirty-two billions of public 
debt, the people who own the billions of private mortgages, shall 
succeed in controlling the destiny of the world and in putting 
down the price of everything created by human industry, or 
whether the great toiling masses are to receive a fair remuner- 
ation for their labor; and God help the right in this struggle. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless some other Senator desires to speak 
upon this question, 1 will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE, There is a little matter which I wish to have 


taken “e 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

PAY OF RETIRED MARINE CORPS OFFICERS, 

Mr. HALE. There is on the Calendar a joint resolution (S. R. 
89) to provide for the payment of salary to certain retired ofticers 
of the Marine Corps. ask that it may be taken up. Then I 
shall ask that a House joint resolution of exactly the same pur- 
port may be acted upon, and the Senate joint resolution indefi- 


nitely postponed. 
Mr. PLATT of Connetticut. What is the Calendar number? 
It 5 for the B of cer- 
e 


Mr. HALE. No. 161. 
tain retired officers of the Marin rps. I have the House joint 
The 


resolution, which 1 will send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ra wirs in the chair). 
Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a joint resolution, which will be read. 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide for pay to certain 
OWS: 


retired officers of the Marine Corps was read, as fo! 


Resolved, etc., That the aggregate of all sums appropriated in an act enti- 
tiled “An act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for other pu approved March 3, 1899, under 
the head Pay, Marine Corps,” shall be disbursed and accounted for in ac- 
cordance with existing law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that 8 
visions of this act to take effect from June 


pr osatuta one fund; the pro 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the joint resolution come from the 
House in a formal way? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, Mr. President; the Senate has on its Calendar 
a similar measure 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand; I have the Calendar before 
me. But how can the House joint resolution get in to be consid- 
ered now? Was it referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and ae ph back? 

Mr. LE. The House joint resolution, which is precisely the 
same as the Senate one on the Calendar, was passed by the other 
House and came here. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been referred? 

Mr. HALE. It has not been referred, I understand. > 

Mr. COCKRELL. You propose to take the original House joint 
resolution from the table? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; from the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

Mr. HALE. And ask that it may be passed. Then I shall ask 
that the other joint resolution may be indefinitely postponed. 


ig COCKRELL. Was it the House joint resolution that was 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.« Theclerks inform the Chair that 
the original House joint resolution is now before the Committee 


on Naval Affairs and is not before the Senate. 
Bei COCKRELL (to Mr. HALE). You will have to report it 


Mr. HALE. I will move that the committee be dischar, 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution. I have 
been absent, and did not know it had been referred. I move that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of House joint resolution 77, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Peri HALE. Now I ask that the joint resolution be put upon 
its passage. 

Mr. CKRELL. All Iwanted was to get the proper measure 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. That is all right. I am very glad the Senator 
called attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r 
of the Senator from Maine for the present consideration of 
joint resolution No. 77? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. Now I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 39) to 
pronon for the payment of salary to certain retired officers of the 

rine Corps be indefinitely postponed, 

The motion was to. 


uest 
ouse 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the fol- 


lowing notice. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. BUTLER gives notice that on Monday, February 12, following the re- 
marks of Mr. WoLCOTT, he address the Senate upon the bill (H. R, 1) to 
define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the ty of all forms of 
money issued or coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 17 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 12, 1900, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 12, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILnURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Jo without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


THE FRIGATE CONSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro Leaps e The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill on the table from the House of Representatives, which 
has been read twice by its title. 


The SECRETARY, A bill (H. R. 3718) for the preservation of the 

te Constitution. 

Mr. LODGE. If there is no objection, I should be very glad if 
that bill could be disposed of. One similar to it has been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. LODGE. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the other bill was in my charge, I ask the 
Chair to wait just a few minutes that I may examine the House 
bill and com it with the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very well. The Chair will 
withdraw it for the moment. 

Mr. TILLMAN subsequently said: I should like to have the bill 
(H. R. 8718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitution taken 
up and Lpo on its r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks for the present consideration of the bill. It will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Socretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
place the ate Constitution, now lying at the Boston Navy-Yard, as near as 
may be t with her preservation, in the same condition as regards 
her hull and ri; as she was when in active service: That before 
beginning on such work a sufficient sum of money to complete such work shall 
be K through the agency of the Massachusetts State Society United 


States Daughters of 1812 and placed at his disposal for the purpose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


Sipe Nee ee nies en ee ag ee eee ee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 5 

Mr. TILLMAN I move that the bill (S. 2034) pone for the 
repairing of and again placing in commission the U. S. frigate 
„ which is now on the Calendar, be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to, 


| ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
begets ae er by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 
within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to log entry of collisions, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Concord, N. H., praying for the passage of the bill now before 
Congress authorizing the appointment of a commission to study 
and report upon the industrial and commercial conditions of the 
Chinese Empire; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Live Stock Ex- 
change of South St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating inst the en- 
actment of legislation to provide for a tax on oleomargarine; 
which was referred tothe Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry stock raisers of 
western Ne i praying that an appropriation be made to en- 
able the Poparone of Agriculture to continue to investigate the 
subject of blackleg among cattle; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Norfolk, Nebr., 
praying for the establ ent of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the mber of Commerce of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying that an aa be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of At- 
lanta, Ga.. praying that an appropriation be made to continue the 
work of deepening the outer bar at Brunswick, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the adop- 
tion of a pneumatic tube service for the rapid transmission of 
mail in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
new fireproof Patent Office building; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ELKINS. I present the petition of Rachel Wilson, of 
Clarksburg, W. Va., togeier with an accompanying affidavit, 
relative to the claim of the heirs of the late Benjamin Wilson. I 
move that the petition and paper be printed as a document and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of Federal Union, No. 7588, 
American Federation of Labor, of Keyser, W. Va., praying for 
continued Federal control of the public domain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of M. L. McIntyre and sundry 
other railway mail clerks of Watertown, S. Dak., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks 
in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Poads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry papers in support of the bill 
(S. 1339) to place James W. Long, late a captain in the United 
States Army, upon the retired list of the Army; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present some petitions addressed to Con- 
gress. They were sent to mein an envelope mailed here in the 
city of Washington, and they are all printed, all in the same stere- 
otyped form, and signed by one or more firms, 15558 by one 
firm, in Missouri, asking for the erection of a public building for 
the Patent Office. I move that they be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL ee. a memorial of the Kansas City Live 
Stock Exchange, of ouri, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufac- 
ture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; / 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for theestablishment in the Indian Territory of a 
system of roe schools; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the prec gaye of the allotments proposed by the act of June 28, 
1898, and the various agreements entered into with the Five Civi- 
ee Tribes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Local Union No. 333, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of New Kensing- 
ton, Pa., praying for the preservation of the public lands of the 
United States for the use of actual seftlers and home builders; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of Susque- 
hanna County, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to 
defray the expenses of a thorough scientific investigation and 
classification of our native drug plants; which was referred to the 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of William J. 
Murray, of Hot Springs, Ark., praying that he be granted an in- 
ref to the Committee on Pen- 


crease of pension; which was 
sions. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of alco- 
holic liquors in the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted ata meeting of sundry 
citizens of Atlantic City, N. J., expressing sympathy for the peo- 
ple of the Transvaal and Orange Free State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
sundry citizens of Paterson, N. J., expressing sympathy for the 
poopie of the South African Republic; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST reggae a memorial of the Live Stock Exchange of 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation imposing a tax upon oleomargarine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for a more equitable system of allotting lands 
to certain Indians; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a 
system of free public schools in the Indian Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of E. Dallas Morse, of New 
York, praying for the adoption of an amendmentto the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit the disfranchisement of United States citizens on 
account of sex; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

NATIONAL GALLERY OF HISTORY AND ART. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Franklin W. Smith, of 
Boston, Mass., praying for an ra gate greg es of land for a site for 
a national gallery of history and art and for aid in the establish- 
ment thereof. 

I ask unanimous consent to make a statement in regard to this 
petition. The petitioner is a business man of great distinction 
and success, who for many years has devoted his life to the me 
motion of a national gallery of art which shall represent and re- 
produce the architecture, both public or ornamental and domestic, 
of the ancient nations, especi 14 and Rome, but also the 
oriental cities. He has devoted his whole time to a study of that 
subject and has become an eminent authority. He has made a 
large collection of books and prints, and has on New Lork avenue 
in this city built and adorned and embellished some halls showing 
great beauty and in full size Roman and Grecian architecture, 

What the petitioner desiresis to have the site of the old Observa- 
tory appropriated by the United States, and some land in the neigh- 
pokes where he will place his own collection and devote him- 
self entirely, if he may be permitted, to advancing that work. It 
will become, at a very moderate cost, & great ornament to the cap- 
ital of the nation, and it will have an educational power, he thinks, 
more potent than many lectureships or professorships. He hopes 


very much that the members of the two Houses will, before acting 
upon his petition, visit, as some gentlemen I am told have already 
visited, his beautiful collection and buildings here. 
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1 ask unanimous consent that this petition, which is very brief, 
comprising a page or two, and the design and tus which 
accompanies it, may be printed as a document, for the use of the 
Senate. I understand that there are some plates, but he has all 
the plates prepared, so that that will be no cost to the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HOAR. I rather think it would be better on the whole 
that the petition should go to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, as it asks for the occupation of certain lands within 
the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks that the paper which he presents 
may be printed as a document. 

r. HOAR. The petition and papere, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, there objection? The Chair 

hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE PACIFIC CABLE, 


Mr. HALE. I present a brief statement submitted on behalf of 
certain American cable manufacturers, urging the retention of 
the American manufacture clause in any bill to be passed by Con- 
gress authorizing the construction of a trans-Atlantic cable. I 
move that the statement be printed as a document for the use of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN, I present resolutions adopted by the National 
Board of Trade at its annual meeting held in the city of Washing- 
ton, January 23-25, 1900, touching the necessity of the early con- 
struction of the Nicaragua interoceanic canal. The resolutions 
were transmitted to me through the Department of State, and I 
move that they be referred, with the accompanying paper, to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The motion was agreed to, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3055) to ratify an agree- 
ment between the Commission to the Five Civilized bes and 
the Seminole tribe of Indians, reported it without amendment. 

He aiso, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3018) for the appointment of an additional 
United States commissioner in the northern judicial district of 
the Indian Territory, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HEITFELD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 179) authorizing the sale of all 
public lands belonging to the United States situated in the county 
of Baca and State of Colorado, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 


nitely. 

Mr. McENERY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1175) to grant lands to the State of 
Alabama, for the use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College 
of Alabama, for negroes, and the State Normal College, at Flor- 
ence, Ala., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. MCBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1737) for the relief of William A. Grogan, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

r. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 639) for the relief of applicants to pur- 
chase public lands under the timber and stone act, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2493) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents for lands in certain 
cases, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that + r referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2956) to extend the time for the com- 

letion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs 

ervation, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1931) to peor for the erection of a bridge 
across Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy 
Lake and the mouth of Rainy River, reported it with amendments, 

WASHINGTON’S VALEDICTORY ADDRESS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to have printed and bound, at the Government ting 
Office, for the personal use of Senators, 100 copies of Washin, s Vale- 
dictory Address to the People of the United States.“ using for purpose 


. 


the form of the same printed 3 of a resolution of the House of 


Representatives adopted on the day of February, 1837, a copy of which is 
in possession of the gressional Library. 


COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2356) extending the powers an 
functions of the Court of Private Land Claims to June 30, 1902, 
to report it without amendment. This is a bill a to extend 
the life of the Private Land Claims Commission until next June 
a year. If I may be pardoned to make a statement before the bill 
is read, there are a good many cases pending in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and if a new trial should be ordered 
in ang of them, it would, of course, be necessary that the tribunal 
should be continued, The bill comes from the Attorney-General’s 
Office. It has the unanimous report of the Judiciary Committee, 
and I ask that it now be put on its passage, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted. etc., That the powers and functions of the Court of Private 
Land Claims, created by act of March 3, 1891, shall cease and determine on 
June 30, 1902, instead of June 30, 1900. 

Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed; bat the appropriation of $12,000 by act of Feb: 24, 1899, to pa; 
assistants to the attorney for the court, ble before 
after June 30, 1900. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL CLERICAL ASSISTANCE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 6th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized 
to employ additional clerical assistance in connection with the investigations 
which said committee is authorized to make, at a cost not exceeding the 
same to be paid from the 5 oaks fund of the Senate on vouchers approved 
by the chairman of said committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3128) 5 nsion 

to Josephine V. Van Voorhees; which was read twice by its title, 

aoa, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3129) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry McMillen; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3130) granting a pension 
to Sidia Sutherland; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3131) to amend section 4438 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the officers 
of steam vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3132) for the establishment of 
a lighthouse and fog signal at a point north of the bell buoy near 
the broken part of the Pollock Rip Shoals, on the coast of Massa- 
chusetts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3133) to correct the military 
record of George W. Samson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3134) granone a pension 
to Martha Agnew; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3135) to place Henry Zell on the 
retired list of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

r. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3136) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Allen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3137) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lunsford Ellis; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill Ipresent the petition 
of the claimant, who is 82 years old, together with the affidavits 
of Phillip Cohen, Frank Schulte, George Shultz, and John Umfleet. 
I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. x 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3138) to provide for neces- 
sary repairs to the steamer Thetis, for service as a revenue cutter; 


continue & 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3139) granting a pension to 
J. B. Wetherbee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3140) authorizing the construction 


and operation by the United States of the telegraphic cables be- 
tween the United States of America and the Philippine and Ha- 
waiian Islands, Japan, Siberia, and China, to promote commerce, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8141) granting an increase 
of ion to Clara A. Penrose; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3142) granting a pension to W. H. 
Gregg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8143) to correct the military record 
of James E. Freeman; whtch was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3144) for the relief of E. A. Cham- 
berlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
perce papens, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3145) granting a right 
of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railway through the 
Devils Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3146) 


ane an increase of 
pension to Henry F. Rice; which was wice 


y its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

FOREIGN WEIGHTS, MEASURES, ETC. 


Mr. MONEY, I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read. Itis very short. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 86) for the printing of English inter- 
pretation of foreign terms as to weights, measures, and so forth, 
occurring in Government publications; which was read the first 
time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
assembled, That whenever any book, document, or paper published 
at the public expense by any branch of the Government any term is used in 


a foreign langu: to express weight, measure, dimension, or value, that there 
shall be inserted at the same place the equivalent term in the English lan- 
guage as spoken in America. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, will it be in order to ask for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator might ask for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MONEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read once more. 
3 Mr. ALDRICH. It is a printing resolution and must be re- 

e! 


rred. 
1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 

n read. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 
Mr. ALDRICH, That is a question which goes to the Commit- 
tee on 4 1 7 I suggest. 

The PRESIDENT pro pora. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Eonia, 

The PR ENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing in the absence of objection., 

Mr. MONEY. One moment, Mr. President, That is not a 

oper reference. The Senator will excuse me. It is not a ques- 
ion about whether anything will be printed or not, but it isa 
question, I think, that ought to be determined by the Senate with- 
outa reference. However. if it goes to any committee it should go 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is a question relating to printing, I suggest. 

Mr. MONEY. No; it does not relate to any order for printing 
atall. It is phraseology to be used by the several departments 
in printing. It does not relate to an order to print anything, and 
therefore it should not be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the 
reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that I care to what committee 
it shall be referred. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr, BAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 for increasing the size of the Indian school building at 
Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., intended to be pro by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the construction and r of a telephone fine from 
Chamberlain, S. Dak., to Crow Creek Indian Agency, Lower Brule 
Indian Agency, and Grace Mission, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian “Affairs , and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposi 
$18,000 for additional buildings for use of the Indian 
school at Chamberlain, S. Dak., intended to be e page by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ref to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 for the construction of a new schoolhouse, with girls’ dormi- 
tory, at the Lemhi Agency, Idaho, intended to be pro by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ref to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENNEY submitted an amendment posing to increase 
the allowance forsalary of consul at Barbados from $2,000 to $3,000, 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for salary of consul at Dawson City, British North 
America, from $3,000 to $3,500, intended to be proposed by him to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? If not, the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No. 1. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Some time ago I had the honor to introduce a resolu- 
tion for the investigation of the relations existing between the 
National City Bank of New York and the Hanover National 
Bank of that city and the United States Treasury Department. 
That resolution was passed over by unanimous consent from day 
to day without losing its place, and it has never been acted upon. 
I should like to know what its parliamentary status now is and 
when it is to be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two or three of 
those resolutions, and by unanimous consent they were allowed 
to retain their place without prejudice. Therefore, after the 
unanimous consent agreement touching the financial bill is ex- 
hausted, they will come up in the regular order immediately after 
the morning business. e resolution presented by the Senator 
on Saturday is not in that category. 

Mr. ALLEN. That resolution I should like to have laid before 
the Senate, unlesssome Senator is ready to proceed with the discus- 
sion of the financial bill. In that event 1 will be very willing to 
have 8 oe over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would have to be laid before 
the Senate by unanimous consent, because there is another unani- 
mous-consent agreement prevailing, which calls for the considera- 
tion of the financial bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. eet is ready to go on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
both these resolutions be passed over without losing their right 
of way, to be considered at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution offered by him may 
retain its place without prejudice. 

Mr. LODGE. What resolution is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tethpore. The Boer resolution, which 

the Senate last Saturday and was reconsidered. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 10th instant approved and signed the act (S. 734) relating 
to Cuban vessels, 


to appropriate 
industrial 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other pupos 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr, President, I listened with interest to the able 

of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
elivered on Saturday in this Chamber from the standpoint of 
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the free coinage of silver, and I noticed the emphasis he put upon 
his objection to the first eight lines of the Senate committee's sub- 
stitute. I wish to say that those are lines of the bill that I par- 
ticularly approve of, and that my objections will be co to 
the funding scheme as set forth in the bill, The speech made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be circulated, I take it, in 
the approaching campaign by the hundreds of thousands, but not 
by his old associates in the Republican party and not by the Re- 


publican national committee. 

Mr. President, the bill reported by the Finance Committee as a 
substitute for the House bill is the most important financial 
measure that has been presented to Con, since the civil war. 
The chief feature and strength of the bill is its emphatic and 
unequivocal declaration in favor of the gold standard and the 
committal of the United States to the payment of its indebted- 
ness of all kinds, interest bearing and noninterest bearing, in 

ld, thereby rendering it impossible that there should be any 

oubt in the future on the subject, or that there should be 2 
hope of paying the same in a depreciated currency. If the bill 
becomes a law, it will strengthen the public credit at home and 
abroad, making it the highest and safest in the world. 

The increase in the gold reserve provided for in the bill will help 
materially to carry out its general provisions and to keep our 
finances on a firm basis. 

The bill is the ontcome of constant discussion and education of 
the le, through the press, in Congress, and on the platform, 
for the last thirty years. It is only through the education of the 
people on the im t and difficult subject of finance that such 
a satisfactory and correct result could have been reached. This 
is the only time during the 8 of a cen that the ques- 
tion of the standard of value could be placed beyond the possibility 
of doubt and discussion, as so wisely done in the Senate bill. 

The bill will not operate to delay or impair the cause of interna- 
tional bimetallism. It leaves that question open, and bimetallists 
can consistently support the bill, especially if the amendment 
offered by the Finance Committee should be adopted, Theamend- 
ment is as follows: 

Sec. —. That the ons of this act are not intended to place any ob- 
stacles in the way of the accom t of international bimetallism, pro- 
vided the same be secured by concurrent action of the leading commercial 
nations of the world and at a ratio which insure permanence of relative 
value between gold and silver. 

I am not without hope that there will yet be an international 
arrangement by which silver can be more largely used with gold 
than now as money of the world. Weare using more silver Ean 
gold as money. There are now in the Tre 406,612,406 stand- 
ard silver dollars, besides silver bullion of 1890 to the amount of 
$80,440,918. Against this silver there are outstanding $405,363,504 
of silver certificates, which is the best form in which to use silver 
money. The United States is using to-day nearly $500,000,000 of 
pA and will increase the amount when it can be done with 
safety. 

The general provisions of the bill have my approval, and it is 
my purpose to vote for it, but I venture with some hesitation to 
express in opposition to the mature judgment of the members of 
the Finance Committee, and more particularly the judgment of 
its able chairman, who is an acknowledged authosity on the 
subject of finance and political economy not only in this country, 
but abroad, some doubts and some apprehensions that have come 
into my mind, as to the wisdom of attempting in this bill to pro- 
vide for the refunding of the larger on of the public debt ona 
basis of 2 per cent interest. My criticism of the bill will be con- 
fined to the sixth section, or the scheme of funding the public 
debt as set forth in said section. 

The refunding of the public debt is not necessarily a part of the 


bill. The bill is for another and different purpose. Why mix 
the subject of establishing and defining the mone standard 
and strengthening the public credit with what must, at best, under 


the provisions of the bill, be an experiment, and which, if it should 
fail, prove hurtful to the general purposes and policy of the meas- 
ure and the public interest? The refunding of the public debt is 
purely a practical or administrative question. It should have no 
place in our politics, nor be connected in any wise with political 
questions. It should not be a part of this bill, because the question 
of a monetary standard, or standard of value, has been for years 
largely political, dividing the great 8 more sharply than al- 
most any other public question. The refunding of the public 
debt should be made the subject of a separate bill, to be con- 
sidered and passed when our bonds mature and monetary condi- 
tions may be entirely different. 

The bill undertakes too much; it not only defines and estab- 
lishes the monetary standard, but sets out a scheme to fund the 
public debt four years before any of our bonds mature; and in 
order to make this scheme a success, it provides that the national 
banks shall be the most important factors in its execution. 

In my judgment, the public debt should be funded without any 
reference whatever to the national banks. Let the scheme of 
funding stand on its own merits and by itself. Let the Govern- 


ment go forward when the time comes and borrow money for 


funding p s at as low rate of interest as it can, making such 
a rate as insure the bonds being maintained at par, without 
depending on national banks or any outside agenoy and without 
giving grounds for the impression that a public debt is to been- 

and fostered in order to provide a safe currency. Only 
about one-ninth of the money in circulation on January 1 was 
national-bank note circulation. It is possible to have a sound cur- 
rency without a public debt. Our constant aim should be to ex- 
tinguish the public debt. 

But there are other reasons why it appears to me unwise at this 
time to legislate definitely on the subject of refunding the public 
debt. There is no pressing need for doi , and it seems to me 
we should not reach conclusions and legislate from the standpoint 
of vision or of the highest wave of prosperity the country has ever 
had. The conditions which surround us in the financial and com- 
mercial world are extraordinary, and are calculated to make 
us optimistic. It is this most favorable condition of affairs, I 
think, which has induced the committee and its distinguished 
chai usually so conservative and whose judgment is so 
clear on questions of finance—to take the hopeful views expressed 
in his speech on the bill. Present favorable conditions will not 
always exist; they will be followed naturally by a reaction that 
will bring new 8 which will enable us, with our present 
experience, to judge better than now what may be done in the 
matter of funding the public debt when our bonds mature. By 
the time our first bonds mature monetary conditions may be en- 
tirely different. The question of refunding can be delayed with- 
out hurt and possibly with benefit to the public interest. 

Mr. President, I admit that it may be possible under present 
conditions, with the inducements offered in the bill, to fund per- 
haps the larar portion of the $849,000,000 of our 3 per cent, 4 

cent, and 5 per cent bonds maturing in 1904, 1907, and 1908. 

ut it is not the question of the ability of the Government, now 
or hereafter, to fund all or a larger part of these bonds on a 2 
cent basis. The underlying question and the important one that 
must be carefully considered is, Can the United States maintain the 
2 pr cent bonds at par during the life of the bonds? Of course, 
when money is needed, as now, for active business, a great many 
national banks will buy these 2 per cent bonds and increase their 
note circulation. But when times become hard, business 3 
and there is no demand for money, to my mind it seems the 
would largely surrender their bond holdings by selling them on 
the market. This would not only cause them to fall below par, but 
would bring about a contraction of the currency which should 
at all times be avoided if possible. 

The chairman of the committee, by way of argument in favor 
of funding on a 2 per cent basis, shows that on 8849, 332,520 of 
bonds that will mature in 1904, 1907, and 1908 there would be an 
annual saving of $15,973,882.60; in other words, that interest 
would be reduced from $33,000,000 (in round numbers) to about 
$16,000,000. Of course any scheme or plan which saves interest 
on the public debt is both attractive and desirable; but the fact 
that we may now fund a large portion or all of our bonds at par 
is not conclusive that we can maintain them at par. The ques- 
tion is, Can the United States not only fund its debt at 2 per 
cent, but can it maintain its 2 per cent bonds at par during their 
existence? 

But apart from this feature of the case the chairman of the 
committee argues that the funding scheme must be a success, 
because the inducements offered national banks in the bill are so 
great that it will be to their interest to take the 2 per cent bonds 
at par and take out circulation on the same. Would it not be bet- 
ter and in the public interest to make the rate of interest higher 
and offer no iums to exchange bonds and no inducements to 
the national banks? It may turn out that the advantages offered 
the banks may cost the Government more than the saving in in- 
terest that will result from funding the debt at 2 per cent. 

A good showing in the saving of the annual interest could be 
made by funding the public debt on a basis of even 2} or 3 per 
cent interest. If there is a well-founded opinion that the debt can 
be funded at 2 per cent and maintained at par, it would be reason- 
able to suppose that placing the rate at 24 per cent would make 
the funding and keeping the bonds at par certain. On the basis 
of 2} cent, the annual saving in interest would be $11,635,000, 
the difference between funding on a basis of 2 per cent and 23 per 
cent being about $4,000,000 per annum. 

It seems to me a safer course would be to allow a margin of 
discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury in the matter of re- 
funding the public debt when the time comes; for instance, give 
him authority to refund at a rate not exceeding, say, 3 per cent 
per annum. Why should a lower rate of interest than was ever 
5 75 any government be definitely written down in our 
law? ould it not be safer to name a higher rate of interest with 


a margin of discretion when there is a well-grounded apprehen- 
sion that 2 per cent is too low? Two per cent is a lower rate of 
interest than is paid 


to-day, or ever was paid, by any of the great 
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nations. Take the figures cited in the very able speech of the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, Ea 

He says that only four times in the century from 1789 to 1889 
did British 3 per cent consols reach par, and even now her securi- 
ties yield only 2} per cent interest; while the 4 per cent gold bonds 
of Austria are selling 3 per cent below par; the Netherlands’, 
bearing r cent, are selling between 18 and 20 per cent below 

; the debt of France, bearing 3 per cent, is oftener 2 per cent 
low than at pars the German imperial loan is selling from 
10 to 12 per cent below par. 

Having in mind the failure of all these Governments to main- 
tain at par for a long time even a 3 per cent bond, how was it pos- 
sible for the committee to reach the conclusion that the United 
States could at one bound go forward and accomplish more than 
any other Government has ever been able to do? In my judg- 
ment, the refunding scheme as presented in the sixth section is 
too optimistic. To adopt this section would be running a great 
risk. We can not hope to do in the matter of our finances what all 
other nations, i Great Britain, the richest in the world, 
have failed todo. She never reached a standard as low as 2 
per cent for her national borrowings. It seems to me that we 
should be sure of the rate of interest on which the public debt can 
be funded and maintained at pa, and make no mistake in this re- 

d; the consequences of failure would be disastrous. It would 

almost a calamity for this Government to refund its bonds at 2 
per cent, and later on, finding it impracticable, be forced to refund 
at a higher rate of interest. Such a failure would be not only 
humiliating, but almost a national disgrace. It would destroy con- 
fidence and impair the national credit at home and abroad. It 
would hurt the bill, should it become a law, in its other provisions, 
and give to the opponents of sound finance and stable currency an 


ment against the gold standard. 
F ished chairman in support of 


he chief ar, ent of the disti 
the refunding feature of the bill is largely upon the sunon: 

s the 
ow- 


tion that national banks will aid materially in the nanag 
ponio debt at 2 per cent; because the provisions of the bi 

ng national banks to issue circulation up to the face value of 
bonds and the reduction of the tax on circulation will be of such 
advantage to the banks that they will at once buy the 2 per cent 
bonds and take out circulation on them. 

The circulation of national banks is not so profitable nor the 
source of untold wealth some rid Se The capitalization of 
national banks on the ist of December last was about $620,516,- 
245, to which acon be added $341,099,383 surplus and undivided 
profits which could be converted into capital if it would pay 
to do so, making an aggregate of $961,615,628, while the amount 
of national-bank notes in circulation secured by bonds was only 
$207,000,000. It is evident if circulation was as profitable as 
claimed and believed by many, the banks would take out an 
amount equal to the full amount of their surplus and capital 
instead of less than one-fourth of the same. Speaking from some 
experience gained by being interested in a small way in national 
banks, I do not think national banks find note circulation on the 
whole so profitable that they would make any at effort to 
prevent its being taken from them. I surely would make no op- 
position to surrendering, especially if the banks could be assured 
that as sound and safe a currency could be provided to take the 
place of note circulation, 

The great 3 national banks enjoy over W or 
State banks is not the profit realized from circulation, but 
the safety that comes from Government scrutiny through peri- 
odical examinations. The fact that the Government at all times, 
through its agents and officers, has authority to examine the 
books, accounts, securities, and cash of national banks, and de- 
cide whether or not they are in a sound condition, induces confi- 
danig in them and is worth more than the profits from note cir- 
culation. 

Reducing the tax on circulation one-half per cent and permit- 
ting the issue of bank notes up to the face value of 2 per cent 
bonds may not be a sufficient inducement to national banks to 

ly increase circulation, even if all the circulation could be 
kept outstanding. A bank with $100,000 circulation would get 
$2,000 income from its bonds; from this amount would be de- 
ducted tax, $500, and expense of redemption, $125; total, $625; 
leaving an annual profit of $1,375. Two conditions are necessary 
to this result; one is that the circulation must be all outstanding. 
and the other is that under no circumstances shall the bonds f. 
below par. We can not guarantee these conditions by legislation. 
We can not insure by legislation that bonds taken by national 
banks as a basis of circulation will not fall below par, and in the 
pos of the bonds going below par confusion and disaster would 

ollow, 2 

In case the bonds should decline 2 per cent, what would be the 
result? Under the law the Secretary of the Treasury would have 
to call for additional bonds to secure circulation. This might 
happen at a time when the banks could not raise money. But, 


suppose after the Secretary of the Treasury had called for addi- 


tional bonds to secure circulation, and they were furnished, the 
bonds should suffer another decline of 2 per cent. He would have 
to make still another call. In case of a protracted war our bonds 
might fall even 20 or 30 per cent, and this might happen at a time 
when national banks could not deposit more ds to secure note 
circulation. The bill makes no provojn, and I do not know that 
any could be made, to meet such emergencies, 

en, again, securing by legislation a low rate of interest through 
profitable inducements to national banks may notin the end 
the best thing for the country. A low rate of interest will, in the 
long run, tend to make low prices for commodities. If the use of 
money can be bought cheaply it may have the effect to make every- 
thing else cheap. Iam afraid a very low rate of interest might 
tend to reduce wages. Ido not say that it will have this effect, 
I only have a fear. One of the glories of the Republic is that 
American labor is the best paid in the world, and this should be 
maintained if possible. The Government, at least, should not do 
anything that would have a tendency to reduce wages. We 
should continue, so far as we consistently can, to do everything 
to keep up the price of labor and resist everything that even looks 
toward a reduction in wae Good wages ə good, happy, 
and contented citizens, ages, and high wages, is the t 
method found yetfor the distribution of wealth. Ninety per cent 
of the cost of nearly every product is labor; therefore, the better 
wages are, the more money is paid out and distributed; and gen- 
eral business is better. e are paying in wages about seven 
thousand five hundred million dollars per annum, or twenty mil- 
lions daily. If a low rate of interest, such as pro in the bill, 
should operate to reduce wages even one-half of 1 per cent, which 
would be about one-half cent on a dollar, then the loss to the 
wage-earners and the country would be much greater than the 
gain in saving interest by funding the public debt at 2 per cent. 

Inasmuch as the sound conclusions reached in the general pro- 
visions of the bill have been the result of education for a quar- 
ter of a century, why not let the work of education go on in the 
matter of refunding the public debt until the time is at hand when 
our bonds mature and we must take such action? Waiting until 
then will not work any injury. We will be advised by the light 
of events, and better able to judge than now. The Government 
owes it to its citizens to provide them at all times with a safe 
currency; in other words, to see to it that the currency is sound 
and stable and the volume equal to the needs of business. 

There is an unjust prejudice and opposition to national banks 
throughout the country. Some of the opponents of national 
banks are clamorous toabolish them outright; others favor taking 
from them note circulation; but while agreed in opposition they 
are not united among themselves as to just what kind of currency 
or money should take the place of national-bank note circulation. 
These opponents of national banks believe that the prerogative 
of coining, making, or issuin, money belongs to sovereignty and 
should be exercised exclusively by the Government and never be 
given tothe banks. The senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] says—open the mints to the free coinage of silver; that this 
is the remedy and would supply all the needed currency. The 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] says, in effect, let the 
Government issue fiat money; while some Populists, I believe, wish 
money issued pees deposits of wheat and other farm products, 

If the national banks should be abolished or required to give up 
note circulation and the Government should issue and control the 
circulating medium, then it seems to me that the best and safest 
form of currency which the country enjoys, and the one against 
which there is no prejudice or opposition, is the gold and silver 
certificates issued against gold and silver deposits in the Treasury. 
There is now, in round numbers, in the Treas about $405,- 
000,000 of gold, and $414,000,000 in silver dollars and $80,000, f 
silver bullion, making $494,000,000 of silver. The gold in the 
Treasury is par all over the world, and, counting silver worth 60 
cents in gold, would make the $494,000,000 of silver worth $296,- 
400,000 in gold. Here is already in the Treasury gold and silver 
of the actual value of about $700,000,000. Against this there were 
outstanding on July 31 last in gold certificates $208,213,819, and 
in silver certificates $405,363,504, making $613,577,323, which, un- 
der present conditions and the pledge of the Government, is the 
best and safest money in the world. ; 

The production of gold is increasing so rapidly throughout the 
world that we are authorized to believe that the amount in the 
Treasury will increase more rapidly than heretofore. If so, and 
without much further legislation, what is to hinder the increase 
of gold certificates against the increasing gold in the Treasury? 
There can be no question but these certificates would pass current 
as money all over the world. In this way the solution of the money 
question could be reached on a basis that should be satisfactory 
to all and take it forever out of politics. Within a year gold 
has increased in the Treasury $120,000,000. At this rate in ten 
years there will be added to the gold now in the Treasury $1,200,- 
000,000. If certificates of deposit should be issued against this 
gold, these certificates, together with the outstanding silver and 


f 
f 


1900. 
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gold certificates and subsidiary coin, would give the country a cir- 

culating medium about equal to the present volume of currency, 

not including United States notes or : backs, with every 
of go 


promise of increasing as the production d increases. 
Under present conditions, and even the more favorable ones 
pee n the bill before the Senate, note circulation of national 
nks may disappear, partly because it is not profitable now to 
the banks and may not be even under the provisions of this bill, 
and partly because of the prejudice and opposition on the part of 
a large portion of the peers to national banks issuing currency; 
but largely, and more than all this, for the reason there will be no 
need of bank-note circulation in case the increase of certificates 
against gold deposits in the Treasury should continue. To m 
mind gold certificates with a reasonable amount of silver certifi- 
cates issued under proper restrictions will be the money of the 
future. If the law is not already clear, make it clear t any 
rson in the United States, in our new ssions, or elsewhere, 
aving gold dollars or gold bullion can deposit the same in the 
Treasury of the United States and get a certificate redeemable in 
gold. Such a certificate would pass current as money throughout 
the world. This would leave to the Government the sole power 
of issuing money. Therefore, I conclude that it is not n to 
fund the public debt before our bonds mature by offering induce- 
ments to national banks to take a 2 per cent bond that can not be 
redeemed under gore years, and the payment of nearly $90,000,000 
in premiums to holders of bonds to exchange the same for the 
proposed 2 per cent bond. 
. TELLE I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
a question, but I did not wish to interrupt him during the course 


of the reer 

Mr. ELKINS. I shall be glad to hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has stated that the gold certificates 
would be good all over the world. I want to ask the Senator if 
the greenback is not just as good as the gold certificate? 

Mr. ELKINS, Les; because it is redeemable in gold, and you 
can get eS for it. Thatis the reason why it is as good as gold. 

Mr. TELLER. And I aap ose the only reason why the gold 
certificates are as good as gol because you can get gold for them. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is so. I am not objecting to the n- 
backs, for it was with them the war was fought and the Union 
saved, and I have great respect for them. As long as the present 
arrangement exists, which makes the greenback under the pledge 
of the Government as good as gold, I do not oppose them; but I 
think the time will come when they will be redeemed by gold and 
Say oa from our currency. They are as good as gold. I have 
no erence with my friend from Colorado on that point. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. big e given notice of his intention to at 2 
O'clock to-day, but he is not now in the Chamber. If there is no 
other Senator N to . the financial bill, I suggest that 
we go on with the Calendar until 2 o'clock, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that that nay be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII until 2 o’clock. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


POLICY REGARDING NEW POSSESSIONS. 


Mr. McENERY. I wish to give notice that on Friday, Febru- 
ary 16, with the permission of the Senate, I shall submit some re- 
marks on the joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of 
the United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, 


WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
tlre Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced as 
first in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ I suggest that the bill be passed over, as the 
Senator who reported it is not now present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, TENN. 


Mr. BATE. The bill (S. 79) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Dover, Tenn., was passed over when it was last 
reached on the Calendar. The bill has passed the Senate four dif- 
ferent times, and there is no contest about it. I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 79) to construct 
a road to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENTS TO GENERALS NASH AND DAVIDSON, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 36) to carry into effect two resolu- 
tions of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be 
erected to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Lee 
Davidson, of North Carolina, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It appropriates $5,000 for the erection of a monu- 
ment in honor of the memory of Brig. Gen. Francis Nash, of 
North Carolina, according to the resolution of Congress passed on 
the 4th day of November, 1777; and a like sum of $5,000 for the 
erection of a monument in honor of the memory of Brig. Gen. 
William Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, in accordance with 
the resolution of Congress passed on the 20th day of September, 
1781. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be eee, for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR ACT. 


The bill (H. R. 7789) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other p approved 
March 3, 1899, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that bill reported from the Committee on 
Commerce? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN L. FIELD. 


The bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Edwin L. Field was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to py to Edwin 
L. Field, of Gray, Me., $3,700, being the amount of a . 
against him recovered by James R. Atkins for personal injuries 
sustained by the + paring of a guy to a derrick owned by the 
United States while being used by the War Department in the 
construction of the two- battery at Portland Head, in the 
town of Cape Elizabeth, Me., provided he produces evidence sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary that he has paid said judgment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1631) to encourage enlistment in the United States 
Navy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It author- 
izes the Secretary of the Navy, in order to encourage enlistment 
in the United States Navy, to furnish as a bounty to each man 
upon his original enlistment an outfit of clothing not to exceed in 
value the sum of $45. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXAMINATIONS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The bill (S. 1535) to provide for the examination of certain offi- 
cers of the Navy and to regulate promotion therein was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY NAVAL AND MARINE OFFICERS, 

The bill (S. 1632) to amend An act authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved Jan 
cor 25, 1895, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER STEWART WEBB. 


The bill (S. wail Si place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alex- 
ander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Army 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
President to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint Alexander Stewart Webb, latea brigadier- 
general of volunteers and lieutenant-colonel and brevet major- 
general, United States Army, a lieutenant-colonel, and to place 
him on the retired list of the Army with that rank and pay, the 
retired list being thereby increased in number to that extent; and 
suspending all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith for this 
purpose only; but from and after the passage of thisact no pension 
shall be paid to Alexander S, Webb. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


The Senate resolation No. 107, declaring that the Hon. Matthew 
S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat in the Senate as a Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania, was announced as the next busi- 
ness on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed 
over. 
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JERONEMUS 8. UNDERHILL. 


The bill (S. 2259) for the relief of Jeronemus S. Underhill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report in this case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
to read the report submitted by Mr. 


The Secretary 
N from the Communittes on Claims January 23, 1900. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill had better go over. It seems 


to be one of the old cases. Other cases of asimilar character were 
. to the other day. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


ALICE WALSH. 


The bill (S. 726) for the relief of Alice Walsh was considered as 
in eee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
to pay to Alice Walsh $240, which was due the deceased 


Patrick . Duggan for services rendered in the Freedman’s Bu- 

reau durin the months of A September, and October, 1867; 

upon sa ay proof that is his only surviving heir and 
tative, 


I 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUST BOLTEN AND GUSTAVE RICHELIEU, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 41) for the relief of August Bolten, 
of New York City, and Gustave Richelieu, of Boston, Mass., 
American seamen, was announced as the next business in order 
on the Calendar, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to 7 bill and ask that it may go 
on the other Calendar. I should like to give notice that I desire 
to be present if there is any attempt made to pass the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the bill propose to do? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It pro 8 some claims against Spain, 
arising during the war, and to pay the full amount of the claims 
as presented to the State De apni without ever having any 
further in tion; and I be prepared to offer a few feeble 
remarks when it comes 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt if the Senator from Missouri will be 


e aa to offer any feeble remarks. 
e PRESID pro tempore. The bill will go over under 


Rule IX, 
ARTHUR s. HARDY. 


The bill (S. 2334) to oer Hon. Arthur S. Hardy, at present 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the United States a that country, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

DECORATIONS TO CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS, 

The bill (S. 2022) to authorize Rear-Admiral William T. Samp- 
son, United States Navy; Capt. H C. Taylor, United States 
age ng Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles 
D. United States Navy; Capt. French E. Chadwick, 
Uniti 1 Navy; Capt. . Goodrich, United States 
Navy; Commander Villinm W. A United States Navy; Com- 
mander James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander 
Frederick M. pronat United States Navy, and der 
Chapman C, Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and dec- 
orations tendered to them by the Government of Venezuela was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. HARRIET D. NEWSON. 

The bill (S. bay! for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, 
after the word “ Newson,” to insert ‘or her lawful heirs; 50 a8 
to make the section si 


That the Secretary of be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Mrs. Harriet D. Newson. . widow of homas M. Newson, 
late anaon States consul at Malaga. a sum of money 8 to one year’ aoe sal- 
ary of said consul, ther win tho comet $197, collected from 
the estate of the said Thomas Newson by ie Government of the United 
States after his death. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Sud. 2. That 2 oo 2o app: riated shall be paid in the same manner 

as in other cases surviving widows of toreign repr resentatives of 
the United States rene have died so representing nited States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill wag ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STATUE OF GEN. FRANCIS E. SPINNER. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 60 granting rmission for the 
érection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of Gen. 
Francis E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole 


The joint resolution was WaS reported to the Senate without amend- 
went or ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
e, and passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
AIDS TO NAVIGATION ON THE ALASKAN COAST, 


The bill (S. 2681) for the establishment of joint light-houses and 
fog-signal stations on the coast of Alaska was as in 
Committee of the Whole. It 8 $300,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to establish, under the direction and 
5 of the Light-House Board, joint light-houses and fog- 

1 stations at or near the following points in Alaskan waters: 

dred Rock, Ralston Island, Point Retreat, Point Gardner, Cape 
8 Point Stanho „Fairway Island, Guard Island, 
3 Cape Fox, Cape anshaw, and the entrance to Unim 


Pake bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LIGHT-SHIP FOR PACIFIC COAST AND ALASKA. 


The bill (S. 1289) to provide for the construction of an additional 
light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washington, 
or Alaska, as exigencies may determine, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment in line 3, before the word thousand,“ to strike 
„ and insert eighty;“ so as to make the bill 
read; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $80,000, or so much thereof as may be 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 36 in the 
Treasury not otherwise app for the purpose oi 
ing, and outfitting, complete for service, under the direction of the 
Seere of the Treasury, an additional light-ship for use on the coast of 
California, Oregon, Washington, or Alaska, as exigencies may determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


L. C. KENT AND JOSEPH JENKINS, 


The bill (S. 983) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the report be e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. binds te will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submi Mr, Netson Janu- 
ary 25, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, 


erection, and Fiver ft 
the Delaware River, 
tract, approved by the eee ar, June 
plete the above work in five calendar months t 
expired for his thus completin. x the — 5 Webb absconded, an 
kins, as his sureties, took u 
the Light House Board it by — 75 — 
t- House Board and 
da 8 1896, or 9 da; 
deli very ed in the contract. For 
ee 


Kent & 
ho work and carried it to completion, and 
ivery of the panana o the representative of 
rnment’s tance thereof on the ith 
after date of completion and 


assistant cosines of 

The object of this bill is 8 the repayment to Kent & Jenkins of 
so much of this 8 as was in excess of the actual extra expense thereby 
caused to the United States. 

It ap) erg from the evidence submitted to the committee that the default, 
under contract, in the first instance, was that of Webb alone, the princi- 

1, and that his sureties, Kent & Jenkins, immediately upon ascertaining 
tha hat Webb had abandoned the work, took it up themselyes and carried it to 

mpletion. It further appears from the 5 Pa that, independent of the 

wor done by Webb, under the contract— 
Kent & Jenkins expended in rain and labor thereon the sum of. $6,179.33 
The contract price of the buildi Dewas ü E ARS $4, 400.00 
Penalty for delayed completion, 77 days, at $20.............. 


1,540.00 
Leaving a balance hgh from the Government by 
Ment Os) omits Of— 9055 Ao Sa ia ean eine emacs 2, 800. 00 
Thereby making a net loss to the sureties of-...........-..- 3.319. 33 


The Government inspector is of the opinion that the work could not be 
duplicated for less than $5,000. 
t turther appears that no loss of any other character was eustained y the 
Government by such delay in the com pletion of the week f0 for the reason that 
the light- in is situa Dela 


uestion 
ready well lighted, and where there was no danger 
loss ot ot shipping foe for want of such constructi 
loss riod of default. 
ors further elucidation ot 6 
of the Treasury and the letters of Mr. Bixby, the engineer in charge of the 
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district ia eich the light-house is situated, are hereto appended and made 


a part of report. 
Your committee recommend the ops coe . a substitute sub- 
stantially in the fe form of Senate bill S348, secon -fourth 


Congress, referred to in the letter of the Acting seeond, sessio 
in lieu of the said Senate bill No. 767. i 


The bill was reported to the e without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 

The bill (S. 340) to amend an act entitled An act granting 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, in- 
clusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
turbances, and the Seminole war, was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may retain its place on 
the Calendar. I have an amendment, but Iam not just 
at this time to offer it. Iam not sure I will desire to offer it, but 
I do not want the bill to lose its place on the Calendar. 


tole ig PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
pre. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. I understand the delay will not be more than 
a day or so? 


Mr. COCKRELL. No, I shall beable to-morrow to determine 
what I will do about the amendment. 


RANK OF MILITARY ATTACHES, 


The bill (S. 7) to fix the rank of military attachés was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill may y go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over, retain- 


ing its place, 
ROBERT J. SPOTTSWOOD ET AL, 


The bill (S. 165) for the ee of Robert J. Spottswood and the 
heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads with an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “twenty-eight” and insert „ fifteen;” in the 
same line, before the word hundred.“ to strike out two” and in- 
sert ‘‘seven;” and in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike 
out sixty ” and insert “ thirty-one; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and di directed | to to pay, out 2 any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. aL tswood and the heirs of Wi C. Me- 
Clellan, deceased, 7 5 1. 


as additional compensation for trans- 
porting tae the United States Morrison to Fairplay, andfrom lay 
ville, in the State of 1 0 by the said reper yt and Hoge 
from the lst day of September, 1878, to the 10th day of September. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the report be read. 
The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. CARTER (for 
Mr. GEAR) January 8, 1900, as follows: 
The Committee on Post-Offices and Post- eee to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 165) for the relief of alyana J. ropes na. the heirs of William C. 


McClellan, deceased, 1 
A precisely similar bill was Tav orab core and 
is 44 555 


gress upon the following report, w. 
8 the bill under considera’ 


in the -fifth 
by your committee as 


“This is a claim for the transmission of bg — pantie eps The said Mc- 
Clellan and Spottswood, in 1878 and 1879, were the contractors for 
the mails over PEt No. 3812, from M Morrison to e in the! State of Colo- 
e that at the time poas said contract was take: e daily weig ht of mail 
tter handled by contractors did n 8 e weight of 150 
8 On or eet the Ist day of Se; tambar, 18785 t the weight of mail ma 
began to increase, and in a very short time they were handling a dalle 
pepo igrani an of about 2,000 pounds, said being wholly without 
g or expectation. At the time of said increase the ver and Sata 
Park Railroad was . ea on said route from Morrison to “bo y to 5 


Deer . Valle S Tarrpiay r bout a year, at in £ 

e or a a an average increase of expense 

so loss to Xhem ofa large amount of money. Said increase w: — — 

the sudden and marked growth of the town of Leadville, the n mail matter 

— said city g over this said route. The said city of Leadville ew 75 — 
a small =i 2 ng camp to a city of 15,000 people in a very few months, and 


enormous increase could not have been foretold by the said contractors or 8 
the 5 
is claim is verified by the sworn statements of said 8 and 


Neclellan. and also verified 


others A. B, Crook, of Denver, who was postmaster at Fa lay; William 
Griffith, who was local agent of said Spottswood 8 McClellan; William N. 


pre postmaster in the ci EAE Denver; A. A. Smi postmaster in the 
Leadvile, and Gen. Charles A. Adams, who was State agent of the P. 
Office Department at Denver during the time the said contractors had this 
route, all of whom testify to the fact t the 
per day to over 2,000 pounds per day, by 
that the said Spottswood and McC ellan made application to =s Fh ores 
tment for increased pay to meet the increased expense, bu db ay ld were 
informed that there was no way in which the Voight 5 the mails carried 
over said route could be ascertained, as no records w 
When this measure was formerly reported b; 
recommended, after careful consideration of all 
tion for the relief of “he origins and McClellan was upward of 
ince that time, eee 


5 — 8 eran. ttee, therefore, 
these items and have included only the aniouns clearly abown by 


ts to be justly due. 


Af examination of these, the committee are of the opinion that 
the sum of $15,731 is a just and proper amount to to be ed, and, as 80 
recommend that the do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifteen thousand seven hun- 
dred and thirty-one dollars. 

Mr. SPOO: What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the amendment. 
The original amount was $28,060. The ee is on concurring 
in the amendment made in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

LAUNCH FOR CUSTOMS SERVICE AT ASTORIA, OREG. 

The bill (S. 945) for the purchase and construction of a launch 
for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the 33 to purchase or have constructed for the 
customs service a suitable launch, of such motive power as may 
be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, for use at and in 
the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg., and appropriates $5,000 to purchase 
or build such vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment Ss 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 

IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL HARBOR, HAWAII. 

The bill (S. 2708) to amend an act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 
1899, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
om amend se section 1 of the act by adding at the end of the ges 
yr ropriation for the improvement of Pear ‘bor, 
, the owing language: 

2 Sb 9 under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS ROSBRUGH, 


The bill (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh was consid- 

as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to permit Thomas Rosbrugh, of 
St. Clair County, Mo., to enter 160 acres of public land, subject 
to entry under the homestead.or settlement laws, not mineral nor 
in the actual occupation of any settler, in lieu of the southeast 
County, Mo of section 24, in township 38, of range 27 west, in St. Clair 


ie was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to e e for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS. 


The bill (S. 76) for the relief of the University of Kansas was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that on or about the 20th day of May, 1856, 
Deputy United States Marshal and Sheriff Jones, with a posse, 

oog directly on the findings of the United States grand jury, 
by Judge Lecompte of the United States court, sitting at 
Lecompton, entered the town of Lawrence and destroyed the 
Free State Hotel, owned by the New England Emigrant Aid 
Company; and some time thereafter the company presented a 
claim for damages in the amount of $20,000 to the hited States 
Government; and the company, before its dissolution, transferred 
that claim to the University o Kansas. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Uni- 
versity of Kansas $20,000, in full settlement of the claim. 

. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator who reported the bill is in his 
seat, I should like to have an explanation of the measure, 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] made 
the report which accompanies the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Kansas can explain the bill 
better than I. I also reported the bill at the last session of Con- 
gress, and it was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill passed at the last session of Congress. 
The report is short, if the Senator from Wisconsin desires to have 


it read. 
Mr. SPOONER. Let the be read. 
(Mr. PERKINS in the chair), The 


The PRESIDING DEPE 
Secretary will read the report 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
January 29, 1900: 


The Committee on to whom was referred the bill (S. colt Sad the 
relief of the oot be ot Kansas, of Lawrence, Kans., have © same 


under consideration and respectfull 8 1 rth ik Sorate 
© facts set fo: a 


+ Your committee are of opinion Report 
aL Toer bedara i -fifth second redhat — e y the the Senate are 
a 9 t the same as a part of and recommend 
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[Senate Report No. 763, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2677) for the 
relief of the University of Kansas, having cavefully examined the evidence in 
the case and conside: all the facts, beg leave to report as follows: 
present beneficiary of this bill, the University of Kansas,a Kansas 

tion, is the assignee or transferee of the original claim for damages 

— the United States sustained by the New England Emigrant Aid Com- 
pany, a Massachusetts tion. in 1850. 
claim grew out of the early troubles in Kansas, preceding the late 

civil war, the material facts and circumstances in relation to it being sub- 


high, with a 
“Free State Hotel" or ` Eldridge House.“ It was said at the time to have 
been the finest hotel west of St. Louis, and, together with its furniture and 
the other buildings, was worth about $25,000. 

On the 5th day of May, 1856, the grand jury of Douglas County, Kans., 
made a presentment against this structure, in which it was set forth that 
the same was a nuisance and had “ been constructed with a view to military 
occupation and defense, thereby end. ring the 28 safety and encourag- 
ing rebellion and sedition in the country,” and they thereby recommended 
that the nuisance be abated. 2 

Thereupon, on the 21st day of May, 1856, a a A United States marshal, 
claiming to act under the authority of the Uni States district court for 
the Territory, assembled a large posse and razed the structure to the ground, 
making it a total loss. 

It seems to be clearly demonstrated that this action of the grand jury, on 
which the deputy United States marshal assumed to act, was SEEN: 
and the 7 of the property by positive and orders of the 


The New Leos seer Emigrant Aid 
Loser bog mi t succeeding in its right d d f bei 
x not su n its own right, ani of ever being 
able to secure anything for itself out of this aa despairing y assigned the 
same to the pani beneficiary of this bill. 
In the Hg! t of àll the facts. which are more elaborately set forth in a me- 
morial of the University of Kansas and its exhibit, which is attached to this 
report as Exhibit A and made a part of it, and for the reason that the as- 
signor was a nonresident or the Territory and could not have been guilty as 
and since the amount of this 


charged of the offenses t the Governmen 
claim is but $20,000, w. is $5,000 less than the value of the property de- 
stroyed, your committee are of ion that the claim is a proper and just 


one for wance by the United 
bill as offered in the Senate do pass. 
t EXHIBIT A. 
A MEMORIAL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS IN SUPPORT OF SENATE BILL 
NO. 2677. 
A memorial of the University of Kansas, assignee of the New England Emigrant 
Aid Company, praying indemnification for the destruction of the Free State 
Hotel at Lawrence, Kans., on 21st day of May, 1856, by officers of the 
United States. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialist ‘ully represents the follow: material facts in 
aspec the United States of 8 the indemnity 


tates, and therefore recommend that the 


a thorough knowledge of the various branches of literature, 
the arts, and is the assignee of the New England Emigrant Aid 


Company. 

(2) The New England t Aid Com is a corporation duly organ - 
ized existing by virtue of an act of the legislature of the 3 
of Massachusetts approved Fe 24,1855. (See Exhibit B.) 

(3) The said New England Aid pany, of which, at the time of the 
events recited in this memorial, John C. wn, of Providence, R. L. was 

resident, and Thomas H. Webb, of Boston, was secre 
Kay of May, 1856, the owner in fee simple of lots Nos. 21 and 23, on Massachu- 
setts street, in the city of Lawrence, State of Kansas (then Territory). as 
shown by the deed w 


„was on the ist 


land t agre A (See Exhibit C. 

(4) On the lots Nos. 21 and 23 on usetts street, in the city of 
Lawrence, was located on the said 2ist aay, of May, 1856, a hotel commonly 
known as the Free State Hotel” or “Eld: House,” which was the prop- 
erty of the said New England Em: t Aid peg 

RAN The value of said hotel on said day was apart from the value of 


also by affidavits of the 5 Thomas 
8 C. Pomeroy, of d See Ex- 


The said Free State Hotel Ades destroyed by Preys oes and 1 by 
a large posse, - 
and under the authorit of the 
Lecompton, Kans. T., Samuel D. LeCompte, judge, oe tee oe kiss ae of 
May, ISG. (Seo Exhibit B.) s 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


JOSHUA T. ROBERTS, 


Tke bill (S. 1749) for the payment to Joshua T. Roberts of bal- 
ance due for surveying public lands, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $884.82 for the payment to 
Joshua T. Roberts of the balance due him from the United States 
for making survey No, 425, in the State of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICH. The time has expired in which the Calendar 
was to be before the Senate for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock havin 
5 the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinish 

usiness. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WotcotTT} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. President, the provisions of the bill under 
consideration have no direct relation to the question of bimetal- 
lism, and in no respect affect its present aspect or the possibilities 
of its future attainment. Nevertheless, in the public mind all 
currency measures, because of recent party issues, assume a po- 
litical hue and are popularly supposed to have some bearing upon 
what is known as the“ silver question.“ For this reason it seems 
to me an opportune time, in addition to a few words respecting 
the scheme and purpose of the pending bill, to express briefly some 
views upon the general principles of bimetallism, especially as af- 
fected by recent European action, and the attitude of the two 
litical parties in this country upon this important and far-reaching 
question. 

The bill as it came to us is radically changed and modified, and 
a substitute bill reported. For the purposes of this debate, and 
until the bill, if it „shall return from conference, argument 
is alone applicable to the Senate bill, for when the measure leaves 
this Chamber it will undoubtedly bear upon it the stamp and im- 
press which the Finance Committee of the Senate have placed 
upon it, and that bill alone is under practical consideration here. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH], chairman of the 
Finance Committee, in opening the debate gave us in a speech of 
remarkable lucidity the plan and scope of the bill. With much 
that he said nearly every Senator on this side of the Chamber was 
in sympathy. Other conclusions some of us can not share. For 
instance, the first section of the bill is, as every Senator must know, 
surplusage and wholly needless. I refer to the provision reciting 
the contents of the gold dollar and declaring thatit shall continue 
to be the standard unit of value. Of course it will, and it would 
so continue if this section were eliminated from the bill. We 
might as well gravely pass a law providing that a yard shall con- 
tinue to be 3 feet in length, or that in the future, as in the past 
an acre of land should contain 160 square rods. Its reenactment 
changes in no single respect existing law, and its presence in the 
billcan only be accounted for by assuming that the committee 
think men are like children and need to be frequently reassured 
that everything is all right, as the idea formerly prevailed in primi- 
tive communities that the people slept better if they were aroused 
at midnight by the town crier ringing his bell and informing them 
that it was 12 o’clock and that all was well. The section has been 
the law since 1873, and is hardly worth discussing now. 

The following section of the bill increasing the gold reserve and 
effectually preventing for the future the ability of banks and in- 
dividuals to draw out at will the gold in the Treasury through 
the endless chain of the greenbacks, now reissued as soon as re- 
ceived, is, in my 1 an excellent provision and one of value 
in precluding the future depletion of the gold in the Treasury in 
those times of depression and panic which periodically overtake 
the country; and it should assist in avoiding the necessity of 
issuing additional bonds to protect the reserve. 

The silver and silver certificates, as provided for in the bill, rest 
upon a footing entirely separate and apart from the other metal- 
lic money in the Treasury, Their legal-tender quality is left to 
them. There is a discrimination concerning them, not necessarily 
discrimination against them. The terms of redemption upon 
which they were issued are not c ; but to make them more 
in demand it is pods that hereafter no bills under $10 shall be 
issued by any of the national banks or by the Government, and 
the burden of all the small bills of the country shall fall apon 
these certificates. There isnoobjection to that provision. It does 
not injure or affect in the slightest degree the negotiability, the 
legal-tender qualities, or the value, or the standing of the silver 
certificates. 

There is, however, one limitation respecting them that the com- 
mittee within the next few months or year will, in my opinion, 
have to legislate respecting. There are now outstanding some 
$394,000,000 of silver certificates. There are now outstanding in 
small bills of all characters by the Government, including the 
silver certificates now out below that denomination, some 8901 
000,000, as I compute it. If the increase comes to the national-bank 
circulation that must come under the provisions of this bill, there 
will have to be some legislation within the next few months pro- 
viding either for some addition to the silver fund out of which 
further silver certificates shall be issued or some provision com- 
pelling the issue of small bills e to some other notes of 
issue or some other fund now in the Treasury. 

The provision requiring the payment of the principal and inter- 
est of the new bonds in gold represents, I think, a mistaken view 
as to our national credit. From the point of view of bimetallism 


/ 
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the provision is serious only in that itis an apparent discrimina- 
tion in favor of the one metal and against the lawful money of 
the country. Upon the reestablishment of a bimetallic basis it 
can make no difference as to the terms employed or the metal 
named in the bond, for the two metals will be interchangeable. 
It is true that the Government is but following a fashion which 
has prevailed in this country for nearly a score of years, Four- 
fifths of our railroad bonds, aggregating a far greater sum than 
the amount contemplated by this bill, the bonds of almost every 
industrial and manufacturing company, municipal and coun 
loansall over the land, and countless mortgages made by individ- 
uals are, by their terms, specifically payable in gold. The framers 
of the bill assert that by the insertion of this clause the bonds 
can be floated at a lower rate of imterest than would otherwise 
be required. It may be so. My home is somewhat west of the 
money-lending belt, but I can not but express my t that the 
committee felt that the exigencies of the money market required 
a departure from the terms heretofore used in Government obli- 
gations, 

It must, however, be a great source of prias to every citizen in 
this land, to whatever party he may belong, to realize the fact 
that these United States can go into the markets of the world and 
place their securities at par at a lower rate of interest than can 
any other Government on either continent. No other country 
approaches ours in this regard. England comes nearest, and her 
consols, now selling nearly at , pay 23 per cent. And it must 
not be forgotten that these bonds are issued at a time when money 
is in greater demand all over the world than ever before. In Ger- 
many, where there is to-day wonderful prosperity, so great is the 
demand for money that her ian bonds, drawing 3 cent, 
an unquestioned security, sell in the markets at 95 or less, and 
the new Saxony bonds, also drawing 3 per cent, and an equally 
good bond, were marketed at 85. It must be admitted that in the 
ability to place the new 2 per cent bonds at par we are greatly 
aided by the provisions of the bill making them attractive to the 
national banks of the country; but that we can accomplish it 
under any circumstances is a gratifying indication of popular 
confidence in our institutions and our financial integrity. 

The other important feature of the bill is the one providing for 
the exchange of the bonds for those now outstanding and permit- 
ting more favorable terms for their use by the national banks of 
the country as a basis for national-bank circulation. 


The national banks had their rise when this Government needed. 


support in carrying out the resumption of specie payments. By 
means of them we succeeded where we might otherwise have 
failed. Succeeding years have only more firmly implanted them 
as an integral part of our financial system, not to be uprooted 
without a more radical change of policy than any party or ad- 
ministration would care to attempt. The whole argument is too 
ancient and threadbare for me to enter into here. If this Gov- 
ernment were new and were to outline its financial policy, most 
of us, I take it, would favor some plan akin to that followed by 
the leading countries of Europe, or the issue of all its money direct 
by the Government; but the national-bank system has becomeso 
intricately interwoven into our financial fabric that there seems 
no way but to accept them and toutilize them. We provide that 
hereafter circulation may issue to the par of all bonds deposited 
for that purpose, thus at once giving us some $20,000,000 of addi- 
tional circulation. We favor the exchange of old into new bonds 
y 3 but half the tax on them that is imposed where the 
older bonds are deposited, and by this means it is believed the 
exchange will be greatly facilitated and hastened. Under these 
favorable terms it is estimated that within the next few months 
at least two hundred millions of additional national-bank circu- 
lation will follow the passage of the bill. There is no department 
of human industry to-day in the United States, and in the rest of 
the world as well, that is not suffering because of an insufficient 
volume of money and which would not be benefited by a legiti- 
mate enlargement of the currency, Under our existing gold 
standard there seems to be no other available method of giving 
us this greatly needed increase than the one favored by this bill. 

There is, however, a serious objection to all national-bank cir- 
culation, both present and prospective—an objection which the 


-passage of this bill will sooner or later accentuate and make more 


apparent. The money cf the world in ase by the commercial na- 
tions dealing outside their borders, and having thesame standard, 
must necessarily be fairly distributed among them. Later I hope 
to dwell more at jong upon this undoubted fact. We can not 
keep more than our distributive proportion of money, and any en- 
largement of our paper circulation must necessarily lead to the 
loss of some of our gold. The paper will, of course, remain here, 
but when the kiting times which will follow a large increase in 
our paper shall have ended, as they must, then, perhaps spasmod- 
ically, but surely, a proportionate share of the gold in the country 
must goabroad. Two hundred millions of increase in national- 
bank paper means perhaps the loss, on that account, of one hun- 
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dred millions of gold. We need more money, but the increase 
should be in the metals and not in paper. 

I have thus summarized briefly, Mr. President, the important 
features of the bill under discussion. It is not ideal legislation. 

Looking to the currency problems of the whole world, all legis- 
lation of the character contemplated by this bill is to those who 
believe in the principles of bimetallism unwise, because under 
the beneficent working of the bimetallic system it would be un- 
necessary. Itis butone more step to beeventuallyretraced. This 
coun ioe less to answer for than any other of the great com- 
mercial countries of the world, for we were the last to abandon 
silver, and it may be that by legislation which protects us and our 
national credit, in the general scramble for gold and the repu- 
diation of silver, we are really, though unconsciously, fighting 
the battle of international bimetallism, but our course can only 
be justified upon the theory that we are acting in self-defense. 
Upon that theory, and because alone we seem at this time power- 
less to restore silver to its parity with gold at the old ratio, and 
judging the wisdom of the proposed legislation upon the basis that 
our mints are now open to gold and closed to silver, there are to 
my mind advantages apparent in the provisions of the bill over 
existing law. 

But, Mr. President, the enactment of this measure into law 
without at the same time accompanying it with a reaffirmance of 
the position of the Republican party respecting international bi- 
metallism would be an apparent abandonment of the principles and 
2 of the party, and no language of the supporters of the bill 
could change or obliterate this inevitable conclusion; and the 
amendment reported by the Finance Committee conveys a positive 
assurance to the world that this country, able to hold its ownamong 
the nations of the earth, with gold as its standard, is still ready to 
meet and treat with the other leading commercial countries look- 
ing to an international agreement to open the mints of the world 
to silver as well as gold. 

I realize, Mr. President, that these seem unpropitious days for 
those of us who cherish a belief in bimetallism and faith in its final 
triumph. These are prosperous times. The enormous increase 
in the gold output has revived 3 and stimulated manufac- 
tures and business and raised prices all over the world, and espe- 
cially in this country, where we have had the added stimulus of 
an excellent protective tariff and a wise and conservative admin- 
istration of public affairs. The prosperity is real, is universal, and 
I trust may be long continued. But the experience of generations 
have taught us that cycles of depression and stagnation follow 
periods of prosperity as inevitably as the night follows the day. 

e observe the injunction of that wisest of men who bade us. In 
the day of prosperity be joyful, but in the day of adversity con- 
sider.” The reaction issure to come; when it does, publicinterest 
will be again aroused to consider the wisdom of a policy which 
would do more than any other to ameliorate and lessen the hard 
times which seem the invariable attendant of our commercial life, 
and it is im t that we be ready for its consideration. 

The principles of bimetallism are firmly implanted in the very 
foundation of the Republican party. For nearly a quarter of a 
century, with every recurring national convention, we have 
renewed our declaration of faith in the doctrine. The amend- 
ment, together with the law of 1897 creating a commission for 
8 with foreign governments, still in force, is in accord 
and in line with its former declarations, and furnishes to the 
people of the United States their only hope for an honest effort 
toward a restoration of 1 between gold and silver. It is 
true there are doubt and ity in certain quarters, but the 
great mass of the voters of the country are bimetallists, provided 
alwaysit can be secured withoutimpairment of the national credit. 
Truth is the daughter of Time,” and sooner or later, when other 
experiments have failed, the principle will secure adoption by the 
intelligent nations of the world. 

In this country bimetallism has received its 1 injury aud 
suffered its severest blow at the hands of the Bryan Democracy. 
In close alliance with the Populist party, which still demands an 
irredeemable and inflated paner currency, clamoring for free sil- 
ver at 16 to 1 by the United States alone to the exclusion of any 
other settlement of the question, advocating openly depreciated 
money, ridiculing all idea of international agreement, associating 
their demands with a snarling protest against every policy which 
seeks the enforcement of law and order and the maintenance of 
the honor of our country and the fulfillment of our obligations to 
maukind, it is not surprising that they have so clouded the minds 
of men that many of them, seeing no difference between the free sil- 
ver of Bryan and real bimetallism, are inclined to seek an end of 
bas whole matter and hesitate to deal with the subject in any 

orm. 

But, Mr. President, we can be honest and win. 

The failure of the Republican pary to stand up for the princi- 
2 85 it has always advocated will bring it no additional votes. The 

icago platform offers no hope for bimetallism. There are some 
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ld monometallists in the country of both political parties. 
ey will not vote for Bryan or Bryanism under any circum- 
stances, Accentuating the contrast in the financial demands of 
the two parties by excluding all reference to international bimet- 
allism would only serve to e into the shadow the negations 
and Populistic notions and heterogeneous patchwork of the De- 
mocracy now in the saddle, which they call a platform. Our St. 
Louis declaration of faith and of principles elected Mr, McKinley 
once, and it will 1 reelect him, and I must be par- 
doned for urging that it is bad politics as well as bad morals for us 
to change the line of battle in the face of a once-defeated enemy. 
When I entered the Senate eleven years , and afterwards, I 
believed and asserted my belief that the United States alone, 
unaided by any other nation, could establish and maintain for 
the whole world the parity between gold and silver if it opened 
its mints to the free coinage of both metals at the old ratio of 16 
to 1; and under the conditions then existing, and which seemed 
certain to follow our action, I still believe it might then have 
been accomplished. What was true a few years ago is no longer 
true. The commercial value of silver was then far greater than 
now; India had but just closed her mints, we believed temporarily; 
Russia had not declared her ratio of 24 to 1; Japan was still upon 
the silver standard, and the annual product of gold was normal, 
showing a slight but steady increase year after year, and the 
world’s supply of the metal money was grossly inadequate, To- 
day we face a vastly different condition of affairs, and for one I 
should shrink from entering upon the experiment alone and at the 
oldratio. Not only the hostility of the vast majority of the tax- 
payers of our own country, but the attitude of the civilized gov- 
ernments of the world, the existence in India of a thousand mil- 
lion ounces and more of silver, uncoined, sold from day to day in 
the bazaars, the uncertainty as to the future of the Orient, all 
these vexed and unsettled problems might well make us pause. 

It is not necessary now to discuss further that question, but it 
is 8 that if Mr. Bryan were to-day President of the 
Uni States, and if a majority of Congress were of his way of 
thinking, 5 never dare seek to impose upon this country 
the responsibility of entering alone and unaided upon the duty of 
maintaining a parity at the old ratio. 

Those of us who hold pronounced views on bimetallism and who 
belong to and intend to remain in the ranks of the Republican 
party, and who, with the adoption of the amendment, intend vot- 

g for this bill, do not ask you to face that possibility or to em- 
bark upon any uncertain sea, We only ask you to declare to the 
other aini countries of the world your ingness to consider 
with them the question of the restoration of bimetallism at some 
fair ratio. The initiative will probably, and should, come from 
them and not from us, but it is our duty to leave the door open 
for them if they seek an entrance, and not to close it against ad- 
vances which, in my opinion, are certain to be made. 

Long usage and experience have taught us that the ae 
metals are the true basis for money. And experience also 
taught us that the two metals circulating concurrently tend the 
one to equalize the other, to prevent the disturbances naturally 
caused by an abnormal over or under production of either, and to 
preserve a stable par of exchange between them. 

It has also been abundantly demonstrated that whenever there 
is a contraction or a lessening in the volume of money, or when- 
ever its supply fails to keep with the increased needs for it, 
growing out of new industries, a widening commerce, the devel- 
opment of new countries and the growth of population, there 
— — follow a lowering of prices, depression in e, poverty and 


ering. 
The wonderful discoveries and enormously increased product 
of gold which the last three years have witnessed furnish the latest 
f of the truth of this statement, so often verified as to have 
me axiomatic. And, Mr. President, if this great output of 
gold shall continue and increase, as it bids fair to do, it will goa 
long way toward making permanent that general rise in values 
which is now bringing the world prosperity. 

But even so, Mr. President; if the Transvaal, when days of 
peace shall return in that 1 5 now devastated by war, should 
8 its output; if the Klondike and Cape Nome shall rival 

e Rand in wealth; and the wonderful gold production in Cripple 
Creek and throughout our mining regions continues and increases, 
as there is every reason to believe it will, it is still true that every 
civilized gold-using country which relies upon agriculture or 
which may compete with the silver-using countries in the labor 
employed in its mills and manufactories will still suffer great and 
destructive disadvantage until at some fair ratio the two metals 
again march side by side. 

It is impossible for us who live in a country whose people are 
intelligent, alert, educated, and interested in all questions which 
affect the habitable globe, closely connected with each other by 
railways, and enlightened by thousands of printed ne 
to comprehend the existence of the hundreds of millions of 
beings who people India and Asia, If their life and habits of 


pers, 
uman 


thought and rules of conduct are an enigma to us, ours are a far 
greater mys tothem. For more than one hundred and fifty 
years England has dominated India and has made hardly an 
impression upon its life and people. 

he great Empire of China is to the whole world practically un- 
known. They know nothing and care less for our civilization. 
Theirs is to them grander and nobler and morecomplete. Honey- 
combed with ancient traditions and customs, from father to son 
they know no change. The coin that suffices to remunerate their 
labor to-day has been the measure of their pay for generations. 
Our commerce, our laws, our economic systems have hardly 
touched the surface of their lives. Our commercial intercourse 
with them leaves no more impress upon the calm waters of their 
national existence than do our argosies upon the trackless seas 
that wash their shores, and long after we shall be buried in obliy- 
ion those great masses of humanity will continue in their ancient 
traditions and usages, untouched and unaffected by our modern 
civilization. 

Their grain with which this country actively competes, the fruit 
of their constantly i g looms and manufactories which are 
sold side by side with ours in the markets of Europe, in small vol- 
ume now, but each year in steadily increasing quantities, for gold 
and exchanged for silver at nearly two dollars for one, will still be 
produced at a cost measured by silver, not as it is valued to-day, but 
having nearly the same purchasing power it had thirty years ago. 

_ The question assumes even greater importance since our ui- 
sition of the Philippines. Here are 5.000, 000 of people knowin 
only silver, living in the region of silver-using countries, wit 
whom we are to deal, for whom we must furnish a means of ex- 
change recognized by the merchants of the whole world and secured 
as well by the faith and credit of the United States, and we can 
never impose upon them a gold standard and a gold currency with- 
out destroying their ability to compete with the other countries 
of the Orient. 

It used to be said, when silver was so largely overproduced in 
proportion to gold, that there was not enough gold in the world 
to make it certain that silver would not become the cheaper metal, 
as monometallists term it, and drive out the gold from circulation. 
Every dollar of gold added to the world's supply lessens this dan- 
ger, which was apparent and not real, and the greater the suppl 
and increase in Po kora product of the world, the more PAIN 
it is that the possibility of its fluctuation should be guarded and 
regulated by the circulation as money of its sister metal. Itis 
said that in the Rand alone there are upwards of two thousand 


million dollars of gold already in sight. Distant as the prospect 
may seem, you may 


et find if essential to establish Sipe. be- 
3 two me so that gold shall not fall in value below 
6 ratio. 


It seems to me idle to say that the question is national and not 
one equally affecting the other commercial nations of the world 
and inviting their active cooperation and approval. As long as a 
country is without foreign commerce the character of her mone 
is a matter of national concern alone. Whenever a nation dea 
with the other countries of the world and has debts to pay and 
credits to receive, the character and volume of the money of 
the countries with which she trades become of immediate im- 
portance in arriving at a medium of exchange. The vast gold 
product of the Rand is coined in 828 mints, but an unap- 
preciable amount of it reaches ours, and yet the increase in me- 
tallic money, because of the added available gold product, is 
largely accountable for our prosperity and for the recent increase 
in the price of both goods and wages. Our distributive share 
comes to us and is dependent not alone on population, but as well 
upon the character and extent of our industrial and commercial 
transactions and upon the habits of our people respecting the 
amount of actual money we use. 

Year after year our relations with other countries are becoming 
more closely interwoven; we are intimately concerned in their 
welfare; the markets to-day reflect the advance or the checks of 
the British armies in South Africa; a panic in Paris or Berlin or 
London seriously disturbs values here, and every question affect- 
ing our financial policy is more and more an international one. 

e are rapidly forging to the front, not only as the greatest com- 
mercial nation in the world, butasits financial center. If heaven 
blesses us with one or two years more of bountiful crops, we shall 
become for all time a creditor and no longer a debtor nation, and 
able to influence the world’s financial policy as never before in 
our history. 

Our foreign commerce is marching with giant strides. It needs 
no prophet's vision to foretell a future which witness our 
sails on every sea, our manufactures competing . 
every land. our inventions still more generally adopted, our labor, 
the most intelligent and productive in the world, finding remunera- 
tive employment in the manufactured articles sold abroad; our 
vast cultural areas developed to their fullest capacity, furnish- 
ing food to millions of people beyond our borders, carried on 
American ships manned by American seamen, Who shall say 
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\ that we are not interested in the and of | abroad, cordially and preg cooperated with the commission, 


financial resources and policy 
every country in the world and that it is not of vital importance 
that we shall aid in securing some universal international system 
which shall be free from sudden change and fluctuation, or that 
great questions of financial policy, upon which depend the pros- 
perity and therefore the happiness of our people, are not interna- 
tional questions? 

There have been three international conferences upon the sub- 
ject of bimetallism, and failure has been written opposite each. 

The conference of 1878 was held too soon after the change which 
Germany had made in her financial policy. That Empire refused 
to participate, France held aloof, and England attended only 
throngh courtesy. 

The conference of 1881, called at the invitation of France and 
the United States, following close upon the heels of the former one, 
added much to the world’s know eof the subject, but conti- 
nental politics still played an important part, and no conclusion 
was reached. 

The conference of 1892, summoned at our invitation, at thehead 
of which the President designated the able and distinguished Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], was doomed from the first, al- 
though at the outset it seemed of promise, The Conservative 


party in England, in general nnp iy miih the movement, went | of 


out of power between the time when law was enacted author- 
izing the representation of Great Britain and the time when the 
delegates were named, Mr. Gladstone, prime minister, was hos- 
tile, and both the English delegation and the instructions which 
accom ed them were unfavorable. France, content with her 
system, lent an unwilling ear and a tardy approval of the confer- 
ence. Germany allied herself with England in the announcement 
that she would make nochange inher standard. Nothwithstand- 
ing the ability of the delegation from this country, no result could 
be attained, and the conference adjourned, nominally to meet 
n, but never resumed its sessions. 
eanwhile, in 1895, the three great countries of England, Ger- 
many, and France, either unanim or by an overwhelming 
majority in their parliaments, d their desire to cooperate 
with the other powers in an international conference for the pur- 
pose of removing or mitigating the constant fluctuations and 
growing divergence in the relative value of gold and silver. It 
was because of those resolutions by these three powers, as 
well as in the fulfillment of the pl of the St. Louis platform 
and the principles or the Republican party, that in 1897 one more 
attempt was made to settle this question. 
Mr. ident, I do not intend to go into the facts concerning 


the commission abroad or the preliminary trip which preceded it. 


I took the time of the Senate nearly two years ago avery full 
description of what took place. But the lapse of time, perhaps, 
its me to mention one or two facts which may be of interest 
the Senate. The position of France has been quoted by one or 
two speakers during the course of this debate. The position of 
France was that she was bimetallic, and that under no conceiv- 
able circumstances would France make a change in her financial 
m unless important concessions could first be obtained from 
ngland; and without concessions from England, including the 
opening of the India mint, France would not proceed further. 
There was another fact which of time permits me to state 
without embarrassment to anybody, and that is the undoubted 
fact that when our envoys—for there was no conference called— 
had their interviews with the English ministry in the late summer 
of 1897, before the proposals which we had made were forwarded 
to In the English ministry were of the unanimous opinion 
that the India authorities would quickly avail themselves of our 
offers, and that the result of our proposals would be the accept- 
ance of them. That fact is as undoubted as any fact in existence. 
When people talk here of the futile efforts of the envoys, they 
little realize how near to the achievement of success we came. 
There is one further fact of greater importance in view of what 
Iam going to say, and that is that I sincerely believe that if we 
had then been in a position, either in the summer before our pro- 
posals went to India, or afterwards, upon their return, to nego- 
tiate with the English Government upon the basis of a change of 
ratio, not great, not enormous, but something of a c to 
meet the altered conditions, we might still then have come back 
with an agreement executed and not with failure. But we were 
not at liberty so to do, The hostility that prevailed here would 
have prevented. 


Mr. President, it is undoubtedly true that our final success was | nall 


ngage) neither furthered nor hindered by the attitudes and ac- 
ms of parties and individuals on this side of the water. But 
there was nothing left undone by the extremists on both sides to 
injure and destroy our usefulness and the possibility of our suc- 
cess. 


I do not care again to refer to the action of Administration sub- 
ordinates. Above them all was the President of the United States, 
and it is beyond any question that he, as well as the ambassadors 


gave us a free hand and the 

There are, however, some facts concerning the attitude of the 
followers of Mr. Bryan toward an attempt to secure an interna- 
tional agreement, not only while we were abroad but since, of 
which it is 2 to speak at this time and which clearly indi- 
cate the policy of his party respecting this question. 

There were notable exceptions, I spoke of some of them when 
I came back, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] and others, 
who cordially seconded our efforts; but even on the p 
journey, before we went away, the then Senator from Utah, Mr. 
Cannon, felt pretty bad to think we had gone, and talked of it as 
the “dilettante dalliance with the question,” and spoke of our 
genuflections before the throne of foreign finance.” 

Senator from As Jag Mr. DANIEL], always earnest in 
this question, always able in its presentation, still felt that our 
country was losing some of its republican characteristics if we 
should be willing to speak with people who lived under a mon- 
archy; and he said: 
of the blican people of America 


great “ tl 
vo. 71... y aaar oreoe | — g in. 


American 8 may take this matter in their own hands unless some 
given is an ve picture which should be put 
into the Rotunda of the Š 


The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] felt very badly about 
it, and he said: 

I want the time to come when the sen of ambassadors to Europe to 
Suppi te the crowned heads to allow us to legislate for own country shall 

And he thought 
ts couse y thos ean wok look — tt Ls Ryka 8 Fue 8 
it but as a calamity. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], of course, 
was against us, And he said, among other things: 

1 do not believe we should longer be suppliants at the feet of European 
nations. 
And then he delivered himself of that doctrine which has na 

è e 


f Pose 
would it do us?” He said we would then go into the ranks of the 
most prosperous people of the world, and he defied mankind to 
soaus a s country on the gold standard, — = 
y hope for ity was togoas asilver-using country unable 
to maintain the 5 gold and silver. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go into the utterances of that 
time. The newspapers of the party were filled with every con- 
ceivable attack not only on the policy sought to be ied out, 
but on our good faith in making the endeavor. It has been so 
from that day tothis, Almost every orator, almost every speaker, 
and almost every newspaper have sought to bring ridicule and 
Malye upon us and * our efforts to secure bimetallism by 

erna 

Colorado do not mean to speak at 1 h of occurrences in 
777.0... PETES atte OAT ORAR Me 
evidence e position © Bryan everywhere. My 
friend the Senator from Montana and my friend the Senator 
from Idaho had the same experiences in States, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the fact that I went as an envoy and tried to bring about an 
international agreement that would bring silver back to coinage 
was used as an argument to prove that I was a traitor, pene boa to 
silver, unworthy of my State. I was placarded all over the State, 
where I have lived since the year I became of age, as a traitor, 
disloyal to the State I nted, all because I tried to represent 
her and secure if I could some recognition for silver; from 
that time until only the other day, when the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], who seems to be now the chief mouthpiece 
of the Democracy, denounced our attempt as foolish and 
ridiculous, there has never been a public utterance by the Bryan 
party except in hostility to our efforts. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to refer at length to Colorado, 
where there is naturally deep feeling on this question. Atsome 
future time I may. But I rejoice to say that there is a radical 
change taking place not only in Colorado, but in all the far North- 
western States. Our people are tired of h only a gospel of 
hate and sectionalism. edo not pay as much attention as we 
formerly did to the prophets of despair and doom, who are eter- 
y warning us against the wrath to come, that somehow does 
not come. eare getting a glimmering shadow of an idea that 
if we want friendships, and prosperous communities, and capital 
for our marvelous resources, we are as apt to get them by main- 
taining cordial relations with the rest of the country, even if they 
do not fully agree with us on the silver question, as we are by bit- 
ter words and savage hate toward everybody who happens to differ 
with us; and that perhaps the cause of bimetallism is 5 
furthered by an ce with people who want to tear up 
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and tear down the Supreme Court, and whose principal mission 
eS to be to persuade mankind that they are on their way to the 
poorhouse. 

Life is not all cheerfulness and content; but some of it is, and 
we are going to take ours without waiting for Mr. Bryan, for he 
may not arrive. The black specter of the crime of 73“ no 
longer walks abroad in Colorado and keeps us awake nights. It 
has paoe over the range, and we are coming out from the caves 
of gloom into the open sunshine of hope, 

ur Commonwealth is the richest in natural resources in the 
whole Union, but its chiefest value is in the fact that it lies in the 
heart of this great free Republic, one of an eternal brotherhood 
of States, linked together in one common and immortal destiny. 

In these attacks upon bimetallism the head of the party has 
especially distinguished himself. All through the last campai 
in Nebraska again and again he denounced as foolish and futile 
all attempts to secure international bimetallism. And in aspeech 
last summer at Louisville he disclosed fully and fairly his 5 
And in his organ, the National Watchman or the national some- 
thing the speech is reported. It is short, and I must read it. In 
it he declares and outlines the policy of his followers in respect 
to bimetallism. Mr. Bryan said: 


I believe that independent action will force international bimetall 
that it is the only way that you will ever bring the nations ot the Old World 
to an international agreement. m our commissioner goes over there, it 
will not be to petition; it will be to announce the purpose of the American 

le. He tell them that 70,000,000 of people have as much right to pro- 

their pro) from depreciation as a Bandful of financiers have tok a 
islate more value into the notes and bondsand mor ragos they hold. He will 
tell them that, by the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at 16 to 1, 
we ceo N ie tack teenies ftiss von unre pood dent oe TOST cared 
hit > United States that is payable in coin, and that coin means either gold 
or silver; and remember that if we fail to maintain the parity, it will be be- 
cause you men co to make one of the metals cheap, and if you conspire 
to decry the value of silver—if you ire to make gold dearer merely be- 
cause you want to increase the value of your dollar—we will punish you by 
paying you in the metal you make cheap. ` 

This is the gentleman whom a great party is to choose as its 
standard bearer; a gentleman who openly announces that if he 
were President of the United States, charged with the protection 
of the nation’s honor, he would announce to the governments of 
Europe that the United States intended opening its mints to sil- 
ver; that in his opinion the parity would be maintained, but would 
threaten them if they did not join us, and the experiment failed, 
we would pay our obligations to them in depreciated money. 

is a new doctrine, Mr. President—that of bimetallism by 
blackmail! It is not =e in the light of this statement that 
investors insist on a gold bond, and one can readily understand 
why Mr. Bryan occupies the most unique and remarkable position 
of any man in our whole political history. It is but a few months 
before the national Democratic convention, and his nomination is 
eagerly desired by both the great political parties. The Democ- 
racy wants him, the Republican party wants the Democracy to 
have him, and he wants himself! [Laughter.] 

The only exception among those on the other side of the Cham- 
ber who insist that we are humiliated by a bimetallic agreement 
was in the address of the able Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
a day or two ago. I have a copy of that portion of his speech 
here, in which he seems to favor international agreement, not for 
bimetallism, but to raise silver to par, in which he says: 

Keep all our metal money at par. 

* $ * a * + + 
18 pret stock of eins can easily > bol ge at with gold, as it pas 
m since ow nearly seven years. e simple process of preservy: 
its legal-tender ‘quality reg will preserve ity var elon: A . 

The Senator then proposes, inasmuch as the people seem to want 
an international agreement, that we make an international 
ment with Mexico and Central and South America. Is be 
very brief on this point. I can not believe that the Senator from 
Virginia carefully looked over the figures of Central and South 
America to see what he would do. In most of those countries you 
could not find a piece of gold in the country if you went over it 
with sa hoe. There Past — there. a mon of men 3 18 <a 
premium, ranging from 50 per cent to per cent, or from 
per cent down, and in many of them the standard is silver, and 
there is not any of that. s 

In Central America to-day, with a population of 3,400,000, there 
is at present 30 cents per capita of gold, and in South America 
there is $1.91 per capita. In 1897 they coined the enormous sum 
in all South America of 849. That was the total gold coinage 
of South America, where, with a population of 38,000,000 people, 
they have got 81. 159,000, 000 of uncovered paper money. They have 

t thirty dollars and a half of uncovered paper money to every 

uman being there, and that includes white people, who are few in 
number and very intelligent, Indians, negroes, zamboes, and all 
the crossbreeds. For the wito poopie it will average something 
over $200 per capita of uncove: 8 paper money. 

How in the world any man who , as the Senator from 


and 


Virginia, I know, does, to maintain the parity of the two me 
and the credit and good name of the United States can rand 
that the silver cause can be helped by going intoasilver bimetallic 
agreement with the countries of Central and South America | can 
not see. The mints of South America are open to gold to-day. 
You pay 4.61 per cent, I think it is, to coin silver and only 4.41 
per cent to coin gold. They will coin you a dollar of gold, which 
is legal tender; they will coin you a silver dollar, which is legal 
tender, and gon can take the dollar of gold and go into the same 
treasury and get 2.1 silver dollars. How in the world the Senator 
from Virginia would seek to bring about a bimetallic agreement 
with those countries that would do us any good I can not see, but 
I do not care to go any further into it now. 

Mr. President, I do believe that whoever says international 
bimetallism is dead has not fully familiarized himself with the 

uestion. It is true that for the present all negotiations are in 
check and stopped. England, at an enormous cost to India and 
enormous cost to herself, is now trying upon that unhappy ple 
an experiment which almost every economic thinker, his uding 
most of the bankers and merchants of the city of London, believes 
must be fraught with disastrous failure. The agricultural in- 
terests of England and the population in Lancashire are still 
adherents of the bimetallic doctrine. In view of the almost cer- 
tain failure of the India experiment, it is not only my opinion 
but that of most of the economic thinkers of Europe that there 
is every probability that within a short period the Empire of Eng- 
land will be very Kad to consider the question again. 

The Empire of Germany has one great party, the agricultural 
party, overwhelmingly and practically unanimously bimetallic. 

riously enough the hostility to bimetallism in Germany comes 
solely and principally from the labor people, the Socialist party. 
Those who i wore labor inscribe in their platforms and upon 
their banners hostility to bimetallismin any form; but that country 
has not recently been officially approached. Its writers, thinkers, 
representatives express the opinion, especially in view of the great 
prosperity that is attending that country to-day and the great 
needs for a larger volume of money, which are everywhere evi- 
dent, and which have reduced the price of her 18555 securities 
her bonds - to so low a rate that she also would be glad to con- 
sider the question. 

With France there would be greater difficulty. That great 
Republic is becoming more and more indifferent to open mints, 
because she has a decreasing population and an enormous circu- 
lation per capita. The new gold discoveries are adding, if you 
will notice, month after month, to the preponderance of the gold 
reserve over the silver reserve in the Bank of France, making her 
present great stock of silver safer for her to carry; and there is 
more reluctance andlessinitiative to-day in the Republic of France 
than anywhere. Bnt all those countries are ready for interna- 
tional bimetallism if some change of ratio can be made, not 
large, but in some measure meeting the great difference between 
the two metals. You must remember that there have been four 
or five changes of ratio in the history of silver, and that every 
change has been a moderate increase in the ratio. I believe that 
soon all those countries will be ready for negotiation; I believe 
also with beneficent results. 

It is my sincere conviction that in our day, and soon, a genuine 
and united effort will be sought by the leading commercial nations 
to restore the bimetallic system. The amendment before the Sen- 
ate informs the world that we stand ready to cooperate. If it is 
accomplished it can only be through the aid in this country of 
the party which has ever stood for the maintenance of the national 
honor and the national credit, and when it comes it will come to 
bless mankind. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment which 
I have offered to the pending bill, in the nature of a substitute. be 
laid before the Senate. It is to be entitled An act to establish a 
unit of account and to provide for the coinage of money, and for 
other purposes.” 

The amendment submitted by Mr. BUTLER January 15, 1900, 
is as follows: 

That the unit of account shall be dollar, and the fractional parts thereof 
shall be cent and mill; the cent shall be the one-hundredth part of a dollar, 
or unit, and the mill shall be the one-thousandth part of a dollar, or unit; 
and that all the accounts of the Government and of the public offices thereof 


and all the proceedings in the courts of the United States shall be kept and 
sates in such unit and fractional parts thereof, namely, dollars, cents, and 


8. $ 

SEC. 2. That the money of the United States shall be manufactured or 
coined out of gold, silver, pers: and copper. The gold coins shall be manu- 
factured out of an alloy of which nine parts by weight shall be pure gold, 
and one part by weight shall be copper oF CoP r and silver, and shall be 
known as stan: go d. The silver coins sh manufactured or coined 
out of an alloy of which nine parts by weight shall be pure silver and one 
part by weight shall be coppers and shall be known as standard silver. The 
copper or minor coins shall be manufactured or coined out of an alloy of 
which three parts by weight shall be 8 and one part by weight shall be 
nickel. The paper money or units be manufactured or coined out of 


r and quality of which shall be determined by the Secre- 


er, the characte: 
Ey of the Treasury. 


silver, 
be greate: money 
manufactured by the United States out of gold, silver, or paper shall be a 
1 tender for all debts, public and private, at their n 
e minor coins shall be a 1 
debts, public and private, in amounts not to exceed one dollar or unit in any 
sopa payment. 

EC. 4. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of standard gold 
the following coins or pieces of money, namely: Twenty dollar or unit pieces, 
each to be twenty dollars or units, and to contain 516 grains, troy; ten dollar 
or unit panas each to be ten dollars or units, and to contain 258 grains, troy; 
five dollar or unit pieces, each to be five do or units, and to contain 120 


grains, troy. 

BEO, 5. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of standard silver 
the following coins or pieces of money, namely: Dollar or oe eee So 
to be one Gollar or unit, and to contain grains, troy; one- d or 
unit peace eh to be one-half of a dollar or unit, and to contain 206} grains, 
troy; quarter dollar or unit pieces, each to be one-quarter of a dollar or unit, 
and to contain 108} ins. oy As dimes, each to one-tenth of a dollar or 
unit, and to contain ft grains, 12 

SEC. 6. That the minor coins of the United States shall be a 5-cent piece 
and a l-cent piece. The 5-cent piece shall be the one-twentieth part of a dol- 
lar or unit, and shall contain 80 grains, troy; the I cent piece shall be the 
the one-hundredth part of a dollar or unit, and shall contain 40 ns, troy. 

BEC. 7. That any m — 5 bring to the mints of the Uni States gold 
or silver bullion to be coined into money, and the same shall be coined into 
money for of c immediately upon receipt of the same at the 
mint, and into rer of such denominations as he may designate, and if he 
fail to inform the Director of the Mint at the time his bullion is received at 
the mint what denominations he desires his bullion to be coined into, the 
same shall be coined into such pieces as the Director of the Mint may direct. 
All gold and silver bullion which is now owned by, or which may hereafter 
come into the possession of, the United States, shall be immediately coined 

money. 

SEC. 8. That the minor coins shall be coined out of material purchased by 
the Director of the Mint with funds appropriated for that purpose, and the 
same shall be delivered to Sporna or persons who may purchase the 
same of the Government at their nominal or face value. 

SEC. 9. That no coins other than those provided for in this act shall here- 
after be manufactured at the mint to be used for money in the United States. 

SEC. 10. That upon the coins that shall be coined hereafter at the mint the 
following devices and legends, and none other, shall be stam or printed, 
namely: U ression emblematic of liberty, with an 


bear 
le shall be omitted, and each piece shall be designated as 5 


be 
SEC. 11. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of 1 at the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the United States, the following kinds 
or pe of money, and none other, namely: Twenty dollar or unit pieces, each 
to be twenty dollars or units; ten-dollar or unit pieces, each to be ten dollars 
or units; five dollar or unit pieces, each to be five dollars or units; two dollar 
or unit pieces, each to be two dollars or units; one dollar or unit pieces, each 
to be one dollar or unit. 

Bec. 12. That u 
5 
stam namely: Thédeno. 
(and each denomination shall 


nation, expressed in numerals; the serialnumber 
be numbered separately), com 2 — with the 


the word “ Liberty” beneath it. 
piece shall be printed or stam tender for all debi 
ee and private,“ and across both sides the deno) tion thereof e 

n words, as, for 3 dollars or units or Dollar or unit.“ as 


d a vignette of G: 
or stamped W words 


States.“ U 


a vignette 
uw words A 


. Such other devices and gang may be placed upon each piece of 
paper money coined under this act for the purpose of designating it from 
0 


r pieces, and which may be pertinent for that purpose, as may be deter- 
mined i Se Secretary of the Treasury. * z 
SEC. 1 under the direction of the Secre 


That plates shall be engrave 
of ting or coining the various denomi- 
per as herein provided for. The engraving and 
the printing be of the highest art, and the paper shall be of the best 
character and quality that can be obtained for that purpose. The pieces of 
papar moray oaned under this act shall bə uniform in size, and the engrav- 
g on the plates on which they shall 5 coined shall be 6 inches and 
seven-cighths of an inch in length and 3 inches in width. 

Seo. 14 That there be coined out of pa 
various denominations herein provided for su 
of the following obligations of 
interest, U 


ran amount of money of the 
cient to cover the sora amount 


mature. 
Seo. 15. That whenever ities bonds of the United States shall be pre- 
reof shall become 


ry the: fore the same 
Treasurer of the United States sball 

inal or face value of the bonds presented, an thereon 
presentation, in coined paper money, dollar for dollar; but if when 
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sented for payment as aforesaid, gold or silver coin be demanded, the Treas- 
urer ma on the same either in goa or silver coin, or both, as he may elect. 
All bonds Paid b; vi immeđi- 


y the United States as herein provided for shall bo 
ately canceled and destroyed. 

Sec. 16. That each national bank organized under the laws of the United 
States shall, within ninety ag — from and after the passage of this act, for- 
ward to the Treasurer of the United States an amount of money equal to the 
amount of notes issued and put into circulation by it; on receipt of which the 
bonds held by the United States as security for its circulation shall be deliv- 


to it. 

Syd. 17. That if any person, after the passage of this act, shall bring gold 
or silver bullion to the mints of the United States to be coined into money. 
there shall be delivered to him, at his option, the coins coined out of his 
lion, or an equal amount of coined paper money, dollar for dollar; and there 
shall be coined and kept on hand a sufficient amount of coined paper money 
to meet any demand that may be made upon the Treasurer for coined paper 
money in exchange for gold or silver bullion. 

Sec. 18. That whenever gold or silver bullion shall be exchanged for coined 
paper money the bullion so ena s be and become the property of 
the United States and shall be imm. reed coined into money and used in the 
payment of the debts and obligations of the United States as they mature. 

Ec. 19. That the rof the United States shall under no circum- 
stances exchange one kind of money for another kind with any person, per- 
sons, or 1 vet mee 

SRO. 20. t in 8 out of paper, as provided for in this act, the 
following rule shall be observed, namely: For every twenty dollar or unit 
piece there shall be coined 2 ten dollar or unit pieces, 4 five dollar or unit 

10 two dollar or unit pieces, and 20 one dollar or unit pieces: for every 

doi or unit piece there shall be coined 2 five dollar or unit pieces,5 two 

dollar or unit pieces, and 10 one dollar or unit pieces; for every five dollar or 
unit piece there be coined 5 one dollar or unit pieces. 

SEC. 21. That any of the money that may be coined out of paper under this 
act that shall become mutilated or inju so as to become unfit for use 
when presented to the Treasurer of the United States by the owner thereof, 
or when the same shall come into the Treasury of the United States, be 
eren up and destroyed, and in lieu thereof shall be issued new money coined 
out of paper. 

Seo. 22. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby re ; 

Sec. 23. That the title of the act shall be amended to read as follows: “An 
act to establish a unit of account and to provide for the coinage of money, 
and for other purposes.” 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, to properly explain this amend- 
ment, which is a substitute bill in toto for the pending bill, and to 
clear away the false and absurd notions that prevail concerning 
money would require a volume and therefore much more time 
than I can devote to it now, although the importance of the sub- 
ject requires that I should do so. 

In many features the amendment follows the bill that was 
peered April 2, 1792. It provides that the money of the United 

tates shall hereafter be coined out of gold, silver, and paper, and 
all money except the minor coins shall be a legal tender for all 


debts, public and private. It also provides for the free and un- 
limited coinage of both gold and silver at the rate established by 
the act of 1837. 


The coinage of money out of paper, while to a certain extent a 
nN feature, yet is demanded by the necessities of modern civiliza- 

on. 

Everything that is used as a medium of exchange is money, of 
whatever material it may be made. There can be but two kinds 
of money—one that is manufactured in pursuance of law and the 
other that is used by common consent. All money that is used by 
common consent has no power whatever to pay debts, public or 
private, and can only discharge debts by consent of parties. Money 
is entirely domestic in its character and is made for the sole use of 
the people of the country which makes it. Under the Constitution 
the Congress alone has power to manufacture money, and it is left 
to Con to determine what it shall be manufactured out of. 
There is no limitation upon that power. It can manufacture it 
out of gold alone or silver alone or out of both metals; it can manu- 
facture it out of paper alone or out of the precious metals and 
paper; out of one or either, or out of all. The power of Congress 
is unlimited. Of this there can be no question whatever. 

The money that is manufactured by the United States is manu- 
factured ostensibly, at least, for the people of the United States 
and for nobody else, and none of it can perform the functions of 
money outside of the United States except by common consent or 
agreement of parties. 

There is no such thing as ‘‘the money of the world.” Nobody 
knows this better than those who are so frequently using that 
term in the interest of contraction, Every nation has its own 
money, just as it has its own laws. Money is the result of law. 
There can be no money without law. The law of each country 
says what the money of that country shall be, and the money 
made by such lawis as domestic in its character as the law itself. 
There is the money of the United States, but it is only money in 
the United States, Thesameistrue of the money of Great Britain, 
the money of France, and the money of every other nation. It 
can only perform the functions of money within the dominion of 
that nation. The only way that people of another nation can use 
the money of this country is by trading with us, for of course we 
receive our own money from a foreigner as we receive it from 
each other in exchange for products; but when we, as a nation, 
pay our balances in trade to other countries we pay them in 
products and not in money. We pay them in cotton, tobacco, 
wheat, or manufactured products. If, however, they wanted 
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gold or silver, do we pay them so many gold dollars or so man 


silver dollars? No; we place the gold or silver in scales and weig 
it, just as we weigh cotton or tobacco. The gold and silver that 
we pay them in is to them a commodity, even if the money stamp 
is on it. We can pay them in gold bullion or silver bullion with- 
out any stamp on it, and they receive it by weight just the same 
as if the money stamp was on it. So when we pay them in gold 
and silver we are not paying them in money; we are simply pay- 
ing them in commodity by weight. When we travel abr we 
do not use our money, but we exchange our money for the money 
of the country in which we travel. We could just as easily 
change a bale of cotton, if we owned it, into the money of that 
country. So when I own a bale of cotton there is just as much 
sense in calling that bale of cotton the cotton of the world as 
when I own a gold dollar of the United States to call that gold 
dollar a gold dollar of the world. 

Mr. President, the discussion of this amendment involves the 
whole consideration of the money question, and it ought not to be 
lightly passed over. The question is not out of what material 
money shall be manufactured, but the quantity that is to be 
mannfactured and put into circulation. One man may call him 
z gold man, another may call himself a silver man, another may 

himself agreenbacker, No matter what they call themselves, 
you can divide all men on the financial question into two classes. 
One side wants money scarcer and dearer; the other wants it 
more plentiful and wants its volume to increase in proportion to 
the increase of population and business so as to maintain the sta- 
bility of prices ant the equation between the man and the dollar, 
Every man occupies one of those two sides on the money question 
except the 3 Senator from Colorado =. Wo .corT] 
who just spoken, and I do not think he himself knows which 
side he is on. 

Mr. President, there is but one vital point in the whole money 
question, and that is how much is needed. There is unlimited 
power in Congress to make money. There is unlimited power to 
make it out of an g—to make it out of diamonds, if you 
please. We have the power to make it out of diamonds or out of 

latinum, The only question is how much. The gold man says 

ə wants it of gold. at is because he wants it scarce. There 
is not an intelligent gold man in America to-day who would not 
be against gold if the amount of it got plentiful enough to fur- 
nish sufficient money. If silver was scarcer than gold, the gold 
man would at once become a silver man, because he would want 
the scarcer money. Indeed, ithas occurred more than once when 
the output of gold was very large that the gold men have begun 
to favor the demonetization of gold. 

The only question, Mr. President, is how much, and that is a 
question which Congress should decide, just as we decide how 
much taxes shall be collected, and for the same reason. The gold 
man says, I am for gold,” and yet when I ask him where the 
gold is coming from, he says, I do not know; they are getting 
it now from so and so.“ But will it come next year in as large 
a quantity?” ‘I do not know.” The most ardent gold man in 
America or in the world must stand up in any audience and 
confess that the supply is not only limited but precarious. Is it 
wise to have our money made solely out of a metal that is not only 
scarce, but the supply of which may be double next year what it 
is this, or may be half next year what it is this? Population is not 
liable to the same fluctuations, but, on the other hand, population 
steadily increases, Then should not the volume of money steadil 
increase in proportion? Suppose the output of gold should sud- 
denly become very abundant. I would say there would be pre- 
cisely the same objection to it, because it might suddenly make 
too much money. 

My objection to the gold standard is not only on account of the 
scarcity of gold, but on account of the precariousness of the output, 
and therefore the want of stability in prices under the gold stand- 
ard. My contention is for an amount of money that will meet the 
needs of the country, regulated by Con and not depending 
upon chance; and when that is done, I do not care whether it is 
made out of gold, silver, paper, copper, or diamonds, It makes 
but little difference to the country; the country will prosper if 
Congress will increase the volume each year with the increase of 
population and business, no matter what it is made out of. 

r. President, that money is an absolute necessity in civilized 
communities no one will dispute, and there would never be any 
discussion of the question if it were not for the fact that there 
are a small number of people who favor restricting the amount 
of money in order that the minority of mankind may profit by 
the millions of wealth producers. The only question to be dis- 
cussed is how much, how many dollars. 

Money is a manufactured article, manufactured by the Govern- 
ment alone, and it is manufactured for certain specific n 
chief among which are to pay debts, public and private, to facili- 
tate exchanges, and to buy the obligations of others. If money 
has not the function to pay debts, public and private, it is as 
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valueless as money as any other commodity. Take from money. 
of whatever material made, the power to pay debts, public and 
private, and its chief money function is destroyed, and the mate- 
rial simply becomes a commodity, to be bought and sold in the 
market the same as other commodities. 

Each nation at the present time fixes the rate at which gold can 
be coined into money free of charge. In the United States 23.8 
grains of standard gold are required to be put into every dollar 
coined out of that metal. The price of gold bullion, therefore, in 
the United States is fixed by law, the same as it is in every other 
country where it can be coined free into money. Can it be doubted 
that if all the nations should close their mints to the free coinage 
of gold, the price of gold bullion would fall in the market? Can 
there be any doubt that the price would fall more than 50 per 
cent? Everybody knows now what the price of gola bullion is, 
because it is fixed by law and by nothing else. However much 
gold may be produced, the price of it in the United States under 
the present law will be the same as it is now, viz, 25.8 grains will 
be worth a dollar. 

At the present time silver bullion is selling for about 57 cents 
anounce. This is so because silver bullion is priced in the same 
way that corn and wheat and other commodities are priced. 

If the mints of the United States should be opened to the free 
coinage of silver at the rate established by the law of 1837, can 
anyone doubt for a moment that silver bullion would be worth 
$1.29 an ounce? Is there a man in this Chamber who, if he were 
the owner of silver bullion, would sell it for less than the mint 
price? Is there any person anywhere on the globe who would sell 
silver bullion for less than the mint price established by the law 
in the United States, less exchange, insurance, and transportation? 
I do not think any such person could be found. The mint price, 
therefore, would be the market price of the silver bullion in the 
United States, and that would fix the price of bullion throughout 
the world. 

Any person who has given the matter amoment’s thought would 
say that the price of silver bullion could not be less than that 
fixed by law. If gold were treated by the nations in the same 
way that silver is now treated, it would not be worth as much in 
the market as silver is to-day, and if neither could be used for 
money, they would be practically valueless, A man who is the 
owner of a ton of gold bullion in the United States can determine 
very readily its value, and that is done by dividing the total mass 
of metal by the amount of metal that is required to be put into 
each unit and the quotient will be the price of it e in dol- 
lars. The same would be true of silver under free coinage of that 
metal. To say that it would not be true is to contradict the facts 
in the case and the universal judgment of men, The price, how- 
ever, of either gold or silver has nothing to do with the purchas- 
ing power of the money made out of those metals. As soon as 
money is coined and put into circulation it takes upon itself anew 
relation; the question then is, What is its value or purchasing 
power? The value or purchasing power of every unit of money 
that is in circulation must depend, other things remaining the 
same, upon the number of units that are in the market to be sold 
that are in circulation. 

The real contention in the money question never was and never 
can be over the material out of which money shall be made, but 
over the quantity of it that shall be made and put into circulation. 
Those who contend that gold alone should be used for money are 
contending for a smaller yolume of money than those who contend 
for the free coinage of money out of both metals, 

But no one will claim that with both gold and silver used 
fully for money the mines will each year produce enough of these 
metals to increase the volume of money each year with the in- 
creasing population. The volume of money would still apend 
upon chance. There should be no chance aboutit. The volume 
of money should be increased scientifically and with mathematical 
certainty. When the Government has so much money to raise 
we figure to a nicety just how much taxes to levy to raise the 
money required. In the same way we should figure to a nicety 
just how much new money should be manufactured each year and 
put into circulation. When the people increase, just so should 
money increase. The people can not make bricks without straw.” 
This is why I have poran for the coinage of paper money, every 
dollar of which will pay all debts, public and private, as well as a 
gold dollar, 

The bill that is before the Senate for consideration is one de- 
signed for the express purpose of decreasing the number of units 
in circulation that have the power to pay debts, public and pri- 
vate. 

Mr. President, as long as you give to corporations or private 
individuals the power to control the money volume, just so long 
the business and industries of the country will have to respond to 
their demands, and it is for the purpose of breaking up this com- 
bination, the most dangerous and powerful combination that an 
country or people could be subject to, and to take out of i 


hands the power to control the volume of money is the purpose 
of this sabstitute, and it would do it. 

The first thing Congress should do is to establish a unit of ac- 
count, and this was practically done in the act of 1792. My bill 
has the same provision. The next duty of Congress is to manu- 
facture units, and under the Constitution, as already stated, units 
may be made out of any material that the Congress may deter- 
mine upon. That this is so will be doubted by no one who has 
examined the matter or knows anything about it. 

Much is said about a unit of value, and the statute as it now 
stands provides that the unit of value shall be dollar and the same 
shall be made ont of gold, each dollar to contain 25.8 grains of 
standard gold. To say that a dollar is a standard of value is to 
state a proposition that is senseless, for there can in the very na- 
ture of things be no standard of value. Why? Because value 
has neither length, breadth, nor thickness, and is not ponderable. 
Then what is value? Value is simply the judgment or estimation 
of individuals in respect to a certain thing. The value of a dollar 
or of any other piece of money, like anything else that is offered 
for sale, is determined by the parties to each transaction in which 
a dollar or money is involved. Value, therefore, is estimation 
judgment, and in economics can have relation to nothing except 
money. Other things are priced in terms of money. 

Money is a commodity manufactured by law to be used for cer- 
tain purposes, and the value of it must of necessity, like every- 
thing else, depend upon the demand of and supply for it. The 
law of supply and demand is as applicable to money as to any 
other amg, and to say that itis not is to state a thing that is 
absolutely false, as every sane person must know. If the supply 
of money be increased and the demand for it remains the same, its 
value or purchasing power must decrease; so if the demand for 
money remain the same and the quantity of it be decreased, the 
yalue or purchasing ee of it must go up. The rise and fall in 
the value or purchasing power of money is evidenced by the rise 
and fall in the prices of things that are in the market for sale. 
Prices generally can not go up and the value or purchasing power 
of money remain the same. Neither can the prices of things go 
down in general and the purchasing power of money remain the 


same. 

The relation that money sustains to things, to prices, is a math- 
ematical one, pure and simple. Every person who is familiar with 
the rules in common or vulgar fractions can very readily ascertain 
how the value or purchasing power of money is affected, 

If the population of a country should double and the money 
volume remain the same, of necessity the purchasing 2 of 
every unit of money in circulation would be doubled. If, on the 
other hand, the population of a country should be decreased one- 
half, the money volume remaining the same, the purchasing power 
of each unit in circulation would fall 50 per cent, other things re- 
maining the same. 

Money is only valuable as such because of the functions which 
it performs. 

e gold that is in a piece of money in ordinary transactions is 
not bought or sold because of the metal, but simply and solely 
because of the functions which the Government, by law, had con- 
ferred uponit. Take from a twenty-dollar gold piece the stam 
that is placed thereon, obliterate evidence of its coinage, an 
it becomes valueless as money, and can only be bought and sold 
like other commodities, except that the price of it is determined 
by the mint rate. This would be true also of silver dollars under 
free coinage of that metal. 

If you melt a twenty-dollar gold piece into a nugget the money 
functions of that piece would be destroyed. The price of the gold 
bullion that is in the nugget would not be affected, and why? 
Because you could send that nugget to the mint and have it coined 
into a twenty-dollar gold piece, and when so coined it is clothed 
again with all the functions of money. With the nugget no per- 
son could pay any debt whatever any more than he could pay a 
debt with wheat, corn, or any other commodity. In other words, 
as soon as the piece is destroyed as gee it becomes a commodity, 
the price of which is fixed by law. The law gives the right to 
every person to take gold to the mint to be coined into money free 
of charge. 

How is it in the case of 20 silver dollars? In the market 20 sil- 
ver dollars will buy as much property, pay for as much services, 
discharge as much debt, in the United States as a twenty-dollar 
gold piece. Of this there can be no donbt whatever, because 
every silver dollar, under the laws as they now exist, has the 
power to pay all debts, public and private. If 20 silver dollars 
were melted into a nugget the money functions of those dollars 
would be destroyed absolutely, and the nugget could no more pay 
a debt, either public or private, than the nugget of gold made 


out of a twenty-dollar gold piece. As soon as the silver dollars 
are destroyed as money the silver becomes a commodity, and is 
bought and sold in the market the same as other things. 

If every person had the right to take silver to the mint and have 


it coined into dollars or units, free of charge, would not the nug- 
t made out of 20 silver dollars be worth $20 in the United 
tates? Can there be any doubt about this proposition? If the 
person who owned the silver nugget could take it to the mint 
and have it coined into 20 silver dollars, free of charge, would not 
the market price of that nugget be 20 silver dollars? Who says 
that this would not be true? Would not the mint rate be the 
market rate, and would not the market rate be the mint rate? 
There can be no question about it. It is a self-evident proposition. 

But it is said that if we should open our mints to the free coin- 
age of silver it would have no effect upon the price of silver out- 
side of the borders of the United States. Is there any person who 
believes such a i seep as that who has any knowledge of the 
subject atall? I doubt it very much. If thislawshould be passed, 
in the United States, at least, silver would be worth $1.29 an ounce. 
Of this there can be no question, because no person in the United 
States could be found, whether miner, banker, broker, or Senator, 
who is the owner of silver bullion, who would sell it for less than 
the mint rate, any more than a person would now sell gold bullion 
for less than the mint rate. How would it be with the person 
who lived in England, for example? Seg Se a man living in 
London hadaton of silver bullion. Would he dispose of his bullion 
after the passage of this law for less than the price that he could 
get for it in the American market? I doubt if any man on earth 
could be found who would be willing to dispose of his silver bul- 
lion for a less sum than the market price of itin the United States, 
What would be its market price here? Manifestly the mint rate, 
Would it sell for any less? Surely no man would dispose of his 
bullion for less money than he could have it coined into. 

Does any man sell gold bullion for less than the amount he can 
receive for it at the mint? 

Under free coinage of gold or silver the price of bullion is 
fixed by law, and there is no instance where any person has ever 
sold any quantity of either gold or silver in any country for a less 
amount than he could have his metal coined into, free of charge, 
at the mints of such country. 

It is said, Mr. President, and it is true, that silver is worth in 
the market now less than it was previous to 1873. Why is it less 
in price? Because nowhere on earth, except possibly in Mexico, 
can it be coined free into money at any rate whatever. It there- 
fore is treated as a commodity, and the price of it everywhere is 
determined by the inexorable law of supply and demand. 

In the case of gold the supply is limited, the demand for money 
made out of it is unlimited, and the rate at which it can be coined 
into monera fixed by law. Hence itis thatthe mintprice andthe 
market p of gold bullioneverywherearethesame. This would 
be true of silver if that metal could be coined free into money. 

It is contended that if we should admit silver at the mints to be 
coined free into money the money so coined would not circulate in 
other countries, If it did not, it would be a great blessing to the 
American people. 

It is assumed by many that American gold coins do circulate 
throughout the world and perform the functions of money. This 
is not true, as everybody must know who has ever traveled abroad. 

Atwenty-dollar gold piece hasno more power to pay a debt, public 
or private, in any other country than the United States than the 
goldcoins of any other country have the power to pay debts, public 
or private, within the United States. No person in England, for 
example, to whom American gold coin is tendered in payment of 
debt is under any obligation whatever to take it. If he should 
take it, it would be an act of accommodation merely to the party 
tendering it. “The party who receives it would at once estimate 
its value in what? In English money, and give him credit on his 
account for the amount of money that his gold coin would coin 
into in Great Britain, just as if he tendered so much gold bullion 
or so many pig-iron bars or so many bales of cotton, and that had 
been estimated in English money and entered on the books to 
his credit. Simply that, and nothing more. That is what you 
call international money. You might as well speak of inter- 
national cotton. 

The rate at which gold can be coined into money in different 
nations depends upon the law of each nation, and in determining 
the price of gold bullion in any country, whether coined or un- 
coined, it must be ascertained how much money the bullion would 
coin into in the country where itis sold. That is the calculation, 
and nothing else, 

Nobody will pretend to say that in the United States English 
gold coins circulate and perform the functions of money. In de- 
termining the price of English coins in the United States, reference 
is had to the coinage rate here and not in England. 

It is not true that gold coins of the United States circulate and 

rform the functions of money without the borders of the United 

tates, and if silver could be coined free into money here silver 
doliars would not circulate and perform the functions of money 
outside of the United States. This is so because money is parny 
and absolutely domestic in its character, It is for use the 
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country in which it is made. It never was intended to circulate 
outside of that country, and it is a curse to the country when it 
does so even as bullion, as long as it is used as a money metal. 

It is said that if silver should be coined into money here the 
country would be flooded. That is another great objection. One 
was that it would not circulate in foreign countries, and the other 
is that we would be inundated with a flood of silver money. To 
admit that is to admit the whole contention of those who favor an 
increase in the money volume. If there is anybody in this Cham- 
ber or out of it, in the United States, who would fear such a flood 
let him speak. 

The man who brings foreign silver to our mints to have it coined 
free into money will stay here with it if he can not take it away to 
other countries where it is equally as valuable. If he stays here 
with it he must use it. He will put it into industrial enterprises 
and employ labor and add to the material wealth of the nation. 
Would that be a curse? Is that the kind of a flood that our gold- 
standard friends are afraid of? But, Mr. President, there is no 
use in discussing this or any other trumped-· up scare. There is no 
sense or reason in it. Besides, it is the duty of og (Shug to regu- 
late the volume of money. Let tem, Se, o that duty and then 
there is an end of the whole matter. t Congress determine just 
how much money we need and then make it. If Congress can not 
be trusted to do this, who can? Is it better to leave it to chance? 
Is it better to put it into the hands of afew bankers? How foolish 
and absurd. Of course, Mr. President, there can be too much 
money, as well as too little, as I have already stated, but when- 
ever and wherever there has been too much money there have 
been a thousand times and places where there was too little money. 

Both are evils; but to-day we are threatened with the evil of 
contraction; we are not threatened with the evil of inflation. 
The trouble with this country to-day is that it is short on money. 
The Republicans in this Congress and the officials of the Govern- 
ment have admitted that in the bill we have now before us. 
This Senate bill providing for the gold standard and providing 
that the banks shall have unlimited power to circulate their 
notes is a confession that this country is short on money. Every 
banker in the United States says we are short on money, and the 
very bill that is now here under consideration emphasizes that 
more strongly than anything else. 

Mr. President, we are short on money, and we are so short that 
we could absorb all the surplus money in the world to-day and not 
have enough to meet the demands of our P ulation and our busi- 
ness. Who would be injured if some of the surplus silver that 
can be found in the world to-day was to come here and be coined 
into money? Itis certain that the great mass of the people, those 
who produce and distribute the wealth of the nation, would be 

atly benefited by an increase. Then who would be injured? 

e usurers, the exploiters of wealth, the idle rich, and those 
whose salaries are fixed by law think they would be injured, but 
they would not be. It is true that their profits would not be so 
large, but they, too, would prosper, because the property they have 
would increase in price and their opportunities, if they desired to 
avail themselves of them, would increase also. So the very men 
who are claiming that they would be injured, though small in 
number, if they understood the situation, would find that in the 
long run they would prosper with the remainder of the people. 

Mr. President, itis said also that the credit of the nation will be 
injured if this gold-standard bank-monopoly bill is not passed. 
What is the matter with the nation’s credit now? The majority 
claim that they want this bill to strengthen the credit of the nation. 
Strengthen it! I stand up to defend this nation, and to say that it 
does not need any strengthening of its credit, and that if it does, 
it does not need to be put in debt to strengthen that credit. Ican 
not strengthen my credit by putting bonds and mortgages on my- 
self to pay future interest, and yon can not convince me or any 
10-year old boy in America that you can strengthen the credit of 
this nation in that manner. There are some people who seem to 
think that the affairs of a nation have to be conducted entirely dif- 
ferent from the affairs of a prudent and successful business man. 

Can anybody tell me why a nation that has the soleand absolute 
power to manufacture money to be used in its own borders asa 
medium of exchange should ever go into the market to borrow of 
others manny to pay its expenses? Is there an individual in this 
body, or in this country who would borrow a single dollar of any 
person if he had the power and ability to manufacture his own 
money? If an individual would not do sucha thing. can anybody 
give me a good reason why a nation should do so? Why can nota 
government use common sense, like any sane individual? 

Does the miller's wife go Without bread and borrow it of her 
neighbors while her husband has plenty of flour in his mill, or 
wheat to be converted into flour and the power and facilities for 
grinding it? If she should go about borrowing loaves of bread 
and agreeing to pay us upon it, would not every person in 
the community where she lives regard her as a fit subject for the 
asylum? What difference is there between the miller's wife and 
a government in the case cited? There is no difference. 


It is more absurd and foolish for a government—a great, rich, 
strong government like this—to go about borrowing money and 
creating a perpetual national debt than it would be for a miller’s 
wife to go about borrowing loaves of bread and paying usury 
upon them while her larder was full of meal. Instead of creat- 
ing a larger national debt we ought to pay off as soon as possible 
the debt we now have, and then stop borrowing. We are amply 
able to pay every dollar the Government owes, yet this Senate 
bill provides that the debt shall be increased and made perpet- 
ual—pay interest forever. Indeed, this bill makes it necessary to 
increase the debt each year in order to get any increase in the 
money of the country—a cunningly devised scheme for the bank- 
ers and bondholders, . 

Mr. President, the next contention of the Goldites is that if sil- 
ver or paper should be coined into money it would drive gold out 
of the country. Suppose it would. What has that got to do with 
the situation? Gold never will stay with us except when it could 
rob us; it never stays except in times of peace; it always deserts 
in times of war. It does not even ask permission to go when war 
breaks out or trouble comes. It simply stays so long as it pleases 
it, and it profits by it. 

Mr. President, I think we could survive and prosper as a nation 
if all the gold left; we could survive and prosper if all the silver 
left us, for it is as great a coward and traitor in times of war as 
gold, provided our silver friends would not be as cranky as our 
gold friends and insist, whenever we got short on silver, that we 
must starve to death because there is not enough silver to make 
money. Suppose both gold and silver should desert us in times 
of great n What would we do? Do just as we have done in 
the past when both deserted us, coin greenbacks, or coin money 
out of diamonds or platinum, if our silver friends should get so 
fastidious about the substance as the gold men are about gold. 
The Government has unlimited power to make its money out of 
any substance—make a scientific money and manufacture each 
year just enough new money to meet the demands of increasing 
po tion and business without any accident or chance. When 

old and silver desert us, this is just what we do and must do. 

hen why not make that kind of money for all the time? This kind 
of money which serves us in times of war will certainly serve us 
in times of peace. Then our money would always be with us. 

Is it not true that this country did business for more than thir- 
teen years without a gold or a silver dollar in it, so far as anyone 
could see? That period included one of the greatest wars that 
this world has ever seen. Was there any trouble in the business 
affuirs of the country from 1862 to 1875 in consequence of there 
being no metal money? There was none whatever. The trouble 
that arose during the latter part of that period was the result of 
the destruction of the notes that the Government had issued and 
put into circulation, and which were performing the functions of 
money, and not because there was a lack of gold and silver 
money. 

Let the gold go abroad if it will. All money that is made of 
metal will go to the 9 where the owner of it can get the 
most for it, and if a man can old to better advantage in England 

he can in this country he will take it there. The same is 
true of silver. It is a matter of little importance what material 
is used bya government to manufacture money out of, and there- 
fore it is of no importance whether gold remains in circulation or 
does not. Gold will not go abroad because it is the dearer metal, 
but because the need for mn for monetary purposes is greater 
elsewhere than here, and that need would be evidenced by lower 
pricesin the country to which it was taken. As long as money is 
made out of gold or silver or gold alone or silver alone each na- 
tion can only get its distributive share of the total amount. If 
one nation has at any period more than its distributive share, the 
surplus will be forced to other countries which have not their dis- 
tributive share. If silver could be coined free here, undoubtedly 
prices would go up, and as a result gold, to some extent at least, 
would be taken out of the 8 to restore the monetary equi- 
librium. That would be beneficial to the country to which it was 
sent, for it would increase the quantity of money there, and that 
would have a tendency to increase general prices. 

Since money is domestic in its character it should be made out 
of a material that can not be exported or imported on account of 
the material, and as long as the present monetary conditions exist 
there will be constant disturbances in the business world. 

It is said that the value of money depends upon the material of 
which it is made. But that that is not true must be apparent to 
anybody who knows anything about the money question. Except 
for export and import, money is never bought or sold because of 
the material. Gold coins are never bought or sold on the market 
for the metal that is in the coins, except for the purpose of export- 
ing them abroad, where they will be sold by weight, like cotton or 
other commodities, 

What use is the metal in a twenty-dollar gold piece as money? 
Does the merchant when he sells goods for such a piece buy it be- 
cause he wants the metai? No. He never thinks of the metal; 
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he has no use for the metal. It is not the metal that he desires. 
What is it that he buys? He simply buys the functions which the 
law has clothed the coin with. It could have been placed upon 
anything else just as well. Take the functions of money from the 
piece of metal and it is valueless to him as money. 

What is the metal used for? Simply and N for the purpose 
of bearing the stamp of the Government, which certifies that it 
has the power to perform certain functions and that it was made 
in pursuance of law. The metal is fit for nothing except to in- 
form the holder that it is made in pursuance of law and that the 
law has said that it shall perform certain functions. 

No person who buys a twenty-dollar gold piece ever thinks of 
the metal that isin it. All he has in mind is the fact that he can 
use it to purchase other things with or to pay his debts. What is 
true with 2 to money made out of gold is true with respect 
to money made out of any material. The ane of Government 
may be placed npon a piece of paper and clothe that piece of paper 
with the same functions that it can clothe metal money with. 
If not, why not? 

Mr. President, the making of money out of gold and silver isa 
relic of barbarism. Surely the time will come in our civilization 
when we will discard that one last relic. If the gold mines were 
to shut down and the silver mines should stop giving out any 
metal at all, would that break the hallucination; would it open 
and put to work the minds of the fossils; would it put everybody 
to using common sense about money as they do about everything 
else? If we could get rid of all such barbaric doubts and heresies 
it would be a blessing to mankind. 

It is claimed that if silver could be coined free the silver-mine 
owners would be benefited. That was one of the great sl of 
the last campaign. I do not deny that charge; I frankly admit it; 
and in reply to it I say, why not benefit the silver-mine owner? 
Is nota silver-mine owner as much entitled to protection and con- 
sideration as the gold- mine owner? Do we not benefit the gold-mine 
owner by having the mints open to gold? Yes. Then as long as the 
gold- mine owner is thus protected I am in favor of giving exactly 
thesame benefit to thesilver-mine owner. Are not thesilver-mine 
owners of as much importance as the gold-mine owners? Are they 
not just as good citizens? At the present you furnish every gold 
miner in the world a market for his metal and you say to him bring 
it here and we will coin it into units of money for you, free of 
charge, He knows when he mines his gold just what he can get for 
it. He does not have to consult the market reports. He knows 
that the law says that his bullion in the United States is worth 
a certain sum per ounce. 7 

Why should the gold-mine owner be protected and furnished a 
market for his metal at a fixed price, a market that is always 
open, where the demand is constant, a market where he never is 
at a loss to know what he shall do with his metal or what it will 
bring? Is this Government to grant to a certain class of indi- 
viduals, who produce a certain commodity, a market that is con- 
stant, where the price of his commodity is fixed by law, to the 
exclusion of every other person in the country from that privilege? 
Our forefathers declared against monopolies, but a gold monopoly 
is the most gigantic trust that Congress could create. Oh, but it 
will be said that silver has been discarded by the nations as 
money, and the price of it has gone down, and therefore it is not 
as valuable as gold. Such statements emanate from the bond- 
holders, the money scavengers, and their agents, and from no per- 
son who has an understanding of the money question. It is they 
who dictate that money shall be made out of gold alone and not 
out of the two metals or anything else. 

If money shall be made out of the two metals, they know that the 

uantity would be increased; and that is what they object to; 
they know that prices in general would rise, and that is what they 
object to; they know the purchasing power of the gold dollar, 
which has already been doubled in purchasing power by legisla- 
tion, would fall to its normal and honest price, and that is what 
they object to. What they desire is to have the purchasin 
power of money, no matter what it is made ont of, increased an 

ere increasing, except when they desire to make fluctuations by 
calling in or putting out bank notes. They know, if the money 
volume should be increased, that prices would rise, that the price 
of labor would be increased, the products of the people would be 
greater in number, and there would be general prosperity for 
every man who toils or who creates wealth or who is engaged in 
an honest productive enterprise. They have no interest whatever 
in the wealth producers of the country except so far as they may 
be able, through their usury and exactions, to filch from them 
their earnings. 

If money shall be made ont of metal, then make it out of the 
two metals and coin each free, and place the gold miner and silver 
miner upon the same basis with respect to the law. 

But many people are afraid that if such a thing should be done 
our country would be flooded with money. 

Why is it that these good, gold-standard friends of ours never 
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suggest the ibility of a scarcity of money? Does it not seem 
that it would occur to them that if there could be such a thing as 
a flood of money it is equally possible, under certain conditions, 
that there might be a scarcity of money? Yet I have never heard 
a single advocate of the gold standard suggest that there might 
possibly, under some circumstances, be a scarcity of full, legal- 
tender money. 

Mr. President, in the name of all the people, in the name of 
humanity, in the name of the struggling millions in this coun- 
try, I invite this increase of money that would come from open- 
ing the mints to silver. I am certain that I myself and that all 
the people would be carried away with ecstasies if they could be 
drowned in a flood of money. It is the flood thatthe bondholder, 
the gambler, and the usurer fear; for when that comes and gen- 
eral prosperity reigns among the wealth producers, his business 
will cease to be so lavishly prosperous, and the many will have 
something of an opportunity to get on in the world without first 
calling at the usurer’s office to give him that which he never 
earned. 

Butit is said that other nations have discarded silver. What 
difference does that make to us? Shall we not be permitted to 
manufacture our own money and in such quantities as we desire 
because other nations, controlled as they are by the money sharks, 
have dictated a different policy as toa domestic matter? Do we 
ask Great Britain, for example, what laws we shall here 
with r t to crimes, the descent and distribution of the estate, 
the incorporation of companies, the management of our cities and 
our various institutions? We totally disregard Great Britain in 
respect to those matters, as we do every other nation. Whyshall 
we not with respect to money? Are not the interests of our people 
of vastly more importance to us than the interests of the peopleof 
other nations? It seems to meso. There are many who seem to 
think that when the question of money is under consideration we 
must get on our knees and consult other nations to find out what 
they will permit us to do. 

e functions of money can be stamped by our Government 
upon any material the Congress may determine. What is the 
best material? That paper is the best material on which to stamp 
money functions nobody of intelligence will dispute. Why? Be- 
cause it is more difficult to be counterfeited, it wears just as long, 
it is more convenient to handle, and is easier to transport; it costs 
less to produce and less to manufacture. 

There is another important consideration, and that is, it costs 
less for the Government to buy the paper on which to stamp the 
function than it does to buy gold or silver. Why should the Gov- 
ernment spend a dollar on silver and lose the interest on its value 
to have it go about to declare the functions of $1, when a piece of 
paper is more durable, more convenient, more desirable to the 
people, and better in every way than the piece of silver? Itis a 
waste of raw material. I would rather have the silver in ns 
and the gold in my teeth and have my money in paper; then I 
would have both. 

Mr. President, these are my views on the question, and I may 
ay they are the views of every man who has studied the question 
scientifically, While I claim no credit for originality, I have 
studied carefully the works and the expressions of those who have 
mastered the subject, and I am satisfied that they are right. Yet 
my amendment does not propose to make all of the money out of 

per. My amendment provides for the free coinage of gold, the 

ree coinage of silver, and then for the free coinage of greenbacky 
up tohowmuch? Whatquantity? Supplement the gold and sik 
ver with the free coinage of greenbacks each year just enough to 
keep pace with the increase of population and business. Is not 
that right? 

Can not you trust Congress to do it? You trust the Congress to 
lay taxes and collect them. If Congress has enough sense to say 
how much taxes shall be put upon the people, has it not sense 
enough and honesty to say how much money shall be added to the 
money each year; and if it has not sense enough, in heaven’s name, 
do you think a selfish banker, who is looking after his self-interest 
and not anybody else's, has? My bill provides for the coinage 
of gold, silver,and paper. I putin the gold and silver because un- 
der the present conditions it seemed to me better to do it. It seems 
to me easier in that way to reach relief and a just monetary system, 
because then we have less prejudice to combat, and because we 
accomplish the same thing, except that we waste the raw mate- 
rial in the dollar, which is unnecessary; but we can stand that loss 
if we can get a sufficient volume of money. 

If any people or any nation should find that there is one kind of 
money that does ory well in times of peace but that will not do 
in times of war, while there is another kind of money that is al- 
ways reliable in times of war, which one of these two kinds of 
money would it be wise for that people or nation to adopt in ar- 
ranging asound, safe, and reliable financialsystem? The kind that 
will answer well both in peace and in war or the kind that leaves 


us when war and trouble come? Following the old and true 
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adage; In times of peace prepare for war, would not everyone 
with a thimblefull of brains at once reply, Let us by all means 
adopt the money that will stand by us and do service in times of 
peril? I challenge any Senator on this floor to deny or to question 
the correctness of this statement. Now, if this is true, what does 
it teach us about the kind of money weshould now adopt in times 
of peace in order to be ready for war as well as for peace? What 
kind of money did the Government use from 1861, the beginning 
of the civil war, until long after the war closed? 

What kind of money did Abraham Lincoln call to his assistance, 
not only to run the ordinary expenses of the Government but to 
supply the enormous and expensive munitions of war? Was it 
mold? No. Why was it not gold? Because gold, the thieving 
coward that it is, was the nation’s first deserter. It did not wait 
even for the first gun to be fired, but with the first serious rumor 
of war it took itself in hiding. In times of peace gold smiling! 
turns up and asks for the permission of being our money standard, 
because it desires the privilege of making every dollar in the 
nation pay tribute to itself as long as there is peace and no danger. 
When war or trouble comes, it asks to be excused and deserts 
us to our fate. Yes; gold deserted Lincoln, so did silver. What 
kind of money stayed with us and fought the battles of the nation? 
What kind of money was used throughout that powerful conflict 


until the last was fired at Appomattox? It was the good old 
reliable green that the money shark would strike down 
to-day. The back was a patriot and has been the friend of 
the people. Gold has been a coward, and a traitor and a robber. 


The substitute which I have offered is to make the patriotic and 
faithful greenback the mainstay of the country in peace as it must 
be and will be in war. Is there any question about which one of 
these two moneys the people would choose? 

If the nation can support itself with greenbacks in time of war, 
who ge aap a e Salah Ieee os ed in eee 8 
peace and plenty and prosperi our is in time o 
War and good enough to support greenbacks D ie it not a thou- 
sand times stronger in times of peace? Therefore let us take the 
money that is good both in peace and war. 

The different pieces of mo e in my amendment are 
designated dollars or units, or or unit, as the case may be. 
This is the only proper thing, and the statutes that have been en- 
acted heretofore have disregarded accurate and scientific terms 
with respect to money. The only thing that we can do is to es- 
tablish a unit of account and then determine what units shall be 
made of and then proceed to manufacture dollars or units. The 
dollar is the name of the unit of account, and all accounts are re- 
quired to be kept in dollars and fractional parts thereof, the same as 
now. No denomination shall be greater than twenty dollars or 
units. The reason for this is that money is made for the plain people 
ot the country and not for the banking interests. Money is made to 
be used and not to be hoarded, and it is more convenient that all 
the pieces should be small rather than large. The gold coins are 
at present no larger than $20, therefore it is that $20 seems to be 
the proper number of dollars that should be put into one piece. 

Under this amendment, if it should be enacted into law; the 
present debt of the United States would be paid and discharged 
within at least five years from the date of its passage. 

It will be observed that as fast as each note of the United States 
or of the banks shall come into the hands of the Government it 
shall be taken up and destroyed and in its place substituted coined 
paper money. ithin a very short time the t mass of the 
notes now outstanding would disappear from circulation and the 
new money would ap in its place. This of itself would cause 
no disturbance, and the debt of the United States would be de- 
creased to that extent. It will be asked, How is it possible to 
coin money out of ?” To coin means to fashion, to manu- 

to stamp. Tt is tres that the verb itself is commonly un- 
derstood to mean to stamp metal or to fashion metal into money. 

As a matter of fact the Congress manufactures money; it man- 
ufactures it out of gold and out of silver. Why can it not manu- 
facture it out of any other material? It certainly can. The 
Government alone owns the factories in which money is manufac- 
tured, and it certainly can own a factory in which money can be 
manufactured out rik Fee The paper money that is in circula- 
tion now in the United States is composed entirely of the promis- 
sory notes of the Government. These notes ultimately must be 
paid, and whenever they come into the hands of the Government 
they can surely be destroyed and the obligation canceled. In order 
to prevent any financial distress money coined out of paper can be 
substituted therefor and the people benefited to the extent of the 
disc of a portion, at least, of their debts. The policy seems to 
be, however, of those who and control the ces of the 
country, to prevent the payment of the debts of the Government, 
and no person yet bas suggested, so far as I know, any semicey oy 

i e notes of the Government shall be paid and the debt evi- 
denced by them di ed. 


But the advocates of bill say, We propose to give you bank 
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currency if we do not give you greenbacks, Mr. President, if the 
gold standard is right, why do we need anything besides gold for 
money? The only way to prove that the gold standard is honest 
is to show that we have enough gold to make a sufficient number 
of legal-tender dollars. If there is not enough gold to be gotten to 
make sufficient money for the people, then it is a crime to make 
gold the standard of value and require all debts to be paid in gold, 
and that is what this Senate bill does. 

If there were enough gold in sight now, who could ntee 
that there would be a year from now or five years from now? It 
is an uncertain quantity; it is controlled by accidents and chances; 
but the fact is there is not enough gold now in sight, and there 
has not been and there is no probability that there will be, and 
this bill admits it. Why? Because it provides for the bankers 
flooding the country with their promissory notes and allowing 
them to draw interest on them. You admit that it is necessary 
to supplement gold. If this is true and we must issue such bogus 
money that must be redeemed in some other money, tell me how 
it makes it better to have a bank to issue it than to have the Gov- 
ernment to issue it? Is one man in the country greater than 
seventy millions? 

Does it make the dollar better for the banker to handle it and 
lend it out on interest? It makes the dollar no better, it makes 
the people no better, but poorer, and it makes the banker richer; 
and that is allthereisinit. Is one bank stronger and more reli- 
able and more honest than all the rest of the country? Are the 
4,000 banks to which you give this privilege stronger and more 
reliable than all the rest of the country—than the Government 
itself? Is their credit better than the Government's credit? If 
so, then there is some reason and justice in this bill. Oh, what 
miserable hypocrisy! If we must have token money to be re- 
deemed in some other money, then, in the name of high heaven, 
if we want the best token money that can be made, why not let 
the Government make it all? 

Mr. President, the only explanation and the only excuse is that 
then the big proin that the bankers make would saved to the 
people and the bankers would not make it, but the people would 

eep it in their pockets. That is the only difference between the 
plan proposen in this bill and the plan I propose. Yes, there is one 
other difference, and that is if the Government issued its money, 
then the bankers would not be able to contract and expand its 
volume when they wanted to ulate and make prices go up 
and down as it suited their or gambling desires and schemes. 
Inasmuch as everybody admits that the most important thing 
about money is its volume, is it not the most foolish, not to say 
criminal, thing that a government ever did to allow a part of 
their number—a minority of their number; 1 man out of 70,- 
000,000 or 100 men out of 70,000,000—to say how much money you 
shall have and how much money you not have? Would not 
any seyenty millions of people be fools and arrant fools to puta 
rope around their necks and give the other end of the rope toa 
few hundred men who wanted to make the others pay tribute to 
them? Yet that is what this bill does, It allows a few to say to 
70,000,000 how large a volume of money they shall have and how 
little without consulting Congress. 

Tam not consulted, you, Mr. President, will not be consulted, 
when your bill is passed. You will not stand in your seat re- 

nsible to your constituents and say how much money there 
all be next yonr or the year thereafter. But the whole thing 
will be decided and controlled off in the countin without 
consulting us. Weare a side show. The headquarters will bein 
Wall street. It does something else even worse than that. 
When this bill is once enacted into law, it makes it impossible as 
long as this law stands for the amount of money to be increased 
even by the banks except by an increase of the national debt. 
You propose to put me in the ition that hereafter, when I ob- 
ject to increasing the national debt, you can say to me, ‘‘Then you 
object to increasing tlie amount of money.” 

Once this bill is passed into law, and neither I nor any other 
representative of the people on this floor or in the other House 
could protest against a further increase of the national debt with- 
out haying it . in his teeth by the Goldites that when we 
1 against that we protested against the only means possi- 

le by which the bankers could, if they saw fit, increase the cir- 
culating medium and give the people more money when they 
needed it. Monstrous proposition! Shocking scheme! And yet 
that is what this bill does. But, Mt. President, under my amend- 
ment, instead of increasing the national debt and making it nec- 
essary to increase it before you can increase the circulating me- 
dium, my amendment provides that the national debt shall be 
discharged, and very rapidly. The money to be coined under it 
will be no more of a debt — the money coined out of gold or 
silver, and as long as the Government endures just so long will 
that money be as valuable as money e out of gold or silver. 
It will be said at once that this bill will disturb the parity between 


the dollars manufactured under it. Whoever knew thatthe parity 
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between two dollars, each of which had the same power to pay 
debts as the other, could possibly be disturbed as long as they re- 
main money? Parity is a fraud, and people only talk about it 
who do not understand the money question in the slightest; or if 


me do, they talk of it for the purpose of misleading the unwary 
and the ignorant. 

Can there be any diference in the purchasing pora of a dol- 
lar made out of paper and one made out of gold when each under 
the law has the same power to discharge a debt, public and pri- 
vate, that the other has? Nobody has ever heard of such an in- 
stance. 

I challenge any Goldite on this floor or in this country to point 
to an instance in the world where one dollar has ever failed to be 
at a parity with * dollar if they both stood on the same 
footing before the law, clothed with the same legal-tender func- 
tions and neither one discriminated against, no matter what sub- 
stance they are made of. There has a great deal of experi- 
ment in money in this world, but in all the experiments history 
does not furnish the illustration to disprove the truth of my state- 


ment. 

Mr. President, can there be any difference in the purchasing 
poner of a dollar made out of paper, or silver, or gold, if they 

th under the law have precisely the same functions and power? 
Kongres has unlimited power to put those functions on anything 
it sees fit. 

It has been stated on this floor and elsewhere over and over 
again that what we want in this country is money every dollar 
of which is equal in purchasing power to every other dollar. That 
is all I contend for; that is the people of this country want; 
and the only way to do that is to clothe each dollar with the ab- 
solute power to discharge any and all 2 and private debts. 
In other words, each dollar shall be a legal tender for all debts, 
public and private. 

A dollar that must be redeemed in some other dollar is nota 
dollar, no matter what substance the Government uses in stamp- 
ing the dollar upon. Every dollar must be a dollar by itself— 
a full legal tender by itself—and not be dependent upon any other 
dollar. In short, every tub must stand on its own bottom. That 
is 85 kind of honest money that a government should give to its 
people. 

If a man can pay as much debt with a dollar coined out of pa- 
per at the taxing office as he can with a gold or silver dollar, then 
that paper dollar is as valuable as either of the others and the 
parity between the three or any two of them would be maintained. 

Outside of what is called the Treasury notes,and possibly coin 
certificates, not a single solitary note issued by the Government 
on its own account or through the banks has any power whatever 
to pay debts, public or private. And yet by common consent of 
the people, for they practically have no other kind of money, these 
notes are received and from hand to hand and perform the 
functions of money. o lawyer, however, would ever think of 
advising his client, when required to make a legal tender for a 
debt, to tender national-bank notes or any of the other notes issned 
by the Government except such as is made by specific statute a 
legal tender for debts, public and private. 

obody need be disturbed about the parity business; that is too 
senseless to be talked about, and when I hear Senators and others 
talk about disturbing the parity of our money or maintaining the 
parity of it I know that they are either interested in or are 
under obligation to banks or sustain such relation to them as to 
practically be their attorneys. In other words, I suspect that for 
one consideration or another they are doing the work of the money 
scavenger. 

All money that is made in a country shonld remain in the coun- 
try to perform the work designed for it to e If it goes 
out for any reason to remain out, it is valueless as money in the 
country where it is made as soon as it leaves its borders, and it 
ceases to be money. Money made out of paper will not be ex- 

rted as such, but will remain in the country where it is made. 

at money is good money and no other is good money, except so 
long as it remains to do the work for which it was crea‘ 
nder my amendment all the silver that is in the vaults of the 
Government will not only be coined into money, but that that is 
coined will be paid out as required and the certificates that are 
outstanding against it will be discharged and paid, and the bullion 
and coin will be released. This will be true also of gold. If a 
person should bring either gold or silver to the mints to be coined 
to money and should prefer money coined out of paper to the 
metal, whose business is it but his? And surely as long as people 
take in exchange for their bullion money coined out of paper the 
parity between the paper and metal money will be maintained. 

That we are short in this country on money nobody will doubt. 
As stated before, the bill under consideration here reported to this 
Senate is conclusive proof of that fact. If there were plenty of 
gold and silver money in circulation in the United States, in the 
name of reason why is it that the banks should be permitted to 


issue notes, indorsed by the Government, to be used as a circulat- 
ingmedium? Why extend to the banking interests of this coun’ 
sucha 1 as this? Are the banks any better than individ- 
uals? ould they have any greater rights before the law than 
individuals? If we extend toa bank the right toissue notes made 
by the Government to be used as money, why not give the same 
right to individuals? We should not; and every man who has the 
interest of the people at heart should not only protest against this 
bill but vote against it and all other bills of similar import. 

It is said that this bill under consideration is gotten up for the 
express purpose of furnishing an elastic currency and placing the 
country upon an absolute gold basis. An elastic currency! In 
the name of all the gods, is not our currency elastic enough now? 
It is so elastic that outside of the banks and the officeholders few 
are able to see it, much less to be ownersof it. This Government 
has no right whatever to create corporations and give them the 
power to control thecurrency of the country, expand it when they 
see fit, and contract it when they see fit—elasticity to the banker 
only, with the power to pull the elastic. The duty of this Gov- 
ernment is to manufacture money for the people and place it in 
their hands and let them do with it what they see fit, and when 
it fails to do this, then the Government absolutely fails to perform 
one of the greatest functions of government, one of the greatest 
reasons for organizing government. 

Mr. President, it is not a question of elasticity, it is a question 
of quantity. If the quantity be increased, as it will be under my 
amendment, not only the debts of the Government will be dis- 
charged, but the people would have an opportunity to pay what 
they owe during their natural lives. 

Since 1873 the debts of the ple of the country, municipal, 
State, corporate, and individual have increased annually, so that 
to-day the propie in the aggregate owe more than forty thousand 
millions of dollars. When will this enormous debt be paid? 
Time never will be, under present financial conditions, when this 
debt will be paid. Individual debts will be outlawed to be sure, 
as well as many corporate debts, but others will take their places, 
so that instead of the debt decreasing it will increase. 

The national banks alone in this country, on September 20, 1898 
owed more than four thousand millions of dollars with an equal 
amount of resources. Of the resources, about three hundred mil - 
lions of dollars was money. In the case of the banks alone there 
is a total debt of more than eight thousand millions of dollars, all 
of which is based upon less than three hundred millions of dol- 
lars, of which a little over one hundred and ten millions was com- 
poseg of legal-tender notes which are themselves debts. Whata 

msiness this is. Call this business? Icall this worse than any 
bunco-steering game that was ever invented. Under the author- 
ity of law the people who own these banks have been able to build 
up a credit business of more than eight thousand millions of dol- 
lars upon less than two hundred millions of actual money. 

The amount of interest that the 3,585 national banks that were 
then in existence extracted from its victims is not stated by the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and it seems to me for very obvious 
reasons. He reports that that year there were 9,485 banks of all 
kinds in the United States, with total resources of something over 
eight thousand six hundred millions of dollars, with an equal 
amount of liabilities: that the total amount of money in all those 
banks on the 14th day of July, 1898, was $687,796.173. Of that 
amount $84,598,284 is listed as cash. The probabilities are that 
that was made up largely of clearing-house receipts and stuff of 

Here, then, is a total debt on the part of those banks, ind d- 
ent of their money, of about sixteen thousand millions of d 
What a commentary on the financial policy of a government like 
this that permits a few thousand people to organize banks, put in 
a little money, and increase the indebtedness of the country in 
this great amount. Was there ever a greater fraud ted 
under the sanction of law? If there be, I have yet earn it. 
Why, think of it, there was not money enough in all the banks of 
the United States to pay 10 cents on a dollar on what they owed 
on demand even, saying nothing about the debts owing to them. 
And you call this business? I call this deliberate robbery, under 
the sanction of law. 

The national banks alone on that date owed to their depositors 
$2,031,454,540.29. They owed also more than 8760, 000.000 to the 
United States and to other banks and to the officers of the United 
States. This is the kind of business that our Government toler- 
ates and encourages as a business enterprise, This is the kind of 
business enterprise that is in the future to control our finances. 
Those who control these banks, those who manage this business 
in this way, are the men who are behind the Senate bill. Th 
are the men who demanded that it should come here for consid- 
eration—no; to be voted on and passed, not for consideration. 

_ Why should we increase their facilities for building up addi- 
tional credits and thereby stil! further extract from 3 
of this country an increased amount of usury? When and where 
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is this thing to end; when are the to be financially free; 
when shall their rights be protected; when shall they be taken out 
of hock and their own red to them? It will not be until the 
members of this Senate * fully their responsibilities to 
the people, and until they have the 5 to defy the combined 
money interests of this country and stand by the toiling millions 


who pay all the debts and the uay and support us all, in- 
cluding themselyes. My amendment affords you an anpor aay 
mate bi 


to furnish adequate financial relief to the people; the 
will not. Under my amendment the national banks, at least, will 
have to go out of existence, and the debts they owe would have to 
be paid as well as the debts owing tothem. They could not be 
injured for the very reason that their facilities for raising money 
would increase, the prices of their p would rise, and it 
would only be a few months, not to exceed five years, when this 
great and monstrous debt would be substantially discharged and 
the people to that extent liberated. 

If my amendment should be enacted into law and all of the ob- 
ligations of the Government now outstanding, exclusive of the 
bonds, were paid, there would only be in the United States the 
same wie T of ey Soo vin satel oor Ho aes was in . 
country on February 1, 261,957, arge portion 
of this sum would soon find its way out of the Treasury, where it 
never t to be and where, under the law, it has no right 
to be. is sum is not as great a sum as was in the country on 
October 1, 1865, by several hundred millions of dollars. On 

date there were $2,625,053,240.16 in the United States, the 
greater ion of which was in circulation. At that time we 
only had a ion of how much? About half what we have 
5 , and now we have a population estimated to be 

116.000. 

If all the bonds should be taken up and coined paper money ex- 
changed therefor, the circulation would only be increased some- 
thing over a thousand millions of dollars. would not give 
to the people 50 per cent as much money as they are entitled to 
have and as they ought to have. 

Why should not the amount of money in circulation be some- 
thing near what it was in 1865; that is, $100 per head? But my 
amount would make it onlyabout half that amount—only about 
from $50 to $60 per head. s 

The supporters of this Senate bill Tipe Roan teen ened p 
is to increaseandstrengthen the credit of the Government. t 
is the matter with the nation’s credit now? Is its credit not good 
enough to-day to issue its greenbacks and make its own money? 
Is a nation’s credit better in war than in peace? Our credit thirty 
yas in war was good enough to make our own money without 
asking 
syndicate. But when the friends and sop of the Senate bill 
say they want to strengthen the credit of the nation they simply 
mean that they want to increase the number of bonds that the 
Government will issue and give the bondholders a larger invest- 
ment, 

They mean that they want to tax the people more to pay more 
interest on more bonds. I submit that this is the way to impair 
if not to destroy the nation’s credit, An individual can get into 
debt deep enough and pile up his interest charges high enough 
until his credit will be impaired if not destroyed. Just so witha 
nation. But let me ask if a nation’s credit is not good enough 
when money lender is the world is anxious to get its bonds, 
at even a low rate of interest. Can nota nation that can issue 
bonds and have the unpatriotic money gamblers scrambling to 
secure them issue its own A bere and depend upon its own 

Y 


patriotic e to accept What is the difference between 
the green and the bond? The bond draws interest and the 
bondholder gets it. The faith of the Government is all that is 
behind it. How is it with the greenback? The faith of the Gov- 


ernment is behind it, bottomed on taxes, as Jefferson said, but 
nobody gets any interest, and therefore it is a horrible wildcat 
scheme in the bondholder’s eyes. 

Now, who is that better for? It is simply better for the bond- 
holders, because they get the interest. ho is it not better for? 
It is not better for the pares because they have to pay it. 
Then does the privilege that this bill gives to the ers of 
paying interest to the bondholders strengthen the individual or 
strengthen the nation? Would we not be stronger if we did not 
pay the interest charges, as an individual would be richer if he 

id not pay interest charges every year? Then if we stopped is- 
suing bonds and instead issued mbacks, we would save the 
interest and be richer. Then would not the greenbacks be better 
than the bonds in the amount of interest that we would save? 
Would not the Government's credit be enhanced by just that 
much, to say nothing of the wonderful increase of pr ty to the 
people who would not only not be taxed to pay interest, but who 
would have sufficient money to enable their labor and toil to pro- 
duce prosperity for themselves andfor the nation? Yes; because 
we are richer by the difference in the interest, and therefore our 


consent of any other nation or the permission of any gold. 


credit behind the greenback is stronger than our credit behind the 


Mr, President, every bond that is issued by the United States is 
an evidence of the bondage of the people of the United States. Bond 
means bondage, and bondagemeansslavery, and thereisno bondage 
on earth that is so infamous, so exacting, so far-reaching, and so par- 
alyzing as the bondage the people are under to the usurer, unless 
it be the bondage of sin, and it is doubted if the bondage of sin ig 
as great as the bond of usury. 

very bond of this ernment that is outstanding is an evi- 
dence of the shortage of money in the United States. Every note 
issued by a national bank is an evidence of the shortage of mon 
in the United States. The fact that banks can exist and do busi- 
ness is an evidence of the fact—in fact, it is conclusive proof of 
the fact—that the people to that extent are short on money. 

The bill that is before this Senate for consideration is an admis- 
sion that the people are short onmoney. Why should we then re- 
fuse to manufacture money for our people? When I say we, I 
mean . that has unlimited power, and Whose 
duty it is, under the Constitution, to exercise that power. Why 
should we by legislation drive them into the hands of the three- 
ball shops of this country and compel them to hypothecate their 
goods, their lands, their labors, and their lives to those persons 
who ruin them? 

Who and what is a banker? As an individual I have the great- 
est respect for him, but I speak of his business. When I say busi- 
ness I mean that of issuing and con the volume of the cur- 
rency.. But I do not blame him; I blame gress. The banker 
is no other than one who lives without crating wealth and upon 
the wealth that is created by others. We need banks as business 
institutions, but not banks of issue or banks to control the circu- 
lating međium of the country. 

The banker is a parasite upon the community, upon the bođy 
politic, and it is the duty of the Congress to destroy such para- 
sites, and this can only be done by the passage of such a law as I 
have introduced here. 

People talk about credit! Who lives on credit? The people of 
this country, collectively and 5 are bankrupt: The 
nation itself is bankrupt and the debts t we owe will, under 
the present system, never be paid except by the law of limitation, 
by repudiation, or by revolution. revolution that has ever 
been been the result of the indeb ess of the people. The 
cause of every revolution is ban the hopeless insolvency 
of the people in rebellion. Revolution is but another name for 


udiation. : 
lr. President, every time I borrow money I admit that I am 
short on money and every dollar of interest that I pay is an evi- 
dence of the fact that I am short on money. Thus it is that the 
man who is short on money is forced to submit to a condition that 
makes him still shorter on money, for he must pay interest for 
the use of it. When shall the people ever be long on money? When 
they have enough. That will not be, Mr. President, until Con- 
gress shall come to the relief of the people and perform its con- 
stitutional duty; until Con shall afford them an e 
to pay as they go by furnishing a sufficient amount of full legal - 
tender money, until Congress put every industrious, frugal, 
and honest man in a position where the opportunities before him, 
when seized and used, will give him a competence for his wife 
and children and enable him to pay the ‘honest debts which he 
has already incurred. 2 s 

Increase the volume of money in this country so that there will 
be no less than, say, $50 per capita in circulation this year, next 
year, and every year, and you will remove the causes that disturb 
the stability of prices by destroying the power of the banking ring 
to contract and Spann the volume of money at will; you will de- 
stroy the fabric of credit, and you will release the people from 
financial bondage and make them free. Let every dollar be a 
full legal tender, and let every dollar of such legal-tender 
money, whether manufactured of gold, silver, or paper, be in- 
creased each year in proportion to the increase of population and 
business, and then you will have an honest parity—a parity be- 
tween the man and the dollar. 

Then, and not till then, will there be no involuntary poor and 
no idle rich growing richer from the labor of others. All tramps 
but the professional tramps will disappear. The workhouses, 
asylums, jails, and penitentiaries of the country will be less 
crowded with the unfortunate. Then, and not till then, will 
those who labor enjoy the fruit of their labors, and no one who is 
able to work will suffer or starve except those who refuse to work, 
Then, and not till then, will we be a nation of freemen, with the door 
of opportunity and the road of prosperity open to every willing 
heart and hand. : 

That is all that my amendment asksfor. It is within the power 
of Congress to do it; it is the constitutional duty of Congress to 
do it. No honest citizen asks for more than this. To do less is to 
deny justice to a brave, industrious, and patriotic people. 


1900. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
tion of executive business. 

The motionwas agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clockand 8 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 13, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 12, 1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. John Morrison, jr., Third Cavalry, tobe first lieu- 
tenant, December 13, 1899, vice Sewell, First Cavalry, appointed 
assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commission only. 

Second Tient, Harry O. Williard. Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 

‘tenant, January 10, 1900, vice Michie, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Lucius R. Holbrook, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 

lieutenant, January 23, 1900, vice Byram, First Cavalry, promoted, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 

Hosp. Steward Frank A. Jernigan, Thirty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, February 7, 
1900, vice Duncan, promoted. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Raphael A. Edmonston, of the District of Columbia, acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, February 8, 1900, vice Bell, 
Thirty-fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Horace M. Witzel, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Commander 
Uriah R. Harris, promoted. 

Lieut. Reynold T. Hall, to be a lientenant- commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of January, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Francis E. Greene, deceased. 

Lieut. Albert G. Winterhalter, to be a lientenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 18th day of January, 1900, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Joseph P. Mickley, retired. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Rand P. Crandall, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 24th day of September, 1899, vice Surg. Manly H. 
Simons, promoted. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Richard Hatton, to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 20th day of January, 1900, vice Paymaster 
Josiah R. Stanton, promoted. 

COMMISSIONERS TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Bertha Honoré Palmer, of Illinois, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles A. Collier, of Georgia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Michael H. De Young, of California, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

William L. Elkins, of Pennsylvania, to be a commissioner of the 
~ United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Ogden H. Fethers, of Wisconsin, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Peter Jansen, of Nebraska, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Calvin Manning, of Iowa, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Franklin Murphy, of New Jersey, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Henry A. Parr, of Maryland, to be acommissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Henry M. Putney, of New Hampshire, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Alvin H. Sanders, of Illinois, to be a commissioner of the United 
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States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Lonis Stern, of New York, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

William G. Thompson, of Michigan, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in aries 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

William M. Thornton, of Virginia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Arthur E. Valois, of New York, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Thomas F. Walsh, of Colorado, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Ella G. Nix, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama, in the place of J. J. Nix, deceased. 

James R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas, in the place of Floyd Thomp- 
son, resigned. 

James O. Coleman, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the county 
of Sacramento and State of California, in the place of Thomas 
Fox, whose commission expires March 13, 1900. 

Frank L. Glass, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California, in the place of J. P. Briare, 
whose commission expired February 1, 1900. 

Preston Holbrook, to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 
of apa and State of Colorado, in the place of Mary E. Bostwick, 
remov 

Matilda McCartney, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 
of San Juan and State of Colorado, in the place of R. J. McCart- 
ney, resigned. 

lfred E. Goddard; to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
rington, whose commission expires March 8, 1900. 

George P. Johnson, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county 
of Canyon and State of Idaho, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Napoleon B. La Paugh, to be postmaster at Chester, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Illinois, in the place of E. S. 
Clemens, whose commission expired January 23, 1900. 

Charles Laramore, to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and State of Indiana, in the place of J. J. Cannon, whose 
commission expired February 11, 1900. 

William A. Grummon, to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, the appointment of a 
parsen for thesaid office having, by law, become vested in the 

sident on and after January 1, 1900. 

Charles G. Robinson, to be tmaster at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a 
| Sect nares for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after January 1, 1900. 

Frederick H. Fowler, to be postmaster at Walpole, in the coun’ 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederic 
H. Fowler, whose commission expires February 18, 1900. (Reap- 


pointed.) 

John F. Mitchell, to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Lyman D. Thurston, to be r at Leicester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of husetts, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Zebedee G. Culver, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of G. R. Fitz- 
simmons, whose commission expires March 10, 1900. 

William Cordiner, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota, in the place of William Cor- 
diner, whose commission expired Decem 19, 1899. (Reap- 


pointed.) 

Richard A. Hudlin, to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1899. 

Fred T. Jackson, to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the 
county of Pemiscot and State of Missouri, in the place of R. B. 
West, er 

Charles F. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of E. P. Looker, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1900. 


1726 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


W. G. Greenleaf, to be postmaster at Las Ve poon ings, 
in the county of San Miguel and Territóry of New Mexico, the 
appointment of a tmaster for the said office having, by law, 
become vested in the President on and after 3 1899. 

Edward Quinn, to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of A. F. Ries, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1899. 

Hiram B. Odell, to be eee at Newburgh, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in the place of L. W. Y. Mc- 


Eugene P. 5 r at Bay Shore, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of L. W. Young, whose 


Pitt and State of North Carolina, in the place of G. B. King, 
whose commission expired February 1, 1900. 

Edmund K. Cavileer, to be postmaster at Pembina, in the 
county of Pembina and State of North Dakota, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Arthur H. Johnson, to be at Drayton, in the county 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Susan C. Cheatham, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Robertson and State of Tennessee, in the place of M. M. 
Connell, whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Frederick A. Hollman, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the 
county of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of E. H. 
Ellis, whose commission expired January 30, 1900. 

Iram Z. Merriam, to be postmaster at Whitewater, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of J. H. Fryer, 
whose commission expires March 11, 1900. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1900. 
COMMISSIONER TO PARIS EXPOSITION, 


Bertha Honoré Palmer, of Dlinois, to be commissioner of the 
ee States to the international exposition to be held at Paris 
1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Joseph H. Crozier, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
First Lieut. Charles D. Palmer, Sixth Artillery, to be assistant 
quartermaster with the rank of captain, January 31, 1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 
Maj. James P. Kimball, to be depu 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 1, 1900. 
Capt. William O. Owen, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, February 1, 1900. 
Captain Peter R. Egan, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, Fe 2, 1900. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Hugh M. Pierce, to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the county of 
Colquitt and State of Georgia. 
illiam L. H. Henderson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
county of Newton and State of Georgia. 
Mattie H. Hanson, to be postmaster at Forsyth, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 12, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Brostvs, for two days, on account of important business, 
To Mr. Lane, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FINLEY (on request of Mr. TALBERT), for four days, on 
account of sickness. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, 


r the bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses 


ty surgeon-general | p 


of the Government for the | Kirby. 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying repor ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RIC DSON. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reserves all 
points of order upon the bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that 
after the reading of the Journal to-morrow I shall ask for the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana gives notice 
that after the reading of the Journal to-morrow he will call up 
this bill. This brings the House to the unfinished business, cer- 
tain bills upon which the previous question was ordered, 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS, 


On the following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severall: 
agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be 5 
ah a vnd reading; and being engrossed, they were read the third 

6, A s 
A bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to James M. Kercheval; 
A bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William W. Whar- 


n; 
A- bill (H. R. 5229) granting a pension to Sarah Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; 
A bill (H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Susan Garrison; 
A bill (H. R. 438) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 
A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 
A bill (H. R. 1885) to pension ey Grant (title amended) ; 
A bill (H. R. 3067) granting an increase of pension to Melvina 
Bottles (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 3260) granting a pension to Mrs. S. M. Button 
(title amended): 

A bill (H. R. 3071) to increase the pension of Capt. John F. Nel- 
son (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2597) to increase the pension of Charles Kauffung 
(title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
H. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 5440) granting a pension to Smith Jewell (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of John M. Laughlin (title 
amended); 

A bill R. 5509) to pension Melinda Jones (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 5710) to increase the pension of Charles W. Jerome 
(title amended); i 

A bill (H. R. 2169) granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes (title 
amended); 
wa bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 

avis; 
A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to George H, 


to 


ennington; 
115 bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. 

itnam; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Albert Hammer (title 
amended); 
oo bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

O88; 

A bill (H. R. 4652) granting a pension to Charles Perkins (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 6575) for the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 5299) increasing the pension of Joseph McCune 
(title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 854) to increase the pension of John J. McCor- 
mick (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 1979) to pension Sophronia Bailey (title amended) ; 

A bill (H. R. 1 a pension to John Vars, the totally 
blind son of Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the U. S. S. Reli- 
ance (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2599) granting pension to Philip Yoe, late of Com- 
pany C, Third Maryland Volunteer Infantry (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 825) to increase the pension of F. H. Riggin (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2526) granting a pension to Margaret Bomke (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 5186) for the increase of pension to Zadok C. Per- 
kins (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Brown; and 
A bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 
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DAVID C. DANE, 


A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane, re- 

rted from the Committee of the Whole, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SULLOW AY, a motion toreconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the above bills were passed was laid on the 


table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 

nested: 

4 S. 2650. An act granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge; 

16. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
South Dakota; 

S. 66. An act for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy; 

S. 1717. An act for the relief of George H. White; 

S. 101. An act for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer; 

194. An act providing for a monument to mark the site of 
the Fort Phil Kearny massacre; 

8. 739. an act for the relief of the estate of George W. Law- 

ce; an 
reg 68. An act granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the purpose of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for a public 


k. 
Pere message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill and joint resolution of the 5 title: 
II. R. 3718. An act for the preservation of the frigate Consti- 
tion. 
i. J. Res. 77. Joint resolution to provide for pay to certain re- 
tired officers of the Marine Corps. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the S er's table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as in ted below: 

S. 2925, An act to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- 
tain u bridge across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of 
Edgecombe County, N. C.—to the Committee on Interstate and 

i mmerce. 
Fo . 76. Joint resolution withdrawing certain lands on the 
island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. >. 

g. 2943. An act granting an increase of pension to James J, 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

g. 1938, An act to place Henry Biederbick, Julins R. Frederick, 
Francis Long, and Maurice Connell on the retired list of enlisted 
men of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

g. 281. An act to restore Benjamin W. Loring to the Revenne- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

ros. 
me 1881. An act defining and regulating proof in certain pension 
cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 148. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Elias B. Bell—to the Committee on Militaay Affairs. 

S. 147. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
8S. Tripler—to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 1387. An act to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1394. An act for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. OReilly 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. R. 43. Joint resolution granting alife-saving medal of the first 
class to Lieut Fidelio S. Carter, of the United States Navy—to the 

ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


8. 1886. An act for the relief of Sarah K. MeLean to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 

S. 1243. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 102. An act for the relief of John O Keane, of the State of 
Washington to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 256. An act for the relief of Albert C. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 8. An act for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 
late major, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer 
Jnfantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 16. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
Son ta—to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

S. 60. An act for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


S. 1717. An act for the relief of George H. White—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

S. 101. An act for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 194. An act providing for a monument to mark the site of the 
Fort Phil Kearny massacre—to the Committee on the Library, 

S. 739. An act for the relief of the estate of George W. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on War Claims, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
ae titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4000. An act to authorize the Southeastern Railway 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber 
River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; and 

II. R. 5066. An act to amend section 4290 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to log entry of collisions. 


PRINTING REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 


Mr. HEATWOLE, Mr. Speaker, I present the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk for presont consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota presents con- 
«current resolution No. 17, which the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, ete., That there be 


Report of the Philippine Commission 15,000 copics, 10,000 for 
House and 5,000 for the use of the Senate. 


With the following amendment: 
After the word “ printed,” in line 2, insert the words and bound.“ 


Mr. HITT. Can the gentleman from Minnesota inform the 
House whether the amendment will not cause a long delay? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I think not; Iam told that they can get 
them out e ti aha 

Mr. HITT. Ithas the N heretofore that binding 
means delay—sometimes a month. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not in the present publishing house down 
here—no delay whatever. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEATW OLE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 


COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. 8 er, I am directed by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Ronds to ask that such committee be 

tted to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California, chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asks unanimous 
consent that that committee be tted to work during the 
sessions of the House. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause,] The 
Chair hears none. 


rted 
0 fol- 


printen of the 
o use of the 


SAFETY OF LONG BRIDGE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I submit House resolution No. 
115, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ask for 
its present consideration. 

he Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, nested to 
transmit to the House of Representatives copies of all letters between the 
War Department and individuals and corporations relating to the safety of 
tho bridge across the Potomac River known as Long Bridge. 


With the following amendment; 


In line 2, after the word “hereby,” strike out the word requested and 
insert directed.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY ON PENNSYLVANIA 
AVENUE SE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of House bill 6243, to amend the charter of the Capital Trac- 
tion ran paul of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Capital Traction Company bo, and the same is 
hereby, autho and required, within six months from the passage of this 
act, to lay down an underground electric railway, with the nocousary switches 
and turn-outs in the city of Washington, in the District of Colambia, through 
and along the following streets and avenucs, namely: Beginning at the main 
tracks at the . of Pennsylvania avenue and Eighth atreot SE., and 
thonce easterly along said Pennsylvania avenue with dunble tracke to the 
circle at the western 3 of the Pennsylyania Avenue bridge: Provided 
That the location of the tracks near the Pennsylvania Avenue bridge shall 
be subject to the control of the Commisstonors of the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 2. That the said Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum- 
bia shall have, over and respecting the route hereinbefore provided for, the 
samo rights, powers, and privileges as it now has, or hereafter may have, by 
law over and respocting its other routes, and be subject in respect thereto 
to all the other provisions of its charter and law. 
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With the following amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee: 


Lines 11, 12 13, 14. and 15, strike out all after the word trucks.“ in line 11, 
aud insert in lieu thereof the following: to Fifteenth street east: thence by 
single track south on Fifteenth street to K street south; east on K street to 
thecircle; north on thecircle to Pennsylvania avenue; and westerly on Penn- 
sylvania avenue to Fifteenth street east; all work to be done in accordance 


with ns acceptable to and approved by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia r 

Also as— a 

9 3. That Congres Srv So right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act.” u 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, this bill the House passed in the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, and it simply requires the Capital Traction 
Company to exter] j{s line from n street SE., where it 
branches off to the navy-xard, along Pennsylvania avenue to the 
bridge. and thence around the circle near the bridge, making a 
loop: I ask for a vote. 

6 amendment were agreed to, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
qnestion in this connection. Is there any possibility that this 
great railroad will ever accommodate the public by having a line 
that will come to this Capitol from Fourteenth street so that you 
do not have to get out to change cars in all kinds of weather? 
People coming to the Library or to the Capitol must change at 
the Treasury or at the Peace Monument, and stand around cool- 
ing their heels waiting for one or the other car to come along. I 
am not in favor of granting any more privileges to these com- 
panies until they show a disposition to favor the public. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill say in answer to the gentleman from 
Indiana that thereis now a bill before our committee, to be consid- 
ered, for the extension of the Pennsylvania avenue line from its 
terminus on C street, making the loop farther up the hill, but that 
it is being delayed by the location of the Baltimore and Ohio depot. 
When that is permanently located, that loop will be made and 
bring the line nearer the Capitol. I will say that the company 
does not accept this legislation as a favor; they do not want to 
construct this line on Pennsylvania avenue, but the bill is re- 
ported at the suggestion and earnest request and petitions of the 
citizens of that part of the city, who also came before the com- 
mittee in large numbers asking for it. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin if it is not true that this company builds on 
the lines it prefers to build on, and refuses to build on other lines 
when they have been required to do so by an act of Congress? I 
want to remind the gentleman of an instance. A charter was 
given to this e to construct a line on the road along Flor- 
ida avenue from Seventh street to North Capitol street through a 
densely populated portion of the city. Now, for eight years that 
company has refused to build that line, and I want to know if 
there is anything in the mind of the gentleman that will probably 
eventuate in legislation that will force them to construct the line? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say that that is a matter which will be 
taken up later by the District Committee at this session in connec- 
tion with other improvements. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he will observe by the reading of the bill and the reading of 
the report that this extension is to be built within the next six 
months, We not only authorize the building, but provide that it 
shall be built within six months. As the chairman of the com- 
mittee has said, it is in response to the request of the citizens in 
that Lony 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if there is any limitation in this bill as to the time in 
which the Capital Traction Company shall build the road? 

Mr. B K. Yes; six months. 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to: if there is any limitation as 
to the rate of fare? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The same rule applies to this piece of con- 
struction as to the other roads in the city. 

Mr. BERRY. Wouldit not be well to consider the 
whether, if there is to be a reduction of fare, it should not be 
provided for in this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to make one thing clear to the House. 
If this was a matter desired by the Capital Traction Company, an 
amendment such as the gentleman suggests might well go on the 
bill, but itis not; they do not desire to construct this piece of 
road. I doubt whether the bill becomes a law, but at the same 
time this Honse and the committee will have done its duty to 
these citizens who live in that part of the District when it passes 
this bill. I do not think it would be wise to offer an amendment 
to either of these bills I will call up this morning. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know about that. I am satisfied that 
there is a combination going or reby the strong roads are to 
be used to build up the weak- oads, and make those roads 
where the receipts are large build up and pay for the suburban 


uestion 


roads, which is not for the good of thecity of Washington. There 
are some roads in r paying 9 or 10 per cent, and the 
receipts ought to be reduced, because the street franchises belong 
to the public. 

Mr,STEELE. Iwould like to know what the gentleman means 
when he says that he does not think this bill will become a law, 
but that the House should do its duty toward the people by pass- 
ing a bill which looks to this relief. Is the Senate going to refuse 
to pass a just bill or the President going to veto it? Where is the 


trouble? 

Mr. BABCOCK. We passed a bill in this form once before, It 
did not become a law. I hope this bill will become a law for the 
benefit of the good people living along the route. ButI know that 
the measure will meet with serious opposition before it does pass, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
RETURN OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution, 
passed by the Senate on the 9th instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
55 z return to the Senate Senate T, relating to lights on steam 

The SPEAKER, In the absence of/objection, the request of the 
Senate will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


THE CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2826) authorizing and 8 certain extensions to be 
made to the lines of the Capital Traction Company of the District 
of Columbia. 

The Clerk, was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. BABCOCK said: Mr. Speaker, the committee reported a 
substitute for this bill, Lask that the substitute be read in lieu 
of the ERIE bill, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substituto 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu ther 


g: 
That the 7 Traction Company, ot the District of Col: 
orized and requ to construct the necossar 


this act. 
“SEC. 3. That the extensions herein authorized shall be constru: 


a0- 
cordance with plans satisfactory to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, and approved them. 


“Seo. 4. That the said Capital Traction Company shall have, over and re- 
specting the routes herein provided for, the samo rights, powers, and privi- 
loges it now has over and respecting its other routes, and be subject in 
respect thereto to all the other provisions of its charter and Jaw. 

Ri BEC, 5. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this is also a bill which was 
passed by the House in the Fifty-fifth Congress. It provides for 
an extension of the lines of the Traction Company beyond the 
War and Navy Department buiiding. That is a ion of the 
city where the people have had no street-car facilities, The mat- 
ter of extending railroad lines into that section has been a bone of 
coutention between the different railroad lines, the question being 
which should occupy that territory. The Traction Compan 
protested against any other company building a line throug 
section, and still it did not want to make the extension itself for 
the reason that the people living there can, by walking five or six 
squares, get to this company’s main line. 

This bill provides for a single track down G and back by way of 
F street. extension will accommodate the citizens of the 
oldest part of Washington. It is a measure which, like the bill 
just passed, looks to the accommodation of the people and 
give them the rapid-transit facilities which they have been asking 

or during some years. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 8 
Baxcock] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY] 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. run 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me, sir, that while some pert of 
portant questions connected with the subject of ređu: 
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fares are before the District of Columbia Committee, it is well not 
to extend too many of these corporate privileges, which are very 
valuable indeed, Two systems of railroad are now in combina- 
tion in this city endeavoring to control the entire travel of the 
city. Ido not know why it is, but some of these companies have 
gone out of the District to obtain corporate privileges. 

I see, for instance, that the Metropolitan Company, which con- 
trols the Ninth street line, has gone to the State of Virginia to 
obtain corporate privileges; and now they come back to the city 
of Washington and undertake to control seven or eight lines of 
railway. The Capral Traction Company, which was the oldest 
and most profitable road in the city, is here all the time seeking 
new legislation. There are now two principal car lines of this 
city, and it looks to me as if they had entered into a combination 
to control railway passenger transit and railroad fares, too, in the 
city of Washington. 

think, sir, before these extensions go too far there ought to be 
something settled in regard to the question what the rate of fare 
is to be; whatis a fair rate as between citizens and the companies, 
Iapprehend that in the better class of cities all over this country 
we are going to have at a very early day a 3-cent fare. The s- cent 
fare was originally fixed when 5 cents was the lowest convenient 
denomination of currency. But, sir, to the poor man it makes a 
great deal of difference in the course of the year whether he pays 
a 8-cent fare or a 5-cent fare. These companies have succeeded 
in suppressing all the popular and cheaper modes of transit for 
the poorer classes of peonio. The old herdic coaches are now 
charging a full 5-cent fare, with exchange tickets. 

I thin , sir, if there is any city in the world where a 8-cent 
fare could be adopted with propriety and success, it is the city of 
Washington. It has been adopted in Detroit; and the discussion 
there has proved very clearly that the 3-cent fare can be made 
sufficiently profitable to the railroad 3 These corpora- 
tions grow very rapidly. In the city of Washington they are de- 
veloping every day, and with the thousands of strangers who come 
here and furnish patronage to these roads, there is no doubt in 
my mind that a 8-cent fare can ultimately be adopted, not only 
with satisfaction to the people, but with such a profit to the com- 

anies as will furnish a reasonable return on the cost of construct- 
ing the road, and that is all they ought to expect—a reasonable 
interest on the amount invested in the enterprise. 

I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Wisconsin will not press 
too many of these bills until that question of a reduction of fares 
now pending in his committee has been fully considered. 

Mr, BABCOCK, One word in answer to my friend from Ken- 
tucky. I wish to say to him that neither the chairman of the com- 
mittee nor the committee itself will press any railroad bills at 
present except those which, like the presentand the previous bill, 
are demanded by the people. The company does not ask for the 
passage of this bill—does not want to build this line. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky I know would not for one moment delay 
legislation of this kind, which has in view simply the interests of 
the people who live in the section of the city through which these 


r 5 

Mr. BERRY. It is growing to be the rule in many of our cities 
that when a corporate chise is to be granted it shall be offered 
to public competition. it being ascertained in this way who will 
offer most for the privilege of constructing and operating the road. 

Now, that, I think, is a proper way. These franchises ought not 
to be given to a selected few. This city heretofore has had seven 
or eight or ten roads. I understand that since last July seven of 
these roads have been purchased, have gone into a combination, a 
company being organized down in Norfolk, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, and not in the District of Columbia, and that company has 
come here with a view of consolidating these roads and put them 
intoone. Litigation has been instituted by Mrs. Leiter, who has 
been drawing 9 or 10 per cent dividends on her stock in the Ninth 
street line, because that company have been devoting the earnin 
of that line to the construction and maintenance of roads outside 
of the city that are not productive, 

Now, I think when a road running on a given line in Washing- 
ton or anywhere else becomes so profitable that it pays 9 or 10 
cent, it is time that the fares on that road ought to be reduced in- 
stead of taking the proceeds of that line and paying them out for the 
purpose of developing property in the country for the benefit of 
other men. Most of these roads running out into the suburbs 
have been built with a view of developing real estate and increas- 
ing its value, and the builders of those lines have long since real- 
ized their profit in the increased value of the real estate. Then 
they come in, and, having gotten back the cost of the road in that 
way, they turn the road back into one of these combinations in 
the city of Washington and take a large block of stock, and thus 
the 3 79 are compelled, by paying a higher rate than they Gl — 
to pay for the development of these new lines and this subur 


roperty. 
: Now, I ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. BABCOCK] if you 
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are going to extend a road in this city, why is it not fair that the 
privilege of constructing and operating that road should be open 
to the highest bidder, letting everybody have a chance to bid upon 
it, instead of giving the privilege to the company that is now 
seeking it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ihave tried to make myself clear on that point 
before, There is no company that wants to build a road in this 
section of the city, and the only way to get the road there for the 
accommodation of the people is by this kind of legislation, which 
requires its construction. The Capital Traction Company will 
never build a line there at their own suggestion, because they are 
getting the travel from that neighborhood now; only the people 

ave to walk from three to six or seven blocks to get to the car, 
and the argument made by the company is, We will not get any 
pon return after building this line than we are already getting. 

e have the business already, and it is no object for us to go down 
in there and extend our line, for that reason.” Now, that is the 
situation. 

Mr.BERRY. The point to which I wish to direct the attention 
of the chairman of the committee is this: This is a public fran- 
chise. Now, in the city of Detroit the ple have endeavored to 
purchase the lines there, estimated by fair and 5 judges 
to be worth $9,000,000; and when they wanted to buy them, for 
the purpose of getting a g- cent fare throughout the city, the com- 
pany wanted $8,000,000 for the bare franchise, the right which is 

ing ceded by this act this morning, the right to lay tracks and 
run cars through certain streets in the city. Now, instead of au- 
thorizing this particular company to do this, and giving that 
privilege to this company which is already in existence, would it 
not be better to have a public advertisement, and let everybody 
come in and have a chance to bid for the privilege of building this 
line. If you or I or anybody has the money to build the line, let 
him come in and make a bid, stating the terms upon which he 
will construct this road. That seems to be much the fairer way 
than to give the privilege to some particular company that is 
already in existence, as this legislation proposes to do. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No one would build a line there. 
rit BERRY, How do you know they would not until you 

i 

Mr. BABCOCK. Simply because it isa question of dollars and 
cents. No one could afford to build a line there. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no class of property as much sought 
after in this country as street railroad property. They are going 
all over the country seeking these privileges, and they have gone 
now to the Hawaiian Islands. Mr. Johnson. the great leader of 
the steel-rail trust on this floor in former Congresses, has now 
built roads in Honolulu; and it will not be long until they will 
want to build them in the Philippine Islands, the Sulus, and every- 
where else. Let the franchises be put up and bid on by anybody 
who desires todoso. There will be no relief to poor people any- 
where unless some such course is adopted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If we were to take that course, it would mean 
on there would be no road built in this particular section of the 
city. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me just a 
moment, I think we are in pretty good condition in Washington 
about our street railways. I have seen the companies under com- 
pulsory legislation abandon the horse cars. have seen them 
under legislation construct additional lines, which are the best 
lines to be found anywhere on earth, and to-day, as never before 
until within the last three months, you can ride pretty much all 
over this city on one fare. 

Now, much can be said about letting everybody build a railroad 
and operate a railroad. When you do that, if that is to be the 
permanent policy, you will have to pay three or four fares to get 
where you now get on one fare. And I want to say in that con- 
nection that a street railway is a monopoly, pure and simple, 
They have the franchise to take the public streets. They are ame- 
nable to legislation, and they ought to be amenable to legislation, 
and it is much better to have them so amenable and to have uni- 
versal transfers than it would be to have a dozen companies or 
two dozen companies with poor service. Ithink the best way is 
to just recognize the fact that it is a monopoly, and I hope that 
either by legislation or their own action in the near future uni- 
versal transfers may be given every where throughout the District 
of Columbia. 

I wish the Capital Traction Company and the Metropolitan Com- 
pany were one company, because therein you would have the ad- 
vantage of the citizens for one-half the price now paid, and the 
one company would be amenable to legislation by Congress. 

I know it is fashionable to talk about monopolies, and all this, 
that, and the other. I have no patience with monopolies, except 
where the people are interested in the monopoly. Now, in the 
case of street railways, if they are monopolies, the people are in- 
terested in having one monopoly instead’ of a dozen, and then 
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with Tho Spey idea of the Republican party upon that subject. 
But I wish to 


other, they should 
all the legis 


onecompany. I think it would be better if if were divided up. 

Here is the first road which was built in the city of Washington, 
built in 1862, from the navy-yard to Georgetown, and that line 
to-day, if it were not supporting other lines extending out into the 
8 I think would pay 10, 12, or 15 per cent upon the capital 
invested. 

But why should there not be a reduction in the rates of fare 
which are paid by the people? The streets belong to the yee 
Gentlemen say they belong to the Government, but they belong 


to the people at last, and they are the ones who ought to be pro- 
poa ere, and this is the only place in which they can get pro- 
ction. 


Now, if you are going to build a railroad, let the right to con- 
struct it be advertised, and let 1 erg have a chance to bid upon 
it. I believe the Ninth street line reported to the Speaker of 
this House, in a report dated, I think, on the 1st of February, that 
it earned between 9 and 10 E cent upon its capital last year. 
Why should not the rate of fare upon that road be reduced until 
the people who have capital invested in the road will get not more 
than 4 or 5 per cent, the reasonable rate of interest upon money 
at this time? 

The gentleman from Ilinois gr CANNON] says you can ride 
all over this town on one fare. Yes, if a man simply wants to go 
out riding, he can ride along distance on one fare; but how many 
people use the street cars for that ? They get on and get 
off every three or four squares; and if I come down to the Capitol, 
stopping at the various nts, I am compelled to pay two 
or three fares in the course of my journey. Y 

Ido not see the object in presenting this legislation at this time. 
If there is a necessity for it, let it be subject to public bidding and 
competition, and whoever will bid the most for the privilege of 
carrying the people over that particular line, let the privilege be 
given to that company. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to have a moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CANNON. Not to exceed five minutes further, and prob- 
9 three minutes. 

. BABCOC 


K. I Will yield to the gentleman from Ilinois 

five minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. I su Mr. Chairman, that we were in 
good faith is legislation. I venture the diction 


in Washington. 
Now, then, I was discussing the street 1 in Wash- 
ington. I am somewhat familiar with it. I the honor to 
preside over the committee that enacted a clause that these street 
railway should forsake the horse and go to electricity or 
the cable; and we provided it should be done in a certain time under 
pany of forfeiture of the charter. The Traction line—the 

ashington and Georgetown line—adopted the cable. The Met- 
ropolitan line, with one or two exceptions, adopted electricity; 
and that was so much better than the cable that the Pennsylvania 
avenue line threw away the cable—it was losing its business—and 
put in the electric motor. 

Now, then, the gentleman said he would like many companies. 
We had many companies for many years while the gentleman 
and I were here and their service was rickety horse cars, that went 
a mile and a half in half an hour, and we had to stand up most of 
the time. The gentleman recollectsit and so do I. Wegoinone- 
half the time now that we formerly did and we go four or five 
times farther than we formerly did for the same fare. The gen- 
tleman says it is a great monopoly. Take the Metropolitan line; 
they are building out to the suburbs and constructing new roads. 
Yes, they are; and they are constructing a better line of road 
than exists anywhere else on earth, ana you are carried over 


e mile or half mile additional road constructed for the same 
are. 

The gentlemansays this is a monopoly, and the gentleman from 
Illinois” is in favor of it, because it is in harmony with his party, 
that believes in monopolies. I thank God that I survey the uni- 
verse through a window; I do not look through a gimlet hole, 
[Laughter.] J say again, and say it with great t, without 
espousing the cause of monopolies, I stand ready to vote for such 
legislation as will guard the city as it has been done in the past; 
legislate as best we can in the interest of the people and in the in- 
terest of the greatest good to the test number. 

But I say again, and the gentleman’s denunciation shall not 
keep me from saying it, that street railways are monopolies. In 
the first place it is a franchise to use the public streets, and when 
you give the franchise, and they construct the railroad, it is nec- 
ermal a monopoly; and the way to regulate it is to require it to 
build lines that may not be to its interest to build, but, fairly, 
where it will accommodate the people. That is this bill. Tho 
line that it is now sought to be built by this bill is to serve that 

ion of the city that is accommodated now by a rickety old 
erdic line, that goes down one street toward the old Naval Ob- 
servatory and comes back on another. The gentleman in charge 
of the bill says that the company do not want to build this road. 
This bill says, You will build it whether you want to built it or 
not; you have got a monopoly, and we are exercising the power 
we ae to compel you to give suitable accommodation to the 
e” 
2 r. BERRY. Just one word in reply. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to go on with the bills that we 
have here for consideration. How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. BERRY. Three or four minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BERRY. I am glad that the gentleman from Illinois 
whom I have known so many years, for 1 have been acquainted 
with him for nearly a half a century, when he was a law student, 
says he does not see the universe through a gimlet hole. I thought 
his horizon was much greater, for when he me with tak- 
ing the timeof the House in this matter he is a gentleman who 
makes more speeches than any other man, and he can consume 
enough time on appropriations, but when he gets ready he takes 
me to task abouta matter in the District of Columbia, upon which 
committee neither he nor I are members. 

I am ready to respond to him with reference to these matters 
2 street railroads and with reference to the fares. I 
have a bill asking this company, and everybody recognizes that it 
is a proper measure, to protect the motormen storms. The 

ntleman knows its importance as well as 1 do, because he and 

and the gentleman from Tennessee Cox] were afraid to 
venture out of the Capitol in the storm, and yet these motormen 
were taken 8 cars half — ees the cold, ee com- 
panies are o to giving them the necessary pro on. 

It will cost a man who travels around the town all day, espe- 
cially if he obliges a friend now and then, 25 to 50 cents a day 
for car fare. I say that this company ought to give us a night 
car before we extend any further franchises to them. Give usa 
car that shall run around the town all night, so that whenever a 
man wants to go home, whether it is 1 or 2 o'clock in the morn- 
ing, he can do so, and not make it for a gentleman 
with a low-cut vest on, when he wants to get home at 2 o'clock 
in the morning, to pay out $2 for a cab, but give him a chance to 
get a street car, as he can even in my little town. Ican step out 
any fifteen minutes and find a car that will take me to any place 
in the city of Cincinnati at any hour of thenight. These gentle- 
men are all making a strenuous fight before the committee be- 
cause they do not want to adopt these improvements. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iwould like toinquireof the gentleman-— 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether there is more than one system of street railroads in the 
city of Newport, in which the gentleman lives? 

Mr. BERRY. No. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Did the gentleman ever lift up his voice 
against the monopoly of street railways? 

Mr. BERRY. ; when the street-car fares were 10 cents, and 
at one time they were 12. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Why did he not advocate letting the con- 
struction of street railways out to the highest bidder? 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to know where the gentleman from 


Ohio gets into this fight [laughter]; he must get in the same way 
e Proce filin i coe. ; 


ois 
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Mr. BROMWELL. This is a free fight for all. 


ughter.] 
Mr. BERRV. It is a most remarkable fact that the e 


should come here in the defense of street railroads who do not 
need any defense. They go down to Norfolk and organize a com- 
pany and come up here and attempt to buy up the whole street 
system of Washington. ey. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I desire to say one thing in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL]. I desire to 
say that under the law of Kentucky you have to let out all fran- 
chises to the highest bidder. 

Mr. BERRY. That is a fact. We never construct a piece of 
street railway without letting it out to the highest bidder. The 

entleman from Ohio knows that in his city they got a franchise 
8 the legislature to run a street railroad for fifty years without 
modification. But I do not want to bring those Sap ig up here, 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is so. I would like to know if the 

nmtleman knows of any system, considering the facilities for 

portation, the rate of fares, that is better than the street-car 
system of Cincinnati? 

Mr. BERRY. That street-car system is very good. They have 
a central point where more cars pass the square than any other 
that I know of. Some of the things about it are not the best in 
the world. That is all I want to say about this matter. I want 
the House to understand that the railroad is fighting all efforts 
against extension, Sens all efforts for protecting the motormen 
or accommodating the passengers in the night. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the stock of the 
street-car company is worth four to one, and yet they are kicking 
about putting up protection for the motormen. As the gentleman 
from Kentucky says, some of the motormen are often taken off 
from the front of the cars nearly dead. We see the cars down on 
Gor H street which have protection in front of them, and I do 
not see why we do not have them on all cars, and especially on 
those that have a longer line and colder routes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that the commit- 
tee has a bill of that kind under consideration and has given it 


two hearings already and is to have a further hearing. 
+ Mr. G ES. What are the prospects for getting that protec- 
on? 


Mr. BROMWELL. Oh, he can not answer that question. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I do not see how I can predicate what the ac- 
tion of seventeen membors of the committee will be. 
Mr. GAINES. Is the gentleman in fayor of protection of that 
2 


sort? = 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement on this 
uestion. 

s: The SPEAKER.: Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 

the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill yield three minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not want the members of the House to misun- 
derstand this legislation. This is almost a Populistic bill. This 
is a bill to make a railroad do something for the benefit of the 
people that it would not doitself. This bill is to make this com- 
pany build a road where there is none now in order to serve the 
people, without any reference to whether it is a benefit to the 
railroad company or not. Three-cent fares, if they come—and I 
would be in favor of 1-cent fares when the receipts of the rail- 
road company would warrant it—will apply to the new branches 
just the same as to the main line. The object of the bill is not to 

ant any favor to the railroad company, but to compel an unwill- 
He railroad corporation to do that which the people in this sec- 
tion of the city demand, and I donot think it is subject to the 
criticism that it is in favor of the corporation. 

Mr. BERRY. Would the tleman have any objection to my 
. an amendment? I hope at least he will allow it to be 


ren 
Mr. BABCOCK, I have no objection to the reading of the 
amendment; but I shall object to the offering of any amendment, 
Mr. BERRY. Let the amendment be read for information. 
The SPEAKER. Does the — from Wisconsin yield to 
allow this amendment to be offered? 
Mr. BABCOCK, Only that it may be read for the information 
of the House. 
i The Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. BERRY, as fol- 
OWS: 
Amend by requiring that all cars operated in city of Washington shall be 


vestibuled for protection of motormen and that the companies shall run their 
cars every fifteen minutes from 1.30 a. m to 5.45 a. m. 


Mr. MUDD. I rise to a point of order on that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment is not pending; it was only 
Thea . tak th dment by th 
e question bein en on the amendment re Ə 
committee in the toria of a substitute, it was poids eiaa z 


EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Iask the consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 119) to amend an act entitled “An act to extend Rhode 
Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to extend Rhode Island 
avenue,” approved February 10, 1809. be, and the same is anf amended 
by Ramos o the sixth section thereof, at the end thereof, the following pro- 

o, namely: Provided. That no appeal by any interested party from any 
decision of the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming said as- 
sessment or assessments shall delay or prevent the payment of said awards 
in respect to the property condemned.” 

Mr. JENKINS. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, the joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 8 

On motion of Mr. J ENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7787) 
to change the name of the Potomac Insurance Company of 
Georgetown, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled An act to incorporate a fireinsur- 
ance company in Georgetown, in the District of Columbia,” approved the 2d 
of March, 1831, and the act entitled An act to amend the rof the Po- 
tomac Fire Insurance Company of Georgetown," approved the 3d of March, 
1837, and the act entitled An act to renew and continue in force the charter 
of the Potomac Insurance 5 of Georgetown,“ approved the 27th of 
January, 1851, and the act entitled “An act to renew and continue in force 
the charter of the Potomac Insurance Company of etown, D. C.,“ 
approved the 25th of March, 1870, be, and the same are e . amended so 
that the name and style of said company shall hereafter be The Potomac 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia.” 

Sr. 2. That the act of March 2, 1831, above referred be amended by 
inserting the words a board of not than.“ immediately before the words 
“twelve directors“ where they occur in section 6 of said act; and to further 
amend said act by striking out all the words of section 7 thereof and substi- 
5 i on — 17 Ngan the S words: “ Each eee — be en- 

v. person or by agent or proxy a under his hand and 
seal, attested by one witness, at all eee meetings, and shall have 


SEO. 3. That the act of March 3, 1837, above mentioned, be amended by add- 
ing at the end of section 2 the words and the board of directors created 
under this r shall have the power to increase the capital stock at any 
time to any amount not in excess of $1,000,000.” 

Mr. JENKINS. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
= read te third time; and it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed, 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4604) to amend the charter of the Washington Heights Traction 
Railroad Company. j 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when, 

Mr. MUDD said: The committee have reported a substitute, 
and I ask that the substitute be read in lieu of the original bill. 
There being no objection, the substitute was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

s That the charter of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad 
Company, of the District of Columbia, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to authorize and permit the said company to lay down its tracks and 
operate its cars from its present authorized terminusat the western approach 
to the Pennsylvania Avenue bridge, as provided in section I of the act of in- 
corporation; thence north on Seventeenth street east to Kast Capitol street; 
thence west on East Capitol street to Fifteenth street east. conn with 
the Me tan Railway; also from the intersection of 


by the Commission 
said railway shall be removed from 
and placed in Minnesota avenue wit one year after said avenue is opened 
up as a public . N 

“SEC. 2. That the time within which the East Washington wena Trac- 


Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 


Mr. MUDD. This bill, with the exception of a short additional 
line authorized from the western approach of the Pennsylvania 
Avenue bridge to Fifteenth street and East Capitol street, provides 
for an exclusively suburban road. The bill grants an extension 
of two years’ time within which the company may complete this 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | road. 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


The reason for asking this extension of time is that when this 
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franchise was originally ted it brought this road, which, as I 
have already said, is a suburban road, only up to the western ap- 
proach of the Pennsylvania Avenue bridge, leaving no means of 
completing the line so as to bring passengers into the central por- 
tion of the city. At the same time we did this we passed a bill, al- 
ready alluded to by the chairman of the committee this morning, 
pending the consi tion of a bill for a similar purpose, author- 
izing and requiring the Capital Traction Company to build its 
road on Pennsylvania avenue from Eighth street SE. down to the 
point at which this road is allowed to enter the city after crossin 
the river. The bill chartering the suburban railroad was 

by both branches of Congress and signed by the President. The 
bill giving a similar privilege to the Capital Traction Company 
was, as the chairman has already stated, passed by the House, but 
failed in the Senate, having been tied up, I believe, with several 
other 5 to Which the House did not see fit to give its 
approval. 

6 only additional time provided by this bill for the East Wash - 
ington Heights Traction Railroad Company is asked for the very 
satisfactory reason that the company has not completed its road 
because under existing conditions of law engers have no means 
of getting to the central portion of the city, or any farther into the 
city than the west side of the Anacostia River, and in this condi- 
tion of things capital could not readily be induced to interest 
itself in the enterprise. 

The only changes made in the route of this line are in the nature 
of some slight alterations of streets, or perhaps I should say country 
roads, across the Anacostia River. These changes in my judgment 
penos better service and give greater facilities to the people, with 

ess inconvenience, than would be the case under the provisions of 
the original act. 1 3 there will be no controversy or ob- 
jection in regard to this proposition. It is approved by the Com- 
missioners, unanimously reported by the committee, and is in 
response to the wishes and the interests of the community through 
which the road is to be constructed. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Is there anything either in the gen- 
eral law or in the charter of these companies 1 Perce 
or forfeiture for failure to complete their road with o time 


ted? : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under the general law I believe the charters 
are forfeited if the companies fail to comply with the require- 
ments of Congress, There are no specific penalties, 

Sal BOUTELL of Illinois. That is provided in the original 
c T. 
Mr. MUDD. Yes; in the original charter, as I understand, of 


this company. 
The question being taken, the substitute reported by the com- 
was ordered to be 


mittee was agrena to; and the bill as amend 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 


third time, and à 
On motion of . MUDD, a motion to reconsider the vote last 
taken was laid on the table. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray] to present a resolution. 


LEAVE TO COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF 
THE HOUSE. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to sit during the sessions of the House of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

. EXTENSION OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road 
east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes, for which a sub- 
stitute has been reported. I ask that the reading of the bill be 
omitted and that the substitute be read. I also ask, in the same 
connection, that the bill may be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cannon). The gentleman 
asks that the reading of the bill may be dispensed with and that 
eee may be read. Without objection, it will be so or- 

ered, 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The A 8 wa from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That within twenty days after the passage of this act the Commissioners 
the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed 


to institute in the supreme court of the District o ne ny ag ego as adis- 
court, by petition. ly describing the lands to be taken, a pro- 
in rem to condemn the land that ma be necessary for the exten- 

sion of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, through 


block 23 of Columbia 


Heights, with a width of 60 feet, so that the western terminus of Steuben 
street will be connected in a direct manner with the eastern termin 
Columbia road as now located west of Thirteenth street. siir 
Sec. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for 
and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of Columbia road as 
herein provided, one-half thereof shall be assessed by the jury hereinafter 
provided as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, ust those pieces 
or parcels of land on each side of said Columbia road as extended through 
block 23 of Columbia sieges, and also on any or all pieces or parcels of land 
which will be benefited by the extension of said Columbia road: and in de- 
5 amounts to be assessed t said pieces or parcels of land 
the jury: phere sp ag wenger [mee the 9 1 of such pieces 
or parcels o an e bene ey may seve: receive from the exten- 
sion of Columbia road as aforesaid.) $ . 
Src. 3. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than ten 
advertisement in such 


f the court shall have made 
its final order ratifying and confir the award of the jury; and in addi- 
tion to such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment it is practi- 
cable to do so, may cause a copy ot said notice to be served by the marshal 
of the District of Columbia, or deputies, u such owners of the land to 
be condemned as may be found by or his deputies, within the 
District of Columbia. 


an ron or persons having any inte 
in the proceedings for the extension ot Paid 2 g ovarian Pree 
e jur; 


ueand payable as damages sustain: 
by reason of the extension of said street under the provisions thereof, and of 
the pieces or parcels of land benefited by such extension and the amount of 
the assessment for such benefits against the same. 

SEO. 5. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of ground shall 
be condemned, the jury, in determining its value. not take into consid- 
eration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder thereof from the ex- 
tension of said street or highway, but such benefits shall be considered in 
determining what assessment made on or 8 such part of such 
piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore provided. 

SEC. 6. That the court have power to hear and determine any objec- 
tions which parts filed to said ve or award,and to set the same aside 
when satisfied that it is unjust or unreasonable, and in such event the pro- 
ceedings shall be begun anew under the method provided in this act, and all 
former proc as to the particular land in controversy shall be null 
and of no effect: ided, That said objections shall be filed within thirty 
days after the verdict or award of said aort: 

EC. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally ratified 
by_the court, as herein provided, the amounts of money 

awarded and adjud to be payable for lands taken under the provisions 
hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the Treasurer of the United 
8 officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District at Columbia, 
upon the warrant of the oners of said District, out of the revenues 
of the District of Columbia; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said 
Patrick at and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the 

istrict of Columbia. 

Sec. 8. That when confirmed by the court the several assessments herein 

be made shall severally be alien upon the land assessed, and 

pro the District of Columbia, 

and shall be payable in four equal annual installments, with interest at the 
rate of 4 per cent annum until paid. 

Sec. 9. That juror shall receive as compensation the sum of $5 per 
day for his services 7 bana time he shall be actually engaged in such serv- 


ices under the provisions hereof. 
appropriated, ont of the revenues 


Sec. 10. That the sum of $300 is here 
of the District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and 


expenses of the condemnation . pursuant hereto. 

EOC. 11. That no a by any interes’ party from the decision of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia pra Meiers the assessment or 
assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, nor any other pro- 
ceeding at law or in equity by such party against the co tion of such 
assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent the payment of award to 
others in to the property condemned, nor delay or prevent the tak- 
ing of any of said pope y sought to be condemned, nor the opening of such 
street: Provided, ver, That upon the determination of said appeal 
or other proceeding at law or in paui the amount found to be due and pay- 
able as ages sustained by reason of the extension of said street under the 
provisions hereof shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 


Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. P E, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH BACIGALUPPI,. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Joseph Bacigaluppi, 
and I ask that the bill may be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER oe tempore. The gentleman asks that the 
Committee of the ole Ho 
consideration of the bill and that it be considered in the House as 


use be dischar from the further 


f 
7 
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in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, Is there 
spr Sema 
here was no objection. 
The bill was , as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore 9 and conveyed to Joseph Bacigaluppi be, and the 
same is hereby, relieved and exempted from the operations of an act en- 
titled “An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens, eto,“ approved March 3, 1887; and that all forfeitures in- 
curred by force of said act in respect to such real estate be, and the same are 
hereby, remitted; and that the title to such real estate be, and the same is 


hereby, vested in said Joseph Bacigaluppi as fully in every respect as though 
e been a citizen of the United States at the time the same was pur- 
chased by and conveyed to bim. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

JOHN H, GAUSE AND OTHERS, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5137) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to convey a certain lot in the District of Columbia to John 
H. Gause and others, and I ask that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be dischar, from the further 
consideration of the bill and that it be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that the same be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


eed to the 
n. as tenants 


1 in square No. 1041.. This act shall have the effect only of aq m 
all the right, title. and interest of the United States therein, but shall not 
effect an adverse title to 


said land, if any, nor create any liability on the part 
of the United States, nor operate to disc any taxes or assessments levied 
thereon by the District of Columbia; but the deed shall not be delivered un- 
til satisfactory proof has been made that all taxes and assessments, both 
cere and special, levied on said lot by the District of Columbia, have been 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all the business, I be- 
lieve, to be presented to-day by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

TRANSPORTATION OF GOODS IN BOND. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H. R. 
8334, and I ask unanimous consent to consider it in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole, Perhaps the bill had better be read 
first 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3334) to amend section 3005 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill and that the 
same be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, we should like to have the bill 
read for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to 
have it read before the question is put? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3005 of the Revised Statuteso the United 


States be amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. All merchandise arriving at any port of the United States des- 
tined for any de Conny. may be ente at the custom-house, and con- 
veyed, in transit, ough the territory of the United States, without the 
payment of duties, under such regulations as to examination and transporta- 

ion as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby authorized and directed to sus- 
pend the operation of this act in so far as the same ae ROSS, WAC. and 
me: dise to be 5 in bond through the Uni States into the 
Free Zone of Mexico, so long as the Mexican Free Zone law exists: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to prevent the trans- 
portation of merchandise in bond to be delivered at points in the territory 
of Mexico beyond the limits of said Free Zone. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, Ihave no objection 
to the bill as it has been read, but I have By Sia! to an amend- 
ment which I understand is to be offered to it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair willstate the question. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will object unless the gentleman 
will agree not to introduce that amendment. The gentleman 
knows the amendment to which I refer. 

Mr. PAYNE. I cannot agree to that, of course. Iam directed 
by the committee to offer the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman object? 

ar STEPHENS of Texas. Unless you will make that agree- 
men 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] moves that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
21 of the Whole House for the purpose of considering revenue 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering revenue bills, with Mr. 
HEPBURN in the chair. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill H. R. 3334. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I call for the read- 
ing of the report. 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Section 3005 of the Revised Statutes, which this 
bill seeks to amend, reads as follows: 

a AN merna. arrivin 2 fe ra poris 888 —— Baton: Portland in 

a or an of the Treasury, 
and destined for 2 m the wipes: 4 1 = ae KI a 

exas, or other specifi 
Bae Secre of the Treasury, and satino for Disses in The Republic ot 
Mexico, may be entered at the custom-house and conveyed in transit through 
the N of the United Sta without the payment of duties, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

It will be seen by the House that the present law authorizes 

from a foreign country to be taken in transit through the 
nited States only when destined to the British provinces on the 
north or to Mexico on the south, and does not e any provision 
or = rch sane which has etary up ress the last few years 
reference to goods om European ports to Ja 
and to other countries of the Orient. Itisn that 8 
pay the duty in going across the United States, or else that 
ey be transported ugh Canada by the Canadian roads, 
where they may be taken in bond. The object of this bill is to 
make it universal, so that any exported from any foreign 
country may pass through the United States to the port of another 
foreign country in bond, in order to facilitate the transportation of 
such goods through the United States, so that our 3 
companies may be allowed to share in the trade, which is ming 
largerevery year. The only object, so far as this bill is concerned, 
is to extend that privilege and make it universal. The bill as 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Ways and Means 
contained a clause retaining the present status of the United States 
in reference to the Mexican Free Zone. 

Members of the House know that the Mexican Free Zone isa 
strip of land along the Mexican border into which, by a treaty 
between Mexico and the United States, goods may be exported in 
bond from either country and remain there in bond. hen ex- 
ported beyond the limits of this zone into the foreign country, they 
are required to vey da A 

This Mexican one has been fruitful in evasions of the 
revenue laws. There has been a great deal of smuggling along 
the border. In 1895 Con sought, by legislation, to get rid of 
this Zone, and a bill for that purpose, withdrawing the 
2 that might accrue to the United States from the exist- 
ence of this Free Zone; and that has been the law since 1895, in the 
hope that Mexico, by treaty, might also join with us and abolish 

anomaly in our revenue laws. 

But the purpose of that bill has failed. Mexico refuses to join 
with us in abolishing this Free Zone, and I am told at the Treas- 

Department that it has not stopped smuggling in the least 
degree. The bill is reported as it came to the committee. I see 
the gentleman is referring tothe report. From later information 
we have received on the subject, the amendment is to be offered. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have no objection to the bill you 
have introduced, because the last provision there covers exactly 
the question we want. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the point. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But I do object to the amendment 
that is to 5 

Mr. PAYNE. I introduced this bill at the suggestion of the 
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8 Department. When introduced jt contained this pro- 


Provided, That the Secretary of n is hereby, authorized 
and directed to suspend the operation of this act in so far as the same per- 
mits goods, wares, and merchandise to be transported in bond through the 
United States into the Free Zone of Mexico, so long asthe Mexican Free Zone 
law exists: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as 
to prevent the tion of merchandise in bond to be delivered at points 
in the territory of Mexico beyond the limits of said Free Zone. 

That was put in because otherwise we thought it would repeal 
the action of Congress in 1895 in passing the law to which I have 
just alluded, and in that way the bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Afterwards the gentleman from Texas, I think Mr. COOPER, 
introduced a joint resolution providing for the of the law 
or joint resolution which was passed in 1895, in reference to this 
Mexican Free Zone, That was considered in the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and the committee thenreported in favor of the 
joint resolution introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
COOPER]. It was then su , I think, by myself, that when 
this bill came up in the House it would be a proper time, if so 
desired, to offer an amendment to this bill striking out this proviso 
and that app iate legislation repealing the action of Congress 
in 1895 bei ; and the committee authorized the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] to report not only the resolution 
offered by Mr. COOPER, but to offer it as an amendment to 
this bill, and I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to raise the 
point of order inst the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out of the pending bill 
all after the word “ prescribe,” in the tenth line, and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to be recognized to raise 
the point of order against the amendment offered by the gentle- 


man. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike ont all athe: thé word E in line 10 of the bill, and insert 


to the Free Zone along the northern frontier of Me: and acent to the 
United States,’ approved March 1 be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 
and the full Gperation. of section 3005 of the Revised Enin tan AR GEI CINE prior 


to the adoption of such joint resolution is hereby revived.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My point of order is this: The joint 
resolution offered as an amendment to the bill has never been re- 
peua by the Committee on Waysand Means, and the bill before 
House has been reported unanimously, according. to the re- 
port which I will read: 


The two provisos in bill are copied word for word from the act of Con- 
pren approved March 1, 1895. Itis necessary to incorporate these provisos 
n the amendment, both to preserve the act of Congress of 1895, above referred 
to, and also the n of goods in bond to 
Free Zone, the of which has tated the smuggling of goods 
into the United States. 
Now, these in the bill, as read, are to be repealed by 


this resolution (H. J. Res. 58) known as the Cooper resolution. 
It has not been reported tothis House. I have been unabletofind 
any report made anywhere by any committee, and the Cooper reso- 
Iution is certainly contradictory of and not ə to the bill 
under consideration, and I think should be stricken out on the 
point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I can not understand that 
this amendment is obnoxious to the point of order. No matter 
where the section comes from, I am offering an additional section 
to this bill under consideration. The fact that it has existed in 
the form of a joint resolution does not bar me from taking the 
same language andoffering it as an amendment tothe bill, adding 
ae een to the bill, germane to the original purpose of the 

itself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair doesnot think thatthe first point 
made by the gentleman has force in it—that it is necessary that it 
should be reported by a committee. It is offered as an amendment 
by a member of the House, and, if germane, would certainly be 
in order, The Chair thinks that the amendment is germane to 
> cone purpose of the bill; and therefore overrules the point 
of order. : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If no member of the committee 
wishes to be heard 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized in support 
of this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I yield such time as he may desire 
to Re 3 from Texas [Mr. Cooper] who introduced the 
resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I introduced the orig- 
inal resolution that is pro as an amendment to this bill, and 
Idesire to make a brief explanation, ving a few facts and history, 
which I think will present the argument in behalf of the measure, 


The facts are these: About 1858 the Free Zone was established 
under the authority of the Mexican Government. At that time it 
extended from the Gulf on the west bank of the Rio Grande River 
and the west borders of Texas to the north boundary of Texas, 
This Free Zoneis a territory about 12 or 15 miles in width, into 
which goods are permitted to enter from Mexico and from the 
pane tates with practically no tax, no impost duties, laid upon 

em. 


losing some taxes in consequence of such condition. 


passage 
of thisresolution,that the former resolution prohibiting the trans- 
portaton of goods into that country be repealed. I have his let- 
ters here. 
Now, the only result of the passage of the resolution of March 5 
has been to prevent the transportation through this country of 
ds from the seaboard and ports of this country into the Free 
Zone. As a consequence Tampico and Vera Cruz, Mexico, receive 
all the goods intended for the Zone. The Mexican rai 
haul them. The goods go to the Free Zone just as they went 
heretofore before the law of March 5, 1895, but they are not 
hauled by American transportation companies, nor are they 
landed at American ports by which American laborers may get 
the benefit of it. The object of this bill is to repeal that. inhibi- 
tion and let the goin bond—let them be landed at Ameri- 
can ports and be hanled by Ameican transportation companies to 


the Free Zone. 

Now, when these reach the Free Zone and are reshipped 
to the United States they have to pay the impost duties imposed 
by the United States. If they go into the Mexican States south 
or west of this zone, they have to pay the duties levied by those 
States. Therefore it acts simply as a bonded warehouse. Goods 
going into the Free Zone do not go absolutely free, but practically 
free. The tax or impost duties have been from 2 to 18} per cent. 

Now, I am advised by the Treasury Department that the statute 
has not prevented smuggling, but has a tendency to encourage 
it, for thisreason: When the goodsare landed at Mexican ports and 
transported by Mexican railroads to this Free Zone, the goods are 
unknown, undesignated, not identified by the officers of the 


United ee oe if they were oe a 3 rts and 
transported by erican transportation companies, the Secretar 
of the Treasury would have some knowledge of the goods 9 


their value, their character, and, therefore, would be able to iden- 
tify them to prevent smuggling. 

Weall agree that smuggling across the borders ought to be pro- 
hibited. e American people would like to have some law pro- 
hibiting it, but it is increasing instead of decreasing. It was 

cted when the resolution of 1895 was that it would com- 
Mexico to repeal the law creating the Free Zone; but it has 
ailed of its purpose, and the only object obtained is. that it pro- 
hibits American people and transportation companies from hand- 
ling the goods, wares, and merchandise that go to the Free Zone, 
and therefore has taken ee Sehr them that much money that 
would have gone into the pockets of the American people. 

These were the reasons that prompted me to introduce the reso- 
lution, There are three Representatives from Texas who repre- 
sent territory on the Mexican border (the Free Zone). It is 
understood that two of my colleagues favor this resolution, this 
amendment, and the other, who is as sincere as the rest of us, is 
op d to it for reasons which he will give to the House, 

en the resolution of 1895 was originally „it was then 

bitterly opposed by the Representative from Texas in Congress, 

Mr. Crain, who represented, I think, the largest territory bordering 
and he succeeded, i 


on the Free Zone, in this branch of Congress, 


j 
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ineliminating that part of the territory which herepresented, from 
the provisions of this bill. 

It went to the Senate and there was amended for the reason, 
urged by the Senate, that if you make a part of territory open to 
goods transported into the Free Zone, and prohibit their transpor- 
tation into another part, you discriminate in favor of particular 
railroads to the disadvantage of other roads and to the people of 
this country. Therefore, they said, if the resolution will accom- 
plish the end you are after, it should extend along and cover the 
entire border. 

As I have said, I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury stating that. the act of March 5, 1895, has not accomplished 
the purpose intended. I have no interest in this measure except 
to have the goods, wares, and merchandise that are transported 
into the Free Zone landed at the ports of Texas and transported 
by American railroads and handled by American laborers. 

I think the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to state a single 
matter which I think ought to be cqntrolling upon the action of 
the House with reference to this bill. The difficulty under which 
the United States labors in the matter of smuggling, as described 
to me by the Secretary of the Treasury, grows out of the fact that 
we have no record of these goods. If these goods carried intothe 
Free Zone came over our own transportation lines and crossed the 
Mexican border through our own custom-houses we would have 
a record by which we could afterwards trace goods that are smug- 
gled back into our country. But when they come through the 
Mexican lines of transportation we have no knowledge of those 
goods and no way whatever to trace them. 

I made the former reporton this bill—a bill which was passed by 
the House and Senate, but which was too late I believe for thesigna- 
ture of the 1 I think this bill is in the interest of good gov- 
ernment, and I do not see how it can possibly have any undesirable 
effect on anybody’s constituents, unless in the way described by a 
certain member of the House from the State of Texas whoonce said 
that the only persons he knew who could oppose the destruction 
of this limitation must be some persons who were carrying on 
to some extent the business of smuggling across that line. He 
went a little farther than I will go—indeed a good deal farther; 
for I do not know anything about the circumstances down there. 
But if we leave the law as it now is, it certainly is a very bad con- 
dition for us to leave our Treasury in, especially when every 
Secretary of the Treasury as far back as Secretary Fairchild has 
tried to get rid of this trouble. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield tothe gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. STEPHENS] whatever time he wants. 

Mr. STEP. Sof Texas. I want to be recognized in my own 


time. 
_Mr. GROSVENOR. Then Iwill reserve the balance of my 


time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain 
to the members of the House what this Free Zone is and how it 
originated. It is a strip of Mexican territory, 13 miles wide, ex- 
tending from the Gulf of Mexico to the Gulf of California, the 
boundary between the United States and Mexico, forming the 
north line of the Free Zone. It touches the south boundary line 
of Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas, The largest townalong that 
boundary is the city of El Paso, in my district. In fact the rev- 
enue collected there exceeds the revenue of every other port along 
that en by more than 8100, 000 each year. 

Therefore the interest of El Paso in this matter is greater than 
that of all the other towns on that border. We have five railroad 
lines at El Paso, which give our merchants cheap transportation 
to that point. We have in this respect a decided advantage over 
the Mexican merchants in the Mexican town of Juarez, just across 
the Rio Grande. The Mexican merchants have only one line of 
railroad extending from the Mexican seaports to Juarez. Juarez 
is the Mexican town directly opposite El Paso, there being noth- 
ing but a small river between them. Smuggling is very easily 
carried on along this boundary for the greater portion of the year, 
because the Rio Grande River is very often dry. 

When goods are carried in bond as they are now carried from 
the towns of Vera Cruz and Tampico, Mexico, and landed in 
Juarez, on the Free Zone, they can not be sold by the Mexican mer- 
chants living in that zone of Mexico much lower than they can be 
sold on this side of the river. The difference in the freight rates 
compensates us for the difference between the tariff of the United 
States and the Free Zone tariff. The repeal of the present law 
will give the Juarez merchant an advantage over the American 
merchant—an advantage which endangers the interests of the 
merchants on the American side of the river. It also produces 
smuggling, and in producing smuggling it injures the merchants 
on the American side. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will my colleague allow a question? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. My colleague states, as I understand, 


that those goods are landed and delivered to the merchants of 
Juarez cheaper than to merchants of El Paso. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; cheaper because of the dif- 
ference in the tariff. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Now, do not the merchants get the 
same goods over the Mexican railroad that they would over the 
American roads? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They do, but not withsocheapfreight 
rates. That makes a difference, and a very great difference. In 
Mexico they have railroad monopolies as they do in the United 
States. Where there is but one line of railroad and merchants 
are compelled to carry their freight over that e Iine they can 
not compete with those who have the privilege of carrying their 

ds over several lines. We have what is known as a common 

eight res at El Paso, and goods can be brought there by rail 

3 eaper than they can in Juarez, Mexico, across the Rio 
rande. 

I will give the House a history of this Free Zone and the manner 
in which it originated. Immediately after the war of 1847 be- 
tween the United States and Mexico the Mexicans passed a very 
high tariff law. The merchants on the Mexican side of the river 
had to pay this high rate of duty in order to get foreign goods to 
place in their stores. The United States d g that period had 
a very low tariff, so that the Mexican merchants could not com- 
pete with those on the American side. 

The high tariff was upon the Mexican side and the low tariff 
upon the American side. Mexico, in order to protect its own mer- 
chants, enacted a law making a strip of territory 13 miles wide 
along their north boundary line and below the American bound- 
ary a Free Zone, into which goods could be carried without the 
payment of tariff. That was done in order to enable the mer- 
chants of Mexico to compete with the merchants on the American 
side, our tariffs then being comparatively nothing. 

Since the civil war conditions have been reversed. Mexico has 
a very low tariff in the Free Zone. Since the civil war, and up to 
the present time, our tariff has been very high, and it still re- 
mains high. Indeed, it is higher than ever before, under the 
8 bill. The American merchants before the of the 
Cockrell resolution in 1895, could not compete with the Free-Zone 
merchant across the Rio Grande River. 

Our statesmen many years ago took up this question of the Free 
Zone and studied it and endeavored to get Mexico to repeal it. 
They argued with Mexico, without effect, however, and endeavored 
to show Mexico that it was unfair to use the advantage against 
the American merchants that the Free Zone merchants of Mexico 
had, because the goods upon the American side cost a t deal 
more than they did upon the Mexican side, General Grant first 
tried to get Mexico to repeal her Free Zone law, and afterwards 
Mr. Blaine, Senator Patterson, and Judge Reagan, of Texas, ad- 
vocated the same policy, In 1895 the legislature of the State of 
Texas took up the question and passed a resolution unanimousl 
requesting the a of the Cockrell resolution, which the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 


"a 
t resolution porte as the Cockrell resolution) was to the 
effect that should no longer be carried in bond across any 
tion of the United States and landed in the Free Zone of Mex- 
ico without the payment of duty. Congress, in 1895, at the request 
of the legislature of the State of Texas, after a full investigation, 
knowing that Mr. Blaine, General Grant, Senators Patterson and 
Reagan, and numerous other American statesmen had favored 
the Cockrell resolution, passed it. It has been in effect from that 
time until this time. Our merchants have succeeded under the 
law as it is now much better than they did before. Smuggling 
has to a great extent ceased at that boundary. 

I object now to the repeal of the act of 1895. If we repeal it the 
Mexican merchants can easily undersell our American merchants, 
and, further, its repeal will offer a 3 upon smugglin 

oods across that river from Mexico's Free Zone into the Unit 

states. The argument is made that we have injured the railroad 
companies of the United States by taking from them the additional 
freight money they would get by carrying goods from the port of 
entry in the United States to the Free Zone of Mexico. 

According to this argument, it is a question whether or not the 
railroads shall carry this freight in bond across our country and 
get the small pittance that they will get for bringing the goods 

to the Free Zone and into competition with our own American 
merchants, and thus greatly injuring our home merchants, 

Every American town on the border has a corresponding Mex- 
ican town. There are many tailorsin these Mexican towns and 
our American people can cross over the river and vba agate Free 
Zone goods, and have them made up into clothing by a Mexican 
tailor on the Mexican side of the Rio Grande, they can then put 
the clothes on and wear them across the line and bring back their 
old clothes in a valise, Not only that, but 4 5 can be taken 
over in Mexico in bond, landed on the Mexican side of the river, 
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in bottles, and the Mexican smugglers will slip it back at 
night, and bring it in competition with the American manufac- 
ture of whisky. The same is true of tobacco, and goods of every 
kind which are manufactured by Americans. 

This bill will not only injure American merchants, but also our 
American manufacturers. If we are to build up our home trade 
and home manufactures, we should not give the Englishman, the 
Frenchman, or the foreigner of any land the right to bring goods 
across our own territory in bond, and land them in this Mexican 
Free Zone to compete with our American merchants and manufac- 
turers in the way I have described. I will send up and have read 
the report of the committee on the bill (H. R. 3334) which is now 
under consideration. This report sustains my contention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3334) to amend section of the Revised Statutes of the United States, sub- 


mit the 5 
On the Sth of mber last the Treasury Department furnished the fol- 
lo memorandum explaining this bill: 
Section 3005 of the Revised Statutes is as follows: 
“AN merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, Portland in 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, 


esignated by 
of A in the Republic of 
entered at the custom-house and conveyed in transit through 


Transported in 
bond in ted ports in the 
United States to Canada and Mexico, but there is no authority for such trans- 
tion through the United States from Canada and Mexico, or from one 
country to another. 
The changing conditions of commerce and the establishment of new. arene: 
ven 
nited 
roposed chan ign 5 
0 oreign me ~ 
dise h bond n United States by our own tion companies, 
and will not in any way en the revenue, and is earnestly recom- 


mended. 

This section, as it now stands, provides only for the carrying and transit 
of merchandise from foreign countries d to either some pinos in 
Canada or in Mexico. At the time the section was passed (July 28, 1866) this 
answered all the ents of commerce. Since that time a large trade 
bas grown up with oriental countries, much of which seeks transportation 
through the United States. 

We are losing much of the benefit of this transportation because we can 
not pass these through the country in bond. This amendment is 
offered in order to give a fair share of this trade to our transportation com- 
panies, It will be noted that the Secretary of the Treasur 
memorandum, that the passage of this bill will not endanger 
any way. 


f 
the fraudulent importation o 
d to this Free Zone, the existence of which has facilitated the cece 
of s into the United States. 
our ittee recommend the bill be passed without amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to the 
attention of the House to the fact that this bill has been m- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. He states that the 

of the bill will not endanger the revenue in any way. 

This bill H. R. 3334, without amendment, is exactly what we 
want. I make no objection to the bill, but I do object to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
which destroys the effect of the bill with reference to the Free 
Zone. I will read that portion of the bill which he proposes to 
strike out: 


of the 8 and is hereby, author - 
act in so far as the same 


1 good 
United States into the Free Zone of Mexico,so long as 3 


ed 
so as to prevent the transpo: dise in bond to be delivered 
at points in the territory of Mexico beyond the limits of said Free Zone. 


This bill is right, and its provisions are right. As long as that 
Free Zone exists it is a menace to the manufacturing interests of 


this country and also to the merchants upon this side of the bound- 
ary, ane; have no objection to the last clause in the bill, Itis 
as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to 2 
vent the transportation of me dise in bond to be delivered at points in 
the territory of Mexico beyond the limits of said Free Zone. 

That limit is 13 miles beyond the Rio Grande and consequently 
18 miles beyond the boundary of the United States; and if the 
pos over there with their bonded goods they have to pay the full 

exican duty, but if they stop just over our line they are in the 
Free Zone, and consequently they can undersell our merchants 
and injure them to a great extent. 

The question is this, whether or not we will benefit a few rail- 
road companies by the freight they can get for taking these goods 
from any port in the United States into the Free Zone in bond, 
and thereby injure the merchants and manufacturers upon our 
own side of the boun line. 

I desire to send to the Clerk's desk and have read a statement 
made by a prominent citizen of El Paso in regard to this matter, 
which will show exactly the condition of affairs there, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


IN AID OF FREE ZONE—CONGRESS WILL REPEAL THE EL PASO RESOLU- 
TION—HOW TO WORK IT—REPORT MADE BY MR. HART TO THE CUSTOMS 
TEXTILE AND SILK ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA—IT INJURED AMERICAN 
BORDER TOWNS—ENCOURAGED SMUGGLING—AT PRESENT THE FREE ZONE 
CAN DO EL PASO NO HARM—THINKS IT INCREASES EXPORTS FROM THE 
UNITED STATES. 

The following Associated Press bulletin was received yesterday: 

“ WASHINGTON, January 24, 1900. 

“The Ways and Means Committee of the House directed this morning a 
favorable 1 on the bill of Representative COOPER of Texas, re g 
the law of 1895 in reference to the Free Zone of Mexico.“ 

In gogo of the resolution which the committee's bill is intended to 
repeal, the report made by Juan S. Hart, of the Times, to the Customs Tex- 
tile and Silk latigu of America, and published in the American Silk As- 
sociation’s Journal, will be found interesting reading. 

This report was written by Mr. Hart at the Holland House, New York, on 
December 2, 1895, was addressed to officers of the American Association, and 


read as follows: 

GENTLEMEN: In answer to your est togive my views in regard tothe 
effect of the Free Zone of northern Mexico opon American industries and 
to state my connection with recent legislation by the United States Congress 
on the subject, as well as to outline the present condition and suggest a course 
to be pursued, I ully submit the following brief statement: 

“The Free Zone’ of Mexico, as established in is a strip of land on its 
northern frontier 20 kilometers wide from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific 
Ocean, where the goods and merchandise of all countries of the world were 
admitted by the Mexican Government free of duty. Later,instead of being 
admitted entirely free of duty, the goods paid r cent of the duties to 
cover expenses of inspection. 0 was afterwards increased to 5 
par cent of duties, and for the last five years and at present Mexico collects 

0 per cent of duties in the Free Zane. The duties are paid in Mexican silver. 
15 A caged this Free Zone was established none but American goods were sold 
e Zone. 

“After its establishment European and Asiatic goods were carried there 
8 the United States in bond. 

The quantity of the foreign goods and merchandise carried there is an 
enormity 8 with the population and the consumption of such 
goods in the Free Zone. No parso Mexico is as sparsely populates as its 
northern frontier. There are but five cities along the thousands of miles be- 
tween the Gulf of Mexico and the Pacific Ocean. American railroads pass 
into Mexico only at three Nele in the Free Zone. The few towns that exist 
are little agricultural settlements of very poor people, whose wants are few 
and who can afford no luxuries. 

The class of goods imported into the Free Zone largely consists of silks, 
satins, manufactured woolens, . dry goods of pba ra See eae includ- 
ing the most expensive embroidered goods and laces. large invoices of 
opium, crockery, and glassware are carried there; in fact every article upon 


8 ane Uni States charges high duties is imported there in great 
uantities. 
ans. If the United States Army was stationed along the frontier of Mexico to 


guard against smuggling these Free Zone goods in this country, it could not be 
opined . The Rio Grande from the Mexican Gu f to El Paso is 
the boun 


ry line, and with its meanders it gives a apao over 1,000 mil 
— that river is dry yearly for eight mon 


from El to the mouth o 
Pecos River, over 300 miles, and from El Paso west to the Pacific Ocean 
there is not even a dry river to mark the boundary for 1,200 miles. 
The attention of the United States Con first called to this matter 
in 1884 by a petition signed by all the me ts and busines men of El Paso, 
ex., and presented in the Senate by Senators Coke and meen OF Texas. 
This petition, which is on file in Was: n, showed the facilities for smug- 
gling afforded by the Mexican Free Zone and predicted smuggling would in- 
crease gany ae long as the Free Zone existed. 
“The pe tion was referred to the State Department for information, and a 
phlet of 126 is on file there containing a complete discussion of 
he question by the Mexican minister at Washington, who is likewise strongly 
op to the existence of a Free Zone in Mexico, I will therefore not re- 
peat any facts stated in said N Which is of access. 
»The matter then rested until Mr. Crowley, of the special agent's depart- 
ment of the Treasury, called attention toitin his annual report of that year, 
“This recognition and the experience of ye phe years encouraged the 
business men of El Paso to make an effort to the Free Zone. Upto that 
time the oniy way of fotting, 8 goods into the Free Zone was through 
the United States in bond. I went to W. on for the business men of 
El and su ed in getting a resolution passed by Congress which 
8 our ports for goods intended for the Free Zoner This left 


the Free-Zone le helpless until Ma: when President Diaz, of Mexi 
by proclamation opened the poao Vera Cruz Tampico, and Guaymas for 


“During the Administration of President Cleveland the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for the first time, placed a specii agent on duty on the frontier 
in El Paso. Among the duties wise 8 Supervisor Crowley of 
this official, who is stationed at El „ Tex., is the study of the Free 
Zone and its detrimental effects upon the revenue of this country. The 
Treasury Department is therefore in possession of facts more accurate than 
I can state. It suffices for me to say that daily, at El Paso, smu: 
caught, and the United States courts and Federal courts are kept busy with 
cases that are detected, and that these cases are but a small fraction of the 
violations of law that go unpunished by the small force of customs officials 
whose duty it is to such a vast and wild frontier. 

“The present condition, then, arising from the Free Zone, which is now in 
in full vigor andeffect, are that most American products sold there before 
are displaced by foreign goods; that the United States is losing revenue by 
reason of the “smugglers paradise“ which it created; that our merchantsare 
losing trade wherever these contraband are sold after being success- 
fully smuggled into this country, and that the law-abi merchants of the 
frontier can not compete against those untaxed goods. e Mexican 
Zone therefore involves to this country three things. 

“First, of trade and its consequences; 

“Second. Loss of customs revenue and even of internal revenue by fur- 
nishing a ee with no restrictions; and 

Third. adence of the American frontier towns and consequent 
growth of the Mexican frontier towns opposite them. 

It is urged with reason that Mexico has the right to establish free trade 
wholly or partially within the territory, and that the United States can not 
interfere in those rights. But Mexico needs revenueand the majority of her 

ple oppose the Free Zone, and the press of Mexico denounces the Free 


lers are 


ne as unconstitutional 3 in favor of a few and against the many. 
The fact is, the Free Zone law is eyen by the producers lan 
owners within the Free Zone. 


{ 
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“The reason that they oppone it is because one clause in the law makes 
them pay duties on any of their own products which they sell to the interior 
of Mexico. So that wheat, corn, flour, fruit, wines, liquors, or anything else 

uced in the Free Zone, on Mexican lands by Mexican labor, must pay 

ull Mexican duties before such products can pass into Mexico beyond the 

Zone. In other words, the products of the Free Zone are treated by 
Mexico as foreign products. 

The reason this clause in the law was made necessary was because before 
it was inserted the Free Zone merchants were resacking flour and n and 
relabeling wines and liquors and selling them to the interior of Mexico as 
home products.’ To avoid this abuse the said clause was inserted. And 
now the producers and landowners in the Free Zone are opposed to the law. 

There is no legislative remedy now for the evils described, which are grow: 
ing worse oe and gaining strength, except to expend millions annn: in 

ing closely the 2,500 miles of frontier which we have with Mexico. 0 

exican Government has a large force of c ms guards ed 

darmeria,”* but the sm ling in that direction is very small compared with 
what is done into the Un 
Mexico is because their money is depreciated at least one-half and these for- 
eign goods must be paid for in gold orits equivalent, and Mexican buyersare 
therefore restricting themselves to their home products, in which they get 
more value for their nas 

There isa remedy for the Free Zoneevils in a diplomatic wey. Our State 
Department can cure the curse by A negotiations with xico. I am 
one of those who believe that President Diaz, like his minister at Washing- 
ton, Mr. Romero, is opposed to the Free Zone, and while he recently opened 
three ports for bonded traffic to that Zone which the United States had 
blocked, it was done at a time when the press of the country was renominat- 
ing him for another iden term and he saw a double opportunity to 
—— the frontier people and the railroads who had been asking that priv- 

„and at the same time his action was applauded by all Mexicans who 
believe in resist any foreign interference in Mexican affairs. I am 
grounded in this belief from the fact that a gradualabolition of the Free Zone 
was intended by Mexico when 8 per cent duties were levied, and when that 
proportion was t increased to 5 per cent and then to 10 per cent. 

Ot course the diplomatic proceedings must be kept entirely secret from 
the public, and in my opinion the manner of proceeding would to have an 
understanding with Mexico that the question of the constitutionality of the 
law should be passed upon by the supreme court of that Republic just as the 
income tax law was treated by our courts. is a sure remedy,and many 
Mexicans would aid to bring about this result. This would conceal any 
American interference and might prove satisfactory to all concerned. 

»The Zone as it has resulted will be used by Mexico as a lever in diplo- 
matic concessions this Government. Its growth will make the lever 
all the more powerful, and serious complications may arise from its exist- 


ence. 
“If the facts I have placed before go merit your attention and considera- 
tion, I shall be pleased to serve you further. 
JUAN 8. HART.” 


“Yours, respectfully, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this document 
shows clearly the condition that existed at the time that this act 
of 1895 was made the law, and shows the reasons for its passage. 
Since that time we have had no trouble at El Paso, comparatively 
speaking, in regard to smuggling goods from Mexico to our side 
of the river, and, as was predicted, great benefit has accrued to 
our merchants, because it stopped the shipment of goods in bond 
from New Orleans and Galveston, and from the Pacific coast to 
the Free Zone, and our merchants have been able to sustain them- 
selves upon the American side. I now read a dispatch from El 
Paso, Tex., January 24, 1900: 


MR. COOPER'S BILL IS NOT SATISFACTORY TO MERCHANTS OF EL PASO. 
EL Paso, TEX., January 24, 1900. 


Zone, favorably 8 8 50 by the Ways and Meaus Committee in the House 
y residents of this city as a blow aimed at the commercial 


At present goods for the Free Zone . — Mexico via Tampico and Vera 
Cruz and the high freight rates are a vantage. 

This dispatch correctly states the objections to the repeal of the 
law of 1895. 

Now, the question is, Will we give the American railroads the 
right to take these goods in bond and place them in the Free Zone 
to compete with our merchants upon this side, or will we pass the 
bill as reported originally from the Committee on Ways and 
Means? The committee's report on the bill states that the bill is 
unanimously reported. Why should we strike out part of this 
bill that has been thus favorably reported and substitute the 
` Cooper resolution, which destroys the most vital part of the bill? 
Why this glaring inconsistency on the part of the committee? 

It will be noted that the 5 the Treasury says in the memoran- 
dum that the passage of this bill will not endanger the revenue in any way. 

This bill is exactly what we want. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] strikes out a part of 
this bill, the last clause in reference to the Free Zone, and substi- 
tutes the Cooper resolution, which repeals the law of 1895 and 
restores smuggling on the Mexican border, 

The legislature of the State of Texas by a unanimous vote re- 
quested the passage of the law of 1895. Many of the members and 
two of the senators, Senator Dean, of El Paso, and Senator Atlee, 
of Laredo, were both members of that legislature and favored the 
passage of thatlaw. These men are certainly familiar with the 
conditions in their own towns. We should not repeal the law of 


1895; and I therefore hope that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will be voted down. 


Mr. PAYNE. . Chairman, I should like to come to some 
arrangement about closing general debate. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What time do you want? 

Mr. PAYNE. What time do you wish? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire no further time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask to close general debate now. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I desire to be heard for five minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would suggest to the gentleman that there 
would be time under the five-minute rule. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that general debate be now closed. Is there objec- 


tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

1 AXNE. Now, I suppose the amendment is considered 
pending. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention 


to occupy the attention of the committee much longer, butin view 
of what hes been said by my colleague I deem it necessary to refer 
to some public documents myself. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary Gage, in his letter of 
J anuary 26, 1898, when this matter was up for consideration before 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, when asked for the views of the Treas- 
ury Department respecting the same, said: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1898. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter dated the 21st 
instant, from the clerk of your co ittee, with which was tra: tted, for 
an expression of oe thereon, House joint resolution 27, providing for 
the repeal of the joi tresolution in reference to the Free Zone. 

On the 2d of February last, in_reply to a letter from you, inclosing, foran 
expression of the views of this De 
222, which is substantially the same as that under consideration, you were 
advised that there isabundant opportunity for the perpetration of frauds on 
the revenue by reason of the Free Zone of Mexico, and until the pri 

rtaining to said Zone are abolished by the Mexican Government the danger 
70 the revenue will continue to exist. 

The opinion was also Nee that the only practical result of the legis- 
lation which it is intended to repeal has been loss of business to American 
railway companies by reason of the diversion of the traffic to pointsin the 
Free Zone by way of Mexican seaports. The views then expressed are reit- 
erated, and I see no objection to passage of House resolution No. 27. 

Respectfully, yours, 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 


That was with reference to the joint resolution providing for 
the repeal of the joint resolution in reference to the Free Zone 
passed in 1895. In a later letter he uses this language: 

On March 1. 1895, a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to suspend the operation of section 3005, Revised Statutes, in so far as 
the same . wares, and merchandise to be t in bond 
through the United States into the Free Zone of Mexico so long as said Zone 
exists, was approved, but the only apparent result of such resolution has 
been loss of business to American railway companies, by reason of the diver- 
sion of the traffic to places in the Eree Zone by way of 

In March, 1888, an investigation was made with the view to ascertaining 
the value of merchandise which passed through the United States to Mexico 
during the preceding year. Asa result of the inquiries it was found that the 
total value of foreign merchandise passing in transit was 654, and in ad- 
dition to that amount merchandise of the value of $194,774 was withdrawn 
from warehouse and exported to Mexico, making a total of $602,428, of which 
$211,589 was dutiable. 

Then he enumerates features of the case there, and ends the let- 
ter by saying: 

of i i 
750 ; . r opinion that the joint resolution approved March 1. 180 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to cite Texas border city 
against Texas border city. colleague, the gentleman from 
the Panhandle district, has had read resolutions passed by the 
merchants of El Paso. I now would like to have read, for the 
benefit of the House, resolutions passed by the Board of Trade of 
Eagle Pass, Tex., and with that I conclude my statement. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question before he takes his seat. 

r. COOPER of Texas, Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
how far he lives from any part of the boundary of Mexico? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. About 700 or 800 miles. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then you can not possibly have 
any interest in this question. 

. COOPER of Texas. I have no personal interest in it at all, 
but I want the ports of Sabine Pass and Galveston and other ports 
to get the benefit of handling this traffic sce es to the Free Zone, 
and I want the railroads that run through America to get the 


benefit of hauling it. 
Then, I would ask the gentleman 


partment thereon, House joint resolution 


exican seaports. 


_ Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, 
if he has ever been in the town of El Paso and knows anything 
of the conditions there personally? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that the committee recommended the passage of this 
bill unanimously? 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. They did, and unanimously directed 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] to favorably report 
this resolution and offer it as an amendment to the pending bill 
5 § reported by the committee, to which my colleague has 
referr 

Mr..STEPHENS of Texas. Why did they act so contradicto- 
rily, after having already reported a bill favorably, to authorize 
oe 5 offer an amendment repealing the important 

of the 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The contradiction is only an opinion 


of my * 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have already read in my time 
from the report of the committee where it says that they recom- 
mg that the bill be passed without amendment—that is, the 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. They took subsequent action upon the 
resolution which I had introduced, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was not done at the same time? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It wus done at a subsequent meeting. 

Mr. 5 of Texas. Is Po ea as 3 res ar, Sec- 
V passage of the 8334? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It is true also that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in his letter of March 11, 1898, in recommending 
the resolution, said: 


Iam, however, of the opinion that the joint resolution approved March J, 
1895, should be repealed. 


This amendment proposes to repeal the joint resolution of 
March, 1895. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can you explain the dilemma he 
has placed himself in by recommending this bill, which stands for 
the act of 1895, and, as you say, is in favor of this amendment? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No inquiry was made at that time of 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the Free Zone. He was asked 
about another bill—a bill to allow the ports of this country opened, 
so that goods could be entered and through all ports. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to read the newspaper 

graph I send tothe Clerk’s desk. These are resolutions passed 
y the of Trade of Eagle Pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE FREE ZONE—COOPER BILL INDORSED BY THE EAGLE PASS BOARD OF 
TRADE. 
EAGLE Pass, TEX., January 30, 1900. 


committee, inted by the board 


Eprron Express: The undersigned 
of this city, begs leave to Correct some misiakes made by some par- 


of trade 


tiesinterviewed by the re r of your paper in last Saturday's edition with 
reference to the per bill, relating to the Free Zone in Mexico. 
First. We beg tostate that theso-cailed Free Zone extends from the Pacific 


in Lower California clear through to Brownsville and is 12 miles in width, not 
one-half mile, as your informer had it. 
from Tampico to Nuevo 


* 3 — e en ap cheap b. 
J uarez, X as 
way of Tampico as by way of New Orleans and therefore s not z 
the expense to such an amount as would mgke it equal to the customs tariff, 
as stated in your paper. 

hird. a wrong idea 


there is existing 1 Pen transit 
of merchandise through the United States in bond to the Zona Libre, and in 
order to Seip capers the public we beg leave to make the following statement: 
Previons Sha E E R OOE OE e EEO Bin ay 2 
through the United States in and were a source of revenue not only to 
the American railroads and . but to many other inter- 
ests, such as our labor, custom-house brokers, eto. 
said year some holders and others in El Paso concluded that 
it would be benefi to them and to their city if the Zona Libre were abol- 
their tatives in the Texas legislature to 


accomplished the 
to-day to the 
‘exican merchants on the border soon foun: 


pors s from Europe for deposit in the American bonded warehouses on 

rder and then draw same for exportation to Mexico, which is 
done at present and since 1895. only inconvenience in this last- men 

manner is that the merchants makin ese importations have to give two 

one for importation and another for tion, which is causing a 

few days’ reed and so small expense, but it will clearly be seen 

this that the ed law passed in 1805 has never answ — 

can - 


this £ Congress, has made it possible for Mexican mer- 
ving in the Free Zone to import bar goods by way of Tampico, 


place. 
r bill before Congress now has for its purpose the re- 
ate of 3 in bond 
rough . the Free Zone ded 


uses reo g them: and the board of trade of this city, at 
a mecting held Saturday, Jan Tis — 2 ey mae a resolution indorsing the 
in Con and has tru its representatives at Washing. 

ton to use their infiuence for the of said enactment. 


Our experience has been that the Mexican Government is not bine? at 

mt to abolish the Zona Libre, and we see no reason why the United 

tates should have any law on the statute books which had the result of de- 

‘ht from our railroads to the Mexican lines. The abolishment of 

not change the price or cost of any g 

has been intimated by your informant, as there 
at present, nor will there be any 


Cooper bill 
here now all the same, and the only effect it would 
freight on our roads and the abolishment of 


Baye would bean increase of 


entering goods on our frontier warehouses for exportation to Mexico, there 
doing avery with a delay of a few days and a few dollars’ expense. * 


Very respec A 
zi . M. L. OPPENHEIMER, 
Chairman Committee Board of Trade, Eagle Pass, Tex. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I understand the pending 
question is on the amendment I have offered. 
foe F The Clerk will report the first section of 
e bill. 


The Clerk read the bill and the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I call for a separate 
vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will have to be a separate vote on the 
amendment, of course. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
STEPHENS of Texas) there were —ayes 56, noes 12. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, rted that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3334) to 
amend section 3005 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and had to an amendment of the same, and as amended 
recommended that the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reports 
that that committee has had under consideration House bill 3334, 
and a rt the same back with an amendment, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CusHMAN, for two days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Knox, for one week, on account of important business. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether a re- 
rt has been made from Committee on Elections No. I to-day. I 
ve been out of the Chamber. 
The SPEAKER. No report has been made to-day. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

aes were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
OLLOWS: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Public Printer sub- 
mitting an estimate of appro riation for deficiencies in public 
printing and binding—to Committ on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Elie 
Wade against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Calgy, executor of estate of Mary Calgy, against the 
ester 8 the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue in regard to per diem of certain revenue agents—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue relating to the detail and payment of certain deputy 
3 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

prin 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue in regard to the detail and payment of certain offi- 
ooma the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the late quartermaster and dis officer of the 
Military Academy at West Point relating to payment for 
work on the cable coal railway—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. X 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Na 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for buildings at na 
training station, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Menominee River, Michigan and Wisconsin—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, anà ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
an estimate for additional employees in the office of assistant 
treasurer at St. Louis—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutionsof the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
a 3 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SMALL, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5067) concerning the boarding of vessels, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 301); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Cal A 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Sen- 
ate (S. R. 51) recognizing the gallantry of Frank H. Newcomb, 
commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; 
also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, for efficient and meritorious services in command of the 
cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 302); which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red River 
of the North at Drayton, N. Dak., rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 303); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 96) to provide rules and 
regulations governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, 
vines, grafts, cuttings, and buds, commonly known as n 
stock, and fruits into the United States, and rules and regulations 
for the inspection of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, grafts, cuttings, 
and buds, commonly known as nur stock, grown within 
United States, which become subjects of interstate commerce or 
exportation, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 304); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2972) to provide a gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Hawaii, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 305); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
8 Clerk, and referred to the mittee of the Whole House, as 

ollows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2802) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Brisbois, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 275); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7896) to increase the 
pension of Samuel Lybarger, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a fee (No. 276); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Sawtell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 277); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 


to | Besso: 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam Hamley, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 278); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4441) for the relief of 
Samuel C. Krickbaum, of Benton, Pa., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 279); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 280); which said bill and report were referred to Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1059) granting a pension 
to Silas B. Hensley, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 281); which said bill and report were 
referred to-the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen 

m, re the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 282); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2389) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward Boyle, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 283); which said bill 
and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2809) granting a pension 
to Moses F. Woods, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 284); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7264) granting pension to Hannah C. 
Smith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 285); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Priva: te Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2158) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph B. Presdee, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 286); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1003) granting a pension to 
Julia M. Johnson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 287); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private endar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 899) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Dennis, 5 the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 288); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4047) granting an increase 
of pension to James S. Jordan, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 290); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4298) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. McCord, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 291); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to Lona A. Morgan, 
dependent son of Alfer V. Morgan, deceased, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 292); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6527) 
granting a pension to George Myers, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 293); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2792) for the relief of Peter Cummings, 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
0. vf which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6028) for the relief of John H. Meeker, 
late first-class pilot, United States Navy, reporteđ the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 295); which eaid bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1944) 
granting increase of pension to Eli C. Walton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 296); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1507) for the relief of 
William H. La Count, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 297); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhich 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2303) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. L. M. Payne, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 298); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5546) granting a pension 
to George White, the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 299); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: - 

A bill (H. R. 3541) for the relief of George Humphrey—Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 


on oe Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7998) for the relief of John Henry Miller, of Okaw- 
ville, Il].—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ce following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8348) for neces- 

repairs to the steamer Thetis, for service as a revenue cutter— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 4 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8349) granting jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the claim of the Potta- 
watomie tribe of Indians in and to unceded lands in Illinois and 
elsewhere, and also to hunting, camping, and fishing privileges 
reserved to said Indians under treaty stipulations—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8350) for the relief 
of the occupants of the lands included within the boundaries of 
what is known as the Algodones grant, in Yuma County, Territory 
of Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 8351) to 
increase the salary of the marshal for the northern district of 
Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8352) to increase salary of the 
United States attorney for the northern district of Texas—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8353) to fix the com 
tion of certain officers of the customs of the port of New 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8354) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8355) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act to ponm the passage of 
local or special laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebt- 
edness,” and so forth—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8356) to provide for the 
retirement of certain Army officers, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8357) in regard to brevets in the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8358) to 3 the right of 
suffrage and prohibit corporations from contributing to campaign 
funds—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8359) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 8360) to protect free labor 
from convict competition by confining goods to State where 
made—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

prea, an oil 
brary. 


msa- 
ork 


By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8361) to 
portrait of Henry Clay - to the Committee on the 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8362) to create a pension 
court of appeals, define its jurisdiction and procedure—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8363) to reimburse the States of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in 
the suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8364) to create a commission to 
make settlement and adjustment with the Central Branch Union 
Pacific Railway Company of its indebtedness to the Government 
of the United States—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

py Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 8365) for the erection of a 

ublic building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8366) to amend section 953 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8367) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of A Lincoln in the city of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8368) to provide for fixing term 
of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8369) to transfer the county 
of Concho from the western district of Texas to the northern dis- 
trict of Texas, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 167) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to cause a preliminary examination to 
be made of Mill Cove, Wickford Harbor, Rhode Island—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 168) for change 
in location of aids to navigation on Simmons Reef and Lansing 
Shoal, in Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 169) for chan, 
of light-ship on Grays Reef, in Lake Michigan—to 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A joint fesolution (H. J. Res. 170) provid- 
ing for the acquisition of certainlands in the State of California— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) au- 
thorizing a ial edition of the Yearbook of Department of Agri- 
culture, 1 to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
172) to ere the lease of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Tere 
ritory for a longer period than one year—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 


in location 
e Committee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ma following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8370) to correct the military 
record of Harvey H. Young, of Beallsville, Washington County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8371) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Signet, of 1 Allegheny County, Pa.—to the 

airs, 


Committee on Milita: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8372) to remove the char 
H. Bapst—to the 


of desertion from the naval record of Wil 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) to remove the record of dishonorable 
discharge from the mili record of Silas J. Marlette—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BRO W: A bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of 
Matilda A. Runions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of A. F. and N. C. 
St. John—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of James Broiles, 
of Montevista, Colo.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 8377) for the relief of Samuel 
A. Wade, heir of William H, Wade, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief of May 
Steffens, widow of Henry Steffens, deceased, Company F, Nin 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8379) for the relief of Weaden T. Dailey, and 
so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 8380) granting increase 
of pension to R. G. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to Anderson B, 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8382) for the relief of James 
McPeters, administrator of Henry D. Allen, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8883) granting a pension to James L. Massin- 
gale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8384) for the relief of Richard J. Bailey, heir 
of Richard E. Bailey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8385) for the relief of Andrew J. Stewart, 
heir of Ann Carr, dece —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8386) for the relief of Thomas Goode, heir of 
William Goode, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8387) for the relief of Mary E. Haygood, heir 
of John M. Lawson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of Lewis Hyde—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8389) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin D. Miller—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8390) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 8391) granting Charles H. Me- 
Cord 85,000 to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8392) for removal of charges of desertion from 
Charles E. Bentley to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8393) for removal of the charge of desertion 
ve record of Jacob Curry—to the Committee on Military Af- 


rs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8394) to authorize L. R. 
Carter to acquire the title to the north half of southeast quarter, 
southeast quarter of northeast quarter of section 4, northwest 
quarter of southwest quarter of section 3, all in township 16 south, 
range 8 west, in Walker County, Ala.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

py Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8395) to increase the pension 
of Henry Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Bigelow—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8397) for the relief of John 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 8398) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against James M. Wiley—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief of the widow of John W. 


Pulsifer—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8400) to correct the . 
record of Charles H. Durning- to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr, 8. A. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief 
of the estate of Thomas Forster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8402) for the relief of John M. Devereaux— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8403) to refer the claims of 
Armstrong and others to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 8404) toincrease pension of Timothy 
A. Lewis, late member of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pension to So- 
phronia Seely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8406) for the relief of A. W. 
Abbott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8407) for the 
relief of the owners of certain property in Broo d, D. C.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8408) granting a pension to 
Dempsey W. Siler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8409) granting a pension to Sarah Duncan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8410) nting a pension to John W. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8411) granting a pension to Shadrack I. Cor- 
bett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of Salem Bap- 
70 Church, of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8413) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Wolcott Kilburn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8414) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8415) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jesse F. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3 HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 8416) for the relief of Daniel P. 
Andrus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8417) 8 a pension to 
Lucretia Reed Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. HENRY of . A bill (H. R. 8418) for addi- 
tional pension to William H. Gibbs, of Hinds County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8419) for the relief of the estate of Jesse H. 


5 Jefferson County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
laims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8420) for the relief of Elizabeth Galbreath, 
of Jefferson County, Miss. to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 8421) to reimburse John F. Eden 
for money stolen while he was postmaster at Sullivan, III. —to the 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8422) granting a 
pension to J. B. Wetherbee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8423) granting a pension to George 
W. Teagan to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 8424) correcting the record of 
Michael Hayes, Company H, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8425) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8426) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard L. Titsworth, Company C, Fifteenth United 
States Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8427) for the relief 
of the owners and Pe me ot Camp Tyler, in Cook County, III. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. e for the relief of Sarah 
Friedman —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8429) granting an increase of 
pension to Mark King to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Mc DOW : A bill (H. R. 8430) to remove the c 
of desertion against Richard Severn—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 8431) for the relief of Edmond 
Z. Brodowski, United States consul at Solingen, Germany—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8432) to correct the military record of Thomas 
W. Ferree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8438) to quitclaim all interest 
of the United States of America in and to original lot 4, square 
1113, in the city of Washington, D. C., to William H. Dix—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8434) for the relief of George Brewer, of 
Montgomery County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8435) for the relief of Adam Ault, of Wash- 
ington County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8436) for the relief of 
Henry Ridenbaugh, Pinckneyville, Ill.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8437) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William W. Harmon—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8438) for the relief of Andrew Turner, of 
East St. Louis, III.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8489) for the relief of John Jeremiah, of 
Duquoin, III.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8440) granting a pension to 
Vincent Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 8441) for the relief of the estate 
of George W. Noland, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8142 
sion to Rachel Engle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8443) granting an increase of pension to John 
Spurr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8444) ting a pension to 
Mary O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8445) granting a pension to Mary Jernigan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8446) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8447) goning an increase of pension to Ly- 
man W. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 8448) for removal of charge 
of desertion against William Best and ng for honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 8449) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Edward S. McCombs, admin- 
istrator of John McCombs, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) for the relief of the estate of N. D. 
Shinn, of Russellville, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8451) authorizing Eli R. 
Jones to perfect his homestead entry to the southeast quarter of 
section 82, in township 18 south, of range 2 west, in Jefferson 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8452) | grater a pension to 
W. A. Lefever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


nting a pen- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8453) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8454) for the relief of Abel T. Diehl—to the 
Committee on 2 Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of William M. Scott to 


ting a pension to Conrad Stehr 


the Committee on Mili 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 8456) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Balkwell, Company H, Tenth 
Kansas Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8457) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert W. Birkbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8458) granting an increase of pension to 
Emmer Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8459) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
©. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8460) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to Samuel M. Doo- 
little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the legislative committee of the 
American Federation of Labor, suggesting certain amendments to 
House bill No. 5067 and protesting against the passage of said bill 
unless so amended—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the National Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the better government of the Territory of 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Hannah G. Estes, of North 
Collins, N. V., for equality of rights for the women of Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of Hannah G. Estes, of North Collins, N. V., favor- 
ing a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution granting suffrage 
to women to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of the mayor and city goy- 
ernment, 6 national banks, 2 savings banks, 2 trust companies, 1 
insurance company, 106 lawyers, and 323 business houses and busi- 
ness men of Portland, Me., for a public building for court-house 
and officesin the city of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of the Central Labor Union of She- 
boygan, Wis., in relation to the reclamation and settlement of 
public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Fred W. Graff and others, of Sheboygan, Wis., 
favoring the of House bill No, 4351, providing for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post- offices to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, BOWERSOOK: Protests of the Kansas City Live Stock 
Exchange and the St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange, State of Mis- 
souri, and the St. Paul (Minn.) Live Stock Exchange, against in- 
— ing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of Greenwood County (Kans.) Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, for continued distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the heirs of Eliza Wood, de- 
ceased, late of Sullivan County, Tenn., praying reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Papers relating to the claim of Ann Carr, 
of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, e of Richard J. Bailey, heir of Richard E. Bailey, 

, for reference of war claims to the Court of Claims to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel A. Wade, heir of William H. Wade, for 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
9 £ Mary E. Haygood, heir of John M. La d 

petition o y. , heir o . Lawson, de- 
ceased, to refer claim tothe Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. `; 

Also, petition of Thomas Good, of Florence, Ala., praying refer- 

enceof war claim to the Courtof Claims to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of Lewis Hyde, praying reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ann Carr, for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James McPeters, administrator of Henry D. 


Allen, deceased, praying reference of war claim to the Court of | har 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr, BURTON: Resolution of the Cincinnati Chamber of 


Commerce, indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding to 
and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, II., urging legislation for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, for the common commercial welfare—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANNON: Paper in support of House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of William H. 
Bigelow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
Henry Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHANLER: Papers to accompany House bill to in- 
crease the pension of the widow of Maj. Gen. Guy V. Henry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of W. A. Crosby 
and others, relative to military instruction in public schools—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Kansas City (Mo.) Live 
Stock Exchange, in opposition to the Tawney bill, imposing a tax 
upon the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT: Petition of Edwin S. Forster, one 
of the heirs of the estate of Thomas Forster, to refer claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Petition of Val. Korn, W. H. Fogarty, and 
other post-office clerks of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the passage of House 
bill No. 4351 to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of C, H. Durning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of E. B. Chase and others, of Cam- 
bridge, N. Y., for a law subjecting dairy and food products to the 
laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of E. A. Steely and F. B. Weller, 
druggists, of Anna, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 
eines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Kansas City Live Stock Ex- 
change, Kansas City, Mo., protesting against the passage of laws 
inimical to the live-stock industry, and against increase of tax on 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Testimony and papers to accompany House 
Po for the relief of A. W. Abbott—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Gen. C. L. Kilburn, giving a record of his services during 
the Mexican and civil wars—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Joseph Emmert and other druggists 
of Freeport, III., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increaše the pension of 
Jesse F. Gates—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of John G. Lear and 8 others, of the 
Greensburg (Pa.) office, for the e of House bill No, 
4351—to the Committee on the Pos ice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JETT: Petition of John C. Williams and others, of Poca- 
hontas, III., to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of George Hine and others, of 
Brewster, and E. L. Clark and others, of Millerton, N. V., for a 
law subjecting food and dairy products to the laws of the State or 
Territory into which they are imported—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, ' 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of James Lane and 88 other members 
of Post No. 39, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Hise Say urging the of Senate bill No. 1716 and House 
bill No. 4742, to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, to 
provide for the detail of active and retired officers of the Army 
and Navy to assist in military instruction in public schools—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Resolutions of the city council of George- 
town, 8. C., asking for an appropriation for the improvement of 
Winyah Bay and tributary rivers—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Georgetown, S. C., askin 
for an n for the purchase of a site and the erection ó; 
a public building in Georgetown—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Peter R. Eddy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
III., favoring liberal legislation for the improvement of rivers and 
bors as will contribute to the common commercial welfare— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolution of the National Building Trades Council of 


J 
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of a bill pro- 


America, St. Louis, Mo., in o tion to the 
} 85858 terstate and 


hibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 

Foreign Commerce. ; 

Also, petition of the League of American Sportsmen, urging the 

of House bill 6634, for the better protection of song and 

i paren pea en birds, the game birds, and game animals—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Petitions of citizens of 
Georgetown, Williamsburg, and Florence counties, and ay coun- 
cil of Georgetown, S. C., favoring the improvement of Lynchs 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harhors. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petitions of W. A. Webb, M. E. 
Tripp, and other farmers and dairymen of the counties of Che- 
nango and Tompkins, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy 
products to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are 
imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by uest): Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Geor: . Noland, of Loudoun County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. SHATTUC: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the 8 House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Edward S. McCombs, administra- 
tor of the estate of John McCombs, deceased, of County, 
Ark., for reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THROPP: Paper to accompany House bill relating to 
d to the church of the United Brethren in Christ, of Ty- 
rone, Pa,—to the Committe on War Claims. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Resolution of a public 5 
Oreg- 5 to the Transvaal war to the ittee on 

rs. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Abel T. Diehl—to the Committee on Mili- 

e ple to accompany House bill to correct the mili rec- 
ord of William M. Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of W. A. 
Lefever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, pa to accompany House bill for the relief of Conrad 
Stehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, WEYMOUTH: Petition of Harry M. Howe and other 
clerks of South Framingham, Mass., post-office, in favor of House 
bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of Choctaw Indians 
in the State of Mississippi, relating to their citizenship—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 13, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings, When, on motion of Mr. STEWART, and by unanimous | C 


consent, the further reading was 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion, will stand approved. 
THE NAVY. 


with. 
„e Journal, without objec- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 44 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 


eon toa resolution of the 15th ultimo, a tabulated statement 
owing the number of vessels now under construction of all 
types and classes, the number of officers of each grade and rank 
required to officer vessels now in commission or that could be put 
in commission in thirty bess the number of vessels now under 
construction and which be completed and ready for commis- 
sion, and the number of officers and men on each of the vessels of 
the Navy of the United States, etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROwnNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance 
with 2 request the bill (S. 732) relating to lights on steam pilot 
vessels. 

The message also announced that the House had the joint 
resolution (S. R. 88) increasing the limit of cost of the new build- 

g for the Government Printing Office to meet the increased 


prices of building materials and to permit of making the south 
Ta of the power-house extension of the same height as the main 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 


following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 

currence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars; 
A bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to James M. Kercheval; 
A bill (H. R. 438) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 

3 E bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
. Davis; 

ae bill (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to Fannie H. 
iggin; 
A bill (H. R. 854) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
cCormick; 


M ; 

A bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Harvéy Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 1979) granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey; 
Sun bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 

utes; 

A bill (H. R. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
H. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Pennington; 

A bill (H. R. 2526) granting a pension to Margarethe Bomke; 

A bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Kauffung; 

A bill 


>n (H. R. 2599) granting a pension to Philip Yoo; 
( 


2637) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


H. 
H. R. 
er; 
bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to John M. Laughlin; 
(H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Susan Garrison; 
bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and ie ee certain extensions 
. 5 a to the lines of the Capital Traction Company of the 
påpi a. R. 3067) granting an increase of pension to Melvina 
ttles; 
se bill (H. R. 3071) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
son; 
A bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William W. 
Wharton; 
A bill 12 R. 3260) granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 
A eg R. 3334) to amend section 3500 of the Revised Statutes 
e 
ill 


A 
A 
A 
A 


of the United States; 
(H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


a 1 (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
wi; 
A bill qE R. 4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; 
A bill (H. R, 4604) to amend the charter of the East Washington 
Heights Traction Railroad Company; 
8 (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
erkins; 
A bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


Fitnam; 
ok the Interior to 


Ab 
Ross 
A bil 


A bill (H. R. 5187) authorizing the Secretary 
8 a certain lot in the District of Columbia to John H. Gause 
an ers; 
A bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Joseph Bacigaluppi; 
A bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Frances 


. Kirby; 

pa bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadok C, 
erkins; 

A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane; 

A bill (H. R. 5229) 5 a pension to Sarah Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


cCune; 
$ oe (H. R. 5440) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
eweal; 
A bill (H. R. 5509) granting a pension to Malinda Jones; 
oor (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. Jerome; 
A bill (H. R. 6248) to amend the charter of the Capital Traction 
ae, of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 6575) granting a on to Matilda G. Higbee; 
A bill (H. R. 7787) to change the name of the Potomac Insur- 
ance Com: ny of Georgetown, and for other 
A bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia 
Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; and 
A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) toamend an act entitled An 
act to extend Rhode Island avenue,” approver February 10, 1899. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to printand bind 15,000 copies of the Report of 
3 Commission; in which it requested the concurrence 
0 e Senate. 


road east of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide 
for pay to certain rs of the Marine Corps; and it was there- 
upon Ane by the President pro tempore. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of New York, praying for the extension of the com- 
merce of the United States with China; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the enactment of certain legislation rela- 
tive to the interests of the Territory of Alaska; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories, 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association of Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the repeal of 
the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
for the establishment of an uptown post-office in New York City; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. K | 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 493, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Mount 
Vernon; of Local Union No. 203, United Brotherhood of Carpen- 
ters and Joiners of America, of Poughkeepsie; of the Trade and 
Labor Council of Peekskill; of Local Union No. 289, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Lockport; 
of the central committee of the International Wood-Caryers’ As- 
sociation, of Brooklyn, and of the Lock City Central Labor Union, 
of Lockport, all in the State of New York, prerne that all the 
remaining public lands of the United States be held for the benefit 
of the whole people, and that no grants of the title to any of these 
lands shall ever hereafter be made to any but actual settlers and 
home builders; which were referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Eliz- 

abeth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
cels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
ffices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national park 
in northern Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 2 : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, 
Minn., praying that the President of the United States act as a 
mediator to stop the war between the Boers and the British; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


p ted a petition of the Citizens’ League of Zanes- 
ville, Ohio, praying for the construction of a Ni canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meigs County, 
Ohio, praying that an increased 8 be o for the 
extension of the rural free mail delivery system; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the Weather 
Bureau, United States Department of Agriculture, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying tor the enactment of legislation to reorganize and 
improve the United States Weather Bureau; which was referred 
to tho Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Muskingum County Med- 
ical Society, of Zanesville, Ohio, and a memorial of the Academy 
of Medicine, of Stark County, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to 
animals in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented á petition of William H. Lyttle Post, No. 47, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying for the enactmentof legislation to provide a reform 
in the civil service granting old soldiers preference in Govern- 
ment employ; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of Smith- 
field, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the reciprocity 
treaty with the Argentine Republic; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
ont also ee a pence. ot the yon Neer Legion, of 

cinnati, Ohio, praying for of a per diem pension 
bill; which was referred tO the Commi on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Elliott and sundry other 
citizens of Dellroy, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amend- 


ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Harriet Brown Stanton, presi- 
dent, and Hattie A. Sacts, secretary, on behalf of the Woman 
Suffrage Association of Ohio, praying for the adoption of a six- 


teenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfran- 
chisement of United States citizens on account of sex, and also 
praying that equal political rights be secured to the women of 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. _ 

He also presented sundry porsina of railway mail clerks. of 
Tifin, Newark, Portsmouth, Edon, Mount Vernon, Steubenville, 
Lima, and Ashtabula, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks 
in the first and second class post-offices; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Peruna Drug Manufacturing 
Company, of Columbus, the Evans Chemical Company, and of 
John Morrow & Co., of Springfield, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Brewers’ Exchange of Cincin- 
nati, the Ohio Brewers’ Association of Cincinnati, and the Toledo 
Brewing and Malting Company of Toledo, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the discon- 
tinuance of the issuance of revenue stamps for beer packages of 
less size than fourth barrels; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a paper in support of the bill (S. 2051) 
granting an increase of pension to Granville R. Turner; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of C. A. Calhoun and sundry 
other citizens of Oklahoma Territory, praying that the title to a 
half section of the Council Grove Timber Reservation, 9 miles 
west of Oklahoma City, be granted to Calvin A. Calhoun, and 
that they be allowed to locate homesteads and settle upon them in 
advance of any formal opening that may hereafter be made, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Phœnixville, the Board of Trade of Lancaster, the Farm- 
ers’ Institute of Gap, and the Farmers Institute of Concord- 
ville, allin the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase American shipping; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the J. I. Case Plow Works, 
of Racine; the Janesville hine Company, of Janesville; the 
Silberzahm Manufacturing Company, of West Bend; the Racine 
Wagon and Carriage e Racine, and the B. F. & H. L. 
Sweet Company, of Fond du , all in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
new fireproof Patent Office building; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry druggists of 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon pro- 
prietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkton, — 75 
praying that M. E. Trout, Frank Wimes, and Candace Browder 

granted pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He aleo presented a petition of the National American Woman 
Suffrage 1 praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect white and black women equally with black men in the 
exercise of the right of citizens of the United States to vote for 
members of Congress and Presidential electors in the several 
States of the Union, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Dunham 
Hosiery Company, of Naugatuck, Conn., and a petition of the 
National Machine Company, of Hartford, Conn., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the erection of a new fireproof Patent 
Office building; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Illinois Humane So- 
ciety, of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. = 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gaffney, S. O., 
praying for the nd ema of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the New York State Asso- 
ciation, opposed to the extension of the s ge to women, re- 
monstratiug against the adoption of the proposed amendment to 
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the Constitution urged by the woman suffragists; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3129) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry McMillen, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2497) granting an increase of pension to Sarah W. 


Rowell; and 

A bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Seleda Burnham. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the ravens | bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2652) to increase the pension of Louisa E. Baylor; and 

A bill (S. 995) granting an increase of pension to Nelly Young 
Egbert, widow of Harry Clay Egbert, late colonel, United States 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 403) for the relief of Theodore J. Arms, 
assistant paymaster in the United States Navy, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. rsh fe authorize the President to retire the chief instructor 
of swordsmanship at the Naval Academy, at the age of 62 years, 
on the pay of a lieutenant of the junior class, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 169) granting a pension to George E. 

Tae; reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A. bill (S. 162) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 


il ber; 
A bill (S. 173) granting a pension to John H. Morrison; 
A bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


es; 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; 

A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; and 
8 (S. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 

ent. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

3 (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
etcher; 

A bill (S. 1549) increasing the pension of Isaiah Mitchell; and 

A bill (S. 1551) H aaea a pension to John G. B. Masters, 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 271) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, 
Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 

A bill (S. 1029) granting a pension to Henry B. Lambe; 

A bill (S. 1833) granting a pension to Mary B. i her; and 
TE bill Ke 1803) granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 

sworth. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. Lynn; 


and 

A bill (S. 1030) granting a pension to Catharine Harris. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the once bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Henry H. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 847) granting a pension to James B. Logan, formerly 
captain of Company K, Tenth Missouri Infantry; and 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Albert Hammer. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Trapp, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. > 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
XXXIII —II0 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 657) granting a pension to Matthew Redmond; 
$ 0 (8 649) granting an increase of pension to Martha Mad- 

ocks; an : 

A bill (S. 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 652) granting a pension to Louis W. Buc 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; an 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 409) to correct the naval record 
of Joseph Pitt, alias Joseph Marr, of the U. S. steamers Princeton 
and Sassacus, and to erase thename of Joseph Marr and substitute 
the name of Joseph Pitt on the records of the Navy, reported it 
without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 979) to correct the military record of John J. Phelan, of 
Chicago, III., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2612) to remove the charge of desertion against Frederick 
Schulte or Schuldt, reportedit with an amendment, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1536) to enable naval courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry to secure the attendance and testimony of civil- 
ian witnesses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1636) authorizing the President of the United States to 
nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on the retired 
list, to be a commander on the retired list, submitted an adverse 
re A Pon which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. Mc RY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2392) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of those who were killed by the explosion of 
the gun-cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at 
N. bed ta R. I., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Fletcher, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. PERKINS, from the Committeeon Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bill and joint resolution, reported 
them severally without amendment, andsubmitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1359) to amend sections 1529 and 1530 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the classification of 
naval yessels; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 72) authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint David Bagley as an additional cadet at 
the Naval Academy, Annapolis, M 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
1 were agreed to; and the bills were postponed 
inde y: 

A bill (S. 402) to provide for the F of warrant pay 
clerks in the United States Navy; an 

A bill (S. 199) for the 8 on the retired list of Com- 
mander George T. Davis, United States Navy. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3147) for the relief of 
James R. D. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (S. 3148) to correct the militar 
record of William Lapoint; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3150) for the relief of Michael 
Kries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3151) granting a pension 
to Lelia T. Phelan; which was read twice by its title, and with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3152) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Chill W. Hazzard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8153) for the relief of John L. 
O’Mara; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate Cadwell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
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— the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
ons. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8155) for the relief of the 
estate of Jesse Maboy, d which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. - 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 
Mr, KEAN (for Mr. FORAKER) submitted an amendment pro- 
to increase the allowance for salary of consul at Asuncion, 
y, from $1,500 to $2,000 per annum, intended to be pro- 
to the diplomatic and consular appre tion bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign ations, and ordered 


Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (for Mr. Foraker) submitted an amendment proposing 
to increase the allowance for salary of consul at London, Canada, 
from $1,500 to $2,000, intended to be 5 to the diplomatic 
and consular a tion bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment Proposing to increase the al- 
lowance for salary of envoy extraor minister plenipo- 
at Bolivia from $5,000 to $7,500, inten 


tentiary ded to ne proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular n Which 
hg penser to the Committee on Foreign tions, and ordered 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 1783, to provide for the construction of an in- 
teroceanic canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific ae 
as the report, No. 114, accompanying the same be reprinted for the use 


REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of rare rig eyes tegen one | „That there 
be ted for the use of the United States Commission to the N I 
an oes of volume 1 of their report recently submitted to Sen- 

ate by President. 


CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT NEAR MOUTH OF MOBILE BAY, 
Mr, PETTUS submitted the following concurrent e 


Which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is 8 directed to have a survey made, and 
submit a report and an estimate for ean and properly impro’ the 
ny ee eee of Mexico near the mouth of Mo- 
e Bay. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to give notice that on Friday morn- 
ing immediately after the routine business I shall call up joint 
resolution No. 45, introduced by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], declaring the purpose of the United States with reference 
to the Philippine Islands, in order to submit some remarks upon 
that subject. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
1 has (ho notice for Friday. 

The PR NT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
IMr. McENERY] has given notice for that time. 

Mr. STEWART. ell, after he concludes I should like to ad- 
dress the Senate. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG., 


Mr. SIMON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (S. 2840) for enlarging the panis building 


at Portland, Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, Fifth, 
and Sixth streets in said city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. 


Mr, COCKRELL. Has it just been reported this morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Noz; itis on the Calendar—Or- 
der of Business 355. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pr ed to its considera- 
tion. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the public 
building at Portland, Oreg., now occupied as a post-office and 
other Government offices, to be enlarged, so as to make the build- 
ing suitable for the further accommodation of the post-office and 
the United States courts. The plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for the addition, enlargement, and improvement of the 
— — be previously made and approved according to law, 
and sha eee, $150,000. - 


The bill was reported to the Senaté without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FISH COMMISSION STATION AT BEAUFORT, N. o. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (S. 2366) to authorize the estab 


t con- 
ent, at 


some point on Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a station for 
the investigation of problems connected with marine fishery in- 
terests of the middle and south Atlantic coast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Fisheries 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word 
point,“ to strike out on Beaufort Harbor” and insert in; so 
as to make the section read: 

That the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and he is hereby, author- 

and directed 


ized, empo to establish a station for the investigation of 


ted with the marine fishery interests of the Middle and 
Carolina. 


roblems connec! Ə 
Routh Atlantic States at some point in North 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, 1, line 10, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five thousand” and in- 
pr „twelve thousand five hundred; so as to make the section 
read: 

That for ne surve rection ildings 5 
for the proper oquipment of said 3 grad otber 1 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. LI ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is to be any discussion of the bill, I 
must call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no discussion; but I think a 
part of the report ought to be spread on the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The report is a very long one, and I must call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. KRELL. It does not require that all of the report 
shall be read, but simply the report proper and the letter from 
the Commissioner. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, on the 8th instant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the remainder of the report and 
letter of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be printed in the 
RECORD, in order to show the justification of our action. 

: 3 pro tempore. Without objection, it is so or- 
er 

The report referred to is as follows: 

The Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2368) for 
the establishment at Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, ofa station for the 
investigation of problems connected with the marine fishery interests of 
the Middle and Atlantic Coast States, have examined the same and submit 


the 1 — et i 
(1) The obj of this station is the investigation of problems connected 


With the marine fishery interests of the Atlantic coast from Long Island to 
Florida, just as the stations already established on the New En d coast 
(at W. Hole), on the Pacific coast, and on the Great Lakes investigate 
similar problems for these 


regi 

(2 e annual value of the fishery interests of the States bordering the 
middle and south Atlantic coast (excluding New York on the north and 
Florida on the south) is about $16,000,000 for 88 fishery interests, and over 
interests alone. rtainly this 


D 

have an economic value either as food for man or as food for or enemies of 
other edible species. 9 A careful and thorough study of the general bio- 
logical conditions whic! the most favorable for the growth and 
development of these other useful and interesting marine forms. Mr. 
Alexander Agassiz, perhaps the ablest and most ¢xperienced naturalist of 
the country in connection with these matters, bas well said that all such ob- 
servations should be carried on year after year in connection with the reg- 
ular work of a Government Fish Comm n station, for the reason that they 
are not only germane to its investigations, but are essential to its full success. 
{4) The special advantages offered by the North Carolina coast region for 
the location of such a station grow out of the fact that it is midway ground, 
where the more northern forms extending southward and the southern 
forms from Florida extending northward overlap in their distribution. And 
about these extensive North Carolina sounds there is an intermingling of 
fishes and other marine forms from all this middle and south Atlantic coast. 
fas, Which was once su to form a dividing line between 

the northern and southern faunas, does not constitute such a division in any 
important sense in connection with the fishery interests, as these forms pass 
easily around — «3 and enter the sounds freely at the several inlets, both 
o the 


to the north and south of the ca About ufort Harbor, where it 
is toro to locate this station, the fauna of the open sea, that o © Par- 
tially inclosed sounds (where both salt and waters are found), and 


that of the neighboring fresh-water streams are brought into close 3 
and probably 
his fauna in- 

dant economic forms, such as the 9 clam, shrimp, crab, ete. 


; Commission stations at which 
ample opportunity is offered for such investigations has been fully justified 
by the history of the station on the New England coast at Woods Hole. The 
results of thé purely voluntary (unpaid for) researches of the naturalists 


who have annually ted this station are of the highest value. In no way 


f 
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can the Fish Commission accumulate useful information 
terests and the general animal and t life of a coast region so rapidly 
and at so lit a well 


since research laboratories 
individuals or corporations. We can 
to fish laboratory, fo al the sh: 
es W are ores 

Our knowledge of the life histor of the food-fishes and their food supplies 
and of the fauna of the middle and southern Atlantic coast is extremely 
mene „and yet it is sufficiently 22 for us to have learned its 
nomic hess and Feed deep interest in connection 
lems of the country. 

We submit herewith a letter from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
recommending the passage of the bill, with certain amendments: 

UNITED STATES COMMISSION OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1900. 
DEAR SIR: ee referring to the bill (S. 2366) introduced by Sena- 
z S e DLR, OD itro Month D7 Peni 


oved by the commission, and is 
tutions in the count 


eco- 


the comm: recommends that the words on 

Beaufort Harbor” be stricken out and the word“ in“ inserted, and that the 

same change be made in the last line of the first section of the bill. It will 

1 the 8 of a site and prove benenoa in various ce ere 
e commission is not expressly restricted to one particular place ug 

the bill undoubtedly affords the best facilities and 


the locality mentioned in 

ee eee 
ou W. no a sum for Congress to approp. 

for a station of this character, yet, in view of the comparatively —— rates 

at which materials and 


labor can be had and the small outlay probably re- 
ured for the necessary land, the commission believes that a plain, substan- 
, and satisfactory station may be established for a smaller sum than is 

carried by the bill, and recommends that be ted. 
intention of the 


$12,500 be a; 
In the event of the passage of this bill, it would not 
commission to ask Con to provide a large 3 personnel for this 
station, as it is the esi hed policy to have the work at such stations d 

by a corps of volunteer assistants from the various institutions of learning. 


that would be required would be one or two laborers. 


a eee GEO. M. BOWERS, Commissioner. 

Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 

Chairman Committee on Fisheries, United States Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further amend- 
oe as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 

e Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not hear the bill read. I 
should like to inquire whether this bureau, or whatever it may be 
called, when established, is to be independent of the Fish Commis- 
sion or is to act under it? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is to bea part and parcel of the Fish Com- 
mission, like Woods Hole. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is to be a part of the Commission, like Woods 
Hole, in Massachusetts. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Is that provided for in the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | to 


ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the 
establishment at some point in North Carolina of a station for 
the investigation of problems connected with marine fishery inter- 
ests of the middle and south Atlantic coast.” 

LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate a bill from the House of Representatives and calls the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to it. 

The bill (H. R. 5288) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HANNA, I ask for the immediate consideration of the 


bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 


unanimous consent for the present consideration of this House | McCu 


bill, the Senate having, within a day or two, passed one identical 
with it. The bill will be read at length for information. 
The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That a steam pilot vessel, when engaged on her station 
on pilotage duty and in waters of the United States, and not at anchor, shall, 
in addition to the lights required for all pilot boats, carry at a distance of 8 
feet below her white masthead light a red light, visible all around the horizon 
and of such a character as to be visible on a dark night with a clear atmos- 
phere at a distance of at least 2 miles, and also the colored side lights required 
to he carried by vessels when under way. 

When engaged on her station on pilotage duty and in waters of the United 
States, and at anchor, she shall carry, in addition to the lights 
all pilot boats, the red 0 


United States,” and erte pot an oe ed A 19, 1890, entitled 
an an approy t 
An act to adopt regulations for proventing collisions — r 

3. take une 90, 1900. 


The PRESIDENT 


tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? : 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 732, relating to 
ights on steam pilot vessels, which has been returned from the 
ouse at the request of the Senate, will be indefinitely postponed. 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatioes ed Senate concurring), That there 
be Py hay’ and bound of t rt of the Philippine Commission 15,000 copies, 
10,000 for the use of the House and 5,000 for the use of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
wee te emis to John V 
granting a on 0 ars; 
granting a pension to James M. Kercheval; 
granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 


The followin; 
referred to the 


A 
A bill (IE B, 486) 
A bill (H, R. 524 
a 

A 


bill (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to Fannie H, 


ili (H. R. 854) granting an increase of pension to John H, 
resi (H.R 1885) ti ion to Harvey Grant 
B. granting a pension vey Grant; 
A bill (H. R. 1979) granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey; 
A bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 


utes; 
A bill (H. R. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
H. Warren; 
A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 
E Aei (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to George 
ennington; 
A bill (4 7 R. 2526) granting a pension to Margarethe Bomke; 
BBD we (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ung; 
A bill G. R. 2599) granting a pension to Philip Loe; 
A bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to John M. Laughlin; 
A bill G. R. 3067) granting a pension to Susan 5 
A bill (H. R. 3067) granting an increase of pension to Melvina 
„å pii (H. R. 3071) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
elson; 
A bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William W. Whar- 


n; 
A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 
A bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Ross; 
ne bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
m: 


A bill (H. R. 4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; 
88 (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

erkins; 

A bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


The Chair lays before the Sen- | Fitn 


am; 
ga (H. R. 5158) granting an increase of pension to Frances 


O. y; 

s A bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadok C. 
erkins; 

A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane; 

A bill (H. R. 8280 granting a pension to Sarah Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


cCune; 
j A kah (H. R, 5440) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
eweal; s 
A bill (H. R. 5509) granting a pension to Malinda Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wa VEL R. 0575 d bee 
R. 6575) granting a pension to Matilda G. Hi . 
The following bas and j int resolutions were 8 read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: 
A bill GE R. 2826) authorizing and requiring certain extensions 
w ead f e to the lines of the Capital Traction Company of the 
ct; 
A bill (H. R. 4604) to amend the charter of the East Washing- 
ton Heights Traction Railroad Company; 
A bill (H. R. 5137) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
pai bs Ae certain lot in the District of Columbia to John F. Ganse 
and others; 
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A bill (H. R. 5189) for the relief of Joseph Bacigaluppi; 
A bill (H. R. 6243) to amend the charter of the Capital Traction 


y of the District of Columbia; 
ill (H. R. 7787) to change the name of the Potomac Insur- 
ance Company of Georgetown, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road east of 
Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) to amend an act entitled An 
act to extend Rhode Island avenue, approved February 10, 1899. 

The bill (H. R. 8334) to amend section 3500 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other gd pea 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to discuss as closely as 
I can the provisions of the bill reported from the Committee on 
Finance. Ido not know that this is necessary, at this stage of 
the debate, after the clear statement made by the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. ALDRICH] and after the admirable statement of 
the Senator from Colorado hes Wotcort] yesterday. In this 
discussion I do not intend, if I can avoid it, entering into the 
various phases of the financial question that have been the subject 
of debate in this Chamber for twenty-five years and also the topic 
of debate throughout the country. 

The question of the currency of our country and what it shall 
permanently be has been more or less discussed for the last three 
or four years in public platforms and in the two Houses of Con- 
gress. west SER Lita have been madein the other House from 
committees having charge of the subject, but, so far as I know, 
during all those discussions and after all those reports no vote 
has been taken for three or four years in the House of Represent- 
atives upon the various subjects relating to the currency. 

In 1897, immediately after the inauguration of President Mc- 
Kinley, and perhaps during the winter prior to that inauguration, 
it was proposed in the other House to take up the whole subject 
of our currency and deal with it by and large, and different meas- 
ures were proposed for a radical modification of our present sys- 
tem of currency. These measures were not pressed for full con- 
sideration and to a vote in the House for reasons which were 
obvious, namely, that any provision or any bill on this subject 
meeting the views of a majority there when presented here it 
would straightway be subjected to an amendment providing ‘‘for 
the free Eny unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to I with- 
out the aid or consent of any other nation,” If Ihave quoted that 

hraseol correctly, this was the position of a majority of the 

mate during the last Congress and since 1894. 

It was well understood by all those who favor sound money and 
a stable or a reasonably stable measure of value and a stable cur- 
rency that there were modifications necessary in our existing laws 
to maintain both, So the two Houses have at this session under- 
taken to consider this general question without entering into the 
large and complicated questions that were considered prior to the 
present Congress in the various committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. So this bill comes here from the House of Representa- 
tives, professedly, at least, taking care only of our present cur- 
rency and our present standard of money. A : 

There is no proposition, so far as I know, maintained in the 
debates upon this question to change our ee currency, con- 
sisting, as it does now, of gold and silver and gold certificates and 
silver certificates, based upon deposits, and what are known as 

eenbacks and Treasury notes and national-bank notes. There- 
fore the comprehensive system that has been at various times 

ro does not find, so far as I can judge, a lodgment in the 
ill that comes to us from the House of Representatives, and it 
certainly is not provided for in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has twice or three times referred 
to a comprehensive system of currency. Will he tell us what he 
means by that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be very glad to do that if time would 
permit; but it is rather too long and complicated a task for me to 
answer fully in the brief time I have. I will say, however, to the 
Senator that there are those who fayor the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. That is one of them. There are those who be- 
lieve that that would be disastrous to the country, and that we 
should not only have the gold standard, but that we should also 
retire Government notes, consisting of our greenback currency 
and our Trea notes, and that we should also in some compre- 
hensive way deal with the silver money of our country. That, in 


Com 
A 


brief, I understand to be the project that has been developed and 


discussed in Congress and in various portions of the country. 
Now, I do not care to go into those questions in detail. 

Mr. TELLER. If I understand the Senator, he does not mean 
to touch those questions at all. I understood the Senator to say 
the other day that the House bill dealt with that matter. Does 
not the Senator mean to touch the Honse bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to touch the whole question so far as 
tan if my good friend will have patience, as I know he always 


as. 

This bill comes to us from the House making certain provisions 
for the greenback currency, the Treasury notes, and the silver 
dollars. Those provisions have not been assented to by the Sen- 
5 on Finance, and they do not recommend their 

option. 

The first section of the House bill is substantially the first sec- 
tion of the Senate bill, except that the Senate amendment in its 
first section provides for certain things that are undertaken to be 
provided for or at least dealt with in other sections of the House 
bill, We believe, at least the committee believe, so far as I know, 
that it is wiser and better for us to deal with the details of this 

uestion as proposed by the Senate amendment, rather than adopt 
the provisions of the second, third, and fourth sections of the 
House bill. The House bill, in its second section, provides for the 
payment of all obligations of the Government, public and private, 
in accordance with the standard provided for by the first section, 

roviding specifically for the interest-bearing and noninterest- 
bear ing debt, making them payable in gold coin. I shall not enter 
into an analysis of the second, third, and fourth sections of the 
House bill, at least not until the sense of the Senate shall have 
been taken upon the Senate amendment. 

The first section of the Senate bill is divided practically into 
three Praha 1 wish to read it. The first portion of the section 
provides: 

That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shall, as 


established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
tinue to be the standard unit of value. 


The next proposition is: 


And all forms of money issued or coined by the United States shall be 
maintained at a parity of value with this standard. 


Then follows this provision: 


14.160, when presented to the bre for Nee ten skal be 28368427 . 
gold coin of 2 standard. > PE rar samea i 

The first question to be considered—and this question applies 
equally to the House bill as to the Senate bill—is whether or not 
this is a correct recital of the law as it has stood upon our statute 
books since 1873. I did not suppose until this debate began that 
there could be any doubt npon what our money standard is; but 
it has been argued on this floor by Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber that we have not been, or at least that we are not 
now, apon the gold standard of money. So it does become nec- 
essary for us to inquire into that question briefly. 

The standard of metallic money is that which is described as of 
a certain weight and a certain fineness, and which has the oppor- 
tunity of being coined at the mints of the United States at the 
tre of private holders. 

section 3511 of the Revised Statutes—which I shall not stop to 
read—is taken from the statute of 1873, which declared in specific 
terms that the unit of value should be a dollar, and that it should 
consist of 25.8 grains of standard gold—standard gold being nine- 
tenths fine—and should contain 23,22 grains of pure gold. 

Mr. TELLER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I want 
to ask him if he assumes that because in 1873 the gold dollar was 
made the unit of value, that that put us upon the gold standard? 

Mr. ALLISON. The dollar was made the unit of value, as it 
always had been prior to that time, and the dollar was required 
by this statute to consist of 23.22 grains of pure gold, or 25.8 
grains of standard gold. 

Mr. TELLER, en I ask the Senator another question, be- 
cause I want to get at his position on this question. I ask him 
were we on the silver standard from 1792 to 1873? 

Mr. ALLISON. We were not. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will ask the Senator before he gets 
through to show the difference between the unit of 1792 and the 
unit of 1873. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill answer that. The unit was the same, 
the dollar. 

P isn TELLER, I mean the words making the difference in 
effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. The standard of value of 1792is not proclaimed 
in the statute of 1792. There were two kinds of dollars to be 
coined under that statute, one of silver and one of gold, and by 
the eleventh section of the statute of 1792—if I do not mistake the 
section—it was provided that these two coins, one of silver and 
one of gold, should hold the relation to each other of 15 ounces 
troy of silver to 1 ounce troy of gold. Therefore, we had what 
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was then known and what I will denominate for convenience— 
Senators will perfectly understand it—the double or alternative 
standard of silver and gold under the act of 1792, under the equiy- 
alence of 15 to 1 in weight of the metals respectively. 

Mr. TELLER. I must correct the Senator, if he will allow me. 
There was no gold dollar provided for by the act of 1792. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. The Senator does not wish to 
stick in the bark? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The dollar was made the unit; 10 units made 
an eagle and 5 units made a half eagle, and therefore the unit 
was a dollar; but the value of the two coins was designated by the 
statute, saying that one should contain so many grains of gold 
and that the other should contain so many grains of silver. 

Those who recommended these coins and . — their recom- 
mendation to the two Houses for their adoption knew this per- 
fectly well, and intended that we should have these two coins in 
circulation, traveling side by side. In order to accomplish this, 
they spent months and years in ascertaining what was the true 
commercial value in the markets of the world of these two metals 
separately, and then they embedded them in the statutes accord- 
ing to their commercial value; and so we had these two mone 
in our statutes in 1792, not having either the silver or the gold 
standard exclusively, but both on the ratio fixed. 

Mr, President, when we come to the act of 1873 we find, as I 
have quoted, that this dollar, this unit of value, should be com- 
pe of what? Of 25.8 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine; and that 

he silver dollar, which was found in the act of 1792, was no longer 
found in the act of 1873, but was dropped from coinage, and no 
longer open to coinage at the mints of the United States, There 
was substituted for it in the coinage another dollar, of 420 grains of 
standard silver, which was made a limited legal tender to the 
amount of $5, although there was no limit to its coinage. 

So, Mr. President, I take it that there can be no question that 
the act of 1873 provided for the single standard of gold; and if 
there were any question about it, I think I could bring at least 
10,000 pages of the RECORD containing arguments made on various 
sides in this Chamber to prove that that was the effect of the 


statute. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I have not dis- 
puted that “i 8 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand. 

Mr. TELLER, I disputed the proposition that making the unit 
of gold pat us on the gold standard. We went to the gold stand- 
ard in 1878 because you denied to silver the right to be coined at 
the mints, and not because of the unit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not because of the unit. eee 
know better than to sup that fixing the unit of value woul 
put us upon any standard. The unit of value is the dollar, The 
measure of value is the thing to be contained and constituting the 
dollar, and we provided in 1878 that it should be 25.8 grains gold. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to answer the Senator that it is not the 
measure of value. You had two dollars provided for; you hada 
gold dollar and a silver dollar, and 1 — denied to the silver dollar 
the power you gave to the gold dollar. That is what put us on 
the gold standard. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. It was impossible after 1873 for the 
owner of silver bullion to carry it to the mints and have it coined 
into dollars of 4124 grains, as the law provided before that time. 
Therefore the law of 1792, which was modified afterwards, was 
the only law under which the owner of silver bullion could carry 
it to the mints; but bullion is not carried to the mints in either 
silver or gold without the authority of statute. Prior to 1873 the 
mints of the United States were open to the free coinage of silver, 
but the statute of 1873 provided that they should be no longer 
open, and that placed us, as some of my friends here would say, 
ox propao vigore upon the gold standard. 

hen we were put upon the gold standard in 1873; but the Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber have argued here that, be- 
cause of subsequent legislation, this provision has been in some 
way modified or changed, and thə senior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL], whom I am sorry not to see in his seat, has dis- 
covered that because in 1890 we dropped the gold dollar from our 
coinage, therefore we abandoned the gold standard, and that gold 
is no longer standard money. That is the most ingenious sug- 
gestion I have heard from the other side of the Chamber on that 
subject; but the Senator seems to have forgotten that it is not 
necessary that we should fabricate coins of the unit of the stand- 
ard. No country does that; at least I do not know of any country 
that does it. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; a good many do it. 

Mr. ALLISON, Perhaps so, but the pound sterling is the unit 
ra value in Great Britain, and they do not coin the pound sterling 

ere, 

Mr. TELLER. They coin the sovereign. 

Mr. ALLISON. They coin the sovereign. The single franc 
piece is the unit of value in France, and yet there has never been 


a gold franc coined in France. The mark, of 24 cents in value, is 
the unit of value in Germany, the standard of accounts, and yet 
no gold mark has exer been coined in Germany. So the fact that 
we do not coin the unit of value does not affect the measure or 
value or the standard of money or in any aps affect the standard. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to go over the statutes—we have 
had three or four of them on this subject—which have been 
quoted here as indicating that we have since 1873 changed our 
standard; notably, that was claimed for the statute of 1878. I 
have =e statute here, and I want to call attention to it fora 
moment, 

What does the statute of 1878 provide as to silver coinage? 
These words were carefully chosen in that statute to effectuate 
the purpose intended. Let me read them: ; 

That there shall be coined, at the several mints of the United States, silver 
dollars of the weight of 412} grains troy of standard silver. = 

That did not mean a standard of value; that meant a standard 
of fineness, as is shown by the phraseology of the statute, that the 
silver dollar should be 412} grains of silver of the standard of fine- 
ness, which was nine-tenths. Otherwise, if that language had not 
been in the statute, 4124 grains of silver might have been coined 
with eight-tenths of pure silver and two-tenths of alloy, or any 
other eee of alloy which might be chosen. Therefore, when 
these standard silver dollars were coined in 1878 they were standard 
dollars of the fineness of nine-tenths, and nothing else. But the 
very idea of making silver a standard ae at that time is ex- 
cluded in every line and every sentence of that statute. It pro- 
vides that the Government of the United States shall buy silver, - 
and that it shall coin it into silver dollars nine-tenths fine, and 
put the seigniorage into the Treasury of the United States. 

It provides also in another section that there shall be a commis- 
sion appointed to deal with other nations as to the establishment 
of a fixity of value between gold and silver as money. So that 
there is nothing in this statute which can be construed as making 
the dollar of silver a standard of value. Each of the other stat- 
utes following—the statute of 1890 and the statute of 1893—is in 
accord with that statute as affecting the standard of value. Even 
the statute of 1875, which was the first statute passed after our 
new standard of money was created, eliminated the idea practi- 
cally of having silver as a part of our standard money, because it 
provided for the purchase of a certain quantity of silver which 
should be fabricated into fractional coin. So there is no statute 
which in any way changes the statute of 1873. 

If any further proot of this were needed, I might say that un- 
til within a very few months I have never heard it contended that 
the statute of 1873 did not Beata us upon the gold standard of 
money. Certainly all the debates which have occurred in this 
Chamber have assumed that to be true during all these twenty- 
one years, and if they did not assume it to be true, it would bea 
fact nevertheless, because since 1879, on the ist day of January, 
there has not been bought a bale of cotton, a bushel of wheat, a 
coat, a necktie, or a breakfast, that has not been paid for on the 
5 of 25.8 grains of gold as constituting the dollar measur- 
ing values. 

Phere has not been one dollar during all that period of twenty- 
one years that has not at this standard passed current every- 
where, in every part of the United States, without discount; and 
although sometimes in panic periods they may be at a premium, 
every dollar that has ever been in circulation since January 1, 
1879, in the United States, whether of silver or of gold or of paper 
based upon either gold or silver, or of national-bank notes, has 
been on an absolute parity with gold coin of the standard fineness 
described in the act of 1878. 

- So, Mr. President, when we adopt practically the phraseolo; 
of the act of 1873 we are reiterating, I agree, the existing law. It 
is but a reaffirmation of what has been the law since 1873. But I 
will pass from that phase of this first section. 

The next clause on which I wish to comment, and which I have 
already read, provides: 

And all forms of money issued or coined by the United States shall be 
maintained at a parity of value with this standard. 

That is, in effect, new legislation, although it is what would be 
the result if that provision was not found in the statute. Were- 
sumed ie payments on the Ist of January, 1879,in gold. The 
money that was gathered to enable us to resume specie payments 
was gold money. The Secretary of the Treasury sold a large 
amount of bonds—we are all familiar with the transaction—for 
that purpose, and placed the proceeds, in gold, in the Treasury, 
intended to be reserved for the redemption of the greenbacks in 
gold. In 1878, when the silver dollar was impre into circula- 
tion by that statute, we provided that these dollars should be 
coined in limited quantities and on Government account. 

What was that for? Senators know the contest we had here in 
1878. There was a contest between the adherents of free silver, 
who favored the free and unlimited coinage of silver in 1878, when 
silver was 9 per cent below par. I was one of those who believed 
then that if we could not keep our silver when it was 1 and 2 per 


1750 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 13, 


cent above par, or when it was 2 or 3 per cent above par, and the 
dearer metal, we could not keep our gold here when silver was 
the depreciated metal to the extent of 8 or 9 per cent, and it was 
unwise for us to open our mints to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, with the ment of 9 per cent against silver be- 
cause of this depreciation, and that to have done so would have 
placed us inevitably upon the silver standard, although the varia- 
tion or dislocation as com with more recent times was only 
about 9 per cent against 50 per cent now. x 

That was debated here; and therefore the very provisions of the 
act of 1878 impliedly required that we should keep our money, 
whatever it might be, whether of sper or of silver, at a parity 
with our standard money. And that was not only provided for 
in this way in that statute, but before the re of that act of 
1878 ae was coined $378,000,000, apo: Pee „000 were covered 
into the Treasury as seigniorage or profit. 

Therefore it would be a want of faith and a failure to maintain 
the credit of the United States if we had not kept and do not keep 
those dollars at a parity with our standard. If I were to give my 
note or issue an obligation for any sum of money and use the pro- 
ceeds, and then should go to the holder of that note ten days or 
ten years after, having the ability to pay it in full, having the 
ability to maintain my credit and my honor, and say,“ I will give 

ou 80 per cent only or 50 per cent of that money,” I would be 
Justi branded as onest; and certainly a government can afford 
to in as faith with its creditors and with the holders of 
money coined by it as a private debtor can afford to act with his 


r, 

So it is, Mr, President, that if there was no provision whatever 
here that we should maintain all forms of money at a parity, we 
should be bound in honor to do it as a nation. But we have twice, 
at least, in our statutes provided that this shall be done. It is 
true we have not so provided in the form in which we propose to 
enact this provision. In the act of 1890—which was, of course, a 
great mistake, as shown by subsequent experience; I agree to 
that now and I thought so then—there was a provision— 
witch Mead demand of Spe DOr. of any of get Treasury notes opel pro 
may Adan d AT, such 2 in gold ‘or shiver. Conn, ath s ppe hea it 
being the established policy of the United States to maintain the twọ metais 
on a parity witheach otber upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may 
be provided by law. 

That was a declaration of policy, of course, and was not in the 
form of a statute; but it was a 7 655 declaration of a public 
policy in a statute that should bind the conscience of the Govern- 
ment and the conscience of the Secretary of the 3 
it is in the administration of these laws to main this 


ared policy. 
75 the act of 1893, which has been quoted here by Senators, 
reads: 
And it is hereby declared to be the policy ot the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as stan: money, and to coin both gold and 
ual intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
ent, —. by such safeguards of legis- 


the two metals, and the 
kets and in the payment o 

So that twice in our statutes we have reaffirmed the policy of 
Taarn oE the parity of these coins. Now we propose to trans- 
form that declared public policy into an actual statute, binding 
upon those whose duty it is to administer the law. 

The next provision is one which requires the redemption of the 
United States notes and the Treasury notes in gold. That may 
be stated to be a stre: ening and invigoration of the 3 
law, although, so far as I know, there has never been a greenbac 
or a Treasury note redeemed otherwise than in gold. There 
has never been, so far as I know, a single dollar borrowed for the 
purpose of redeeming the greenbacks that has not been paid into 
the Treasury in gold. Therefore there is a moral obligation to 
pay these notes in gold. I do not even know whether the question 
can be raised that the notes are payable in coin, I do not think 
there is orien ta for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; the act of 1875. Will the Senator allow 
me to read it to him? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have it here. 

Mr. TELLER, Then the Senator takes back what he said? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not take back what I said as respects 
the E EE to redeem them in gold. 

Mr. T. . The greenbacks were made specifically redeem- 
able in coin by the act of 1875. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and by the act of 1869 they were 
snes ge Beane in gold and silver. 

. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the act of 1889, strengthening the public 
credit, long before the act of 1875 was thought of, when silver was 
a standard of value, it was provided that those bonds should not 


be paid until the backs themselves should be redeemed in 
gold and silver coin. Iam ectly familiar with those statutes. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator ought to be. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say to my friend that if these notes 
are redeemable in coin, this bill c the law so as to make 
them redeemable in gold. They have been redeenmble in gold in 
practice. It is essential, if they are to continue in 8 
that all the people may know that we intend to redeem them in 
gold, according to the standard of 1873 because at least this sub- 
stitute does not provide for the elimination of the greenbacks from 
our currency, but directs that they shall continue as a part of 
our currency. 

If they are to continue as a part of our currency, there ought 
to be a reserve for their redemption, and that reserve should be, 
as it always has been since 1879, in gold and ample to secure the 
redemption in gold. So there is nota provision in the first section 
of the Senate substitute which is not now a part of the law or 
which has not been the practice of the Government since 1879 
and that has not been declared by statute as the policy of the 
Gr President, having said this ch respecting the first secti 

. Presi „having mu g the on, 

I wish to say, r ding the second section, that it is intended to 

rovide means whereby this gold reserve, which is set apart also 

y the second section, shall constantly dy gered after the 

greenbacks are redeemed. It may seem at t that this gold- 

redemption fund of a hundred and fifty million dollars is too 
large. It is ar Ker than is necessary at this moment, I agree. 

I looked over the redemptions of greenbacks yesterday and found 
that there were $30,000 redeemed on that day and $2,000 of Treas- 
ury notes. If the greenbacks—and I use that word in its ordinary, 
common sense—if the United States notes are to continue in cir- 
culation, they become a part of the basis of the credit of our 
country, and they should be absolutely redeemable hereafter, as 
they have been heretofore, in gold coin, and if they are so re- 
deemed the reserve which is here provided for them and for the 
Treasury notes will be so complete that there will be no danger of 
soy- ToN or panic as respects their convertibility at any time into 
gold coin. 

Mr. President, we have had a little experience on this question 
in the past. We had an experience in regard to it in 1893. I dis- 
like to go into that discussion or even into an extended allusion 
to the situation of 1893 and the years that followed to 1896. It is 
sufficient for us to know that during that time the gold reserve 
was depleted from 8100, 000, 000 to $41,000,000 at one time, speak- 
ing in round numbers, or perhaps $42,000,000, and atanother time 
to $60,000,000, and it was feared those who held greenbacks 
that the Government of the United States would not be able to 
redeem them in gold, and that when that ceased we would prac- 
tically be upon the silver standard of money. 

Whether we should or not I shall not now discuss, but there 
was a period of alarm that ran through nearly two years of time, 
That period of alarm came first in 1803, from the belief in man 
minds that we were So to have, first, silver legislation, and, 
second, unfavorable tariff legislation. Of course the fear of silver 
legislation was soon abandoned, because it became patent very 
early that the President of the United States would not consent to 
the silver le, tion pro by his party or a portion of it. 

But the urbance, the unrest, the long debate of 1893 respect- 
ing the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law made 
the country uneasy. The people did not know whether that act 
was to be repealed or not. The vote in this Chamber was pivotal 
for more than four months, although this body was then 0- 
cratic, as was the other House, and the President had been elected 
by the Democratic party. There was, as I say, doubt and unrest 
as regards the money situation during the year 1893, or at least up 
to nearly the end of that year. 

This was not without justification, because if the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law was in force to-day, ins of having, 
as we have now, about $500,000,000 in silver, we would have practi- 
cally more than twelve hundred millions, and we should be upon 
the silver standard. ButIdo not care to go into that phase of 
the question. However, that occasioned disturbance in the coun- 
try and a feeling of unrest during the whole of 1893. 

en it was discovered in 1894 that the great body of the Dem- 
ocratic party intended to abandon their President and intended 
to stand upon the proposition of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, the country became alarmed, believin, 
that there was Apogar at least that that policy would be approv 
in this country at the coming elections. 

Hence it was that the President of the United States was obliged 
to borrow money from time to time in order to maintain this re- 
serve. In my judgment he would not have been obliged to do this 
had it not been also for the fact that during this whole time our 
revenues were insufficient to meet our expenditures, and a large 
portion of the money actually borrowed was used to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. It was because those then in 
power, in the readjustment of taxation, so readjusted our tax sys- 
tem, internal and external, that the revenues fell far short of 
meeting the current expenditures, and money which was poured 
into the Treasury and ostensibly went into gold reserve was 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1751 


immediately taken ont for the purpose of paying the current ex- 
penditures of the Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
that was not contrary tolaw? Had the President the authority to 
issue bonds from which to obtain money on which to run the Gov- 
ernment and pay its current expenses? è 

Mr, ALLISON. Ido not care to go into that question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould like to have the Senator’s opinion on 
that point if he is willing to give it. A i 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to ask it, but I said I 
did not care to go into that question. I have no doubt the Presi- 
dent had power to borrow money to maintain the 

Mr. TILLMAN. The parity. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. To maintain the resumption of specie pay- 
ments. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Isay to maintain the parity. _ 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido not say to maintain the pexity. I ora 
maintain the reserve for the redemption of greenbacks. He had 
power to do that, because the law of 1875 gave it to him, although 
it was disputed somewhat at the time, but I believe no one dis- 
putes it now. 2 A 

The Secretary of the Treasury having this money in the Treas- 
ury and in the reserve, redeeming the greenbacks with the re- 
serve, he of course replenished the general fund in the Treasury, 
and held that, having money in the 8 if a warrant came 
there he was bound to pay it rather than to let it go to protest. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words 

Mr. ALLISON, I leave that question to the Senator from South 
Carolina to decide for himself. I hope it will never occur again, 
and it never can occur if these isions which we now pro’ 
to embody into our statutes become law. We will stop all that 
opportunity which the Senator apparently, although he has asked 
me for information, condemns. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator again allow me to ask him 
a question, and thatis, whether he did not sustain the then Presi- 
dent of the United States, a so-called Democrat, in that policy? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know precisely what the Senator 
means by sustaining the President. I certainly did not in any 
way criticise the borrowing of money. 

r. . Did he not have the hearty approval of the 
Senator from Iowa in selling bonds to get money with which to 
maintain the gold reserve and turn around and use that money to 
run the Government, contrary to law? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina had better 
segregate his questions a little. He asks too manya a single sen- 
tence. I did sustain the President of the United States in borrow- 
ing money to maintain the reserve. I probably did criticise him 
aed his party and the majority in this Chamber which refused to 
provide other means e e current expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment could be paid, and thus forced the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury either to allow the Government obligations to go to protest 
or to use those funds, 

The Senator from South Carolina was not perhaps in this Cham- 
ber when on an appropriation bill in 1893, less than six weeks 
before President Cleveland was inaugurated, we put on an appro- 
priation bill, with the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
Appropriations, of which I was then chairman, a provision which 
came into this Chamber and which passed here without the yeas 
and the nays being called, and practically without debate, author- 
izing the Secretary of the 5 issue $50,000,000 of 
certificates of indebtedness, payable in two y. S 3 3 per 
cent interest, to meet any deficiencies in the public expenditures. 
We saw that those deficiencies were coming. 

You forget now that when Mr. Cleveland was elected in 1892 
there at once fell upon this country a pen and gloom, because it 
was believed that he would carry out his determined purpose of 
overturning the industrial system of our country and revolution- 
izing it into a system of free trade; and it did not require a man 
of large experience to see that if that was to eventuate, there would 
be a large deficit in the Treasury consequent upon the change of 
policy. Therefore we prepared for it, or sought to prepare for it; 
and when the measure went tothe House of Representatives, that 
body refused, and made it a condition with us either of allowing 


the sun civil bill to fail or to eliminate that provision for 
$50,000,000 of certificates of indebtedness. 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I merely inter- 


ject these remarks into his speech in order to get him, if he will, 
to absolve the Democratic perty fton any responsibility for Gro- 
ver Cleveland or his errors. neyer was a Democrat, and we 


deny it. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I will absolve the Democratic from any 
responsibility for him during the last years of his Administration, 
and I will absolve him from any responsibility for the Democratic 
party as well. Laugen] rtainly he does not want any re- 


sponsibility of that character. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I tried to get the Senator from Iowa to ac- 


knowl 
dent at 


that he indorsed and approved the action of the Presi- 

t time, but the Senator would not do it. < 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I knew what the Senator from South 

Carolina was trying to do. There was no question about what 


he wanted. I did not intend to discuss this question; but when 
the tariff bill, so called, came in—because it came in with the 
deficit staring us in the face—the deficit of the first full year of his 
Administration was $70,000,000. It came in and it passed the 
other House and it passed this body. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, will he not also 
enlighten us whether President Harrison in the closing months 
of his Administration did not have bonds prepared, looking to 
this very thing? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that, but I know that it would 
have been a prudent thing for any Administration to look into the 
face of the fact which we here in the Senate looked into, that the 
advent of the Democratic in 1893 was the signal for de- 
ficiencies and disasters and distress and revolution as respect our 
industrial system. Therefore, if President Harrison did not see 
it he must have been asleep. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. What was the surplus of the last year of the 
Republican Administration? 

Mr. ALLISON. The surplus? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; the surplus. 

Mr. ALLISON. The surplus 

Mr. TILLMAN. Under your own tariff; under the McKinley 


tariff act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I see that the Senator and I are at 
a divergence at once. Under the McKinley tariff, the moment it 
was proclaimed that President Cleveland was elected that moment 
the receipts under that tariff began to fall, and therefore it was 
that when the 4th of March came, there being an interval of three 
months between election and inauguration, there was a falling off 
in revenue; and when President Cleveland came into office in 1893 
the surplus in the Treasury was 8124, 000, 000. 

Mr. TELLER. When? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the ist day of March, as shown by the 
ublic statement. It was a hun and twenty-four million 
ollars. I have the statement here. 

Mr. TELLER. The ist of March of what year? 

Mr. ALLISON, Eighteen hundred and ninety-three. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh. 

Mr. ALLISON. Los Seep hundred andninety-three. I did not 

know but that somebody might think that an important question, 
so I have the information here. It covers the period to the Ist 
dayof March. This is the usual statement which comes monthly. 
Ir. TELLER. That is not the revenue. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam not speaking of revenue. 
Mr. TELLER. That is not the revenue. I am not asking the 
Senator anying about the money in the Treasury. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator asked me . 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator has not answered my question. I 
asked him, and I want to repeat it, what was the surplus revenue 
for the year ending June 30 before the election of Mr. Cleveland? 
Now, let the Senator answer that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The receipts above the expenditures; not the 

money in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON, en was that? 

Mr. TELLER. When was Mr. Cleveland elected? 

pio ALLISON. What time—the 3ist of July or the ist of 
y 
Mr. TELLER. The 30th of June, the close of the fiscal year, 
before Mr. Cleveland was elected, when nobody knew whether 
he would be elected or not, and when the Senator was shouting 
with myself and others that we were going to defeat him. 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly. I have that before me also. 

Mr. TELLER. What was it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The deficiency was $27,000,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Deficiency? 

Mr. ALLISON. Deficiency. > 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was under the McKinley Act? 

Mr. ALLISON, Under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Therefore the Wilson-Gorman Act did not 

bring on all this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McComas in the chair). 


Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Sou 
Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not in the manner in which he presents 
himself. If he asks me to yield or asks me a question, I shall be 


1 PENKA — 5 wig rasa I have intruded upon the Senator. 
ce intended no discourtesy. 
Ar. ALLISON. Certainly not. I know the Senator did not. 


happy to hry 
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Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator spoke about my manner, as 
though it had been offensive. 


Mr. ALLISON. It has been the very reverse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina did not address the Chair and ask permission to interrupt the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Iowa has the wrong 
. I think there was a slight surplus. 

. PLATT of Connecticut. A surplus of two millions. 

Mr. ALLISON, Did I say a deficiency? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. There was a slight lus that year, 
amounting toa trifle; but if the appropriations been expended 
that we had already made there would have been a deficiency. 

Mr, ALLISON, There was surplus revenue 

Mr. TELLER. That was before Mr. Cleveland was elected. I 
am not defending Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that. 

Mr. TELLER. I have as poor an opinion of him as the Senator 
has a good one. 

Mr. ALLISON, There was not a surplus on the ist of July, 
1892. Did the Senator ask me about the 30th of June before the 


election? 
Mr. TELLER. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two? 
Mr. ALLISON. That would be 1892. There was an excess of 


revenue over expenditures on the ist of July, 1892, of $9,000,000, 

Mr. TELLER. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inadvertently quoted the wrong figures a 
momentago. It was $9,914,000. 

Mr. TILLMAN . Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to call his attention to the fact 
that that was under the McKinley tariff and under a Republican 
Administration, and therefore his contention that the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff and the Democratic mismanagement were responsi- 
ble for the lack of ability on the part of the United States to meet 
its current 5 is not tenable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not making any statement with respect 
to the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill except the one statement that the 
revenues failed to meet the 3 It may not have been 
the fault of those who created the revenues. It may have been 
the fault of those who made the expenditures and those who 
made the appropriations. 


Mr. TIL The Republican party made the expenditures. 
Mr. ALLISON, The Senator does not seem to reach the point 
I am trying to get at, which is that the bonds which were sold in 


1894, 1895, and 1896 were sold in the face of a deficit of revenue, 
and therefore their proceeds, after getting into the Treasury, were 
used in the payment of current expenses. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is too fair a man not to acknowl- 
edge that the facts have proved that that deficit in the Treasury 
did not come from Democratic policies, even though he may 
charge Grover Cleveland and the Wilson-Gorman tariff to the 
Democratic , but it was a condition of the country. : 

Mr. ALLI . Certainly I am not at this time criticisin 
parties, but I am trying to show that money borrowed was met 
to pay ex as well as to maintain the reserve. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to those observations which the Sen- 
ator has just made. ey would be pertinent if true. [Laugh- 
ter.] But the Senator from South Carolina does not seem to 
gather the scope of this situation. The first thing that appeared 
was the distress and the hard times, and the next thing t ap- 
peared was the Democratic tariff, and the next thing that appeared 
was the fear that we were going to the silver standard; and all 
these things did surprise timid people, people who had small earn- 
ings, and caused them to go where those earnings were deposited 
and seek to get them in the form of money. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him one other 
question? He has the figures before him, so that it will not dis- 
turb him, and he is familiar with these matters. Will the Senator 
now tell us what was the condition of the surplus or the deficiency 
on the last day of June, 1893, for that fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. TELLER, When the Democratic Administration had been 
in power three months. 

. ALLISON. It had been in power from the 4th of March to 
the 1st of July. The excess of revenue was $2,341,000. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Yes; for the fiscal year. It is the excess of 
revenue over expenditures. 

7 LER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the 1st of July, 1893, it was $2,341,000. Of 
course the old tariff was still in effect. 

Mr. LODGE. We were still under the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Cleveland had been elected 

Mr. SPOONER. In November, pledged to its repeal. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Cleveland had been elected in November, 
and of course the law was in operation and the revenues up to 
that time were still large. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator give us the deficiency in 
1894? Let us have the whole thing together. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will give it for 1894. 

: a TILLMAN. That was after the Wilson Act went into ef- 
ect. 

Mr. ALLISON. The deficiency was $70,000,000, 

I wish to state that the raid, if I may use that word—and it is 
familiar toSenators—on the Treasury for the redemption of green- 
backs resulted from the distrust which came in turn from the di- 
visions in the Democratic PER The great body of them were on 
one side and Mr. Cleveland and a few of his followers were on the 
other, and that division disclosed the fact that in the elections 
that were to come the shibboleth of the campaign on that side 
or be the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 

So up to the year 1896 and during the years 1895 and 1896 there 
was want of confidence, an essential element in the establishment 
and maintenance of credit. There was want of confidence in the 
credit of our country and the desire of its people to maintain that 
credit. Iam not making charges against one side or the other, 
but I assert that the political questions that were thrust into 
prominence in connection with our currency system in 1894 and 
1895 and 1896 were largely responsible for the deficit in our Treas- 
ury and for the uncertainty as respects our money, and therefore 
there were constant redemptions of greenbacks at the Treasury. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator care to express an opinion 
as to whether that deficit was owing more to the distrust in re- 
gard to the currency and the free coinage of silver and the policy 
of the Democratic party than to the tariff? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, I shall not try to split 
hairs and divide with the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It certainly must have been one or the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was both of them. My friend wholly mis- 
apprehends me if he thinks that I hold the change of the tariff 
harmless. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I understood the Senator to give it as his 
opinion that it was owing more largely to the distrust in regard 
to the financial condition than it was to the tariff; that the tariff 


cut very little figure. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that point I will allow the Senator to make 

eee division between two great causes for the distrust. 

. President, there is a singular thing that 5 to be stated 
in this connection, and perhaps it ought to be said somewhat in 
defense of the other side of the Chamber. When they left the 
Administration, or went out of power in 1897, they left a pretty 
large lus, it being chiefly the remaining surplus over the 
amount of money borrowed and the amount paid out to meet 
deficiencies in the revenue. They did not take any of it; they 
held it all in the Treasury. Therefore, whatever money they bor- 
rowed that was not paid out for mses was still in the Treasury 
when President Cleveland left office and President McKinley 
came in. 

I have stated, and I repeat, that I think it is wise for us to havea 
large reserve in order that timid people, people who are easily fright- 
ened as respects money matters, may constantly have before them 
the presence of an ample reserve for the redemption of the paper 
money issued directly by the United States. That reserve would 
not need to be so large if we were a bank of discount as well as a 
bank of issue, because then we could manipulate our money per- 
haps much better than a treasury can. erefore the Treasury 
must hold a larger reservein order that it may meetextraordinary 
occasions and situations which may arise and still leave no room 
for a panic or distrust or the fear of ic because of failure to 
redeem its greenback circulation on demand. So the amount is 
fixed at $150,000,000. 

Now, there are four methods for replenishing this reserve. The 
first is by exchanging the greenbacks. They are redeemed as 
they are found in the reserve. The Secretary of the Treasury 
can take any gold he has in the Treasury and transfer it to the 
reserve and put the greenbacks into circulation. If not, any bank 
or individual that desires greenbacks rather than to hold gold can 
go and exchange gold for greenbacks. 

I may say here that there is aprejudice among the American 
people against having in their pockets or about their persons or 
their homes in any way either gold or silver. We preter paper; 
our country prefers paper; and therefore it is that the people are 
satisfied with holding the paper, provided they are always certain 
that it will be equal to the standard money of the country. 

Now, to illustrate what I mean, I will refer to the very elab- 
orate statement made by Mr. Carlisle before the Senator from 
Missouri who is nearest me [Mr. Vest]. He made an investiga- 


tion, and Mr. Carlisle stated that he was able to exchange $103,- 
000,000 of greenbacks for gold during the period of this financial 
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disturbance, and in addition to that he thought he was required 
to sell these bonds. 

The first is an easy method, and probably neither the second, 
third, or fourth method will ever be employed. The second 
method is that people who have gold may voluntarily come in and 
deposit it and take greenbacks in exchange. 

en the third provision is that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may procure gold coin by the method provided in section 3700 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

The object of that is to give the Secretary of the Treasury a 
little latitude in times of distress or panic, so that, if need be, if 
he find gold in Chicago or inSan Francisco, and not goig precisely 
where he needs it, he can exchange these greenbacks by paying 
the express charges of the greenbacks to San Francisco or to Chi- 
cago and the ress charges of the gold in return, which, you 

ill see, is a small premium. It is a small premium, but no Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will abuse this power. However, it is an 
important power that he shall hold in his hands, in order that he 
may be able in critical times to pay the necessary expenses in the 
nature of a small premium rather than to use the power given 
to him to sell bonds. 

The next method of replenishing the Treasury is to authorize 
him to sell bonds when the reserve shall fall below $100,000,000. 
That is no new authority. I have heard that declaimed inst 
here. That authority is now held by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in the most ample way; but the difficulty is that when he 

to the market and sells bonds under the statute of 1875, he is 
998500 to sell them at 4 or 4} or 5 per cent interest, and those 
bonds are payable in either ten or fifteen or thirty years, de- 
nding upon the rate of interest. So it is now that the last 

00,000,000 Secretary Carlisle sold are 4 per cent bonds which are 
not payable until 1925. 

Therefore this power is only a limitation and not an extension 
of the power which henow has. Itis a power which requires him 
under these provisions, first, to exhaust other means and methods 
before he resorts to the extraordinary method of{selling bonds for 
the purpose of maintaining the redemption of these notes. So 
who is there on either side of this Chamber who can criticise this 
limited power compared to the power now on our statute books? 
I do not see how anyone can criticise this power adversely in view 
of the existing law, which gives the Secretary unlimited power 
for a like purpose. 

Now, I will state my own judgment—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator whether under the provi- 
sions of this bill, in case there should by any misadventure be a 
deficit of revenues, the moneys for which the gold bought under 
the bill should be exchanged could be used in paying the ordinary 

mses of the Government? 

. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for asking the question. 
I would have probably alluded to that before I closed, and I will 
speak of it in a moment. 7 . 

These bonds are to be sold under this provision only when the 
reserve falls below $100,000,000. Therefore, I express my own 
judgment and belief that there never will be a time when one 
dollar of these bonds will be sold or needed for the redemption of 
the greenbacks or United States notes. And yet it is a power 
that must lie behind this great duty of ours to maintain redemp- 
tion and the standard of money which we have promised in every 
way to maintain, and which is essential to be maintained in order 
that the credit of our Government may remain as it is and in 
order that our people may not be cheated out of their earnings by 
piecemeal through adverse statutory provisions. 

Therefore, we say that if the situation shall arise the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall exhaust this power as well as the other 
power. In other words, I may say here, that it is the intent and 
purpose of this bill, through the Senate amendment, that the 
standard of money which we now have, which settles all our busi- 
ness relations, carries on all our exchanges, is the basis of our 
credits, the basis of all our debts, shall not in any degree be dis- 
turbed, but that it shall stand as one of the essential aids to the 
prosperity, 3 and credit of our country and its people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a full reserve for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a full reserve for that purpose, and 
wholly for that purpose. Of course these greenbacks or Treasury 
notes, when taken out of the reserve fund, after it has fallen below 
$100,000,000, must be taken out from the proceeds of the sale of 
$50,000,000 of bonds, because if they can be taken out otherwise no 
bonds can be sold. 

Now, when the greenbacks are taken out they are placed in the 
general Treasury of the United States. But there is another 
statute which we do not mention, because for myself I did not 
believe it was necessary in this bill to mention all the statutes on 
our statute books on every phase of the financial question. We 


only put in here such provisions as we regarded as essential to 
execute the purpose in view. 

There is astatute now, passed in 1898, which, if it had been ed 
in 1893, would, in my judgment, have saved us much of the dis- 
tress and the disaster that came from the selling of bonds in 1894 
and the yone that followed. That statute proviđes that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, when the expenditures are greater than 
the revenues, may issue to the extent of $100,000,000 certificates 
of indebtedness bearing not exceeding 3 per cent interest, payable 
in a single year. So, if in the early portion of Mr. Cleveland’s 
Administration of the Government Mr. Carlisle had had the 
power to issue these certificates, it is not probable that this gold 
reserve at least would have been raided as it was later for the 
redemption of greenbacks, 

The Senator from Kentucky will say to me that is not enough. 
Perhaps it is not, but there is still another reserve provision here. 
It is enough provided our expenditures are not greater than our 
income, because then the greenbacks will remain in the Treasury. 
But if our expenses are greater than our income, then the Sec- 
retary is bound under the statute of 1898 to recuperate his reve- 
nues by the means of the sale of these certificates, 

These 3 per cent bonds are soso in one year after their date 
and therefore it is that they me constantly redeemable and 
exchangeable after one year. So there is no danger and there can 
be no possible issue of long-time bonds such as are provided for 
in the act of 1875. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ifthe Senator will permit me to make myself 
porteony clear, my recollection of the ident’s message is that 

e recommended that when greenbacks had once been redeemed 
in gold they should be retained in the Treasury unless exchanged 
for gold. Now, I do not see any provision in this bill which con- 
forms to that recommendation. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I think I can 
show him that we have literally performed it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have provided first for $150,000,000 re- 
serve of gold. We have provided that the oa thus re- 
deemed shall remain there until the gold is placed in the reserve, 
and then, of course, they are taken out, Therefore we have liter- 
ally carried out the President’s proposition, because when a green- 
back is redeemed it never can get out of that redemption fund 
until a gold dollar goes in in place of it. So I say to my friend, 
who is at least in sympathy with sound money—I do not know 
how he feels about this bill—there is no provision here whereby 
the endless chain in the form so often indicated and so little un- 
derstood is likely to appear again. 

Mr. LINDSAY rose, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam occupying more time than I intended. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the permission of the Senator,I will ask 
him whether or not the effect of this bill upon his interpretation 
of it will not be to ultimately retire the greenbacks and convert 
them into mere certificates of deposit of gold hereafter? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
really helps me. I do not criticise his asking the question. Un- 
der our Senate amendment the greenbacks can not be taken from 
the reserve without gold taking their place. In my judgment, 
when the time comes that we are to retire and cancel our green- 
backs and Tr notes and other forms of direct issue of money 
by the United States, it should not be done without the most 
careful consideration and scrutiny as respects the time when and 
the means whereby it shall be done. 

It is not wise legislation, to say the least of it, for us to provide 
here by statute that $346,000,000 of Government money can be re- 
tired from circulation unless we at the same time place hand in 
hand with such a proposition a provision that will substitute other 
$346,000,000 of currency to take iss place, not theoretically, not 
problematically, but by competent statute, so that timid people 
will not again be frightened by the specter of a contraction of 
current money. Therefore, Mr. President, this bill, if it means 
anything, does mean that the greenbacks shall continue in circu- 
lation. Indeed, we have provided in one of these sections that 
they shall be reissued. 

Mr. LINDSAY. To get at the exact point, the greenback is 
redeemed and goes into the Treasury. It can not get out of it 
except in exchange for gold. Whether that gold be purchased 

Mr. ALLISON, It goes into the reserve fund. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It goes into the reserve fund, and it can not 
get out except in exchange for gola, whether that gold be pur- 
chased by the sale of bonds or whether it be procured by volun- 
tary deposit. Now, then, the W being released, would 
not the gold certificate answer all the purposes of the greenback, 
and is not the greenback which gets into circulation again under 
those circumstances virtually a gold certificate? 
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Mr, ALLISON. A greenback is a gold certificate now. The | Mr, ALLISON. Certainly. 


Treasury redeems it in gold, and to the holder, under this bill and 
under exi law, it is actually exchengeenis for gold. We in- 
tend that it shall be as good as a gold certificate. Why, Mr. 
President, what is one of the provisions of this bill? It is that 
the Secretary of the —not at his discretion, but that it 
shall be his duty—shall receive gold on deposit and issue gold cer- 
tificates for it. s hini 8 
I may say in ing that the honorable Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Carlisle, under a statute of 1882 which required him to 
issue gold certificates, decided that there being a provision there 
that gold certificates should not be issued when the gold reserve 
fell below $100,000,000, construed it that he had no power to re- 
sume the issue of gold certificates, though afterwards the reserve 
might be again increased to $100,000,000, and he held that view. 
the gold certificates that were in existence in 1893 and 1894, 
when the reserve fell below $100,000,000, were no longer issued, 
though the reserve was af restored. It is a curious fact, 
Mr. President, that although those gold certificates, amounting 
to $80,000,000, were in she ivenonri at the time Mr. Carlisle sus- 
ded the issue of certificates, on the 1st day of September last 


000,000 of them were still in circulation, although not one | 80 


ollar had been issued since 1894, showing the value that is placed 
upon these gold certificates. 3 

On the first of September or the last of August Secretary Gage 
construed that law (I can not see how it could have any other 
construction) so that he could reissue gold certificates. I have 
here a statement of this date, laid upon every Senator's table. On 
the 12th day of February, 1900, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
outstanding 5211, 488.000 of gold certificates, an increase since Sep- 
tember last from $33,000,000 to $211,000,000. 

Therefore it is that these gold certificates are an adjunct andan 
auxiliary to the plan and claim which we have made here for the 
preservation of the gold standard and for the easy, economical, 
and effective me of maintaining it. So now, if you turn to 
your statement of this day, you will find there are $404,000,000 of 
gold in the Treasury of the United States, $211,000,000 of it repre- 
sented by gold deposited there for gold certificates. 

I will fall back for a moment and call attention toa thing which 
I forgot to mention. Therefore it is that this endless chain is a 
remote possibility and a remote contingency because the gold cer- 
tificates come to supplement the greenbacks, and are just as good 
and no better under our provision than are the United States notes. 

Ifa man desires gold bodily or physically, for the purpose of 
transporting it to other countries or for any special purpose in 
our own country—and gold is rarely req for actual transfer 
in our own country except for exportation—if a man desires gold 
for that purpose or for any purpose, he will not be requi to 
rake the country over for the purpose of getting greenbacks. He 
will find $211,000,000 of eat certificates in circulation side by 
side with prometa; which, together with the greenbacks, sum 
up the gold, paper, redemption currency of our country always 
available for export. 


Mr. President, we have not provided here for the exchange of paap. 


silver notes for gold. We have not made that provision, because 
the committee think it wholly unnecessary, and unwise as well. 


We have had the silver do and silver certificates in circula- 
tion in a ter or less d since 1878 in a constantly acceler- 
ating an 


increasing quantity. We have e, yr eas eee re 
e faith and the credit and the honor of this 


They have been so kept, and they never have been exchangeable 
for gold, so far as I know, although for convenience to either 
those who have gold or those who have silver these exchanges may 
have been made. But it is one thing to use them in this way and 
another thing to compel their redemption by law. 

There has never been a moment of time when the silver certifi- 
cates were exchangeable by law; but we have made a provision 
here which is intended to strengthen and invigorate the silver cer- 
tificates, not to ery them and minimize them and degrade 
them, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] and 
ee may think we intend to do, judging from their observa- 

ns, 

What have we done? We have made a provision as to the silver 
certificates, which are the money of the Government, the money 
of the United States. They are here, first, by our authority and 
our statutes. They are here, second, use we hold in the 
vaults of the 5 $125,000,000, which we have taken from 
the holders of these dollars and put into our Treasury; and if we 
are honest as a Government—and a government ought to be as 
honest as individuals—we will never disgrace and discredit our- 
selves D on those silver certificates at a discount. 

Mr. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Iowa says that it is not the 

purpose to degrade the silver certificate. At the present time, I 

ieve, when a silver certificate is presented at the Treasury the 
holder can receive only silver dollars for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, if those silver dollars are not considered 
good, and the man wants them turned into gold dollars, how does 
he get them? 

Mr. ALLISON, Does not the Senator consider them good? 
They always have been good, 

Mr. TILLMAN. But what I am after is to have the Senator 
acknowledge, if he will, that he wants the Government to redeem 
the silver dollars with gold dollars, if a man demands it. Is the 
silver dollar a dollar, or is it simply a promise to pay a gold dollar? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a dollar. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina and myself certainly do not disagree about that. It is not a 
proye to pay; itis a dollar of the United States. It is made a dol- 

ar by our credit and our authority, and it is a dollar which, un- 
pes? Wo discredit and disgrace ourselves, will be kept at par with 

Mr, TILLMAN, How can you keep it ata par with gold un- 
agp you redeem it in gold, if somebody will be fool enough to think 
it is not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator by referring to his 
own experience and observation as to the history of twenty-one 
or twenty-two years, and ask him has he ever been able to buy a 
silver dollar at a discount? Every silver dollar he has had, eve: 
silver certificate he has had, has been worth in every mart an 
every market place as much as-a gold dollar. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will permit me, that is merely 
dodging the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the Senator thinks so. I give 
him credit for being honest in his judgment; and he certainly 
would not accuse me of dodging the question if he does not 
think so. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Certainly not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I attribute to the Senator 

Mr. TILLMAN. But will the Senator 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment. I attribute to the Senator the 
same honesty that I want him to attribute to me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to call his atten- 
tion again to the question? The question is, How will you keep a 
soe dollar on a par with a gold dollar unless you redeem it in 
go 

Mr. ALLISON. We know that the sun will shine to-morrow 
because it has shone the day before, although we may not be 
familiar with the mechanism that produces it. We will keep 
the silver dollar at a par with oe because we have kept it ata 
par for twenty-two years; and notwithstanding all the shaking 
up and the digging up and deprecia‘ observations made by 
le in various ways, the silver dollar has remained as firm as 
the Washington Monument, and has never diverged a hair's 
breadth from the standard. 

But the Senator asks me what we are going to do now, and I 
will tell him. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are going to strengthen and invigorate 
the silver dollar. How? We are going to do it by providing how 
people who do not want silver dollars, but who want silver cer- 
tificates and small money, may obtain them. 

How does Great Britain keep her silver in circulation, and how 
does France keep her silver money in circulation? There are one 
hundred and twenty-five millions of silver in circulation in Great 
Britain, or about one-fourth of the entire gold circulation of Great 
Britain. How is the silver there kept at par? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Because the silver is redeemable at the treas- 
ury in sovereigns. 

Mr, ALLISON. It is not redeemable. 

Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN, In certain amounts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. We are the only conntry in the 
world that redeems fractional notes, and no country ever redeems 
fractional silver except our own. France does not do it; Ger- 
many does not doit, Look at the 14 marks per capita of silver 
circulating in Germany, and in addition one hundred millions of 
full legal-tender silver. Not one dollar of it is exchangeable 
under the statutes of the German Empire into gold dollars. Great 
Britain does not doit. She uses as much silver to her gold coin 
as she thinks is wise and can be kept in circulation, but she never 
redeems a dollar of it. 

France has never exchanged her gold for silver, although sho 
has largely more silver in circulation than we have in the United 


That is where the 
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States. She redeems her paper in silver and in gold, and main- 
tains the parity of both by a careful limit of the quantity, and the 
silver is current in every market place. Here silver is a full legal 
tender. It is by law receivable for all public dues and taxes; its 
circulation is limited in quantity, which has shown that it is not 
excessive by actual experience. But we have added in this billa 
provision which will strengthen its use as a my A 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas going to ask the Senator if he did not 
know that France will pay her paper obligations in either gold or 
silver? We have refused todo that, although the obligations read 
that they are redeemable in coin; we have discriminated in favor 
of gold or in favor of the persons who wanted gold, and France 
never has done that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr, President, the Senator must be 
familiar, as Iam sure he is, with our method, with the French 
method, and with the methods of all great banks and governments. 
The French Government has no paper money, as we have. The 
Bank of France issues all the money for the French Republic, and 
she redeems all the money of the French Republic. Her issues 
are based upon both silver and gold, and whilst she may at times 
refuse gold to people who want to export it, France has an ample 
reserve of gold and a sufficient reserve of silver to constantly 
maintain the parity of her money, and she does that without re- 
deeming her silver in gold or her gold in silver. 

Mr. President, we have inserfed in this bill a provision which 
requires that hereafter the silver certificates be in denomi- 
nations of $10 and under. Why have we done that? We have 
done it because the habits of our people are such that they er 
paper to either silver or gold, and therefore the small circulation 
can not well be on the goid basis: it could be, but itis not con- 
venient to issue small gold coin. So we have provided that silver 
certificates zepresonting silver dollars shall be of denominations 
of 810 and under. 

Who finds fault with that? Is it the man who insists that the 
national banks shall have the privilege—because it is a privilege— 
of issuing small bills, for they are not redeemed as often and as 
rapidly as the larger bills? Is it not a power which the Govern- 
ment should take in its hands and use discreetly and wisely for 
the benefit of its own issues of currency rather surrender it 


to banks of issue? 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me—I dislike to 
intrude on his argument. 


Mr. ALLISON. Not at all; it is no intrusion. 

Fee PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

e 
i ALLISON. Ido, 

a. 5 . bd Senator 2 a few moments ago or the 
method in France o eeming an main iang none a x 
We have no such institution here as the Bank of vg 3 
Treasury of the United States is the only analogous place. Now, 
if we issue silver certificates and those certificates are not redeemed 
for persons who want gold, they can not be redeemed in gold, as I 
understand, but they are redeemable in silver. The man having 
silver certificates poa to the Treasury and he gets silver dollars 
for them. He still wants gold, and has got his silver dollars, 
How is he going t et the gold? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator wants gold in exchange I will 
give it to him, although I have only one pioco in my pocket; or 
he can 1 any neighbor or any bank and get gold. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. 

There is no difficulty whatever, and there never has been any 
9 7 a A in . the parity of silver with gold, because 
that is all that is required. I want to ask the Senator - and I asked 
him before does he know of an instance where silver has been 
8 Now, what we want to do 

. TILL Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to finish my sentence. 

What we want to do by this section is to give whatever advan- 
tage there may be to our Government as against other forms of 
money to the silver certificate, and thus decorate it as the money 
that goes into general circulation and is known as the money of 


the age vee 

Mr. TILLMAN. With all due deference to the Senator, Imust 
insist that he has not answered my question, and I am afraid he 
will not answer it. 

Mr. ALLISON, And I am afraid I will not either, if I have not 
done so already. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It amounts to this: There are upward of 
three hundred millions—I think three hundred and ninety-two 
millions, or something along there—of silver certificates out. It 
may be $400,000,000. 

r. ALLISON. Three hundred and ninety-two million dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If those silver certificates lose the confidence 
of the banks and of the people and people want ‘‘sound money,” 
they want gold, and the silver certificate is now redeemable in 
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silver and silver only. The silver certificate can not be turned 
into gold, and the silver itself is not gold. If a man wants gold, 
how will he get it? How will you maintain the parity unless they 
are redeemed in gold? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator’s question amounts to 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will explain it, it amounts to 
this, that three hundred and ninety-two millions of currency are 
floating here which are based on silver and redeemable in silver 
only. If that is to be maintained at a parity with gold, it must 
= 7 75 med in gold at the Treasury, and you can not escape 

om i 

Mr. ALLISON, That is only the opinion of the Senator. For 
twenty-two years all the facts have been against him. 

Mr. President, I do not understand the Senator from South 
Carolina to regard silver money as a promise to pay. I do not 
understand him to argue or to say that he means that a silver 
dollar is a promise to pay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I mean under your scheme of finance that 
is what you are making it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I do understand the Senator. He must 
study more deeply and more thoroughly the committee’s plan and 
then he will see how easily and how absolutely we have avoided 
what he fears. 

Mr. President, we have provided in our bill that the silver cer- 
tificates shall be in denominations of $10 and under; that the na- 
tional-bank notes shall be in denominations of $10 and over, and 
that greenbacks shall be in denominations of $10 and over. 

Mr. SPOONER. How about the gold certificates? 

Mr. ALLISON. The gold certificates are in denominations of 
$20 and over, and at least one-fourth of them shall be less than 
850. We have made these provisions in addition to the e eee 
of law already in existence, which have proven so absolutely sat- 
isfactory; an ee the shakings and rumblings 
and tumblings in our financial history the silver dollar has been 
uniformly good. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me ask the Senator one other question, 
and I shall not intrude any further upon him. 

Ear next fall that a Democratic President should be 
elected 

Mr. ELKINS. That is supposing too much. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is, of course, in your view an impossi- 
bility; but miracles have happened even in the United States. 
Suppose a Democratic President should be elected next fall, and 
suppose he should take it into his head to pay these silver certifi- 


cates in gold. 

Mr. N. How would he do it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. He could not doit, because there would not 
be gold enough there. But suppose he should undertake to dis- 
criminate against this silver currency, which has no base under 
your bill, as yoy say, unless it is redeemable in gold; how would 
sce Pee be maintained at a parity unless it be redeemable in 
go 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, you have got to catch 
your hare before you cook it. That is certain. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This whole scheme, then, rests upon the con- 
dition that the paniy now in power shall maintain its supremacy? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. I speak of the silver certificates and 
not of the probability of the election of a Democratic President. 
pes zi ae a remote probability that I do not care to discuss it, 

aughter. 

I have si enough about these small notes. Now I desire to 
say that we have inserted in the bill a provision for refunding the 
public debt, which is criticised in friendly and unfriendly quar- 
ters. There are some people who think that it is an unwise thi 
for the 6 of the United States to borrow money at 

er cent. 
p Mr. ALDRICH. Not many. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not many; but there are a few. Wherever 
there has been criticism of this feature of the bill it is a criticism 
in the nature of a statement that we are trying to refund our debt 
into bonds bearing a lower rate of interest for the benefit of the 
banks of the United States. If it is for the benefit of the banks of 
the United States to have bonds bearing 2 per cent rather than 3 
or 4 per cent interest, they will understand that undoubtedly. It 
may be better for them, and I have no doubt it is better for them, 
under the provisions of this bill than for them to issue notes upon 
the present value of the bonds at 90 per cent of par. 

People here and elsewhere seem to denounce the national banks 
as though they were criminals, 8 community. The 
other day I heard my good friend from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN 


denouncing the banks of New York for placing the finances o 
the country and the city of New York in such a condition that 
the interest rate was 184 per cent. That was true fora few hours 


of a single day. 
Wasthat, however, because of bank circulation? The associated 
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banks of New York have less than $16,000,000 of all the circula- 
tion of national-bank notes, Did that gambling rate of interest 
or that situation in New York affect the country? From investi- 
tion I know personally that the very day that the bank rate in 
ew York for two or three hours was 184 per cent the bank rate 
in all the other cities of the country was normal and neither went 
up nor down a f. or a cent, 

In the State of the Senator, as well as in my own, the bank rate 
this winter has been uniformly about 5 and 6 per cent—never 
higher than 6 cent. The country is not affected, as a general 
thing, by what is done in Wall street for the moment when the 
“bulls and bears” are struggling in the arena—for that is all it 
amounts to. Itis a fight between those poopie for supremacy re- 
specting their 2 The bears“ being triumphant for a 
time, the ‘‘ bulls” to put up their securities, and they found 
it difficult for a while to borrow money approaching the hour for 
settlement; but the entire country never was in a more prosperous 
condition, not only respecting the rate of interest, but respecting 
business generally. 

The Senator from Nebraska the other day deplored the fact that 
the cultural products of his State and mine were greatly re- 


uced in price, whilst iron and steel, which our ple consume, 
had largely advanced in price. Why, Mr. President, there never 
was a when the principal agricultural products of the Sen- 


ator's State and mine were 
now. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me, wheat never was 
as low in the history of Iowa and Nebraska as it is waay. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ispoke of the principal products, I did not 
speak of wheat. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, corn is no higher 


than it was eight years ago. 

Mr. ALLISON . That may be, but corn and cattle and hogsare 
30 or 40 cent at least higher than they were in 1896. 

Mr. . If the Senator will further permit me in this 
connection—and I shall not interrupt him any further—two of 
the complaints against this bill which I make is that it turns 
over the whole power to issue currency and to control that cur- 
rency to an ization of national banks 

Mr. AL N. I knew that was the Senator’s objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. And second, the bill perpetuates and increases 
the national debt. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I wish to say but a few words 


her on an average than they are 


more in respect to the circulation of the national banks and the 
power of which the Senator ks. We have two hundred and 
‘orty-two millions of national-bank notes now in circulation, and 


we have more than a thousand millions of other peper money, and 

every dollar now in circulation must and under this bill will re- 

main in circulation., Therefore, it is a case of the 1 

the dog, according to the Senator's theory. Two hun an 

forty-two millions can not control a thousand millions. 
„ALLEN. Will the Senator Sgain permit me? 

255 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yi e 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN. One of my principal objections to the bill is 
and it is a true construction—that every dollar of paper money, 
greenbacks, Treasury notes, and silver dollars, becomes impounded 
and redeemable in gold; that all these forms of money will pass 
out in the course of a short time, and that the channel now occu- 
pied by them will be occupied by national-bank notes. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator, of course, has his opinion about 
that: but I feel sure, from his intelligence and discriminating ca- 

ity, when he studies the bill carefully, the fears now agonizing 
im will disappear like the mists of the morning, as the amend- 
ments I am discussing can not have that result. 

Mr. TILLMAN. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield for a question. I am now tres- 
passing upon the time of my friend from Nevada [Mr. JONES], 
who is ready to proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isimply rise to set myself right, and maybe 
the Senator will give me the light I seek. I find, in poring my 

uestionin regard to the possibility of the election of a Democratic 
President, I used the word “gold” instead of silver.“ I meant 
to ask the Senator, Suppose a Democratic President should take it 
into his head, under the contention of the Senator, that a silver 
Goar is a dollar and to redeem a gold certificate with a silver 
ollar? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want an answer to that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The law would prohibit it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law would prohibit it. If the Senator is 


looking to the election of a President who would violate the law 
one epee conscience as well, then, of course, he might pay silver 
or 


Mr. TILLMAN. The point I tried to get and did not get = 
light on from the Senator was how the silver dollar and the sil- 
ver certificates are to be kept as good as gold unless they are re- 
deemable in gold? 

Mr. ALLISON, If what I have already said has not convinced 
the Senator from South Carolina, then it is impossible for me to 
convince him. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the silver dollars are dollars, they certainly 
ought to be received by any Department and paid out by the Treas- 
ury in payment of any of its paper obligations. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will be so received. They are receivable 
now in the payment of public and private dues. If the Senator 
goes out to the Secretary's office and asks for $100, I venture to 
say that he would be paid entirely in silver certificates, and he is 
bound to take them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It will not do for the Senator to undertake to 
get around this question by referring to his or m nal trans- 
actions or other small transactions in this Chamber. It is a ques- 
tion of how these three hundred and ninety-two millions of paper 
based on silver are to be maintained under the gold standard 
unless they are redeemable in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have answered that as far as I can. 

In response to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], I said 
that the staple products of his State and mine are higher now by 
30 or 40 per cent than they were in 1896. So staple farm products 
have advanced in price, though not perhaps pari passu. They 
have advanced very largely in price since 1896, as have manufac- 
turedarticles; but the price of manufactured articles depends 
largely upon the supply and demand of those articles from time 

time. 


Mr. President, I shall not occupy much time on this question. 
We have provided in the substitute reported by the Committee on 
Finance for the refunding of the interest-bearing obligations of 
the Government due in 1904, 1907, and 1908. It is not a compul- 
sory refunding, but it is a refunding at the will of the holder of 
the bonds, taking them at the offer made by the Government. 

It seemed to us that it was wise to bring in this plan for refund- 
ing, because, in the first place, it is a favorable time todoit. The 
rate of interest which we propose in the amendment is the rate 
which the holders of bonds have received for the last few months 
on the market value of their bonds; and it is the normal rate, or 
likely to be the normal rate in the near and distant future, for 
bonds of the United States in our own country, 

There is no eee o> fact that our Government bonds, be- 
cause of their fewness in number and of the uses to which they 
can be applied, are more valuable than the 8 bonds of 
countries where they are not so used and who have much larger 
issues than have we. 

This Co or the next Congress must adopt a refunding bill, 
and it is wiser and better that the refunding should take place 
gradually, in order that there may be no disturbance of the local- 
ity of the bonds and of their status respecting the money market, 
if you please to call itsuch. In other words, if there is an easy 
transition and exchange, the bonds will gradually be converted 
into the new bonds provided for without the slightest friction in 
any local or central market. 

So it is wise that we should take hold of this question in reason- 
able time in order that the conversions may be ual. This is 
no new thing. We refunded our entire public debt by a statute 
passed in 1870, and yet it was not effective as to all the bonds 
until 1879. 

That statute of 1870 was eight or nine years in performing its 
function, and ye that exchange from 6 per cent to 5 per cent and 
4 per cent bonds was made during a time when there were favora- 
ble markets, so that there was no friction in the money market 
respecting the enormous changes of bonds and placing them 
among one set of people when they had been in the hands of 
another. So we thought it was wise to do it by this easy method, 
and we pursued an economical method. 

I have no doubt that there are a great many people who would 
rather see us go right up to that verge of the DaN of the 
$559,000,000 of 4 percents in order that they might be able to say 
„We will take the entire loan at so much per cent,” and possibly 
atan unfavorable period. On the other hand, we say it is wiser 
and better to do this gradually without friction and without the 
intervention of the middlemen or bankers, who are always ready 
and always willing to discharge such functions for the Govern- 
ment 

Mr. TELLER. For a consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. For a consideration, as the Senator suggests, 
though a small consideration, of course, because they have a way 
of doing things which enables them to aid themselves a little, even 
after the refunding takes place. 

Mr. TELLER. Will it interrupt the Senator if I should thrust 
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in here at present the remark that the national banks, in consid- 
eration for their services, hold nearly $168,000,000 of Government 
money without paying any interest upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is understood. 

Mr. TELLER. I was afraid the Senator had forgotten that. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; Ihave not forgotten it. I understand that 
perfectly well. We do not change that. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not change that in this bill, because 
thatis one of the things not germane to the question we aredealing 
with in this bill. There were a great many things which we 
did not deal with; we did not deal with the tariff; we did not deal 
with the shipping bill, and some other things. We tried to con- 
fine ourselves to the things we wanted to do, adapting those things 
to the poni conditions and the present state of the law. 

Mr. President, the national banks are not obliged, I repeat, to 
exchange their bonds unless they wish to do so. If they do, we 
shall save $15,000,000 per annum in interest; and that, in an eco- 
nomical sort of government and in a government that has not 
money to throw away or money to burn, amounts to something in 
the course of a year. It will help a long way toward the payment 
of some bills and laws which have been pressed upon Congress with 
a vigor and an earnestness that I have not seen in a good many 


ears. 
N So, Mr. President, when we are fussing about trying to find 
Ways to save money, when we have an opportunity of saving 
from the beginning, and if all are funded, fifteen millions annu- 
ally, why say wait, wait until these bonds mature, when perhaps 
an unfavorable monetary situation will arise, and then, instead of 
pang able to fund them at the low rate of 2 per cent, we will be 
asked to pay 3 or 4 per cent, as we were compelled to do in 1893? 

We need not be gibbeted on the crossroads of public opinion 
for undertaking to favor the national banks by requiring them to 
use a 2 per cent bond instead of a 3 or 4 cent bond, when at 
the same time we are saving to the people of the United States 
$15,000,000 per annum. 

Every private corporation, every private business, is doing this. 
Why should we not do it? Take the great railroad systems of 
our country, They have been and are 8 incalculable 
benefit to the people of the United States by being able to refund 
their bonds into 3} percents instead of sixes and sevens. The 
same is true of private debtors. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and I can congratu- 
late each other that the farmers of Iowa and Nebraska, who have 
been compelled for all these years to pay 7 per cent interest as 
the lowest rate, and commissions besides, have for the last two or 
three years been able to borrow money at 5 per cent upon long 
time without the payment of commissions. 

Is it no boon toa man who, either for the purposes of enlarging 
his business or buying an additional farm or by some misfor- 
tune, has been compelled to go into debt to have a Government 
that so adjusts and arranges its finances and so establishes and 
uses its credit that he can borrow money at 2 or 3 per cent per 
annum less than he paid before? 

When I hear these criticisms against this plan to reduce the 
rate of interest upon our Government bonds, I feel as though 
there must be a cat in some part of the meal somewhere: i 
not among those who discuss or criticise adversely the bill. 

Mr. President, I have gone over the bill as best I could, endeay- 
oring to explain its provisions in detail. Imay have omitted some 
things which I ought to have discussed, but I have undertaken to 
show that this bill, by and large, has no concealments or prevari- 
cations or innuendoes, There is nothing here but what is plainly 
written upon the face of the proposed statute. : 

There is nothing lying behind it. We stand here upon it as an 
open declaration of our aims and our purposes, without conceal- 
ment, leaving little discretionary power either in the Secretary of 
the Treasury or in the President of the United States. 

We say that these provisions will maintain, in adverse as well 
as in good fortune, in hard as well as in good times, the standard 
of value which has been the standard of all our transactions since 
1879; and the man who now, for merely sentimental reasons or 
because he wants free silver or because he wants to destroy green- 
backs, fails to come to the rescue, by his vote, of the plans and 
purposes of this bill will fail, in my judgment, in discharging the 
public duty he owes tothe people he represents and to the country. 


[Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to have read the arrangement we 
have made as to the debate to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read to the 
Senate the unanimous consent given on some former day. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AGREEMENT TO VOTE ON R. R. 1. 

February 15, 1900.—Agreement, by unanimous consent, that the vote upon 
the passage of H. R. 1 and pending 9 be taken some time dur 
Thursday, the 15th of February, and that two days, including the 15th, shail 
be given to the discussion of amendments under the ten-minute rule, 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether that 
limits all ing to-morrow to the ten-minute rule? 

Mr. DLER. Before that question is determined, Ishould 
like to ask the Presiding Officer what he would consider as ‘‘ pend- 
ing amendments?” Many amendments have been handed in at 
the desk and printed, but of course there can be but one amend- 
ment pending at a time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the word pending“ is not in the 
agreement. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. [heard the word“ pending” read, I believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not say pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Presiding Officer have the agree- 
ment read in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word “pending” is not there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read that 
portion of the agreement again. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And that two days, including the 15th, shall be given to the discussion of 
amendments under the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair allow any number of amend- 
ments in the first degree to be offered to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was certainly the understand- 


ing. : 

Nir. ALDRICH. The understanding, I will say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, was that the substitute reported by the 
Senate committee should be treated as the original bill and open 
to amendment to the second degree. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So that an amendment may be offered and 
an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; all amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, the other question, if the Senator 
from Colorado will allow me, is whether we are to discuss the 
particular amendments one by one and vote upon them or discuss 
them all first and vote upon them all at once? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is immaterial to me. 

5 DLER. I now return the floor to the Senator from 
orado. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to have a few moments to answer some 
suggestions made this afternoon by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], which I could not do to-day without interfering with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. I do not feel that I ought 
to go on at this time of the evening. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume there will be no trouble in accom- 
modating the Senator from Colorado to-morrow. I do not think 
any Senator will object. 

Mr. TELLER. If there are enough Senators who wish to 
speak to-morrow, so that the whole time will be occupied, I shall 
a speak beyond my ten minutes; if not, I should like a little more 

0. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwas about to make that suggestion. It 
would give us an hour more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been a Republican caucus called 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh! 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My own impression is that the unani- 
mous-consent agreement applies strictly to the time beginning 
after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas is right 
about that, because at the time the ent was made we were 
on no a o'clock arrangement. I think the Senator from Arkansas 
is rig 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thetime between the close of the rou- 
tine business in the morning and 2 o’clock may be devoted to de- 
bala; and the Senator from Colorado can take what time he 
chooses, 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill take the chances of getting in some re- 
marks to-morrow. If I interfere with anybody 1 will submit my- 
self to the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think there will be any objection. 
Mr. TELLER. I will do that the first thing in the morning. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CHICKERING. 

A mes from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownse, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intel- 
ligence of the death of CHARLES A. CHICKERING, late a member 
of the House from the State of New York, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Bascock, Mr. Cummings, Mr, LiT- 
TAUER, Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. GILLET of New 
York, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mr. OTEY as a committee on the part 
of the House to take charge of the funeral arrangements. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Mr. President, I offer the resolu- 
tions which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
offers resolutions which will be read. 
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The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ORHARLES A. CHI 


ment of the death of Hon. CKERING, late a Representative 
from the State of New York. 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the presiding 
officer to join the the House of Repre- 


committee appointed on the pare of the 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from New York, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed, under the second res- 
olution, as the committee on the of the Senate, Mr. PLATT 
of New York, Mr. Mason, Mr. Scorr, Mr. Turner, and Mr. 
SULLIVAN, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Asa further measure of respect, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.),the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Febru- 
ary 14, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 13, 1900. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


Speaker. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D., offered the fol- 
8 prayer: 


t when the call comes we shall Ge prepares to go on to that 
larger life, doing Thy bidding and fulfilling our mission, now and 
then and always. In the name of Christ our Lord, Amen, 

The Weder of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prove 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, L ask unanimous consent to 
call up from the paste table Senate joint resolution 83, in- 
creasing the limit of cost of the new building for the Government 
Printing Office, to meet the increased prices of building materials, 
and to permit of making the south end of the power-house exten- 
sion of the same height as the main building. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 
is 7 — 8 ie: 

on 83, in regard 0 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America phy, Besoin assembled, Thee tine Hint of cost of the new building for 


March 3, 1800. be, 
may be necessary, to meet t ices materials, and to 
t of making the south end of the power-house extension, iore aapt of 


rmi 
About 45 feet from G street NW., of the same height as the main 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman make a brief statement as to the necessity for the passage 
of this resolution. I have investigated the matter somewhat my- 
self, but still I know the members of the House will be glad to 
hear a statement as to the necessity. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. This is asked for on account of the in- 
creased price of material. At the time the estimates were made 
for the building it was thought that $2,000,000 would be sufficient, 
but since that time the cost of material has increased to such an 
extent that it will require about 25 per cent more to complete 
this building and extend the power house to five stories, as now 
contemplated. If this matter is any longer delayed, it will un- 
doubtedly increase the cost of the building. 

General Wilson, the Chief of Engineers, and the Public Printer 
are both very desirous that imm te action be taken, so that the 
contracts can be let and expense be saved to the Government. 

Mr. MoRAE. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this resolution if it has been favorably reported by any committee 
of the House. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It is a Senate resolution, and it has been 
taken from the Speaker's table. 

Mr. MCRAE, it or a similar resolution been 5 by 


mtleman calls up Senate joint resolu- 
vernment Printing Office, which the 


the House Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Not by that committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand it meets with the favor of 
the members who compose the House Committee on i 


Printing. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. While there was no formal meeting to con- 
sider the resolution, it has their approval. 
Mr. McRAE. Would it not properly go to the Committee on 


Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I think not. I think it would go to the 
Committee on Printing, t 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not want to object to any enlargement of 


this building, or any necessary legislation to complete the Govern- 
ment Printing Office as soon as possible, but I think it is rather a 
dangerous precedent to take up any proposition to appropriate 
money without the judgment of the committee that proper y has 
jurisdiction of the subject. If this proposition has the approval 
of the members of the committee, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? ~ 

There was no objection. 


The 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed as a document a petition of the Mississippi 
Choctaws, which was introduced in the House by me on yesterday 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, In making this 
request, I do not ask to have printed a couple of exhibits hia are 
reports of committees of the House and which are already printed 
and can be obtained. I ask for the printing of the usual number. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the printing, as a document, of the usual number of a petition of 
the Mississippi Choctaws, with the exception of two printed docu- 
ments. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEATWO I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether there areany pee or maps accompanying the document? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are none. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? 

There was no objection, 


DRAFT ANIMALS FOR THE ARMY, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5267) to amend an act 


entitled “An act to amend an act to d the operation of cer- 
tain provisions of law relating to the War Department, and for 
other 8 
The SP. R. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
irge urd the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
tAn act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law rela! to the 
War De ment, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1899, is hereby 
ente tha operating of the toll ing provisions of law be, and is hereby, 

e © operation 0 e follow of law an A 
continued suspended for such further 5525 in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War, may be found necessary, or until otherwise provided by Con- 
gress, not longer, however, than June 30, 1901: 

: First. — — ere eee Pe . tne Foes 
ng approp: ns for the support of the Army for the fiscal year en une 
30 ‘ie and for other purposes,’ in the following words: 

“i Provided, That hereafter no part of this appropriation shall be expended 
inthe purchase for the Army of draft animals until the number on hand shall 
be reduced to 5,000, and thereafter shall only be expended for the purchase 
of a number sufficient to keep the supply up to 5,000.’ 

“Second. The provisions of the first section of the act entitled ‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 39, 1809, and for other purposes,’ in the follo words: 

“t Provided, That hereafter no part of the appropriations for the Quarter- 
master's De ent shall be expended on printing unless the same shall be 
done by con after due notice and competition, except in such cases as 
the e will not admit of the giving notice for competition: Provided 

at after advertisement, all the supplies for the use of the various 


in the markets of the United States, quali 
the interest of the Government considered, except. that pu may bo 
made in open market, in the manner common eg | business men, w 


“And the words: 

Fro That not more than $1,000,000 of the sums appropriated by 

this act shall be paid ont for the services of civilian employees in the Quar- 

termaster’s Department, including those heretofore paid ont of the funds 

appropriated for regular sappa incidental expenses, barracks and quar- 
othing, vamp and garrison equi 


ters, arm ney gl oe ti ; that no 
9 — Mat shall receive a salary more than per month, 
unless the same be specially fixed by law.’ 


joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was 
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March 15, entitled An act 
of the Army for 
, Ordnance Departmen’ 
e money a ted for the Ordnance 
applied to paymentof civilian clerks 


1 
Sec. 2. That during the time the pene ee 


, 1899,’ under the h g. 


provisions of 
uired by the 
4 ar, be pur- 

SEC. 3. That during the same time the Bureau of Ordnance of the War De- 
partment is authorized to purchase, without advertisement, such ordnance 
and ordnance stores as are needed for immediate use; and when such ord- 
nance and ordnance stores are to be manufactured, then to make contracts 
tuone advertisement for such stores, to be delivered as rapidly as manu- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we should be very glad to 


have some explanation of the bill. It is almost impossible to fol- 
low the reading of anything like that. I should like to have 
we gentleman state if it the unanimous report of his com- 
ttee. 
Mr. HULL. It was unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman also state the emer- 
cy or the necessity for passing this now, instead of letting it 
ks its regular course? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, in 1898, when it was determined to 
increase the Army, the Con; , after a full discussion, passed a 
bill of this character, suspending the operation of these provisions 
of law for one year. In 1899 they again the same bill, 
suspending the provisions of the law until the ist of March, 1900. 
The Army is still occupying these islands, and is increased away 
beyond the 25,000 limit which existed at the time these restric- 
tions were imposed, and the War 5 report that it is 
impossible for them to administer rs unless there is another 
suspension. The suspension this time goes 8 for the next 
fiscal year and expires at the time when the Congress of the 
United States must take action, one way or the other, as to the 
size and character of the Army. j 

This provision is temporary in its character. My own judgment 
would be that it would be just as well to repeal these restrictions 
absolutely now, but that would be a change that the War Depart- 
ment does not ask. Every man here knows that it is im ble 
for the Army to get along with 5,000 draft animals. en we 
had 25,000 troops only, and all those at home, they could do it. 
There is no man here who would be willing to restrict the Army 
now in the number of horses to the number of men in the cavalry 
and the mounted scouts, because in Luzon we are at this time 
mounting infantry to send through the island, and the importance 
of the measure is urged upon the committee by the War Depart- 
ment and by every bureau chief. The committee, both Democrats 
and Republicans, were unanimous that the legislation should be 
had at once. 

The SPEAKER, Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was e the third time, and passed. 

On motion o r. CAPRON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide for pay to certain 
officers of the Marine Corps. 


DEATH OF HON. CHARLES A. CHICKERING, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to announce 
to the House the death of Hon. CHARLES A. CHICKERING, late a 
Representative from the State of New York. At some future 
time I shall ask the House to set aside a day on which to pay fitting 
monte 15 the high character and distinguished services of the 

eceased. x 

Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk, 
and ask for their immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. CHARLES A. CHICKERING, late a Representative from 
the State of New York. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral, and 
that the necessary ae tee tes attending the execution of this order be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


De- | pointed on the part of the House, in 


The resolutions were adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced the following as the committee ap- 
pursuance of the second 
resolution just adopted: 

JAMES S. SHERMAN, JOSEPH W. BABCOCK, Amos J. CUMMINGS, 
Lucius N. Lirraver, R. C. DE GRAFFENREID, James H. DAVID- 
SON, CHARLES W. GILLET, D. S. ALEXANDER, and PETER J. Orry. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
Ve pasted were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of 8 for pay of stenographers 
and typewriters employed by Indian i rs and agents—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of War, transmitting a letter from 
Maj. H. M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, with inclosures, respect- 
ing the disallowance of certain items in his accounts—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secrétary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting communications from certain officials of the Treasury rela 
ing to claims of employees for work done overtime during the 
war with A anain the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be prin’ 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in printing 
and binding for the De ent of Justice—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4369) to grant a pension 
to the East Tennessee bridge burners, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 306); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 4910) to establish a lobster hatchery in the State 
of Maine, poren the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 811); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNLOW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House 457 R. 7094) to estab- 
lish a solders’ home at or near Johnson City, County, 
Tenn., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 812); which said bill and report were referred to the 
mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr, CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 636) for the relief of St. 
John’s Lodge, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, No. 3, of 
Newbern, N. C., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 307); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8188) to amend the act 
approved March 3, 1899, for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and a Sigg reported by the Court of Claims under the 
E of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 

own as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 308); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 681) authorizing and 
directing the repayment to Josiah B. Orbison, of Donegal Town- 
ship, Butler County, Pa., the sum of $300, with interest, that he 
paid to avoid the t in 1863, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. th ladosta said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5157) for the relief of the 
Propeller Tow Boat Company, of Savannah, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 310); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 8462) to extend free delivery of 
mail along star routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

py Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8463) ratifying an appropriation 
by the legislature of Oklahoma, out of the Morrill fund, for the use 
of the university at Langston for colored students—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8464) to establish a national 
* park at Perryville—to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs, 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 8465) to make an appropriation for 

the improvement of the Allegheny River, in the State of Pennsyl- 

3 and for other purposes to the Committee on Rivers and 
arbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 8466) to amend an act entitled 
“An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of Co- 
lumbia ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8467) to increase the salary of 
the United States marshal for the southern district of California 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 8468) to provide for the construc- 
tion of an interoceanic canal, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BALL: House resolution (H. Res. 142) providing for the 
appointment of a Apor committee of nine members, to whom 
8 be referred all bills relating to trusts or monopolies—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A concurrent resolution of senate 
of the State of Texas, favoring an appropriation to construct an 
inland waterway as reported by Engineer C. S. Riche—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A concurrent resolution of the senate of the 
State of Texas, favoring an appropriation to construct an inland 
waterway as yp 5 — by Engineer C. S. Riche—to the Committee 
on Rivers and ‘bors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

7 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8469) for relief of Edwin M. 

_ Jillson, late first lieutenant Company G, enty-seventh Massa- 

chusetts Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of John B. Henry, late 8 , Second Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAR : A bill (H. R. 8471) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of A. M. Butler—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8472) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of William Green—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 8473) to remove the charge 

1 against James E. Gray to the Committee on Military 
Airs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 8474) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the mili record of Gustavus Adolphus Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANLER: A bill (H. R. 8475) granting an increase of 
2 to Alice de Vecchj—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 8476) for the relief of Chris- 
topher Costello—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. McCALL: A bill 1 R. 8477) to remove the charge of 
3 ae against Julian T. Hill—to the Committee on 


rs. 
By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 8478) granting an increase of 
9 


pension to Celia A. Jeffers, of Bassett, in the State of Nebraska— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 8479) to reimburse certain 
persons who expended moneys and furnished services and sup- 
plies in repelling invasions and 55 hostilities 
within the territoriai limits of the present State of Nevada—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8480) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander Cameron—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8481) granting an increase of pension to John 
agon mto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8483) forthe 
relief of the estateof John C. McNeill, Cumberland County, N. C.— 
to thə Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL (by sg A bill (H. R. 8484) for the 
relief of Benjamin F. Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8485) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the 
rank of commander—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8486) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against John Sheehan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Live Stock 
Exchange, against increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany House bill to cor- 
rect the military record of James E, Gray—to the Committee on 


Mili tary Affaire. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of Lewis S. Wells, in behalf of 
claimants in the Pittsburg defense claims, in explanation of House 
bill No. 8403, to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
adjudicate the claims upon their merits—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
in favor of the increase of coast artillery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Pa to accompany House bill No. 8406, 
for the relief of A. W. Ab to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of county officers and others, of Dearborn County, 
Ind., to accompany House bill No. 8150, for the relief of Thomas 
ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Michael J. Barry and other post- 


office clerks at Cambridge Station, Boston, Mass., in favor of the 
pans of House bill No, 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 
ce and Post-Roads. 


ford ee 15 ra encore 3 roe 
‘ord, Mass., g the ap 0 0 y chap- 
lains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of David M. Howard and other druggists of Med- 
ford, Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill No. 4678 
tor the relief of Josiah Standley—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Johnson 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Stoddart Brothers and 
other druggists of Buffalo, N. V., relating to the stamp tax on 
oe perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of William H. Taft and others, 
indorsing favorable consideration of House bill No. 7842, to in- 
crease the salary of the United States marshal for the southern 
district of Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the faculty of the 
State University of Minnesota, against the e of the anti-vivi- 
section bill—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the South St. Paul Live Stock Exchange, 
against the passage of the Tawney oleomargarine bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THO of North Carolina: Petition of H. R, Horne 
and other druggists of Fayetteville, N. C., relating to the stamp 
tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers relating to the claim 
of Frederick Calhoun, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James Adkins, of Jackson 
County, gr Mads the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Sandy Calhoun, of Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1761 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 14, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
Pie when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

COLLECTION OF REVENUES IN DEPENDENCIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, certain information relative to 
the proclamations and orders issued or made respecting the col- 
lection of customs, internal, and other revenues in the islands of 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Archipelago since the seiz- 
ure thereof by the Government of the Uni States, the rate of 
such customs, internal, and other revenues, the total amount 
thereof, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6237) to amend an act entitled An act to amend an 
act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law relating 
to the War Department, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

Ee bill 1a R. 8718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 
ion; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 83) increasing the limit of cost of the 
new building for the Government Printing Office to meet the in- 
creased prices of building materials and to Soyer of making the 
south end of the power-house extension of the same height as the 
main building. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Union 
No. 78, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of Amer- 
ica, of Troy, N. Y., and a petition of Local Union No. 7185, 
Fiber Workers’ Union, of sti ibe N. 2 that all the 
remaining public lands of the United States eld for the bene- 
fit of the whole people, and that no grants to the title of any of 
these lands ever hereafter be made except to actual ers 
and home builders; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No, 429 
of Niagara Falls, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation admitting, free of duty, all the products of Puerto 
Rico; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
rae in reed petition of sundry citi f Carthage 

o also presented a on of sun citizens o 
ae or praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary 
1 which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
N r 1 tea oe Meera at tis wets ce pte rietary 

. Y., praying for of the upon prop: 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the local board of the Fifth dis- 
trict of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment 5 
to provide for the reconstruction of the at Fort ton and 
re Shore road; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No, 212, United 
Brotherhood cf Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Mt. Ver- 
non; of Local Union No, 203, United Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners of America, of Poughkeepsie, and of Local Union 

No. 453, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, 
of Auburn, allin the State of New „5 for the enact- 
ment of legislation limiting the hours of y services of laborers, 
etc., upon public works or work done for the United States or any 
Territory or the District of Columbia; which were referred to th 
Committee on Education and Labor. j 

He also ee, a memorial of the Atlantic Coast Seamen’s 
Union of the port of New York, remonstrating against the p 
of House bill No. 5067, concerning the boarding of vessels; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Texas, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary 
i which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

„ALLEN presented a paper in support of the bill (S. 2051) 
granting an increase of pension to Granville R. Turner; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of George W. Allen, of East 


XXXTI—111 


Bridgewater, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to 


provide an adequate and sufficient currency for the payment of 
the national debt, etc., and remonstrating against the panra of 
the E financial bill; which was referred to the Ĉommittee 
on nce, 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Nebraska, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary 
corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also presented a petition of sundry employees of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, Department of Agriculture, employed at 
Nebraska City, Nebr., praying that they be granted an annual 
leave of absence with pay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive 
Departments. 

e also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against any modification of existing 
tariff laws whereby the products of Puerto Rico, etc., may be 
admitted to the United States under any lower duties than those 
now imposed; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the California State 
Board of Trade, praying that an 3 be made to con- 
tinue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also ted a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. À 

He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of the United 
States Navy-Yard at Mare Island, Cal., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the creation of a military 
clerical corps for the Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of sundry Christian Chinese mem- 
bers of the Baptist Mission of Oakland, Cal., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Chinese restriction law, allowing 
Christian converts to bring their families into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pasadena, 
Cal., praying that the residue of the public lands be held for the 
use and benefit of actual settlers, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr, LODGE presented a petition of the National Business Men’s 
League, praying for a division of the responsibility of maintaining 
the gold reserve between the national banks and the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
sundry citizens of Portland, Oreg., expressing sympathy for the 
poopie of the South African Republic; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MoMILLAN presented a memorial of the Columbia Heights 
Citizens’ Association of Washington, D. C.,remonstrating 
the use of public parks and reservations for railroad and other 

rivate Roe which was referred to the Committee on the 
istrict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of Washington, D. C., praying for the municipal 
ownership of telephone and electric-light ducts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present a memorial addressed to Con- 
gress in behalf of the settlement proposed to be had between the 
several States of the Union relative to the proceeds of the sale 
and other distribution of the public lands and the allowances of 
the 5 per cent of the net thereof, as contained in Senate 
bill No. 2895. I move that the memorial be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Car- 
roll County, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation placing 
the enrolled militia of the State of Missouri during the late war 
between the States upon an equal footing under the law with the 
volunteer soldiers of the United States in the war of 1861 to 1865; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of Mount Prospect 
Grange, No. 242, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lancaster; of Clare- 
mont Grange, No. 9, Patrons of Husbandry, of Claremont; of 
Progressive Grange, No. 271, Patrons of Husbandry, of Deerfield; 
of L. B. Huntley, of Marlow; James Drew, of Newington, and of 
Baxter Gay, of New London, all in the State of New pshire, 
praying for the establishment of a free rural mail system; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on 8 to whom 
Was referred the amendment submitted by on the 6th instant, 
directing the Secre of the Treasury to pay $998.96 to Capt. B. 
Tellefsen for expenses incurred by him in consequence of a violation 
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of an article of a treaty of commerce and 8 between 


the United States and the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway by an 
officer of the city of Boston, „intended to be pro by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was 1 to. 

Mr. D from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by him January 16, 1900, 

ing an appropriation of $10,000 for ewo extraordinary 
a plenipotentiary to the Netherlands, intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. LODGE (for Mr. Davis) on the 8th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $1,200 for clerk hire at Rotter- 
dam, Netherlands, intended to be proposed by him to the dipio- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. LopGr (for Mr. Davis) on the 8th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $3,000 for consul at Rotterdam, 
Nether: intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, repo: favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be 9 to the Committee on Appropriations and 


Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

S CULLOM. fron Relations, to 
whom was referred the rane neg 2 1 4 on 7 55 
instant to appropria o pay the salary of the 
consul a tlan, Mesica intended to be proposed by him to 
the diplomatic and consular pig aioe pe bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 

ons and printed; which was to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by him on the 8th instant, relative to the 
establishment ated conga 4 = Furion, 8 ip randeg, to 
be proposed b to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
pi, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2869) authorizing the Cape Nome Transpor- 
tation, Bridge, and Development Company, acorporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Washington and an- 
thorized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to construct a 
traffic bridge across the Snake River, at Nome City, in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, rted it with an amendment, 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the construction v the Texarkana, 
Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge across 
Twelve-Mile Bayou, near Shreveport, ts reported it without 
amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3003) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rap- 
ids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the e 
more approved February 27, 1899, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the American 
National Red Cross, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. DEBOE on the 8th instant pepe ag 
to appropriate $2,000 for a consul at Breslau, Germany, intend 
to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 3 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


to. 
o also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. DEBOE on the 8th instant pro ering 
to appropriate $1,800 for secretary of legation to 5 an 


Honduras, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular ä bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
thatit be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 


which aa aren to. 

Mr. FO R, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1580) to provide for the punish- 
ment of violations of eat rights of aliens, reported it without 
amendment, and submi a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. KEAN oo Mr, Foraker) on the 
13th instant proposing to increase the allowance for salary of con- 
sul at Asuncion, Paraguay, from $1,500 to $2,000 per annum, in- 
tended to be pro to the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to DR niga Nb on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. KEAN (for Mr. FORAKER) on the 
13th instant, providing for a consul at Rosario, Argentine Repub- 
lic, at a salary of $1,500 per annum, intended to proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Kran (for Mr. Foraker) on the 
13th instant, proposing toincrease the allowance for salary of con- 
sul at London, Canada, from $1,500 to $2,000, intended to be pro- 
posed to the diplomatic and consular gd eh teen ee bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. KEAN (for Mr. ForAKER) on the 
13th instant, proposing to increase the allowance for salary of en- 
yoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary at Bolivia from 
$5,000 to $7,500, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular W bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 69) providing for the adjustment 
and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics arinog 
uncer the eight-hour law, reported it with an amendment, an 
submitted a report thereon. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6627) making appro- 
jations for the Ly: Ser of invalid and other pensions of the 
nited States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for 
other pupae, to report it with amendments, and I submit a re- 
port thereon. 

I give notice that at as early a day as possible I shall call up the 
bill for consideration. 

Fistor; n T pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
endar. 
RESERVOIR SITES IN WYOMING AND COLORADO, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 10) 
viding for the printing of 3,000 copies of House Document No, 
141, relating to the prelimi examination of reservoir sites in 
Wyoming and Daso to report it without amendment, and I 
ask for its t consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
print 3,000 copies of House Document No. 141, Fifty- Congress, 
second session, baas “ Preliminary examination of reseryoir sites 
in Wyoming and Colorado,” 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be for a third reading, read the third 


time, and 
TREATY WITH SPAIN. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Davis Tacuary 23, 1900, reported it without amendment, and it 
was consi by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House min eee concurring), That there 
og gy peg bed oe arg 
8 of which 13,000 copies shall be for the eerie By dori of Repre- 
sentatives and 7,000 copies for the use of the 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PRITCHARD Qy rogu introduced a bill (S. 3156) for 
the relief of Sidney T. uy and George R. Dupuy, the only sur- 
viving heirs of George R. Dupuy, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 8157) to amend an act 
for the protection of fish in the District of Columbia, for the main- 
tenance of a permanent spawning ground in the Potomac River 


1900. 


in said District, and for other p S; which was read twice 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the proposed amendment be 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- | read 


b 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3158) to amend an act entitled “An | be 


act for the protection of birds, preservation of game, and for the 
prevention of its sale during certain closed seasons, in the District 
of Columbia;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3159) to grant lands to the 
State of Mississippi for the use of the Industrial Institute and 
College; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 8160) to provide for the pur- 
chese of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Pittsburg, 
State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 3161) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3162) for the relief of the estate of 
John Schwartzenburger, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Clai 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
zone twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons: 

A bill (S. 8163) granting a pension to Henry O’Connor; 

A bill (S. 3164) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; and 

A bill (S. 3165 n a ion to James C. Henry. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3166) to amend an act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3167) for the relief of Mrs. 
Susan Murphy Nelson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, A 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3168) a Lobe wipe ati 
money to pay the claim of the Western Paying and Supply Com- 
pany for paving streets adjacent to the post-office and court-house 
of the United States at Indianapolis, Ind.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3169) to regulate 
electrical wiring in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. E 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3170) to remove the 
of desertion against H. C. Haynes, Company D, Second Regiment 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referréd to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8171) for the relief of Peter F. Ken- 


dall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | the Uni 


mittee on Claims. 
Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8172) grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Witcher; which was read twice by its 
e. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of John A. Witcher, 
Company A, Cass County (Mo.) Home Guards, praying that he 
be granted a pension, together with two affldavits, etc., a state- 
ment of his oer J record, and a letter from the Pension Office, 
I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3173) to ratify an agreement 
with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, and mak- 

appropriations to c the same into effect; which was read 
twico Dy a title, andreferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He introduced a bill (S. 3174) for the relief of William 
Gallick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, y 

He also oy request) introduced a bill (S. 3175) for the relief of 
Mrs. I. M. Howell, Mrs, Elizabeth Meagher, and Mrs. A. H. Ste- 
vens, assignees of William McGarrahan; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 87) concern- 
ing designated de 


itories for Government publications; which 
was read twice 


y its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) to pre- 
vent the lease of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Territory for 
a longer period than one year; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the Indian appropriation bill, with certain docu- 
ments, which I ask to have printed and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, pro- 
viding for the ratification of an agreement with the Kiowa, Comanche, and 
A e tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, formerly a part of the Indian Torri- 


tory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I inquire what the papers 
are that it is desired to have printed? 

Mr. HARRIS. They are simply affidavits and evidence with 
regard to the lands and the desirability for opening them up to 
settlement. I will state that they are simply intended to supply 
the committee with necessary information concerning the charac- 
ter of the lands and the propriety of opening them up to settle- 


ment. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. It is apparently a very large 
ey rd come J 

Mr. 8. They are in manuscript, loosely folded. There 
is not so much matter to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to pening 
the papers? The Chair hears none. The amendment and accom- 
panying papers will be printed and referred to the Committee on 

an 


irs, 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the Osage tribe of Indians, in 
Oklahoma Trey, a sum equal to $700 per capita, the same to 
be deducted from the fund now held in trust by the United States 
for said tribe, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ANDERSON, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for a re- reference of the bill (H. R. 
6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and 
his adult children, which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. I desire to have it referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I think it belongs to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Withoutobjection, the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota will be complied with. 

REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON. 

Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Printin 


g: 

Resol; That the Secre of the Navy be, and he is hereby: 
to furnish for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the report o 
Willis B. Wilcox, United States Navy, on the island of Luzon. 

INDIAN LANDS IN UTAH, 


Mr. RAWLINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Be it resolved ha the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 


2 report to the Senate what, if any, sums of money are due from 


States to the Indians in Utah known as the Uncom 
River, and Uintah * 


to 
Utes, on account of an eements for the sale of lands 
or otherwise. os eas 


SOUTH SIDE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are to report to the Senate the approximate value of the 


squares on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue Fifteenth street to 
the Botanical Gardens, together with the rental values of the same. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


nym That the Committee on Fen (ging heer oar have authority to em- 
ploy an t clerk, to be appoin’ the chairman, and to be paid at 
rate of $1,200 per annum out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, à 
The bill (H. R. 6237) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to pics sag the operation of certain provisions of law relat- 
ing to the War Department, and for other i ang was read 
vice by its title, and referred to the Commi on Military Af- 


‘airs. 
The PRESIDENT 
Senate the unfinished 


requested 
aymaster 


ro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
8 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read tothe 
Senate the agreement under which this bill must now be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


— unanimous consent, that the vote u 
ECC 
, the e A 0 lu ə 

be patare A the of amendments under ten-minute rule. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that it 
will be entirely in o to propose amendments up to the time of 
the final vote on the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. IL hope later in the day to have an hour fixed 
at which the final vote shall be taken to-morrow. I do not press 
that request now, but later in the day, before adjournment, I will 
ask the Senate to fix an hour at which the final vote shall be taken 
upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was, without paying 
special attention at the time the request was made, that the 
amendments were to be disposed of as they were discussed during 
to-day and to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my understanding, and I hope that 
course will be followed. That is what I propose, so far as I am 
concerned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I think it very much better to dis- 
pose of the amendments as they are taken up, one by one. 

Mr. SIDANE The Senator Ton Sires [Mr. 8 ; 
under the suggestion made yeste , expec go on until, per- 
haps, 2 o'clock, or he will take such time as he sees fit after 2 
o'clock. I hope the Senate will proceed to dispose of the amend- 
ments as rapidly as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: They would be disposed of, 
under the rule, as they were offered, unless there was unanimous 
consent otherwise. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, the only other point is whether other 
amendments can be offered up to the last moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Chair so held. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Chair said they could. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think so; beyond question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There have been one or two misunder- 


thoroughly understood and discussed. around 
that that should be done, although I suppose there can be no rule 
of that kind established. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There ought not to be any effort made 
to cut off amendments. If anybody chooses to offer an amendment 
at any time before the final vote, it is his right to offer it. 
on ALDRICH. No; there is no disposition on this side to do 

k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment is 
the substitute reported by the Committee on Finance, on which 
the Senator from Colorado Mr. TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I sta last night I would not 
venture to take the floor to speak on the pending bill at that time, 
and I will not do so now, if any Senator desires to speak. Ihave 
consulted several Senators and find no one who is desirous of 
speaking at this time. Therefore I feel at liberty, unless some 
Senator rises to speak, to go on. 

We have had three speeches from members of the committee on 
this bill; but all three of them have absolutely ignored the House 
bill. One member of the committee, I t , asserted that the 
House bill was not before the Senate. Technically, the House bill 
is the bill we are considering. It is the bill that comes here for 
our attention. It would bea breach of privilege, Mr. Presi- 
dent, for the Senate to decline to consider it. Weare considering 
it. e are considering it upon the theory that that measure has 
had the the approval of one branch of the legislative department 
of the Government. Nobody can say here that if the Senate 
amendment by the unanimous vote of the Senate it is likely 
55 become a law and meet the approval of the other branch of 


ngress, 

Mr. President, as I said before, this necessitates, it seems to me, 
the discussion of both bills, the House bill and the amendment 
proposed by the Senate committee. Yet we have had no discus- 
sion on the part of those who favor this radical departure in the 
money system of the country, and if that bill should become a 
law by action of the conference committee we shall either be com- 
pelled to discuss it on the conference committee report or toavoid 
any discussion of it, unless we discuss it now. 

me Says ago I submitted to the committee some suggestions 
upon which some of us who are opposed to the bill would like 
pe, pou eras I do not suppose t it will be out of place if I 
say that I have privately submitted some queries to the 
members of the committee, and yet with the completion of the 
m on the part of the members of the committee there has 

not been a reference made to the House bill, except in a way to 
leave the inference that it was not worthy of discussion. I will 


not say that Senators said it was not worthy of discussion, but 
at all events it has been left undiscussed. 


LEGAL-TENDER QUALITY OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

I do not desire to go over the entire range covered by the bill, 
but there is one provision in it that I want, before I go any fur- 
ther, to ask some member of the committee to explain, because I 
am under the impression that the House bill is quite as likely to 
be enacted into law as the Senate amendment, or at least features 
of it are likely to become a part of the law. 

I find this, which I sup some member of the committee 
would speak of, because their attention has certainly been called 
to it. Iam only going to advert to it, and I shall leave it; and if 
no member of the committee under the ten-minute rule sees fit 
to tell us what it means we will have to conjecture its meaning 
for ourselves. 

In the second section of the House bill there is the following 
provision: 

ose herein contained shall be 


gations between national „ 

Mr. President, it has been held by courts that words that were 
not necessary for construction inserted in a statute must be in- 
serted there for a purpose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator want a reply 


now? 
Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator now. Ihave not heard 
him on this bill yet. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwill say that as a member of the 
committee I was utterly unable to understand what that did mean, 
taken in connection with the provision that all contracts, public 
and private, should be payable in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. ident, I have had some trouble with it 
myself. If I had not, I should not have suggested that the com- 
mittee should enlighten us. But those words are put in there ex 
industria. They are not there by accident, I may say, because I 
have the strong support of the Senator who sits before me pent 
ALLISON], who said that the act of 1873 had been doctored. I am 
justified in suspecting that words that are not plain to me have a 

idden and intended meaning, and that there is some construction 
to be put upon these words when you come to administer the law, 
if this bill shall become a law. As I see it, there is but one thing 
that the expression can mean, and if it does not mean that, it isin 
there only because of the ignorance of the drafter of the bill. 
That it is there on account of ignorance can not be ined, as 
the bill was drafted by a commission composed of some of the most 
eminent gold-standard people in the United States and some of the 
most acute and technical lawyers on the continent. 

There are two classes of bills that the American people use that 
are reissued after being returned tothe Treasury Department. A 
silver certificate, when it goes to the Department in 
payment of dues and debts, goes out again as money, either the 
same identical bill or a new one in its place, greenbacks when they 
are re 

Mr. ALDRICH. Treasury notes also, 

Mr. TELLER. Treasury notes also. When greenbacks go to 
the Treasury either for redemption in gold or when they go there. 
to pya debt that the citizen owes to the Government they are 
reissued, 

Now, ' the present legal-tender quality“ is not to be disturbed. 
When they are reissued, the technical lawyers who drafted this 
bill will go before the Supreme Court if necessary and assert that 
these words were put in there ex industria, that no reissue should 
have legal-tender quality, and the i eee Court will be com- 
pelled to say that this word present“ no meaning whatever, 
or else that it means what I say it means. If any member of the 
committee wants to tell me now what it means, I shall be very 

lad to listen, or if any member of the committee will tell mo 
ter, and if the members of the committee have not any opinion 
on the subject, I should like to know that also, 

Mr, ALDRICH. I said to the Senator from Colorado in the 
course of his discussion of the bill some days ago that 1 would very 
frankly admit that 1 did not understand what those words meant 
or why they were put there. If the Senator’s assumption should 
be correct and the conference committee should come back here 
and recommend the Senate to adopt those words, if we recom- 
mend any such action as that, we will be ready to explain what 
they mean at that time. 

. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the committee which is dealing with this question and which will 
deal with it in conference to this very important provision that 
comes to us from the House. But blind as it is, it is absolutely 
consistent with the legislation on the financial question for the 
last twenty-odd years. There has not been frank and fair legisla- 
tion. In 1890 we passed an act that I voted for with great reluc- 
tance, and I have always been glad that, standing at this seat, I 
declared that it was indefensible as a money measure and unscien- 
tificand that I only accepted it because it was the best that we could 
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get and because it released sixty-odd million dollars in the Treas- 


ury and made a possibility of raising the price of silver. We put 
in that act a d tion that it was the policy of the Government 
of the United States to maintain the parity between the two met- 
als, to keep the great money metals as near together as possible, 
That has been construed as a declaration that the silver certificates 
that were issued were redeemable in gold. So Iam afraid when- 
ever any of these provisions come up that are not plain and open 
they will be construed later into some injury to the interests of 
the American people. 

I want the committee to understand that if this provision comes 
back here as a part of the conference report, it can come with no 
other intent or purpose, and that that, in my judgment, is the in- 
tent and purpose of the House bill, to surreptitiously—and I will 
say that, even though it may be a breach of privilege—to surrepti- 
tiously deny tothe reissued greenbacks, Treasury notes, andsilver 
certificates legal-tender functions. I am justified in that conclu- 
sion because the commission responsible for the bill, of which, 
. , I may speak later and more in detail, in almost every 

ine of its ot ek inveighed against the legal-tender quality of 
greenbacks, Sent notes, and silver cates. > 
1 The 3 pro tempore. The Senator's ten minutes 
ave expired. 

Mr. TELLER, I understand that I am not speaking under the 
ten-minute rule; that that does not begin until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that that construction may be put upon 
the unanimous-consent agreement. At the time the consent was 
given we were then procen under that arrangement, 

Mr. BATE. I understood that the Senator from Colorado had 
until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time the consent was given we were 
proceeding then to consider the bill at 2 o'clock, I would su t 
that the agreement is susceptible to that construction, and I hope 
no objection will be made to the Senator proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to such 
si PER ESES that the rule applies at 2 o'clock to-day, and not 

‘ore? 

_ Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will leave that question, be- 
cause it is alittle dangerous, It is 5 in this particular, 
that if the only plausible construction which seems ble is put 
upon it italmost it not quite brings a charge of unfairness 
another branch ot the legislative department, 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. TELLER. My excuse for this statement is that it passed 
the House without attention being called to the exact meaning of 
it. Now I will hear what the Senator from Iowa has to say. 

. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to say a single 
word on that point? 

Mr. TE . Certainly, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to suggest to the Senator that the 
second section in terms can not apply to silver dollars or silver 
certificates, for the reason that section 2, if the Senator will allow 
me a moment 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, Section 2 of the House bill provides— 


That all 983 of the United States for the — 1 Se 
of money, now existing or ted States 


notes and Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be deemed 
and held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as defined in sec- 
tion 1 of this act, etc. 


That is the specific provision which the Senator, I understand, is th 


discussing in connection with the words ‘‘present legal-tender 
quality of the silver dollar.” 

Mr. TELLER. Les; that is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just why the words“ the . 
quality of the silver dollar” were inserted I certainly do not 
know, because the prior clause has no relation to the silver dollar, 
I can see how a construction might be put upon the two clauses 
taken together as the greenbacks and the Treasury notes 
the first clause providing that these notes ‘‘shall be deemed an 
held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as defined 
in section 1,” etc. Now, if it should be held hereafter that when 
an interest-bearing obligation is paid, or when a noninterest- 
bearing obligation is paid, then it could not be reissued without 
specific authority of Congress, which I do not find in the House 
bill, but the present legal-tender quality is preserved, so that until 
these notes are paid they are still a legal tender 

Mr. TELLER. How after they are reissued? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no specific provision in the House bill 
for the reissue. The Senate amendment provides for their re- 
issue. Therefore the courts might be called upon, under that first 
clause, to decide whether, when a greenback was paid, it could be 
reissued without specific authority. But if that construction 
should be put upon it, the present legal-tender quality of green- 
backs would not be disturbed. 


Mr. TELLER. It was contended by the friends of the bill—I 
mean the House bill—that there was nothing in the bill which 
would prevent the reissue. 
er ALLISON, I do not know who actually made that con- 

mtion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was no one in the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not talking about the Senate, 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, . 

Mr. TELLER. I thought I would leave that point, but let me 
read the second section: 

Nothing herein contained— 


That is, in the whole bill. I think the courts would construeit 
ae although, of course, it is enough for them to apply it to the sec- 

on. 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed or held to affect the present 
legal-tender quality of the silver dollar or of the subsidiary or minor coins 
or of the paper currency of the United States. 

That clause takes in the silver certificate. That is a part of the 
paper currency of the United States as much as greenbacks. 


Mr. ALLISON. But the silver certificate is not a legal tender. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is not a legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is not a legal tender now. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a legal tender for all Government dues, 
It is a qualified legal tender, Mr. President. 

Mr. ISON. I Agro. 

Mr. TELLER. And that is one of the things that have held it 
ata parity with gold. Every man who owes the Government a 
debt, whether it beon account of maces duties or on any other ac- 
count, can walk up to the Treas partment and put down the 
silver certificate and discharge t debt, and every man who 
takes the silver certificate takes it with the knowledge that it will 
perform that important function of money; andthus it entersinto 
the value of every single silver certificate that is created. Later, if 
I haye time, I am going to talk about what has maintained the 
=, between the silver dollar and the gold dollar; but I will 
eave that for the present. 

I want to repeat that I approach this discussion, as I said before, 
with suspicion, for I heard the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
yesterday say that the credit- ening act of 1869, which pro- 
vided for the payment of gold bonds in coin and nothing else, had 
1 the greenback redeemable in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr, President 

Mr. TELLER. Did I not understand the Senator to say that 


3 

Mr. ALLISON, If I did say it, it was a lapsus, I certainly had 
no intention to say that, because that would not be true. hat 
I did say, if the Senator will allow me a moment 

Mr. TELLER. 8 

Mr. ISON. What I did say was that the credit-strength- 
ening act of 1869 provine that the bonds should be payable in 
coin, but they should not be so paid until the United States notes 
were also redeemable in gold and silver. Therefore, all United 
States notes by the strengthening act of 1869 would be payable in 
either metal. I did not mean to be so understood; and I certainly 
did not say that. ; 

Mr. TELLER, I shall not hold the Senator to the strict state- 
ment that he made, because I realize that when a Senator makes 
a speech, as he made his yesterday and as Iam making mine to- 
day, sometimes he is a little careless of his words. He certainly 
gave me to understand that; and I looked into the RECORD this 
morning to find his speech, but unfortunately I did not find it 


ere, 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that, 
what is an unusual thing for me, I asked an opportunity to look 
over the notes, but they did not come to me until a pretty late 
hour in the evening and I have not yet looked at them. So that 
whatever statement I made appears, 

Mr. TELLER. I shall refer perhaps to some other things the 
Senator said, and if I misunderstood him or misrepresent him I 
hope he will feel free to correct me. 

Mr. ALLISON, I thank the Senator. 

Mr, TELLER. I will be glad to have his correction. 

STANDARD OF VALUE. 

Now I want to touch a few minutes on the Senator’s position on 
the question of standard. Ilistened yesterday to the very remark- 
able speech of the Senator from Nevada Mr. Joxxsl. in which he 
dealt very interestingly and very scientifically with the question 
of standard. I understand the unit of value is nothing in the 
world but simply a start to account from, and that the unit of 
value might not be represented, as the Senator said yesterday, by 
any coin whatever, and that for several hundred years Great Brit- 
ain had a unit, but no coin that represented it. Ithinkitis within 
the last thirty or forty years that she has not had a coin, the sov- 
ereign, to represent her standard. There are half a dozen coun- 
tries which have a unit, but have no coin to represent it. A 

The establishment of a unit out of silver or gold does not make 
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a gold standard or a silver standard. If a nation should declare 
that there should be two units of value and one should be made 
out of gold and the other out of silver, that would not be bimet- 
allism unless, in addition to that declaration, the nation making 
it should open its mints to the coinage of the two metals alike, 
That is what determines it, not the unit. We were not on a silver 
standard because the unit of 1792 was made out of silver of the 
value of the Spanish milled dollar. We would not have been on 
a gold standard because the unit of value of 1873 was made out of 
25.8 grains of standard gold. If the mints had been left open to 
the coinage of the silver dollar and the gold dollar alike, not nec- 
essarily the gold dollar or the silver dollar would haye been the 
standard, but coins that had an established relation between one 
another by law. 

Mr. President, we are not legally on the gold standard to-day, 
and we have not been legally on the gold standard. As the result 
of the action of the Treasury Department we are 1 on 
the gold standard, but, as I said, not legally so. ere is no jus- 
tification whatever for this legislation unless it is upon the theory 
that we are not upon the gold standard and that the legislative 
mind is that we should go to the gold standard. That is What the 
pill means, and that is all it does mean, Mr. President. We are 
on what is sometimes called the limping silver standard and some- 
times the limping gold standard, for it is neither a silver nor a 
gold standard, and it is not true bime k 

In the conference at Brussels the Senator from Iowa was a 
prominent member. Ishould like to say 5 rather com- 
plimentary to him, but I am afraid in doing so I might be tempted 
to say something uncomplimentary to some member of the com- 
mission whose course did not meet my approval; therefore for 
the present I shall have to pass that, and simply say I have no 
complaint to make as to the course of the Senator at the Brussels 
conference. : 

Mr. FORAKER. Will not the Senator give us the names? 

Mr. TELLER. It would be invidious to give names. In that 
conference one gentleman making a h said the United States 
was on the gold standard. The president of that conference, who 
was a man of great repute in England and throughout Europe, 
when he got the floor very promptly said that the United States 
was not on the gold standard, but on the limping standard. Mr. 
Tirard, of France, repeatedly said in debate that France was not 
on the gold standard nor on the silver standard, but on the limp- 
ing standard. If he had been talking in Greek he would have 
called it the scalene standard; that is, where one leg is shorter 
than the other. Nobody outside of the United States has con- 
sidered us as being on the gold standard. 

Ido not think that is very important; but, as I said before, prac- 
tically we have been forced to the gola standard by Executive 
usurpations, by a refusal to obey the law, by the voluntary surren- 
der, through dent Cleveland, for nothing, to the bondholder 
of a t right which the American people have, and which 
they declared was worth, on a small issue of bonds, $16,000,000. 
How much, I would like to inquire, is it worth on this great re- 
issue? It was by usurpation, by transgression of the law, that we 
were put upon standard; and what you are afraid of, and the 
reason why you are here with this bill, is that you fear the Ameri- 
can poopie will send somebody here and put somebody in the 
White House and put somebody in the other House of Congress 
who will have the courage to stand for the interests of the whole 
people and enforce the law. So you go around the country, or 
your agents do, saying, We mean to fix the conditions so that the 

d standard can not be disturbed. If the gold standard had 
n established by law, it could not be disturbed unless by legis- 
lation. You can not deny this to the American people, much as 
you may desire so to do. 
EFFECT OF TARIFF. 

The Senator from Iowa took occasion to of the condition 
of the country in 1893, when a majority of his associates in this 
Chamber—and a majority of the Republicans—joined a Demo- 
cratic Administration and gave more votes than were received on 
the Democratic side for the President’s scheme to repeal the pur- 
chasing clause of the act of July 14, 1890, which he himself had 
been active and efficient and vigorous in imposing upon the Ameri- 
can people, and imposing it on them, as was said, so that there 
might be avoided the responsibility of having a Republican Presi- 
dent compelled to veto a 8 bill. ; 

The Senator has said that when the Democrats came into power 
under Mr. Cleveland our revenues fell, that it was not the fault 
of Republican legislation, but it was the fault of the American 
peuple who exercised an undoubted right in electing a President 

f the United States. I think they made a horrible blunder, Mr. 
President, when they did that. I thought so then, and I think so 
yet. We escaped with less evil than I feared we would when Mr. 
Cleveland went into the White House, but we should have escaped 
with infinitely less evil if the 1 had not supported him 
better than he was supported by his own party. 


The act known as the McKinley tariff act was before the Senate 
along time, and thoroughly discussed. There were Senators in 
this body who declared again and again that while some of the 
rates provided for were outrageously high, while the bill put 
duties upon some articles which, according to Republican princi- 

les, were not necessary, it would not afford sufficient revenue to 
efray the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. President, Ido not care who might have been elected Presi- 
dent, for if Mr, Harrison had been elected there would have; been 
likewise a deficiency, and I will admit that the deficiency was the 
primary cause of our difficulties, Imean, of course, with reference 
to maintaining the redemption fund, as you insist, at $100,000,000, 
and being prepared at all times with abundant money to redeem 
paper as it came to us, 

borrowed of the Senator yesterday a paper from which he read, 
and I wish to read something from it, I Want to call attention to 
the fact that the deficiencies which arose arose because of an im- 
roper tariff. Of course I do not know that I ought to say that, 
use on this side of the Chamber the majority of those who 
discuss these questions have always insisted that the law did not 
have anything to do with it; that it was a question of commerce; 
but you made a statute concerning the import duties, and this 
was the result: In 1890 you had a surplus of $85,000,000. You 
had more than that amount in the year preceding and still more 
in the year before that. The very purpose of the McKinley bill, 
as it was alleged, was to decrease the revenue and get rid of the 
surplus, which it was then said was a bad thing to have. 

I remember hearing young General Grant say, when he was 
running for an office over in New York, that it could be demon- 
strated that a surplus was a great deal better than a deficiency. 
I thought that was a manifestation of some of his father’s horse 
sense; and I think Senators here will find it is a great deal easier 
to deal with a surplus than it is with a deficiency. But for the 
purpose not of paying the public debt, which had been up to about 
that time a Republican policy, we changed the tariff, True, we 
changed it in regard to some articles on the tariff list as to which 
the men who were manufacturing were clamoring for increased 
tariff duties, which they got. You had $26,000,000 that year. 
The next year you had less than $10,000,000—$9,914,000, for I am 
not giving the odd numbers—and the next year you had $2,000,000. 

President, no on of that decrease of the revenues can 
be charged to the mocratic Administration, nor can it be 
charged to the expectation of the election of such an Administra- 
tion. I will venture to say that the great majority of men deal- 
ing with public affairs in the t centers of trade believed to the 
last minute that the Republican and not the Democratic candi- 
date would be elected, 

The next year, that is the year 1894, there was a deficiency of 


0,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 
make a brief statement? 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator must be aware that the large in- 
crease of duties which was effected by the McKinley act, so called, 
had produced very large importations prior to the time that act 
took effect, and had reduced very greatly the co uent importa- 
tions subsequent to the passage of the statute. So the revenue for 
montan, after that act went into effect fell below the normal 
amoun 

Mr. TELLER, I will admit that. The impression went out 
that the McKinley bill was to increase tariff duties on very many 
articles; and it undoubtedly did increase them, as the Senator 


says. A t many merchants would naturally provide them- 
selves with an extra supply of goods, but I deny that they would 
provide themselves wi 


6 3 a supply sufficient to carry them through 
all this time, showing a defici my I repeat, it can not be denied 
that there would have been a deficiency under the McKinley bill 
if Mr. Cleveland had not been elected. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa was asked yesterday what 
was the deficiency in 1894—and I recall with what unction he an- 
nounced that it was $70,000,000. Then I remember that thereran 
around this side of the Senate a smile, as if that was a knock-down 
argument. I want to say to the Senator that every dollar that was 
collected that y was collected under the McKinley law, and the 
Wilson law did not go into effect until long after the closeof that 
fiscal year. I suppose the Senator would come back and say that 
while, of course, they knew that there was to be a bill to relieve 
some of those tariff exactions, therefore they ceased to buy. To 
some extent those statements are true; but they are not true to 
the extent that it is claimed. A merchant who does business must 
keep his stock up fresh and new, and no great wholesale dealer in 
any of the groat cities, dependent upon the Western and Central 
trade, could afford to let his stock run down. The stock is brought 
up and kept up. There were other things which brought about 
that bors tion. One was the hard times then existing in this 
country. 
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REDEMPTION OF THE GREENBACK. 


Another thing which the Senator dilated upon at great length 
Was as to the fear that the greenback was not to be redeemed in 
gold. Mr, President, I want to say that I have been a careful ob- 
server and there never has been an hour in the United States since 
January 1, 1879, when the public had any doubt that the green- 
back would be redeemed in gold. There never has been a com- 
mercial transaction that took place in the United States that will 
justify any man in saying that the peuple were afraid that the 
greenback would not be redeemed in gold. There have been great 
raids made upon the Treasury. The other day a Senator who did 


not makea h, in reply to something I had said, stated in sub- 
stance that the demand for mbacks created the necessity for a 
bond issue. Mr. President, i am going to show from in utable 


evidence that the demand for bonds was what created the demand 
for gold and greenbacks. Everybody ought to know that. There 
was no difficulty whatever until the revenues ran down, until the 
amount in the Treasury could not be kept there because there 
were not sufficient revenues. When it became known that Mr. 
Cleveland intended to reenforce the $100,000,000 ot pola reserve by 
a bond issue, then the demand for gold came, as will be shown by 
the records, The demand for gold grew, I repeat, out of bond 
issues, and not because the people of the United States were afraid 
of the greenbacks. 

In 1893 there was a financial panic such as has been seen in this 
country brt once or twice within my recollection. The Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones] yesterday said it was a bond and bank 

anic. Mr. President, it was a bank panic, assisted by the then 
esident of the United States, who publicly declared it was nec- 
essary that the people should have “an object lesson“ before they 
would consent to the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man act of 1800. Iwill not go into that now. Ina I made 
here some years ago I presented the evidence that that was a pre- 
concerted bank panic, It got so very violent, so fierce, and so 
alarming, as I said the other day, that the great banks of the great 
cities of this country s ded, not specie 8 alone, but 
all payment for a period of more than ninety days, and when any- 
one went to the banks with his checks the banks gave him clearing - 
house certificates, which were not money. In all that panic the 
greenback never failed. It was as good as gold. 

The Senator says the people were afraid the greenback would be 
paid in silver. During the most of that period the silver dollar 
sold over the brokers’ counters in the city of New York for from 
8 to 5 per cent more than gold. The same thing was done in other 
cities, not because the people had more interest in silver in 
gold, but because silver was the most convenient money to be used; 
and, Mr. President, I repeat here from my place that there has 
never been an hour and there is no commercial act that can be 
cited to show that the American p poopie doubted that we would 
redeem the greenback in gold, ere Was no in this coun- 
try after 1879 which was objecting to redeeming it in gold, and 
there was ample power in the Secretary of the 1 to main- 
tain it by the issue of bonds. Everybody knew that no man had 
ever been in the Treasury ent, nor was any man ever 
likely to be there, who would not see that the law was executed, 
especially as it was in the interest not only of the Government 
that the greenback should be so redeemed, but in the interest of 
the commercial public as well. It would have been a disaster, I 
think, to have had the Government repudiateits obligations. The 
Government never has done so, and it is not likely to do so; andI 
am sorry the Senator did not look a little more carefully into this 
matter and discover that fact. ; 

Mr. President, I said that I was going to show something about 
the cause which drew gold out of the Treasury, this endless chain 
which we hear about, which is being provided for in this bill and 
is to be a feature of our financial policy hereafter. 


TROUBLE OF MAINTAINING THE GOLD STANDARD. 


I said the other day—and do not wish to repeat it now for fear 
of extending my remarks for too great a length, but I am goin 
to advert to it in another way—that no country in the worl 
has gone to a gold standard which did not suffer ills which were 
very much greater than the benefits derived from such action. 
One of those ills is the trouble of maintaining the standard after 

ou have adopted it. For fear I may not have an opportunity 
ereafter, I will say that Italy went to the gold standard by law 
as many as sixteen or eighteen yearsago. Shenever had the gold 
standard a minute. She borrowed $80,000,000 in gold and put it 
into her treasury, but she has never dared to let it all go into cir- 
culation to this hour, because if she had done so the demand is so 
great, she being a debtor nation, that she would have lost it out of 
er circulation. 


Russia attempted to go to the gold standard. 5 
went to the gold standard in 1872, and has never been able to 
make it Half a dozen other countries are in the same con- 


dition. 


ood. 
The South American 8 undertook to go to the 
gold standard, and every one of t 


em found itself in a little while 


without gold. I have the authority of a man which can not be 
questioned—I think I will put that in now for fear I may not have 
time to put it in hereafter—Dr. Robert Giffen, of Great Britain, 
S the most influential gold monometallist in the world, 
written learnedly on this subject. I think I have read every- 
thing Dr. Giffen has written. ile he is almost a fanatic on 
the subject of monometallism, and insists that monometallism is 
to be the rule, yet he says if you can not have gold, you ought to 
have silver as the single standard, and not bimetallism, I think, 
after all, he is the fairest minded scientist in Europe on his side. 
He walks up to the result of his system and admits it. He never 
has denied the appreciation of gold. He has insisted that it ex- 
isted. He is living in a community which buysa great deal more 
than it sells, and he appeals to their cupidity and says you want 
cheap products, and the cheaper they are the better for you.” 
Then he fi to show how much they have made by adhering 
to the gold standard with its low prices. 
I want to read an article written by Dr. Giffen in June, 1898, a 
See ainst the establishment of the gold standard in India, 
enI take up the other proposition, which I have left for a 
moment, as to the withdrawal of gold from our here. 
Dr. Giffen starts out by saying in a letter written to the editor 
of the London Times: 


It is a hard saying to some that a gold standard is impossible for India. 
j has n discussed as if the choice of a money standard were 


acq 
view. Governments would certainly act wisely at all times in having regard 
to the economic conditions of their subjects, and their tastes and habits in 
the matter of currency. 


I shall not read it all—— 


rei that makes the dificnity. ber bined with heayy indeb 
me es bu ver combine n indebt- 
. The gold itt f ti 


y. 
currency, whether of r or other coin, is then with difficul! 
convertible into Zod, and so thestendard is lost. * 15 
In this view, it is a great convenience to a debtor country like India, and, 
almost a necessity, to havea money different from that of its creditor 

coun 


I believe the Senator from Nevada said something of that kind 
yesterday, which I have no doubt everybody who is for this bill 
will regard as a great heresy, 

When the money is different the depression of 3 in the debto: 
country, which is the result of the competition for bills on the creditorcoun 
try, lowers the valuation of the mone: comparen with the creditor’s money, 
and thereby the value of all goods in debtor country compared with the 
creditor's „ Hence there is a stimulus to the 
which are suitable for the creditor Never” & and the money of the debtor 
country is not acted upon at although i things to be 
3 as we have seen, when the debtor country has the same money as its 


I only read this as bearing upon what I said about the difficulty 
of establishing the gold standard. I think myself there is a little 
bit of heresy in a part of that quotation, but I hesitate to say so 
against such high gold authority. 

Hence the debtor country, with a different money from that of the cred- 
itor country, is able to retain that money in spite of its poverty and the ad- 

; and the 3 po a contracted money market due to nor- 
are man cases in point of countries in an economic 
but ps not so poor, which have a 


bu 
of 7 — 5 which issued a 
000,000 in 
standard was never really effective, or was so for so short a period as hardly 


Within the last week I sawin a financial paper a statement that 
they had never dared to put out a large amount of that money be- 
cause they knew the minute they put it out it would be exported, 
and the Government would be distressed. 

The Argentine Republic, has twice failed; Brazil and Chile ha 
failed; S has failed: Aus and Russia failed to keep a metallicstandard 
of silverfor similar reasons. Some of the countries named are once more 
renewing the attempt at a gold standard, and Japan is a new beginner in 
the same line; but, unless one or more of them prove to be unexpectedly 
rich—and Japan, for instance, is rich for the moment—the attempt is no 
— an experiment, and we are justified in saying it is far m cer- 


a new loan of £15,000,000 to relieve 
is nothing, 0 en the force of the lesson 
a poor and indebted country with its wince also possessi — ing tha: Ac oa 
The chances are that even very costly attempts not succeed. 

Since Dr. Giffen wrote that article Chile has gone back to the 
silver standard or attempted to do so; she has been on a panar 
standard of irredeemable paper, to which nearly all the South 
American countries have brought themselves by their foolish at- 
tempt to imitate the great, rich country of Great Britain and have 
a gold standard. 

. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not wish to interrupt the Sen- 
ator without his gianni 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pertus in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator will admit 
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that we are not a poor country; but does he say we are a debtor 
countr 


2 

Mr. FELLER. That we are a debtor country can not be de- 
nied. There is no country in the world that owes as much as we 
owe. We owe largely to ourselves. I ought to except France. 
The French Government owes, but the people do not owe to each 
other as we do. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] the other 
day made a statement ete how much our net exports had 
been in eleven years and how little gold had come back. I wish 
to say to the Senator from Connecticut that there is no evidence 
that our securities have been coming back any faster than they 
have been going. Just before the close of Mr, aero n’s Admin- 
istration it was semiofficially announced at least that in one 
single month a hundred millions of our securities had gone to 
Europe. We know it to be a fact that one of the great bankers 
of New York City, abont the close of that Administration, went 
to Europe with gi ed securities to sell in order to get money 
to keep the business of the country from being unusually and un- 
pleasantly depressed. 

REDEMPTION AGAIN. 

Mr. President. I wish to get back to the question of greenback 
redemptions. I read from the report of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury for 1899. This is one of the cases where I think you 
can rely u the report of the Secre , because he is not al- 
lowed to draw on his imagination, but he has to deal with the 
stubborn record facts. The Senator from Iowa was dealing with 
the Administration of President Cleveland and the question of the 
fright of the American people about greenbacks. do not won- 
der that the Senator, not having perhaps looked at this, repeated 
that statement, because all the great public press of this country 
during that panic asserted sa and in that the whole thing 
was occasioned by fright and the fear that we would go to a silver 
basis, and therefore people hoarded not only goia but greenbacks 
and silver certificates and silver dollars. If they had been afraid 
that we were going to the silver basis, there would have been 
no but gold that they would have hoarded. 

I will give the redemptions from March, 1893, to June, 1893, 
both inclusive. That was during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration. 
The redemptions were $40,850,410. From July to the following 
January, inclusive, the redemptions were $5,810,502. That is the 
time that the panic was rife. That is the time when the Senator 
said the difficulty was created because the people were afraid of 
greenbacks. In a less length of time before the panic became 
rife they had taken $40,000,000 out of the Treasury, and then they 
took five or practically six millions afterwards. 3 

In February, 1894, and down to June, 1894, both inclusive, there 
was drawn out of the Treasury 879.000, 000; and if the Senator 
from Wisconsin . SPOONER], who I think rather indicated 
one day that he thought the Treasury was depleted because the 

le wanted gold for other purposes than bond buying, will 

, he will find that on the 17th day of January of that year the 
President of the United States gave notice that he was about to 
sell a lot of bonds which would be paid for in gold. Thereupon 
the got went to the Treasury with their greenbacks to get gold 
with which to buy bonds, and in January there was $356,356, and 
from July down to that time there had not been a month that had 
more than $2,348,000, I stated that the whole of it was less than 
$6,000,000. But in that month, Feb , there was $19,193,354 
drawn out of the Treasury. What was that drawn for? It was 
drawn for the purpose of buying these bonds which the people had 
been notified were to be put upon the market, 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Were not those the months in 
which we had the rtations of gold? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Connecticut 
will please observe the rule and address the Chair when he de- 
sires to interrupt a Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I will ask the 
Chair for permission to interrupt the Senator from Colorado, 

AET P IDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
vie 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I always yield. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The question I wish to askis this: 
Were not those the very months in which our greatest exporta- 
tions ert occurred? 2 

Mr. LLER. I expected that question, because I have be- 
come pretty well accustomed to our friends questioning all our 
statements and thus trying to find a hole to get out through. 
5 1 here from the same authority I will give our exports of 
gold for that month, Our imports were $2,140,982 and our ex- 
ports were $3,209,000, or about a million dollars net exports, I 
think the Senator from Connecticut is answered, but I will 
answer him as I go along with the other months. He will see 
that there is no foundation for the statement that the gold was 
withdrawn for export, although that is the usual demand upon 
the Treasury for gold. It is for exportation, I will admit. It 


reatest e 


always has been before and it always will be when an exporta- 
tion of gold is to be made. 

When was the next bond issue? 

Mr. ALLISON. November. 

Mr. TELLER. November, 1894. The notice was given that 
the bonds would be issued and paid for some time afterwards. 
There were in the month of May $26,541,082 of redemptions, and 
there were in June $22,169,893 of redemptions. There is nearly 
$50,000,000 in two months. However, I will be able to show the 
Senator heavier redemptions than that. 

Now I will answer the Senator, and perhaps this will satisfy 
him. There was an import of gold of $4,282,743, but against that 
there was an export of pog of $27,400,000, Itis fair to say that 
at that time that probably was largely for rt, and the next 
month was probably largely for export also. I think these deple- 
tions of gold from the banks necessarily would have had a tendency 
to cause some of the banks to go to the Treasury. A part of it 
may have been taken from that. A part of the exports probably 
went from our new gold, because new gold generally goes 
abroad in bars rather than in coin, 

Mr. SPOONER. What were the exports in July? 

Mr. TELLER, This brings us down to July, 1895, The exports 
were, as I said, twenty-seven million and twenty-three million, 
res 25 tively. That was the time of this great redemption May 
and June. 

On November 14, 1894, a proclamation was made for another 
issue of bonds mind you, this was in 1894. Did the Senator from 
Wisconsin ask for July? I will give it to the Senator. July fol- 
lowing there was nearly fourteen millions of redemptions. 

Mr. ALLISON. July, 1894? 

Mr. TELLER. July, 1894. Then the next month there was 
less than five millions; the next less than a million; next month 
three millions, in round numbers; and the next nearly eight mil- 
lions, December, after this call was made, it was $31,907,221. 
Against that there was a net export of about nine and a half mil- 
lions of gold. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that January? 

Mr. TELLER, That is in December, 1894. In January the re- 
demptions were 845,117,838 and the imports were a million and a 
quarter, in round numbers, and the exports were pretty nearly 
twenty-six millions of gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. January, 1895? 

Mr. TELLER. January, 1895; and the imports were about a 
million and a quarter and the rts nearly twenty-six millions, 
Then the redemptions fell practically to comparatively nothing 
115 a balance of the year, the next month, February, being five 
millions. 

Mr. ALLISON. What abont exports? 

Mr. TELLER. The exports fell off, too. Iwill read them to 
the Senator to illustrate it. In February there was $5,560,902, and 
our imports of gold were $5,632,197, and the net exports were 
about a million and a half, The next month the redemptions 
were, in round numbers, about a million, and the imports of gold 
sent to $7,246,000. Ido not give exact figures, It is not worth 
while. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATTof Connecticut. Half of the loan which the Senator 
is speaking of, made about that time, or before that time, was 


placed abroad in gold. 
Mr, TELLER. Yes; it wassupposed tobe. It issaid—I do not 
know whether it is true—that the people shipped the gold over 


there and paid it over there. That was a current rumor. It 
may be that it was a slander. Possibly this seven millions was 
what they got. The exports that month were about $3,126,000, 
and then each month from that down the imports were consider- 
ably larger than the exports and the redemptions were about a 
million a month, 

We had another bond issue. On January 6, 1896, another circu- 
lar was issued for a hundred millions of bonds, and in that fiscal 
year the redemptions were $158,659,956, but $82,503,440 was in the 
last half of that year. That is, after January, 1896, speaking of 
the fiscal year and not the calendar year. On January 6, 1896, the 
circular was issued. During that month the redemptions were 
$16,448,508, The next month, February, $21,736,876, and in March 
$6,856,546. For January, 1896, we had a net export of gold of onl. 
about $200,000, Iam not trying to be exact. For the next mont 
we had a net import of gold of somewhere in the neighborhood 
of $9,000,000. In March the imports of gold exceeded by about 
$300,000 the exports. 

Mr. President, I believe there can be no question but that those 
redemptions were largely the work of the people who wanted to 
buy bonds, and that will be the way, and it will always be easy to 
secure bonds whenever they want them, by simply making a raid 
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upon the Treasury and then getting up a fright and then having 


the bonds issued. I know it was said yesterday by the Senator 
from Iowa that he did not believe there would be any issue of 
bonds. I speak with some hesitation upon that point because I 
have not before me the RECORD containing his speech; but that is 
a matter of opinion, and, of course, is not worth v: much, I 
think you will find a decided intention to make raids upon the 
Treasury from time to time when the great moneyed interests of 
the country, who want to put their holdings into bonds, wish that 
class of security. Itis the best security in the world. If a man 
had bought bonds in 1873 and held them he would have made more 
money he could have made by any investment which it was 
possible for the human mind to conceive of. He would have a 
proper which has not depreciated. Anything else he might have 
ught 


depreciated. 
UNREALIZED PROPHECIES. 
There has been a good deal said about the failure of our prophe- 
cies. I-shall not s at length upon it. We did ie, sar some 
evils from the gold standard that have not come true; but we did 
not prophesy as many about the gold standard that did not come 
true as our friends have about silver which have failed of realiza- 


on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator leaves the question of re- 
demptions, I should be glad to call his attention tothe fact that since 
the Ist of January, 1879, a period of about twenty-two years, there 
have been redeemed only $545,000,000 of greenbacks, or about one 
and three-fifths times the amount outstanding, 

Mr. TELLER. What significance does the Senator attach to 
that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iattach very great significance to that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iattach this significance to it, that in times 
of content as respects the condition of our finances and the condi- 
tion of the country there is practically no redemption of green- 
backs, and it is only in times such as he has described, when there 
are enormous and abnormal exportations of gold, and, if you 
please to add, the sale of bonds, that these redemptions take place. 

Mr. TELLER. IL agree with that statement. The difficulty in 
maintaining the gold standard wherever it has been attempted is 
not because of trouble at home, not because there is a premium 
on gold—and I am going to touch on that point before I get 
through, but not now—because of the demand for gold for export; 
Whenever gold is required for export the demand is made on the 
Treasury by presenting greenbacks for redemption. It is the 
struggle the world is making to get gold. 

I wish to say a word about these prophecies. I recall very well 
when the measure known as the Bland-Allison bill was before the 
Senate largely enginesred and supported and put through by the 
aid and under the advice of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
against the absolute conviction of a good many of us that it was 
not a wise method of settling the question, when there was a 
divergence between gold and silver of only 8 per cent—I think 
that is right—— 

Mr. ALLISON, Eight or nine. 

Mr. TELLER. Eight or nine. I am firmly of the opinion my- 
self that if we had gone to free coinage then there would have 
been no trouble whatever to secure the cooperation of France, 
and if France had not cooperated with us we, with our great 
wealth, could have maintained the parity between the two metals 
absolutely. We would have established it in an hour, But the 
Senator from Vermont, who is not with us now, who was then 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, standing in this Chamber, 
I remember, said that if we adopted the Bland-Allison bill the 
Government of the United States would never sell another bond, 
or if it did sell more bonds it would be at an extravagant rate of 
interest. I recall that the President of the United States vetoed 
that bill with a declaration that it was unwise and that it would 
bring us into trouble. I recall that the Secretary of the Treasury 
stated before a House committee and in his annual report of that 
year that not more than $50,000,000 could be coined before there 
would be a depreciated silver dollar. 

What was the result? Not a prediction that was made in the 
great public press against it (and all the great press of the coun- 
try was against it), not a prediction made in this Chamber (and 
there were a great Tany fe eee it), not a prediction made from 
the White House or the Treasury Department,evercametrue. We 
entered upon a period of prospecisy that we have not had since. 
When it , as it did some years ago, we have never been 
able to return to it, and with all your boasted prosperity you have 
not got where you were a year after we p the Bland-Allison 
bill. They said we would not coin any gold. We heard that in 
this Chamber. In the next five years we coined within a trifle as 
much gold as we had coined in the ten preceding years, and gold, 
which had been a stranger to the great majority of the people, to 
men who had grown up and had never seen a gold coin, was seen 
by them in abundance in circulation with the silver dollar, and 
the two at an absolute parity. 


PARITY OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

I stated the other day that there never was an hour from the 
time the first silver dollar came from the mint till I was speaking 
when there had been any divergence in value between the silver 
dollar and the gold dollar; that the Treasury paid out the silver 
dollar as they paid out gold, and that the $167,000,000 of it, either 
as dollars or as silver certificates, had gone out in circulation for 
an equal amount of gold carried to the Treasury and put in there 
for the purpose of getting that which they preferred to gold, and 
that was silver. So not à single suggestion ever came true, and 
no man living can stand up and show that any evil influence 
whatever followed that act; On the contrary, everything grew 
better. Wehad beensending gold abroad and losing it for sixteen 
straight years and the tide turned with the passage of that act, and 
that year we got a small net import of gold and we continued it 
to a degree that no nation has ever had before. The imports were 
so great ourexportsincreased. There was pr rity everywhere, 
and it continued to a very large degree until there was the bank 
panic of which I have spoken. 

In 1893 we made some predictions of what would happen. We 
were making our fight against the destruction of silver as money 
upon the theory enunciated by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES] yesterday with such t force, a theory that the scien- 
tific men of the world never doubted nor questioned until preju- 
dice and passion compelled them to belie history and science and 
declare that the quantitative theory was not a correct one. We 
were saying, You are destroying a part of the money, and if you 
destroy it there is not gold enough to take its place. 

We were justified, . President. Gold had been 8 
year by year for many years. Nobody knew that the great gol 
fields of Africa would produce what they are producing. Nobody 
knew that Cripple Creek, an extent of territory not much bigger 
than the District of Columbia, would produce $20,000,000 in a 
peers with a fair prospect of doubling it the next year. Nobody 

new that Klondike would send us down twenty-five or thirty 
million dollars of gold and with a 888 of sending us three or 
four times that amount. Nobody believed that the gold product 
of the world would go to $300,000,000. You who contended for 
the destruction of silver money declared over and over again that 
there was gold enough and you did not want any more. 
COCIRCULATION OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

Mr. President, I pass that. I want to just touch for a few min- 
utes on the proposition so often made, and made with so much 
ex cathedra authority. This is it: You can not circulate gold and 
silver together. I have heard it asserted here and I have heard it 
elsewhere, there is not a gold-standard advocate in this country 
who does not repeat it, that you can not circulate gold and silver 
together. It is an old saying that what has been done can be 
Gone. As Dr. Johnson said, the test of truth is experience. The 
experience of the world will Phang me in saying that for hun- 
dreds of years—nay, Mr. President, for thousands of years—the two 
metals have traveled side by side, doing money duty, as they were 
fixed by law, not subject to the whims and caprice of men, not 
subject to the ever-changing affairs of commercial life, but fixed 
there by law, fixed there as early as fifteen hundred years before 
the Christian era in India, fixed from time to time ever since, 
sometimes at one ratio and sometimes at another, but always tied 
together by law. England-circulated for many years gold and 
silver together; France circulated them together; all Europe that 
was bimetallic circulated them, and we circulated them. 

Mr. President, I have heard agan and again that our relation 
of gold and silver at 15 to 1 had a tendency to drive out the gold. 
We had as much gold in circulation in this country from 1792 to 
1835 as we had silver. We had the world’s gold. e had a law 
that took in the coin of all mankind, both gold and silver, and 
they continued to circulate here, not alternately, not one time gold 
and another silver, but together, and we made no export of gold 
to amount to anything until 1820. That is a fact established by 
the report of the Director of the Mint in 1835. There was not 
much attention paid to . a list of exports, etc. 

I have stated that the gold circulated in France. I want to 
make this statement, and if any Senator will ever call on me at 
any time I will prove to him by the documents which I have not 
time to read, that there never was an hour in France when there 
was not all the gold that the commercial interests of France re- 
quired and all the silver that the commercial interests required; 
and that there never was in the purchasing power, in the domes- 
tic relations of France, the slightest variation between silver and 
gold. And yet during all that time, from the very commence- 
ment of this century up to 1842, there was a premium on gold in 
France, a premium on gold in England, and a premium on gold 
in the United States. But it was a premium for export. It was 
because there was a demand for gold to go abroad and not an 
extra demand for gold for domestic purposes, and no premium in 
either papery on gold in circulation; but the broker who col- 
lected the gold for export got a premium when he sold it. 

We had apremium on gold here, and yet I defy any man to find 


1770 


a scintilla of evidence to justify him in saying that at any time a 
pon dollar would Ruy an more than a silver dollar. A part of 
e time while gold fell the silver dollar was so valuable that it 


1 facts of 


there was a Sy between the gold money of France and the 
silver money, and so without looking into the matter they fell 


In 1833 the Director of the United States Mint, Samuel Moore, 
making his sie a in gof the resumption of spocie pay- 
ments in England in 1820 and the mint regulations in England as 
to silver coinage, said: 


The above principles of coi were adopted in Sapena 1816, and on 
the resumption of specie payments, in 1820, were carried into full effect and 
became thereafter the contr principle of their metallic currency. 
From that period the gold coins of the United States have been in demand 
for exportation at a premium variable in amount, but always sufficient to 
withdraw them from circulation. g a 8 7 

The average relative value 1 * and silver in Ley gy was found, during 
u period of twelve years, from to inclusive, to be 15.77 tol. The av- 
— relative value of gold and silver in ce during seven years ending 
with 1882 was 15.68tol. The tong > pac value of gold and silver in the 
F that th . —.— 5 tio of 15.625 to 1 is exceeding] 

a erefo! e p ratio of 15. ex gly 
near to the actual relative value of d and silver in the United States, aris- 

from whatever cause, during whole interval since 1521, inclusive, 

n first a premium for gold above its legal value in our coins began to at- 
tract observation. The error of this ratio, moreover, if there be an error, is 
on the side of safety,to be corrected by a further advance, if the result 
should be found to justify it. X ë 


+ * 
No purpose is presumed to be entertained of changing in any degree the 
measure ot yalue residing in our silver colon the acknowledged 


Winans be the decision of political mist to the expedien 
ver may e mo econo sas to the e G 
of both gold and silver a 9 45 tender for all amounts, or the further 
of the two metals i 
that, in effect, there can be but one—these 


estion, 
ed 


„ 


have long settled in the United States. Both gold and silver have dur- 
the existence of the Government been a general tender, while silver 
in our conception of p 


th 
Any modification of the leave this 
standard of value undisturbed, and none could be contemplated without 
concern which would it. 


basis 
ard of value; that gold shall be, as at present, a l 
but estimated in such a on to silver that the former will be expo: 
by a slight preference when circumstances shall induce theexport 

a portion of the national coins. 

In December, 1830, the House of Representatives appointed a 
committee to consider various financial eee among which 
was one to make silver the only legal- er money between indi- 
viduals, but to make gold legal tender to the Government, but 
not otherwise. : 

Mr. C. P. White was chairman, and on the 30th of June, 1832, 
he pacs a partial report. Among other things, the committee 
said: 


Silver is the ancient currency of the United States, the metal in which the 
money unit is exhibited, the money generally used in foreign commerce, and 
that description of the precious metal in the distribution of which we exer- 
cise an extensive . The committee upon due consideration of all the 
ces are of the opinion that the standard of value ought 


Sale teeny and exclusively, as it is practically, regulated by silver. 
In the report of the committee made March 17, 1832, they de- 


That no gold of consequence was exported from the United States from 
1792 to 1821. 


Also— 


That there were certainly no indications that g4 was rated too low in 
our standard of 1 to 15 earlier than 1821, when the English demand com- 
menced. 


Mr. President, I do not want to extend my remarks beyond the 
time allotted, although I might be tempted to do so if no one else 
wanted to speak. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
financial condition of the world from the Mint Report of 1832. 

Director of the Mint Samuel Moore, in his report to the Speaker 
of hea id of Representatives according tolaw, January 11, 1832, 
reports: 

In obedience to the resolutions of the House of Representatives of Decem- 
ber 14 requiring the Director of the Mint to report to the House, as far as in 
his power, the present relative value of gold and silver bullion in the princi- 
pal countries of. Europe and the United Gates that is to say, If 371.25 
of pure silver are worth Sl, what is the worth of the same weight of pure gold? 

Among other things, speaking of the legal ratio established in 
1792, he said: 
eine. deficiency, . 5 rato of gold to arer in oe os 
other throughout that pried, COC St siver romalnod at par 
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Meaning from 1792 to 1821, 

Both were the object of a premium measured in the actual curren porns 
the suspension of specie payments, but both of the same premium. “The firs’ 
notice of a premium on gold measured in silver in the United States appears 
late in 1821. 

* * * * * * * 

The effective return to e payments in the United States occurred be- 

tween 1517 and 1819 and in about the year 1820. To these considera- 


land 
tions are especially to be added the new mint tions of the latter. adopted 
in 1816, but only — into full effect A ada: eee 1821, which appeared to 
have exerted a very sensible control over the relative values of gold and 
silver in the bullion market. 

$ * 


* + 


$ * 
From the peculiarity in the coi of Great Britain, which, though au- 
thorized by law in 1816, was not in such effective operation as to test its ulti- 
mate influence until Seon resulted more y than from any 
other cause the advance in gold in the United Sta‘ which began to be ob- 
served in that year. In order to fulfill the requisition of a resolution of 
Parliament of 1819 for the restoration of the currency, as a from the 
8 reports, an amount of gold equal to about $95,000,000 was required 
be imported within the . — four years. This operation, which was 
accomplished, could not fail to be sensibly felt in the United States, inti- 
mately connected as they are by comme intercourse with England, and 
setting a value on gold in proportion to silver lower than other nations from 
which this supply was to wn. 
It was accordingly felt in a premium on gold paid first in 1821. The ex- 
— currency of En and the continued demand for gold resulting 
rom her exclusive tions in regard to silver, ther with her exten- 
sive intercourse with the United States, may be ed as exercising a con- 
stant influence to muintain the premium on gold, which from that period to 
the present time has uot ceased in this country, though subject to many 
fluctuations in its amounts. 
It would appear from his report that while there is a premium on gold in 
the United States there was a premium on gold in both England and 


the United States the relative value of gold and silver at the present 


The Mint report for 1898 says that our stock of gold has increased 
from July 1, 1897, to November, 1898, $228,800,000. 

France had increased her gold from January 1, 1897, to January 
1, 1898, $38,000,000. 

Russia had increased her stock of gold from January 1, 1897, to 
5 1, 1898, 8169, 700,000. 

The Austro-Hungarian Empire increased its stock of gold from 
January 1, 1897, to January 1, 1898, $49,200,000. 

Germany, during the calendar year 1897, increased her stock of 
gold 8140, 000,000. 

The South American nations increased their stock of gold during 
1897 812,500,000. 

Making a total in all these countries of 8638, 200,000. 

The increase of $228,800,000 for the period given from July, 
1897, to November, 1898, is one year and two months, but the rest 
of the countries are for one year. 

5 of gold in all the world for 1897 was 8237, 000,000 — 
for 1898, 8287, 


„ . 


Take the production for 1897 att $237, 000, 000 
For four months of 1898 a 95, 750, 000 
And you Taye ess secu ne tanh a ewan nercs cease 332, 750, 000 


or e one-half of the accumulation of the countries above 
named. 

The Director of our Mint says Russia has in ten years accumu- 
lated $500,000,000 of gold “in pursuance of her purpose to estab- 
lish her mone system on a gold basis.” 

Now, Mr. dent, everything everywhere indicates that there 
is not enough gold, even with great output, to meet demands, 

From 1800 to 1850 the production of the world's gold was 88,- 
093,570 ounces, and the production of silver was one thousand and 
fifty-two million ounces, in round numbers. Now, this is the ratio 
of 27.61 ounces of silver to 1 ounce of gold. From 1820 to 1850 the 
production of gold was 125,581,280 ounces and of silver 68,187,910 
ounces, This is the ratio of 5.41, and yet during that time there 
was no material difference, and it has not made any difference 
through time whether silver was produced, as it was sometimes, 
almost 100 per cent more than at others, and then gold pronun 
No disturbance between the ratio established by law ever too 
place until that law was destroyed. 


SILVER MONEY IN ENGLAND. 


Mr. President, I am not going to go into that except to say, asI 
said the other day, that silver had been the money of the world, 
and it was the money of Great Britain, even with her gold stand- 
ard. While Great Britain was carrying on her wars from 1805 to 
1810, the paymaster-general of Great Britain purchased and sent 
abroad £5,826,106, of which £5,541,562 was silver, £284,604 gold, 


thie from the bullion committee’s report that I have 
here, which I intended to read from if I had had the time. I hope 
Senators will just follow these figures. That amount was to pay 


1900. 


the army and to support their allies; and of that amount, as be- 
fore pointed out, £5,541,562 sterling was silver and £284,604 of 
gold—that is in the five years from 1805 to 1810. This he pur- 
chased in open market. ` 

cae 0 CH. That was before the gold standard was estab- 


lishe 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but practically the gold standard was 
established in 1793. They attempted it because they limited the 
use of silver. They used it by weight for transactions above a 
certain amount, because of the abraded condition of the silver 
coin. è 

He also received otherwise than by purchase and sent abroad 
£5,929,607, of which amount £121,756 was gold, leaving a balance 
of silver of £5,807,851. Or, taking the total sent abroad, it was 
411,755,713 of silver and only £406,360 of gold, or, in a total of 
$58,778,565, only $2,031,800 was gold. That went to every part of 
the world. I use that to show that when they needed anything 
of that kind to pay out as they paid it to the army, gold was not 
* better than silver, and silver was as good as gold. 

r. President, notwithstanding they went to the gold standard 
in 1816, or attempted to do so, the authority is that during all of 
that time their banks handled more silver t any other banks in 
the world. They sent to Europe—I mean to the Continent—they 
sent to India, and they sent to us and to everybody else more or 
legs silver that they received in the course of their trade. 

Mr. President, if I had time I should like to take up some other 
points, but I do not think I will talk longer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can go on for ten minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. © Senator from Colorado 
has until ten minutes past 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has until ten minutes past 2. 

Mr. TELLER, Very well; I will go on until that time. 

DEBATE USELESS. 

I am going to quit without saying a paoa many things that 
ought to be said in this debate. I know how useless this debate 
is; I know that it falls on deaf and hardened ears; that the party 
in power has determined that this shall be done, not, as I said the 
other day, because of the public demand, for none has been made, 
but because the great agencies that control 5 the political 
affairs of this country have decreed that this should happen. 
Sevag cigar I dislike to bring any railing accusation against 

grea 
to myself if I did not say here, as I have stated elsewhere, that, 
in my judgment, the Republican party has abandoned its great 
fun tal principle of the greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber.” It isnot the party to-day that it was in its RS It is not 
so old that it ought to die of decay; but, Mr. ident; it has 
fallen into evil hands and under evil influences, and, in my judg- 
ment, there is no hope aar a distressed and afflicted country from 
it. I do not believe that the agencies which control it will allow 
it to stand for righteousness and justice, as it once stood. Its 
policies will be dictated not from the heart and from the con- 
science of its membership, but from the t commercial center, 
overborne and weighed down with he 

Mr. President, I can not forget t this party has stood for 
justice and righteousness; I can not forget that it was organized 
and that it came into existence as a protest against slavery of 
SS er black oe ; Ican at forget that it 28 lle. 
years for all that was government, recognizing its o 
tion to the le and not to the wealth of the wee 

I regret that Iam compelled to say now that I eve it has 
abandoned its t mission and no longer intends to stand for the 
common man, for what Mr. Lincoln used to call the plain people, 
the people who are the hope of the Republic, if there is hope for 
it, as I believe there is, but it is with them and not with the rich, 
not with the great, but with the men who toil and who suffer 


much. 

Mr. President, I am tempted to read before I quit the declara- 
tion of a great Frenchman that speaks so rightly my sentiments. 
It was read in the Senate by a former distinguished Senator from 
New York, Mr. Evarts. I have read it again and again in the 
reports of the conference of 1881. An old man, 84 years old, who 
had been a leading scientist of the world, who had been ona mon- 
etary commission more than fifty years before that time and had 
rendered great service to monetary science by his report, in his 
fall vigor, standing before that convention, as Senator Evarts de- 
clared he did, uttered these words. Icommend them to you. If 
they were right in France they are right here. Its sentiments 
ought to actuate all men in a republic. Let me read them, Mr. 
Bice At the close of a great speech before the conference, 

said: : 

To recapitulate: There are in all countries hills and plains. As to the 
hills I have no concern about them; they demand gold, let us give them the 
satisfaction of han handsful of it if they or can; they will always 
find their interests satisfied. What touch and interest me are 1 


extensive, covered with an abundant population—a population wh: 


labors, 
lives on little, can be poor, can be frugal, and has need of money suited to it. 


It is for its sake that I demand the mamtenance of that silver money—legal 
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political organization, yet I feel that I should be untrue bill 


lains— e to the substitute? 


tender within, international withont - which I consider not oly = the money 
of the middle class in its dail but of the artisan, of the laborer, of the 
part of 1 1 nation the most inte g. the most considerable, and the most 


of 
For its sake, I repeat, I dread to see silver Serpents to see it lose its pay- 
ing power, toa degraded state in public opinion, because everything 
32 8 
tion, culture, wealth, power. No; the th of a country, its im 

its power, are not on the summits. They have their home alow also in t 
population that labors, that produces, that saves, and for which gold is so 
often a chimera and silver the daily bread and the safeguard for the morrow. 

Mr. President, it is for those people that we plead. It is for 
them that I am concerned. The rich will take care of themselves. 
They need none of our aid. 

I alluded a moment ago to this great Republican organization 
with which I attached myself in my youth. I went into it when 
it carried a lone banner. I went into it when there were few men 
in it. I went into it because its banner carried that eternal prin- 
ciple of liberty, equality under the law. 

e Senator from New York may put upon the Republican ban- 
ner, and his party may float it in the sky, the words Gold and 
Glory.” The people will not forget that these words have never 
been the rallying cry of freemen, but have ever been the rallying 
cry of the despot. Oh, you may put “Gold and Glory” on your 
banner and you may glory over it. But you will bring to it none 
of 8 705 e none of org real, true Ag Tauslity, Ti vou 
as with a mantle when you put upon your uality, Liberty 
Justice, Homes for the tee Free Speech and Free Men. i 

Mr. President, the people will take down that banner with its 
Gold and Glory,” and they will put on it Righteousness, Justice, 
and Attention to the wants of fne peonia, and with it will come a 
demand for such le tion as shall give to all the suffering men 
of the country equality before the law—and even-handed justice; 
that shall say it is not the mission of this great people to legislate 
for a few but to legislate for all, and that you can not close the 
door of opportunities to some and open it to others without aban- 
doning the t mission of the Republic; and when that time 
comes the Republican party, Mr, President, will go down to 


merited defeat and 
hatis the question before the Senate, Mr. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
President? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The financial bill. 
aa CHANDLER. I mean what is the pending question on the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the substi- 
tute offered by the Committee on Finance, but for purposes of 
amendment the bill and the substitute are open as two questions, 
and a motion to amend the portion to be stricken out will take 
precedence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to add to the amendment reported 
in the form of a new section by the Committee on Finance the 
words which I send to the desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
2 1 ee pe nt reported by the Committee on Finance to 

of, 

Mr. C LER. I want to amend it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It can be amended at any time after it is put 
into the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I am in favor of it, but I should like to 
amend it first by putting in the words which I propose, if the 
Senator has no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I sought to obtain the floor for the purpose of 
asking that the amendment to which the Senator refers, which 
was reported by me from the Committee on Finance on the 6th 
instant, might, by unanimous consent, be considered as section 9 of 
the substitute reported from the committee as an amendment to 
the House bill. en it will be open to such amendment or altera- 
tion as any Senator may see fit to propose. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I have no o P aya to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. e Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment submitted by the 
Committee on Finance on the 6thinstant be made section 9 of the 
original substitute, and may be treated with that for amendment 
as the original text. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the effect of 
that. Is the request of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] that this proposed committee amendment shall become 
a part of the bill by unanimous consent? 

r. ALDRICH. No; part of the substitute. It will then be 
open to amendment under our agreement. 

Mr. TELLER, We want it treated as an amendment, so that 
we can amend it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undonbtedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER (to Mr. TELLER). 
out again, I understand. 3 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would not this be the addition of a 


You can move to strike it 


.-CHANDLER, 


That is what the Senator from Rhode Island 


1772 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To be treated as the original 
text for pu of amendment. That is to obviate the objection 
to an amendment in the second degree, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all. i 

Mr. CHANDLER, A motion to strike out could immediately 
be made under that agreement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis giving the amendment all of the advan- 
tages which the original substitute has. 

. PETTUS. Iask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY., It is proposed to add the following as an ad- 
ditional section: : 

Sec. 9. That berg? oars of this act are not intended to place any obsta- 
cles in the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, provided 
the same be secured by concurrent action of the leading commercial nations 
of the world and at a ratio which permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 

The PRESIDENT Se tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? ds 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think, that being a proposition to 
add tothe pending bill, it had better goas a 1 amendment, 
and let it be taken up as any other amendment which may be of- 


fered to the substitute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will su to the Senator from Arkansas 
if that course is adopted it only be open to amendment in the 
first degree. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not want to amend it at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not suppose there will be any 
trouble about amending it. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I have no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have an idea that some Senators 
would like to express their sentiments about the adding of the 
words which have been read to the pending substitute, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the course I have suggested would not 
cut off any Senator from discussing it as he pleases. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it would be better to have it 
go into the substitute, if it goes in at all, by a vote of the Senate, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move to amend the amendment by 
adding what I send to the desk, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment which I reported from the 
committee is considered as before the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It must be beforethe Senate. The Senator 
has moved it, and I move to add to that amendment what I have 
sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment submitted b; 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment reported by the 
committee it is proposed to add: 

ms of the act of March 3, 1897, authorizing the Presi- 
dent’ to appata ne pores oners to any international conference ed by the 
United States or any other country with a view to 
agreement a fixity of relative valae between gold and silver as money b 
means of a common ratio between these metals, with free mintage at su 
ratio, be, and the same are hereby, reenacted and continued in force. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] to the amendment of the committee. 

. TELLER. Are we to vote on that now? 

The PRESIDENT gs tempore. Itis before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH, e hope to dispose of all these amendments 

uestion now pending, I will su; 


to-day, 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gatio 
the Senator from Colorado, is on the amendment offe y the 
Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not know what that is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has just been read at the desk. 

Mr. STEWART. Before any vote is taken on that, Ishall want 
to hear it discussed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is open to discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is open to discussion; there is no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre will again read 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The Secre again read the amendment to the amendment, 


of all of the amendments? 


Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the act which the Senator re- 
cites in the amendment is now in force beyond any question; it 
has not been repealed, but I assume we do not intend to reenact 
all the laws which are now upon the statute book, 


| our friends. I do hope the 


Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, the first ten lines of this bill 
Senators contend are nothing but a reenactment of existing law. 
That is the argument. It is said that it is necessary to reiterate 
this for some purpose and now the committee bring in an amend- 

t 


ment declarin they will place no obstacles in the way of 
international bimetallism. Then, I simply move to add that the 
provisions of that law are reenacted and continued in force. 

Mr, ALDRICH. We propose 

Mr. CHANDLER. ait a moment. 

If one declaration, a declaration for the gold standard, which is 
the existing law, is to be reiterated, and the declaration is to be 
made that no obstacle is to be placed in the way of international 
bimetallism, then there should be added a reenactment or a contin- 
tance, as an expression of Congress, of the law providing for an 
international monetary conference, 

Mr. WOLCOTT, . President, before the Senator from New 
Hampshire sits down, I desire to make a suggestion to him. I 
think there is not in his breast, or in the mind of any Senator 
here, the slightest doubt that the law which is included in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, which 
isa law conferring authority upon the President to attempt an 
international settlement of this question, is still in force, being 
the existing law. I want to gest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that if in the course of the voting upon these amend- 
ments—which sometimes assume a political bearing and some- 
times do not—the amendment of which of course I am in favor, 
and which, it isnot disputed, is still upon our statute books, should 
be voted down, I want to ask him if he does not feel that he is im- 

riling a very wise and beneficent and possibly a very useful 

w which is now upon our statute books? 

Of course I shall vote to reenact it as often as it comes up, but I 
should see it brought up with regret on an occasion like this, when 
we are voting on amendments to this currency measure, when 
party alignments are taking place and all matters reported by the 
committee are apt to be naturally viewed with favor by certain 
members upon one side of the Chamber and with disfavor by 
others; but I should regret extremely to see the possibility of the 
presence of that statute upon the statute books and the possibility 
of its continuance imperiled by any vote upon it which might re- 
ceive a negative answer from any Senator in this Chamber, If 
there was any doubt as to the existence of the law, it would be 
different; but I understand nobody questions its existence. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, the true way of avoidin 
any such inference as the Senator from Colorado suggests woul: 
be drawn from voting down this declaration of e ng law, 
would be to put if into the bill. Are there to be no amendments 
made to this bill except such as the committee prepare? Is the 
text of this bill to be considered as a sacred subject in the hands 
of the Finance Committee, so that the idea of the committee can 
not be made more perfect and more pompe by amendments 
proposed upon the floor of the Senate? If this is existing law, 
there can be no harm in reenacting it. I base my amendment upon 
the ground that the declaration of the committee is that the first 
ten Iines of this bill are nothing but existing law. Not a Senator 
pe pretended that what is contained wi these lines is new 


W. 
p ae 1 The Senator from New Hampshire himself 
eni ý ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a further question. 1 it to be a fact—I hope it 
is not—but suppa it to be a fact that Senators who voted to put 
this law upon the statute book believe that now, if the attempt is 
made, it is not at this time opportune to enact again a law or reaf- 
firm a law out of which they may believe for the present the use- 
fulness has departed. Is not the Senator imperiling the whole 
existence and throwing a cloud upon the title of the existing stat- 
ute by offering the amendment which he has 12 If it 
should have the misfortune to be voted down, all of us who believe 
that out of it some good may come will be injured in the house of 
nator will not press his amendment, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very sorry to decline 
to comply with the request of the Senator from Colorado; but I 
am unable to discover any reason why I should. If the amend- 
ment of the Senate Committee on Finance has been proposed in 
good faith, then they will in equal good faith consent to the con- 
tinnance of the law providing for an international monetary com- 
mission. 

I am not aware that I have denied that the first section of this 
pill is existing law. The Senator from Rhode Island says I havo 
denied it. It is a reiteration of the gold standard, Senators say, 
and I agree to that; but I say that whenever there is a reiteration 
of a statutory declaration in favor of the gold standard, there 
ought to go along with it an ee declaration in favor of 
the remonetization of silver by international agreement or by 
such safeguards of legislation as will preserve the parity between 
the coins of the two metals. 
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Mr. President, my idea is a clear one and a perfectly consistent 
one. The proposition of the Senator from Colorado is, however, 
that the 1 in the Senate must take just so much of that 

he 


idea as t inance Committee choose to report in the form of an 
amendment, and must not vote to make the idea complete by an 
amendment of the character I have offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colorado 
tell me when it has got to be a fact or a legal proposition that can 
be sustained that the refusal of this body to pass an amendment 
repeals an existing law? 

r. WOLCOTT. I never said that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, You are contending, or at least I understand 
your proposition to be, that if this amendment, which is now the 
3 aw, is not adopted, it will imperil the law or act as a re- 

of it? ; 
is WOLCOTT. Oh, no; that is not what I said. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was the logical deduction from your 
contention. S 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It may have been the logic of the Senator 
from South Carolina, but I did not intend it so. 

I will say to the Senator with great frankness that this was a 
law passed in 1897, providing that whenever the President, in his 
opinion, believed the ends of bimetallism would be furthered 
thereby, he should invite an international conference with other 
countries, looking to an international eement for the restora- 
tion of the parity between gold and silver. It also authorized 
him, if in his opinion the object might be attained, to send abroad 
three commissioners, who should negotiate with the representa- 
tives of the different countries of Europe upon a basis looking to 
the reaching of the same result. That law is upon our statute 
books; it has never been repealed, and is stillin force, <A portion 
of it has been to an extent exercised; that is to say, the President 
of the United States, immediately upon the enactment of the law, 
did send abroad three commissioners, who endeavored, without 
result, to accomplish in Europe by private negotiation a basis for 
the restoration by international agreement of open mints upon a 

arity. 

p Now, this law, which is unquestionably still in force to the ex- 
tent at least that a law can remain unfulfilled, comes up upon 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, not upon a re- 
port from any committee that it shall be added as an amendment 
to proposed legislation, not for the purpose of saving it, not for 
the purpose of protecting it, not for the purpose of making it 
more a law, but simply to emphasize the views which some of us 
hold upon the question of bimetallism. 

I say if it should be true—I hope it is not—but if it should be 
true that a majority in this Senate should vote down the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire—few of the Senators 
here being as much interested in it as are he and I and the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]—then I say that it 
would, when a future attempt to exercise it took place, at least 
throw a moral cloud upon the title of that law, and people who 
oppose the President's appointing a different commission or op- 

ose the President’s calling a new conference would point to the 

act that a majority in this Senate had voted against reenacting 
the law. I say, therefore, that it is an unnecessary cloud on the 
title of the law. I hope I have made that clear to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the other House had some rights in 
this matter and that the Senate alone could not repeal any exist- 
ing statute; and yet the Senator contends that the action of the 
Senate in ake to reenact this statute would repeal it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh,no. I hope the Senator will not reassert 
that, for it is not what I said at 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam only asserting my poor, lame conclusion 
as to your contention. I may be wrong, but I believe I can un- 
derstand what a man says when he speaks. [Laughter. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator does understand it in the lamest 
sort of fashion if he so understands it. espe 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire only to say that the law of which 
the Senator from Colorado has been speaking, and which it is 
propad by my amendment to reenact, passed both Houses of 

ongress on a yea-and-nay vote, with only 4 negative votes in the 
House of Representatives and 4 in the Senate. 

Mr. President, it seems to me—although I desire to act with 
deference toward wiser men—that the best and most appropriate 
thing that this Senate can do here and now is to put this reenact- 
ing provision upon the proposed amendment which the commit- 
tee has re rted to the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, what is the purpose 
of the committee in offering the amendment which the Senator 
from Rhode Island has reported? It says: 


That the 8 of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
the wey of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, provided the 
same be secured by concurrent action of the leadin 
the world and at a ratio which shall insure 
tween gold and silver. 


Now, the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire is to 


g commercial nations of 
permanence of relative value be- 


show how what is implied in this proposed amendment is intended 
to be carried out. I for one do not believe that there is any in- 
tention whatever on the part of the majority here to carry out 
what is provided for, or what is intimated in this proposed amend- 
ment. they intend to carry it out, and if sey ever expect to 
undertake to bring about another international conference, or 
ever intend to send abroad a commission for the purpose of nego- 
tiating with other countries, I can see no reason why the propo- 
sition of the Senator from New Hampshire should not prevail; 
but, on the contrary, if the intention is not to carry it out, if it is 
intended to be a simple declaration made here for campaign pur- 
poses and not to have the effect of law, or to affect the action of 
the Government, then, of course, there would be a reason why the 
d amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire should 
not be attached. ? 
A zz SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator of the opinion that anything in 
this bill affects the act of 1897, providing for the appointment of 
monetary commissioners? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; I am not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Notwithstanding the passage of this bill you 
would still regard that act in force? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I would, and I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is clearly right about it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall vote against the amendment 
to the amendment, and then against the amendment proposed by 
the Finance Committee. I shall do so simply because I consider 
this whole business, so far as these amendments are concerned, as 
a mere pretext in the nature of a fraud, if not actually one. 

5 55 ee this sort of ed pap Petes a 1893, Thon a 
majo in Congress passed the act repealin e purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law, an amendment css Bema and car- 
ried in the Senate to the effect that we favored bimetallism and the 
free coinage of silver, and every Senator who voted for the re 
of that purchasing clause knew that he was striking almost a fatal 
blow at the coinage of silver and against the idea that silver bul- 
lion could be turned into standard money. 

We had a more conspicuous 2 5 of this kind of legislation 
when the Paris treaty was ratified, when, in order to secure 
votes to carry that treaty through the Senate, the McEnery reso- 
lution was coupled with it—a mere shallow ford to enable some 
Senators to pass over from one side of that question to the other, 
which they did. That amendment was thrown into the waste- 
basket, as those of us who were opposed to the treaty then said 
would be the result, and it has never been heard of since. 

Now itis solemnly proposed, in the greatest and most dignified 
deliberative assembly in the world, to assassinate silver, to mur- 
der it as effectually as prussic acid or the dagger could do it, and 
then hypocritically pretend that we want silver coinage and bi- 
metallism! 

Why, Mr. President, suppose these amendments are adopted 
and we send commissioners to Europe to ask the Sire powers to 
join us in an attempt to establish bimetallism ughout the 
world, will we not be met with this bill, which declares in the 
first ten lines that gold is to be the unit of value, then goes on 
turning everything into gold, and takes the bonded debt of the 
Government and . declares that the bonds can be paid in 
coin and makes them gold bonds? Are foreigners such idiots and 
such asses as not to know what that means? Will they not say, 
Lou have just gone on the gold standard; here is the act you 
have ; all the friends of silver in the United States opposing 
it and all the gold-standard men advocating it, and now you come 
to us with your hands reeking with the blood of the white metal 
and ask us solemnly to go into an arrangement to revivify it and 
make it standard money?” 

Mr. President, we have put the United States now into the 
great scramble tor pold, we have joined England, and every in- 
telligent man in country knows it. We are now preparing 
to make any sort of sacrifice, and will be obliged to do it, if we 
pass this bill, to obtain gold. Weare just as much for gold as 
was the m which Queen Victoria sent the other day to Par- 
liament, between the lines of which could be read, more men, 
more arms, more gold.” England to-day, as all the world knows, 
is fighting for the gold mines in southern Africa; yet the pre- 
tense is made that she is fighting for human rights; and now we 
are to strike down silver. I have no pornog with any man who 
tells me that that is not the object of this bill. Then we are in- 
vited to go into a farce, an absolutely roaring farce, by carrying 
this bill abroad, and saying, Well, we have turned everything 
into gold, made our bonds payable in gold, made gold emperor; 
we have bowed down like a lot of slaves before the golden calf; 


and we come here now and ask you to help us to undo our work 
and to give us bimetallism.” 
Mr. President, I am not prepared to be a party to any such 
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transaction. We have come, as every intelligent man in this coun- 


try knew we would come, to the , square, face-to-face issue 
between the single gold standard and bimetallism. Pass this bill 
and the last chance for bimetallism has been destroyed. This 
country is the only hope for the coinage of silver as standard 
money. If we with our great resources, producing more and ex- 
porting more than any people in the world, can not sustain the 
white metal, can not say to all the world, ‘‘Here we stand, the 
greatest producing country in the world and of the largest re- 
sources, prepared to champion bimetallism against all the world, 
if necessary; if youcan do without us, we can do without you“ 
if we abandon that position, it is ridiculous to talk about our ever 
doing anything for the great cause of bimetallism, the cause of 
humanity, the cause of the people for whom the Senator from 
Colorado . TELLER] spoke to-day, the toiling masses of man- 
kind, who under legislative processes are now made to labor for 
those who toil not and do not spin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] does not fail to understand and appreciate 
the wide difference between the two cases to which he has re- 
ferred. The proposition that this bill simply reaffirms the gold 
standard was met with a general denial by Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber. I understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire himself (and if his speech had any other purpose or effect I 
can not conceive what it was) to deny that we were on a gold 
standard, and to point out the evils which would arise to the 
people of this country, and to the people of India incidentally, if 
a gold standard was adopted by the United States. This sug- 
gestion that we are on a gold standard is not one which meets 
with general acquiescence. If it were this bill would not be here 
to-day. 

Ants the other suggestion made by him, it is that we should re- 
enact a law now in existence, for no man on either side of this 
Chamber doubts that the act of 1897 is now in full force and ef- 
fect. We understand the tactics of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. He deceives no one by his amendment, He may follow 
this by one to reaffirm the legislation by which we sent a commis- 
sion to Paris in 1878 or in 1881, or the legislation which resulted 
in a convention at Brussels, or perhaps by the reenactment of the 
whole Revised Statutes, if he can by that process defeat this bill. 
I hope his amendment will be voted down; but its defeat will not, 
I assure the Senator from Colorado, change the opinion of a single 
Senator as to the vital force and effect of the act of 1897. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I concur in the sentiments 
expressed - . Rae: ss pa pei Wer do Bes 
want as voting for a scheme eceive the people. 
The on that this bill is not intended to interfere with an 
international agreement that may be hereafter made seems to me 
entirely outside of the fact. The bill itself adopts the gold standard 
for this p What stronger argument could there be against 
an international agreement for bimetallism than for this country 
to abandon it altogether? This bill changes the present law. 

It has been well said that under existing law we were bimetal- 
lists in the use of the coin, although not in the coinage. Under 

i law the silver that is coined has the same function that 
the gold thatis coined. Weare bimetallists in the use of silver, 
and so is France, and so are many other countries, although we 
have ceased to coin it. We have not adopted the gold standard. 
It was adopted, it is true, by the act of 1873, but that law was 
changed and repealed by the act of 1878, which reestablished the 
silver dollar and provided for its coinage. ; 2 

The Bland-Allison Act, which restored the silver dollar, has 
never been repealed, The purchasing clause has been modified 
and repealed and worked over considerably, but the body of the 
act reestablishing the standard silver dollar has never n re- 
pealed. Every obligation of the Government to-day is payable in 
silver equally with gold, and we have over 400,000,000 Silver dol- 
lars which do the same duty as gold dollars, This bill deprives 
them of thatfunction. The first section of the substitute provides: 

United States notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14, 
when ted to the Treasury for redemption, shall be redeemed in 
gold coin of such standard. 

Then it provides for a reserve of gold. Gold coin” goes all 
the way through. Every time the word ‘‘coin” is used it is qual- 
ified by the use of the word ‘‘gold,” a new departure never before 
adopted in this country. ; i 

While we had 400,000,000 silver dollars doing duty as money 
we could appeal to European countries with some propriety and 
ask that we have international bimetallism. There was some 
plausibility in that, because all our obligations were then payable 
equally in silver and gold. If commissioners go over there now, 
the European countries will say, ‘‘All your obligations are payable 
in gold. You have taken away the legal-tender power of the sil- 
ver dollar to pay the bonded debt. You have your reserve in 
gold. You are dealing on a gold basis, and you have declared that 

e gold standard is the existing standard.” It was never so de- 


clared by law. The only declaration to that effect was made in 


the St. Louis platform. That was the first time it was called the 
existing gold standard. While the use of gold and silver were 
the same, while each performed the same functions, nobody ever 
dreamed that there was any existing gold standard. We com- 
plained that no more silver could be coined. 

It was the exemption from the gold standard which saved this 
country from utter ruin. The four or five hundred million dollars 
of silver coin which was issued under the Bland-Allison Act and 
the Sherman Act created 55 this country: and as quickly 
as it was cut off universal paralysis followed and would have con- 
tinued to this day if it had not been for the accidental and ab- 
normal production of gold and the war with Spain, which created 
activity. 

Now is a poor time to adopt the gold standard—when you make 
all our obligations payable in gold—if we ever intend to call upon 
foreign countries to join us in reestablishing bimetallism. To say 
that such a step is not intended to embarrass our negotiations is 
to stultify ourselves. I will not vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I will not vote for the amend- 
ment of the committee. I stand with the Senator from Missouri, 
op to the entire subterfuge. 

. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if there is any virtue at all in 
this bill it is that it settles the vexed question of coinage. If the 
question is to be kept open and we are at the gold standard now, 
it is difficult for me to conceive why we should legislate on the 
subject of coinage at all. 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is unnecessary because the statute which he seeks to reenact 
remains in force, then the amendment offered by the Committee 
on Finance is equally unnecessary. Why leave a statute in force 
that provides for a commission to seek an international agreement 
and at the same time declare that the act we are about to pass is 
not to be construed to interfere with an international agreement? 
It occurs to me that it is wholly unnecessary to adopt either 
amendment if the committee be right that the act proposed to be 
reenacted by the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is to remain in full force and effect, Why encumber 
this bill with anything about international agreements if we leave 
unrepealed, unmodified, an act which provides for international 
agreement? 

The truth is, it does seem to me, that the Senator from Missouri 
is right in his assumption that this amendment is intended to 
affect votes and not to affect the law. Therefore I am opposed 
to it. I believe that we have reached the point when this country 
intends to declare in favor of the goa standard, and the declara- 
tion ought to be unequivocal, and it ought not to be accompanied 
by a pretense that under some other conditions we are going back 
to silver coinage, when no man believes there is any possibility 
within the next ten years of any international agreement reestab- 
lishing silver coinage. 

Mr. President, I maintain, too, that the amendment offered by 
the Finance Committee is not consistent with all the provisions 
of this bill, The first section provides that— 

United States notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14, 
ae 88 to the Treasury for redemption shall be ae in 
gold coin of such standard. 

The act provides that, in order to kop good the guarantee fund 
in the Treasury, from time to time bonds may be sold and the gold 
realized by tio sale of those bonds shall be used to keep that fund 
good—up to a hundred and fifty million dollars. Those bonds are 
made A at the Treasury of the United States after one year 
from the date of their issne and to be payable, principal and inter- 
est, in gold coin of the present standard. 

Now, we have an international agreement; we agree on free coin- 
age, upon a ratio which it is expected will keep two metals at 
par with each other. Are the Treasury notes to be paid in the new 
coinage? Are these bonds to be paid in the new coinage? Or are 
reba to Gait coinage 3 3 D . in 

o pay ebts exce e greenbacks and Treasury notes an 
bonds issued in 5 of this act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would depend entirely upon the nature 
of the agreement and what was done under it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Can we make an agreement with England and 
France and Germany to establish a new ratio between silver and 
gold and go to free coinage and provide through that contract that 
we will pay our creditors in the money coined under that agree- 
ment when we have agreed to pay them in standard gold of the 
present value? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I assume that we would never make a con- 
tract with other nations to violate a contract of our own, 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Rhode Island assumes that 
which is true—that we would never make a contract with a for- 
eign nation to 3 our coinage at all—and therefore the 
amendment off by the Committee on Finance, like the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, is either 
wholly unnecessary or else is not intended to accomplish the object 
it purports to intend to accomplish. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is immaterial to me, in the 
view 1 take of the proposed amendment, whether the advocates 
of this bill are in good faith or not in offering it. I believe we 
have been on a gold standard ever since 1873; I believe we are on 
a gold standard now, and I believe the p of this bill i- to 
perpetuate that gold standard. It is useless to inquire inte, the 

ood faith of those who offer this amendment 8 for an 
eee agreement to fix a parity of value between gold and 
silver. I can see no use for any such ement. All agreements 
of that character have heretofore failed. The efforts made by the 
commission of which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 3 
Was so distinguished a member show that all endeavors in tha 
direction will meet, in my opinion, with like failure. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that an international agreement 
between the nations of the world can affect the value of the com- 
modities gold and silver any more than it can affect the value of 
any other commodity. I hold that governmental action has no 
control whatever over any kind of value, money value included, 
and I believe that an international agreement would be as impo- 
tent to hold the two metals together at a parity as action taken 
by the United States alone. I believe that if governments can 
affect values at all the contention of the Bryanitesis good, that 
the United States can control the value of those two metals by 
legislative action. 

r. President, I believe that the battle of the standards was 
fought and lost by the Silverites in 1896. There may be a recur- 
rence of that fight, but it will be only askirmish. I believe that 
the forces of silver were then completely annihilated and routed, 
and I believe the course of this debate shows that all efforts upon 
the part of the Silverites to secure financial legislation to uphold 
the value of a de ted metal will meet with failure. 


Now, sir, why insert this amendment? Is there any hope of its | ing 


fruition? If there is not, and the past shows us there is no 
is not the good faith of the pro 


hope, 
nents of this measure to be ques- 
tioned? Is it not a small tub thrown to a large whale? Is it not 
a sop to Cerberus? Is it not a piece of pi interjected into a 
financial bill? That will be thenatural inquiry of the public, and 
that inquiry will be answered in the affirmative, 

Mr. President, while I will not vote for this amendment, I will 
vote for the whole bill, whether the amendment is in it or not. 


There are a good many things in this bill that I donot like. There 
are a many things which I think can be improved. I do not 
like the bond feature of the bill. I think that is very faulty. 
However that may be, I hope that future legislation remedy 
the evils of that feature of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 


The question is on to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New kee 
[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. VEST. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I think the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire is very pertinent, even though 
it be a reiteration of a statute, and I do not eve that a negative 
vote will have any effect whatever in diminishing the authori 
of the President to appoint a commission if he sees fit to do it. 
doubt the utility of his amendment, however, as in any degree 
tending to the effect which he desires, I do not believe there is 
any intention on the other side of the Chamber or in the Adminis- 
tration of having bimetallism under any condition whatever, 
either independently or by international concurrence and coo 
ation; but as the distin ed Senator from Rhode Island has 

ut into his bill something about bimetallism, that it is to be 
oped for, I do not see why the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire should not also be adopted. 

Now, the Senator from Rhode Island who has charge of this 
bill, in the very able address which he delivered here in proposing 
the substitute for the House bill took occasion to say that if there 
was any 8 of bimetallism at all it was through his And 
he also took advantage of that occasion to say that those on this 
side or on the other side who pretended to be in favor of bimetal- 
lism were in fact monometallists, and that those who 88 
to want the coinage of both metals, free at the mint, both legal 
tender, were in fact not what they claimed to be, bimetallists, but 
were silver monometallists. I thought then, when the distin- 
guished Senator was expressing himself in that fashion, that it 
required an amazing hardihood for him or anybody else, in face of 
all the facts, in face of the votes in both Houses, in face of the 
platforms and professions of both parties, to make that statement. 

Nothing has happened to impeach the sincerity and honesty of 
those who profess to be bimetallists. There is nothing in their 
course here or in the other House, there is nothing whatever in 
any of the stump 1 made by the advocates of bimetallism 
that has yet proved their insincerity, but I will say that there has 


been on the other hand, on the part of the party to which the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island belongs, which has continued to profess 
bimetallism up to a very recent date, an absolute discrepancy with 
the professions of its platform, made, in my opinion, to catch 
votes, and with the arguments submitted here and on the pee 
Therefore I do not see, if the Senator who has charge of the 


has concluded to hold out to anybody, voters or others, the hope 


that through this bill or through his party anything can be done 
to favor concurrent international Dünsten, why the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is out of place. There 
has been enough reaffirmed and reiterated in this bill which gen- 
tlemen who have advocated the measure on the other side have 
declared to be already the existing law. Then why should the 
oe apply to the amendment of the Senator from New 

ampshire 

I should like to see this amendment voted upon. I should like 
to test to-day again the sincerity of the other side of the Chamber. 
As I said at the beginning, I can see no particularly good results 
to come either from the law as it stands or as it may be reiterated 
or reaffirmed, because we know that there is little to hope for in 
that direction after failure by the commission headed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT], which presented 
the matter to an administration that may be considered more than 
one-half friendly to the cause of bimetallism, with Mr. Balfour 
decidedly a bimetallist, with the secretary of be piper de- 
cidedly a bimetallist—and, by the way, he submitted the ablest ar- 
gument for bimetallism ever submitted—with the premier himself 
in favor or bimetallism, with a very large and growing class of in- 
telligent financiers and gobi beco: more and more every 
day in favor of bimetallism, and with Mr. Balfour complaining of 
the dense ignorance of the English people on the financial question 
that prevented them all from coming to bimetallism. 

I do not see how an gis to be reached of any benefit or im- 
portance to this country solong as we have a party in power that 

rofesses one thing and practices another; so long as you have a 

dent who sends a commission abroad to doa certain t 

and discredits that commission by sending a m o here approv- 
an instrument prepared by an unoffi body of men engaged 
in a particular interest, absolutely contrary and adverse to if, and 
when the principal officer of the Treasury of the United States, 
the honorable Secretary, engages himself, while the commission 
was busy in its negotiations, with declaring to the whole world 
that his party intends to firmly establish the singlo standard. I 
say this proves something of the inutility, but so long as we have 
the profession in the bill itself that there isa hope of etallism, 
why should you fail, for fear the President may reach a wrong con- 
clusion, to reiterate again that he should make a further effort to 
secure the concurrence of other nations in establishing bimetal- 
lism, if not upon the ratio of 16 to 1, upon a ratio that may be 


agreeable. 

Lord Aldenham, who has been governor of the Bank of England 
and is reese to be acquainted with these matters, in his testi- 
mony said hehad not the slightest doubt that the United States 
i couldsup the doublestandard, but with the concurrence of 
the mints of India there could be no doubtaboutit. He favoredit, 
and other gentlemen of influence there favored it, and yet there was 
a bucket ot cold water thrown upon it when they were warming to 


the efforts of the American on. Lord Salisbury must 
have been amazed when he read in the rs the action 
the President of the United States or the of the Treas- 


a when the commission, headed by the honorable Senator from 
Colorado, was engaged in negotiations. But however that may 
be, I can not see how the tion of the Senator from New 
5 is at all out of place, and I for one shall be very glad to 
suppor 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on a 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New hire 
. CHANDLER], on which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
emands the and nays. 
Mr. PE 8. Lobject to a vote being taken to-day on any of 
these amendments, It is contrary, sir, to the unanimòus-consent 


agreement of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will haye to over- 
rule the objection of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. P S. Wil the Chair oblige me by having the unani- 
mous-consent secret read? 

Mr.ALDRICH. There was a distinct understanding that amend - 
ments should be voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Every motion is entitled to a 
vote when it is under consideration, unless there is a unanimous- 
consent ent that it shall be postponed. 

Mr. P US. Will the Chair allow the unanimous-consent 


i mage to be read? 
. CHANDLER. Let it be read. 

Mr. PETTUS. It says all the votes shall bo taken on the 
amendments and the to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read the 
agreement, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AGREEMENT TO VOTE ON H. R. 1. 


eing to 


pending 
Thursday, the 15th of Fe „and that two days, inclu: the 15 
{ en Marthe der ieee 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, that matter was discussed this 


morning in the hearing of the Senate, and an agreement was 
reached that we should take the votes on amendments to-day. 

Mr. PETTUS. I never heard of any other unanimous-consent 
agreement. : 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was done this morning. I am not sure 
whether the Senator from Alabama was here or not, but that was 
clearly the purpose of the original agreement, the understanding 
being that the vote should be taken on the bill and pending amend- 
ments. Ofcourse that means the amendments which are pendin 
at the time the final vote is taken, not amendments that are offer 


and 8 1 e f 
Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I should like to hear this new 
eement read, if there was any new agreement. I never heard 
of it. I have been here most of the morning. I should have ob- 
jected to it if I had heard it. k 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was not a new agreement. It was an in- 
te: tation of the old agreement, 
. PETTUS. Ihave never heard of any interpretation of the 
old agreement, 


Mr. President, this vote ought not to be taken to-day. The 
agreement was that it should be taken to-morrow, and it ought 
not to be taken to-day, because the whole theory of the general 
consent was that we would go on discussing this measure and 
all the amendments to it, or any amendment that might be 
proposed to it, and that after we had done that we would not dis- 
cuss an but vote on the amendments to the bill and on the 
bill itself, That agreement ought to be carried out; and unless 
there is a positive agreement to the contrary, I insist on its being 
carried out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Alabama or any other 
Senator wants to speak upon this amendment, certainly there is 
no objection to that. There can not be any objection to it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I only desire to say that it has 
been the impression of Senators in this immediate neighborhood 
that we were going to vote on the bill and amendments to-morrow. 
I understood that the order is to vote to-morrow upon the amend- 
ments that are pending. That does not debar us from amend- 
ments we are ready to vote on to-day; but the Senator from North 
Carolina who sits next to me [Mr. PRITCHARD] has gone out, and 
he expressed the opinion that no vote was to be taken to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from North Carolina came to me 
and said he was paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
Mr. McLaurin]. He made an arrangement, he said, with the 
mator from South Carolina to observe a pair on these amend- 


ments. 

Mr. McLAURIN. He understood that there was to be a vote, 
because he made arrangement with me for a pair. 

Mr. MASON. Then that was after his conversation with me. 
I simply wanted him to be set right and understood. He must 
have seen the chairman of the committee after the conversation 


with me. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I was under the impression—— 

Mr. PETTUS, If the Senator from Colorado will allow me an 
inquiry, I want to know if there is any evidence, and what that 
evidence is, of the =», Sa made this morning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ere was a conversation which took place, 
joined in by Senators on both sides of the Chamber, as to what 
should be course of business oeer: The statement was made 
by me, as I recollect it, that we would vote upon these proposi- 
tions as the discussion upon them ceased, and that suggestion 
met, so far as I am aware, with no objection from any source, 
and it seemed to meet with general acquiescence. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the unanimous consent 
asked for by the Senator from Rhode Island to be that to-morrow, 
at no fixed hour, but on to-morrow, this bill and all amendments 
that should be pending at the time should be voted on. After he 
had submitted fis proposition, I suggested that two 8 
and to-morrow—should be devoted to the consideration of amend- 
ments under the ten-minute rule, and that was agreed to, my 
understanding being that each amendment would be offered an 
discussed under the ten-minute rule and that the amendments 
would be acted on one after another until the time came to-morrow 
when the vote on the bill would be taken. It seems to me it would 
be productive of endless confusion for us to lay aside all the amend- 
ments that are here and have a running discussion on the proposed 
amendments and have them taken up by the dozen and voted on 
to-morrow. It appears to me that we can vote on them more 
intelligently, more directly to the purpose, and that our reasons 
in casting our votes will be better understood, by voting on them 
when the discussion has ceased on every amendment, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
was recognized. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not want to take the floor if the Senator 
from Connecticut wishes to be heard. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I desire to make an inquiry. If the 


amendment now pending is not to be voted upon until some time 
to-morrow, how can any other amendment be offered to day and 
discussed? Has this amendment got to be kept before the Senate 
until the time of the final vote, or how can it be laid aside except 
by being laid upon the table, and then can it berecalled? It seems 
to me that the necessities of the situation require that as an 
amendment is proposed and discussed and the discussion upon it 
has ended we must proceed to a vote upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. President, I did not rise to discuss the ques- 
tion that has been discussed, but I should like to discuss the amend- 
ment for a few minutes if I can start now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Iregarditas of very little consequence whether 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire should be 
attached to the amendment of the committee or whether tho 
amendment of the committee should pass without it. I do not 
believe that it is of any consequence whatever. It is pretty diffi- 
cult for me to express my opinion about it without appearing to 
be offensive, which I do not desire to do. 

Mr. President, the provision which was put in the platform at 
St. Louis was not put there for the pur of being executed. 
Everybody who was there knew that. e plain people of the 
country did not know it. People who were not acquainted with 
the devious methods of 5 methods of catching votes 
thought it meant something. We who had some experience in 
such matters knew that it meant nothing. 

Soon after the election was over one of the great New York 
dailies, a Republican paper, used the following language: 

Considerable has been said about the incidental reference in the Repub- 
lican national platform to another international ‘erence, Nosensible per- 
son was deceived by that portion of the platform. Everybody understood 
its purely Pickwickian character. It was intended chiefly to ease the wa 
for Republican candidates in thesilver-mining States, People who take — A 

lanks seriously make themselves laughingstocks. It is just as well to be 
ank about this matter. 

Mr. President, I notice that the Republican press of the country, 
the large Republican press, are very much disgusted with the 
amendment of the committee, and they are speaking of it in terms 
of condemnation. So far I have not seen any suggestion from 
any Republican paper friendly to it, but I have here an article 
from the Baltimore American, which is a Republican gold-stand- 
ard paper, in which they complain quite bitterly of this amend- 
ment and say it ought not to be offered, etc, 

This is a mischievous addition tothe measure. The purpose of the finan- 
cial bill is to settle the curren uestion, but the amendment is in the other 
direction. There can be no ro f Thing as tallism in this sense, no matter 
if all the nations of the earth agree to it. 

Mr. President, that is the statement of the great mass of the 
leading Republicans of to-day, I find, taken from the Times- 
Herald a few days ago, a statement of the same character. The 
Times-Herald is authority in Republican circles. The proprietor 
of it claims to have been the author of the gold-standard platform 
at St. Louis. I believe there has been some controversy between 
him and some other members of his party as to who is entitled to 
it, and that question I do not feel competent entirely to settle. 
He isa recognized authority in the Republican party. Ihave the 
Washington Post's statement on it, and I am going to read what 
R says. The Times-Herald was speaking of this international 
clause: 


was fought on a straight issue between gold and silver. The De sail 
that the Republicans were for the single gold standard and the Republicans 
acknowledged thetruth of the assertion. en the election returns came in 
on that memorable day in November, 1896, the le had made the appoint- 
ment of a co winning party from its 
bimetallic prof 


Mr. President, I do not agree with that. I know that the 
Republicans in my section of the country, and in sections of the 
country that I campaigned in—that was in the West—were con- 
tending that this bimetallic provision was the valuable one in it, 
The Times-Herald continues: 

Thus the question has been determined twice—once by a popular vote. 
again by a useless embassy, and why resurrect the deep-buried corpse at this 
late day? The amendment coming after such facts as we have noted is less 
sincére than the dubious platform utterances, less useful than the wander- 


ing co on. 

Penster JoNxs affects to interpret it as a sign that the Republicans are 
scared, but they know that they are stronger without it than with it, and 
that is proof of the irrational timidity or excessive conscientiousness of Sen- 
ator ALDRICH. 

Mr. President, I never heard him charged with either, more 
particularly the latter. 

z Though it was adopted the Finance Committee of the Senate, it is to be 

0 


ped t the Senate prepare it for tho last sad rites at the earliest 
opportunity. 


ishes to fulfill 
end bimetallic latima of ita currency bill and go beck tothe FINIA L 
I think that is undoubtedly the Republican sentiment of the 
country; I mean of the managers; because I am compelled in 
treating of this matter to treat the subject as the Republican 


m unnecessary, and absolyed 


1900. 
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party appears to treat it—not with reference to what the masses 
want or what the masses think, but what the bosses want and 
what the bosses think, It is absolutely ridiculous to put the pro- 
vision in the bill. 

That the provas of thisact are not intended to place ng ase ges? in 
the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism: Provided, The 
same be received by 6 concurrent action of the leading commercial nations 
of the world, and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 

Why, Mr. President, it absolutely means nothing. It will have 
no force or effect. It will be of no binding character upon the 
conscience of the most conscientious of Republicans, and ce 
it will have no effect upon the conscience of the average politician. 
It is simply trifling with a great subject. It is rather humiliating 
to me that the committee should believe that they can get votes 
in the next campaign by talking to the people to the effect that 
this bill is no obstacle to international bimetallism. You are go- 
ing into this legislation, you declare, to establish permanently the 
gold standard; and as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. A 
8 is probably some advantage in having an establish 
stan . 

We do not intend that it shall be permanent standard— that is 
to say, if we can persuade the people to intrust others than the 
Republican party with power, we intend to repeal it; but until 
that is done it must be a permanent standard; it must be the rule 
of conduct of all branches of the Government; and it must have 
such an effect upon the world as must result when a great nation 
like ours goes to the gold standard. It is not possible not to place 
an obstacle there, no matter what its intention may be. The best 
of possible intentions may exist in the mind of every man here 
that it shall not place any obstacle, but it does place it. 

Mr. President, in my n it is intended to place an ob- 
stacle in the way of bimetallism. It is inconsistent with the sug- 

tion that the gold standard is the desirable standard. In a con- 
fiti y has ee complained of we are establish- 
ing the gold standard for the purpose so often ree as I said 
before when I spoke to-day, to place it beyond the possibility of 
Executive interference unless both branches of Congress and the 
Executive should be in accord. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, the mouthpiece of the committee, that I think it is a 1 
deal of a letting down from a great committee to come in here 
with a statement so childish and so foolish as that it is not in- 
tended to place an obstacle in the way of bimetallism. What is 
intended by law must be determined when the law comes to be 


executed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's ten minutes 
have expired. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] demands 
the ong and nays on agreeing to the amendment. Is there a 
second? 

Mr, PETTUS. Mr. President, does the Chair rule that a vote 
can be taken to-day without unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will put the ques- 
tion to a vote unless the Senate determines otherwise. 

Mr, PETTUS. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to be allowed to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that these two amendments are 
practically here. I suppose the Senator might take ten minutes 
on the other amendment if he wants tos A 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a suggestion. I think 
that the agreement to vote covered the entire time that was to be 
devoted to ten minutes’ debate, because, as stated by the Senator 
from Arkansas, after the ment had been made to confine the 
debate to ten minutes on Thursday and act upon the bill then, 
that time was enlarged so as to include to-day, upon the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas. I understand that the same 
agreement that was applicable to Thursday to act upon amend- 
ments as we went along was extended back another day, and that 
he simply asked for an enlargement of that arrangement so as to 
extend over the day preceding the final vote. I so understood it. 
I thought we would act upon these amendments as we came to 
them. It would lead to great confusion if-we were to debate the 
whole 8 of all the amendments and then vote upon them. 
The orderly way of doing business, it seems to me, is exactly in 
accordance with the a ment, as I understood it at the time, 
1 enlarging the time so as to include to-day. That is what 

unde i 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I was present when the agreement 
was enteredinto. It was very clear in my mind at the time. It 
was understood that we should have a vote as we went along with 
the debate on the various amendments. But the RECORD governs 
these things, sir. Whatever difference of opinion we may have, 
there is one common arbiter, and that isthe RECORD, It has been 
read, and I was surprised to see what was in it. Notwithstanding, 
it fixes this question, and we can not violate the agreement unless 
it is done by unanimous consent. We can not, under that agree- 


_ XXXII—112 


on that no 


ment, vote on amendments to-day. 
pone the RECORD, for the language of the agreement is plain and 
istinct. ~ 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
what his contention is in regara to voting on amendments, Isit 


We can not go back to inter- 


that we can not vote until the final vote is taken upon the bill? 
Mr. PETTUS. No, sir. 
Mr. ALDRICH. When can we vote on the amendments? 
Mr. PETTUS. I go exactly by the agreement that you made 
yourself, and that is, not that there be no vote, but the lan- 


rtainly | guage is that = shall vote on the amendments and on the bill 


X On pending amendments. 

Mr. PETTUS. And on the bill. Yes; on pending amendments; 
and what do the words pending amendments” mean? Unless 
it is a mere subterfuge, it can only mean the amendments that are 
pending to-morrow when we are to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator contend that this amendment 
and no other amendment can be voted upon until when? When 
are we going to vote upon amendments? 

Mr. PETTUS. My contention is that there can not be a vote 
on the amendments to this bill or on the bill itself until to-morrow. 
Pp AUDITO: Whattime to-morrow will the amendments be 

order : 

Mr. PETTUS. The Senator is asking me a question that he 
can not answer himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My contention is that amendments are now 
in order, because this general arrangement covered two days. If 
we can not vote to-day, we can not vote to-morrow on those amend- 
ments, under the Senator's contention, it seems to me, until a final 
vote is taken on the bill, and that involves an absurdity. Ido 
not see how we are to vote to-morrow any better than t , the 
same rule applying to both days. If any Senator objects, I do not 
intend to press any vote at all, but it seems to me that it leads us 
into a rather ridiculous position. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If we are going to construe the agree- 
ment literally, we can not vote on amendments until after the bill 
is voted on, because the language attributed to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and it appears in the RECORD, is this: 


Then the understanding, as I understand it, is that we shall vote upon this 
bill and pending amendments on Thursday. 


So, if we are to follow the literal meaning of the words, we 
must first vote on the bill and then vote on the amendments. 

Now, Ir ully submit that it was the distinct understand- 
ing, when the Senator from Rhode Island submitted his propon 
tion, that we should have a vote on the bill and amendments on 
Thursday, nobody understanding that it meant we were to vote 
first on the bill and then on amendments, but that we would dis- 
cuss the amendments and dispose of the bill as the practice of the 
Senate had always been, one by one, until the bill was reached 
and then that it should be votedon. Then I suggested that it would 
probably be better to have two days devoted to debate on amend- 
ments under the ten-minute rule than to have one, and the 
gestion that we should have two days was agreed to. I thin 
there can be no 8 that everybody understood that the de- 
bate on the first day of the two would be under exactly the same 
circumstances and conditions that the debate on the second day 
should be. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I merely desire to ask him a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Do you contend that because the bill is named 
first that means necessarily that it must be voted on first? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not, but I was ma citing that 
to show what I regarded as the unreasonableness of the construc- 
tion the Senator from Alabama was putting on this agreement. I 
think everybody in the Senate understood the agreement at the 
time it was entered into. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator give us the page of the 
RECORD he is reading from? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It is page 947, Then the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said: 


Mr ALORIGR. ‘Thal two: days, ioone the isi; hill be given to th 

i RICH. 0 uding the yen Ə 
discussion of amendments under the ten-minute rule, with the further under- 
standing that pe: g edas time, or during the time between now and the 
Lith of February, t. shall remain the unfinished business after 2 o'clock. 


I do not think there can be any doant that the understanding 
of the Senate was that the amendments were to be disposed of as 
they were discussed. I never heard the question raised in the Sen- 
ate before. I never heard of an instance of taking up an amend- 
ment here and debating it without voting uponit after the debate 
was concluded, That having been the practice of the Senatefrom 
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time immemorial, the unanimous consent asked for by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode island referred, of course, to what was the unva- 
rying practice of the Senate, and that was to dispose of the 


amendments as were debated. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator from 
Alabama, as as all the other mem of the Senate except 
himself apparently understood the order in one way, to allow the 
rule to be modified, if it is necessary, by unanimous consent, that 
we may go on and consider the amendments and dispose of them 
in the manner s d by the Senator from Arkansas. 
. PETTUS. President, I have my reasons for not 
ing to the plan which the Senator from Rhode Island was kind 
enough to suggest tome, The Senate, of course, if it chooses to 
set aside its own agreement, can do so, but there are a number of 
ms who have said—in fact, everybody that I have heard speak- 
— of it has said that we would vote on Thursday, as we had 
agreed to do; and, so far as I am individually concerned, we will 
vote on Thursday or according to the will of the Senate, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Alabama which, I think, will meet the views of the Senator from 
Rhode Island; which is that the unanimous-consent agreement be 
so modified that we vote upon amendments to-day as they come 
up, and then, if any Senator to-morrow shall desire a reconsidera- 

on and another vote, there shall be unanimous consent that it 
may be had. So that to-day we can vote upon some of the amend- 
ments as they come, I know some very good reason actuates the 
Senator from Alabama, as it always does when he takes a position; 
but if for some reason he shall desire to vote again on any partic- 
ular amendment, we shall, by unanimous consent, have a recon- 
sideration of the vote upon any such amendment which is voted 
Sl 755 to-day. Is that satisfactory to the Senator from Rhode 


Mr. ALDRICH. Perfectly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Would that be satisfactory to the Senator 
from Alabama? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ihave stated what my position is on this mat- 


ter, and I to stand by it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator state his in- 

uiry. 
iy 12 PERKINS. As I understand it, the bill is now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and open to amendment. If the amendments are 
adopted to-day, when bill is reported to-morrow to the Senate, 
it will be in order for my friend from Alabama, or for any other 
Senator, to offer een: ae again, when the Senate will 
again vote u ill it not? 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PERKINS. erefore, I think my friend from Alabama 
and all of us will be satisfied if we can vote to-day as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon these amendments and vote upon them 
again to-morrow when the bill is reported to the Senate. Then 
my friend from Alabama may offer his amendment, and the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, the Senator from New Hampshire, and others 
may offer their amendments, and we will again vote upon them 
to-morrow, and so we shall all have the privilege of upon 
record to-da „Wednesday, and again on Thursday, if we desire 
to do so, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I rise to a parliamen inguiry. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator state his in- 
bs TH JONES of Arkansas. Tho question, as I understand it, is 


now on the amendment of the Senator from N ae [Mr. 
CHANDLER] to amend the amendment reported by Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]—that is to say, a yea vote will 
put the amendment as proposed by the Senator ew Hamp- 
shire as a part of the amendment reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator correctly states 
the question. . 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I shall vote for that, and then vote 
against the amendment afterwards. i 

Mr. VEST. call for the yeas and nays on the amendment to 
the amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to | Carte: 


call the roll. 
Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). My col- 
e [Mr. Bacon] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. I 
understand he is paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. WETMORE]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he 
Were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Ihavea general 


8 the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircfarp]. 
P 


resent, he would vote nay ” and I should vote yea.“ 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Florida . MALLORY]. I wish to say that 
I feel at liberty to vote under that arrangement upon all features 
of this bill. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Ihave a — 

with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
nless some other arrangement is made, I am not allowed to vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I su to the Senator from Alabama 
that we transfer our pairs, the tor from Alabama being paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar] and I with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. 8 That will permit the Sen- 
ator from Alabama and myself to vote, if it be agreeable. I make 


that 1 to him. 

er ig TITUS. I do not know how the Senator from Virginia 
would vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I assume the Senator from Virginia, if 
present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

. PETTUS. Ishould vote “yea” on this question if I were 
consti to vote at all, but Iam opposed to the amendment as a 
whole. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pee with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Manoni, who has voted, 

ut on this particular matter I am paired with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. I inquire if that Senator has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the Senator from West A, soe has voted. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name Was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from asi, at lent Bacon], who is 
absent; but I will transfer that to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. BAKER], who is also absent, and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PROCTOR. T have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Iowa , GEAR] if he is not otherwise 
paired, and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. My colleague [Mr. Hoar] is detained from the 
Chamber 7 illness, If he were present, he would vote nay.“ I 
ee he stands paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

ANIEL], 

Mr, SBROUGH. I understand the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. se is recorded as voting, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that my coll Ə 2 GEAR] 
is now paired with the Senator from Florida A RY]. 
My colleague, if here, would vote nay.” 

r. Pty nl having voted in the ica nap 4 I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIArERRO]. 
I am informed that he is absent from the Chamber, and there- 
fore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. I should like to inquire if the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Hoar] is not paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. so, I shall transfer my 
pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], who is 
absent, and I understand is not paired. I shall then be at liberty 
to vote, and I vote ( yea.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted, having forgotten at the time that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], who is not present. 
I assume, if present, he would vote day: yz therefore perhaps 
I ought not to be recorded as voting on this or the other amend- 
ment. So I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—2. 


Allen, McEnery, Teller, 
Bate, Culberson, Martin, 
Berry, Money, Turley, 
Butler, Heitfe Morgan, 8 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, ones, Ney. Rawlins, 
Clay, Kenney, Sullivan, 
NAYS—45. 
Aldrich, Foraker, Med Sewell, 
3 McCumber, Shoup, 
Burrows, 8, McM. Simon, 
ery, ger. Mason, Spooner, 
T, Hale, Nelson, urston, 
Clark, Wyo. Penrose, Vest, 
om, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Deboe, ean, Platt, N. X. Wolcott. 
Depew, Lindsay, Proctor, 
ge, C kora 
Fairbanks, McBride, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Daniel, McLaurin, Scott, 
Baker, Gear, Mallory, Stew: 
Beverid; Hoar, Pe W. Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Kyle, Pri 0 m 


So the amendment of Mr, CHANDLER to the amendment of the 
committee was rejected. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to deny my statement that the 
first ten lines of this bill were only a reiteration of existing law. 
I never have taken the position that they were anything but a re- 
iteration of existing law; not that the gold standard has been dis- 
tinctly declared 1 ee of any statute., Gold has become 
the standard by the closing of the mints to silver, and there can 
be no more coinage of silver in this country, except for minor 
coinage, until Congress, with the concurrence of the President, 
or by a two-thirds vote, shall open the mints. So we are upon the 
gold 5 to-day substantially by reason of the closing of the 
min 

I understood that to be the effect of the first ten lines of this 
bill, a declaration of what is called the existing gold standard in 
America; and my contention has been from the first that if that 
gold standard was to be reiterated by legislation at this session 
it should be accompanied by the qualification as to the desire of 
the American people for bimetallism, which has been so often 
voted for in this ber and in political conventions, 

Now I will read exactly what I said in the first opening lines 
of my remarks the other day. I said: 

Th ; 
doferndastin of the American poopie that bliver shalt be resoonetiond na 
defiance of the Republican platform of 1896, and without such recognition in 
the bill I can not give to it my vote. 

Mr. President, it is proper that I should define what I would 
consider to be adequate recognition of the desire and the deter- 
mination of the American people” for bimetallism to be placed in 
this bill, which would make me willing to vote for it. It would be 
the adoption at the close of it of the declaration of the amendment 
which has just been rejected and the placing in front of the com- 
mittee’s amendment the declaration that the United States from 
tradition and interest favor bimetallism.” 

I ask the Senator from Rhode Island, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, to accept those lines which were in the platform of the 
Republican party in 1892, to admit them as a preliminary to the 
amendment which has been reported by the committee: 

The United States from tradition and interest favor bimetallism. 

Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow that declaration? 
Then, perhaps, in committee of conference conclude to add—as I 
think the committee of conference will conclude that it is wise to 
add—the words which have just been voted down by the Senate, 
though my vote is of no importance, I shall be very willing to vote 
for the bill, although I deprecate very much the adoption, under 
any conditions, of the first ten lines of the bill, because they are 
entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as I am concerned, I object equally to 
the reenactment of the Revised Statutes or to the incorporation 
of the platform of a political party into this bill. 

Mr. President, in the remarks which I submitted oer the pres- 
entation of this bill to the Senate I stated that the nited States 
through various legislative enactments had been committed to the 
policy of promoting international bimetallism and that the Re- 
publican party, through the declarations of its various political 
platforms, declared in favor of international bimetallism. 
At the same time I stated that there was nothing in this bill, not 
a line, or a word, or a syllable, which placed any obstacle what- 
ever in the way of the accomplishment of international bimetal- 
lism in the future. ; 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] say that they do not believe in 
international bimetallism or in the possibility of its accomplish- 
ment. I will say to those Senators that there are many men in 
both political parties, as honest and as desirous of maintaining 
the public interests and the public honor as are those Senators, 
who do believe that international bimetallism is possible, and who 
have consistently advocated it in all the years since 1878. 

I ask Senators, Does this bill in any one of its provisions place 
any obstacle in the way of international bimetallism? Does the 
fact that we are on a gold standard, admittedly so by the pro- 
visions of this bill, prevent the United States from taking any 
action looking to international bimetallism? 

* Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. I do not want to 
be interrupted at this point. 

I have frequently heard the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] and other Senators who believe in bimetallism call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that there is a great bimetallist 

rty in England and one scarcely less 8 in Germany. 

the fact that those people live in gold-standard countries 


necessarily make their efforts in behalf of international bimetal- | tends 


lism futile? Does the fact that certain governments, whose con- 

sent is necessary for the success of the plan, are now m the 
ld standard prevent consideration of the question and any 

insuperable obstacles in the way of its accomplishment? 


I ask Senators, if there are any such, who believe there is some- 
thing in this bill which does place an obstacle in the way of the ac- 


complishment of this p and whether it is a wise or 

a question not involved in the amendment—to point out of 
the language the phrase, the word, that producesthisresult. This 
can not be done. We would not have felt obliged to have offered 
this amendment if it had not been for the repeated declarations of 
Senators upon the other side that by the adoption of this bill we 
would close the door to any attempt even to secure an interna- 
tional ent, If it is honorable to state exactly what you 
mean in legislation, then this amendment hasa thoroughly honest 


Mr. ALLEN. I wanted to ask the Senator a question while he 
was on his feet, but I care nothing about it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wanted to ask him what there was in this bill 
that would permit the negotiation of international bimetallism? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not the purpose of this particular bill to 
promote international bimetallism or to affect that result in any- 
way, directly or indirectly. 

. Mr. President, it is quite the custom in the Sen- 
ate to talk one way and vote another. It has been during my 
experience here the custom of some Senators to talk in favor of a 
measure and then to vote against it. This bill is a gold bill from 
top to bottom, through and through, from cuticle to core and 
from core to cuticle, There is not a thing in it which would de- 
ceive any personinto the belief that it favors international bimetal- 
lism or domestic bimetallism. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] says that there 
is nothing in this bill to prohibit international bimetallism. Mr. 
President, there is. Before international bimetallism can become 
an accomplished fact, before it can be negotiated, you will have 
to this bill. This bill commits the United States to the 
single gold standard; it eliminates silver from our coinage, except- 
ing asa subsidiary coin. The whole financial policy of the United 
States as declared by this bill is the policy of the single gold 
standard. Why undertake to deceive the people, or why does the 
Senator undertake to deceive himself, into the belief that there is 
anything in the Republican party, or in its history, or in the vote 
taken here within the last five or ten minutes which would indi- 


cate to the world that it is a bimetallic ps he 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, Ishould like to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island what would be the effect in moralsand in law, 
if the refunding scheme embraced in this bill takes place and this 
Government issues gold bonds, for us to then negotiate with for- 
eign countries for the rehabilitation of silver and a return to the 
bimetallic standard, our obligations outstanding being payable in 
gold? What would be the status? If there is nothing in this bill 
to prohibit or prevent our return to the bimetallic standard, how 
would you get around that position? How would you explain it? 
How would you litigate it? In other words, if the matter came 
before the Supreme Court, what would then be done to determine 
as to what the bonds would be payable in? Could we pay them in 
silver, even though we had restored silver? 

. ALDRI The Senator asks a question which is equiv- 
alent to this: If a man makes a contract payable in gold, would 
he be precluded from making another contract payable in silver in 
relation to another matter and at another time? 

. TILLMAN, That is in the bill, if I understand it. If the 
Senator will permit me, the provision in the bill is that you are to 
issue gold bonds, Suppose people propose to swap coin bonds for 
those gold bonds, I the Senator is there ; in the bill 
which would prevent it? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The} bill provides for the issue of a certain 
amount of bonds payable in gold, thereby constituting a contract 
between the United States and the parties who may hold those 
bonds; and I assume the United States would continue to 
those bonds in gold, whatever agreements it might make with 
other countries as to other matters, as I am sure we shall not re- 
pudiate any of our contracts. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the position of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that this po Finer a with 
reference to the House bill or to the proposed substitute offered 
by the committee, interposes no obstacle to the accomplishment 
of bimetallism seems to me very astonishing. If Ir the pro- 
visions of this bill aright, it inte moral obstacles and legal 
obstacles, if not constitutional obstacles, to the accomplishment 
of that purpose. 

One of the potent arguments against independent bimetallism 


Secondly, as 
ALLEN], if this 


poned out by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ill passes, making the public obligations of this 
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nation payable ‘ifically in gold, and such bonds are issued, it 
interposes a legal, if not a constitutional, obstacle to the bringing 
about of bimetallism. Before that can be done, and gold and sil- 
ver stand yu the same footing in the power of each to 
perform the duties of money, to constitute a legal tender in the 
payment of all debts, that discrimination and obstacle must be re- 
moved by the of this legislation, by changing the obli- 
tion of that contract. Whether that can constitutionally be 
one is a doubtful question. While there is nothing in the Federal 
Constitution prohibiting the Federal Government or Congress 
from violating the obligation of contracts, there is such an inhibi- 
tion as against the States; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Sinking Fund cases held that by implication the Fed- 


eral Con was Sine rere ante ish thatinequitable 
Seka erefore, pass this law, and you have taken one other 
‘a p. 


Mr. President, in view of these considerations, to place upon the 
face of this proposed statute a provision that it is not intended to 
accomplish those things which it does accomplish is a confession 
of the injustice of the measure itself. It is a declaration to the 

ple that those who this measure have no confidence in 
it or that they can successfully appeal to their conscience and 
judgment for a vindication of the process by which this shall be- 
come a law. 

Mr. President, bimetallism by international agreement, in my 
humble opinion, is not only morally impossible, but, taking into 
consideration the structure and constitutions of the different gov- 
ernments that are supposed to cooperate to bring it about, it is 
impossible in Nr sense. The delegates may agree, but they 
are not clothed with the power to enact into law and make potent 
as a law in the several governments they represent the agreement 
which they accomplish. After they have agreed all they can do 
is for the respective delegates to back to the countries which 
they represent, and those countries will take up the matter in 
their proper legislative departments for action. They can not 
act concurrently. They can not act at the sameinstant. One 
will act first, if action is taken at all, and to that extent it is act- 
ing independently, and it has no assurance that any other govern- 
ment will follow its example in concurring in thataction. Thus, 
in the end, whatever agreement may be come to, one nation must 
take the first step, and, by the potency of its example to concur, 
bring about the cooperation. 

The contention of bimetallists in this country is that there can 
be no bimetallism except by the independent action of the gov- 


ernments. What government is more able, what more potent, 
what more interested than this t Government of the United 
States to take the first and initial step to bring about this achieve- 
ment which all recognize as being desirable? 

Mr. President, the pro amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to ane pee g bill is a virtual declaration against 
any form of bimetallism 


which is rationally e under any 
circumstances. It proposes only possibly, contingently, upon con- 
dition, bimetallism international agreement, which is an ab- 
surdity upon its face, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and Mr. ALLISON addressed the 


Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 


cut. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, Iam one of those 
who believe that we can not take ag Pe which is more likely to 
advance the cause of international bimetallism than to let it be 
understood in the world that, until we can secure the concurrence 
of other nations, we are bing to maintain the gold standard, If 
Iam not mistaken—and appeal to the Senator from lowa to 
say whether I am or not—our delegates to the last international 
bimetallic conference were confronted by the delegates of the 

id-standard countries with the claim that we were approaching 

silver coinage in the United States; that the conditions here 

were such that we should be driven to it, and that we should be 

called upon then to carry the burden of free coinage alone, and 

therefore there was no inducement for gold-using countries to 
come into any international 8 

I wish to say one other word, and that is all. There is nothing 
whatever to the contention that because we are declaring that a 
poa standard already exists and making our future bonds paya- 

le in gold we can not therefore properly, legally, and morally 
enter into any international agreement after that time. What- 
ever international agreement may be entered into will have to be 
with the concurrence of England and Germany, both of which 
are gold-standard countries. Whatever ent may be en- 
into will operate in the future and not in the past to change 
the nature of contracts made by those Governments in the issuing 
of their obligations. Nobody would it to be retroactive, 
Everyone would t that it would have operation only in the 
future. I do not to take the time of the Senate, but I should 
like to hear from the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, when the Senator from Con- 


necticut 2 the floor I also sought it with a view of saying a 
word upon this question. 

The culty with our friends on the other side is that none of 
them are for bimetallism. They are for the single standard of 
silver, although 1 favor of the opening of our mints 
both to silver and gold. ey are silver monometallists and they 
do not comprehend, or, if they do, they do not admit, the force of 
the contention on our side, if I may use that word now, that there 
is no way to secure the concurrent and equal circulation of gold 
and silver side by side in a nation or among the nations except 
by fixing a ratio of equivalence between them that will enable a 
silver dollar to go into any country and be exchanged in any 
country for a gold dollar and will enable a gold dollar to go into 
any country and be exchanged for a silver dollar. I believe, and 
I speak for myself alone in this observation, that it is impossible 
to circulate side by side in any one country silver and gold unless 
you fix the ratio of equivalence between them which shall be 
equal to the commercial value of both metals in the markets of 
the world. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw.ins] this moment expressed 
very clearly the distinction between these two contentions. He 
contends that itis impossible to secure an international agree- 
ment (Pieroto this amendment will do him no harm), and that 
the only way is for each nation for itself to open its mints concur- 
rently to both gold and silver. But that isnot bimetallism. The 
Repo mio of Mexicohas had for yearsand yearsnominal circulation 
and open mints upon an absolute equality to both silver and gold. 
In other words, statutory provisions by a single nation can notin 
the nature of things secure bimetallism unless that nation is 
strong enough to absorb all the silver that shall come to its mints 
and at the same time absorb the gold that comes there, and keep 
them upon an equality. I do not believe, and I say it frankly 
here, because Iam not speaking now as a partisan, that with the 
disparity which there is between silver and gold at this time in the 
markets and in their commercial value as respects any of the old 
ratios, that anyratio established by us in this country, if it should 
be the absolute commercial ratio, would last a very long period 
of time, because the commercial value of the two metals would 
so ites they have varied, as to make it impossible for us to 
establish in and of ourselves a relation between the metals such 
‘as would enable both metals to circulate at a parity, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to ask the Senator from Iowa how it 
is, if his proposition correct, that to-day the American silver 


dollar is a in Europe? 
Mr. ALLISON, I will answer the Senator's question with t 
leasure. Why is it that our greenback is at par with gold in 
urope? Itis use we have a limited quantity of silver dol- 
lars. We have them in our own country exchangeable, as I have 
said, as respects all taxes and dues. We have a pledge three times 
over that we will maintain them at par in our country. I do not 
know how the fact may be, but I sup it is true that in London 
our greenbacks and our silver dollars stand upon substantial 
eae with their gold money, because the only discount pos- 
sible there would be such discount as would enable the holder of 
a silver dollar or a greenback to pay the costof exchange—the 
transportation to our own country. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator one question further, and 
then I will not disturb him again. Is it not the fact that the Amer- 
ican silver dollar is at par in because it has full legal- 
tender quality, and that this country, exporting a billion three 
hundred and fifty million dollars of domestic merchandise, is 
assurance to the whole world that they can buy all that we have 
to sell as well with the silver dollar as with gold? Is it not ax- 
iomatic that tho legal-tender money of every country in the world 
is equal to the value of its salable commodities? 

. ALLISON. The question suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri is only a reenforcement of the argument I am making. 
It is the fact that our mints are not open to the unlimited and free 
coinage of silver and that we have statutory pledges and moral 
pledges that those dollars shall be maintained upon an equality in 
our own country, the legal tender, of course, having some influ- 
ence. It is not very great, but it has some influence. The legal. 
tender quality has no relation to the fact that we coin silver now 
in limited quantities on Government account, with a pledge made 
over and over again, and repeated in this law, that we will main- 
tain those dollars upon an equality with gold. 

Mr. President, it may be true, as the Senator from Utah says, 
that it is an impossibility to secure an international a ment. 
If it is true, then we will not have it, and if we are dealing or 
conferring with foreign nations as respects a relation of equiva- 
lence between silver and gola at a commercial ratio, which we 
believe is the only way whereby that can be accomplished, we 
will be dealing with nations every one of which has the gold 
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standard as we have and every one of which has a silver circula- 
tion in its country as we have. France has four or five hundred 
millions; Germany has a hundred millions of full legal-tender sil- 
ver—the German thaler; and other countries are simi situated. 

The Senator from Connecticut pe PLATT] appealed to me as 
respects the conference in 1892. 1 will state what was said to me 
over and over again, as 1 have no doubt it was said to others, not 
in public speeches and utterances, but it was said there by men of 
eminence and of knowledge, not only in respect of the political 
policies of Europe, but regarding the trend of political opinion in 
our own country. Some of them said: We have been pinched 
with cid 955 to eod and we are being pinched, but we believe that 
the trend of public opinion in the United States is such that your 
mints will be opened to the free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
and when your mints are so opened, the effect will be that all the 
gold which now circulates in the United States will be transferred 
to Europe, and thus will fill up our vaults and our treasuries and 
add largely to our gold supply, and thereby we will be relieved 
from the tension we have sometimes felt respecting a scarcity of 


gold. 

I believe that one of the impedimentsin the pathway of bimetal- 
lism in the past was a belief on the part of many European statis- 
ticians and statesmen and financiers that we would go to a silver 
standard and thus relieve the au in our country from its use 
here and give them an opportunity to replenish their gold supply 
in Europe. So, Mr. President, whatever may be the fate of the 
amendment now suggested, we can not take a single step unless it 
is with the concurrence of the commercial nations of Europe 
which we are to deal with, and they are not only gold-using but 
gold-standard nations, 

1 wish to emphasize what was said by the Senator from Rhode 
Island as respects my own belief. There is not a line ora syllable 
or a sentence in the amendment which the Senator now p or 
in the bill as it came to us from the House that pa in the pathway 
one single obstacle to the reopening of negotiations for interna- 
tional bimetallism at any time by our country or in any degree 
diminishes our Busy or opportunity to meet a suggestion of interna- 
tional negotiation for that purpose from any other country. For 
myself I will say I think, under our present situation, it is not wise 
for us now to make that proposition to Europe. They ought to 
come to us and say, At last we are ready to again deal with the 
question of the ratio of equivalence between the two metals that 
circulate in one way and another around the globe.” 

I have heard in this debate, over and over again, that we are 
seeking by this legislation to destroy the use of silver in the world. 
It is a notorious fact, drawn from all statistics, not only those of 
our own country, but the statistics of the world, that there has 
been more full legal-tender silver coined, which is now used in 
the world’s supply, between 1873 and 1900 than was coined by all 
the countries of the world during a similar period prior to 1873. 
Therefore it is not a question whether the silver of the world shall 
be destroyed or abandoned, but it is a question for us to decide 
whether we now are willing, of our own volition, to transfer the 
standard of money, which has been a standard for twenty-five or 
thirty years, into a silver standard, which in the very nature and 
essence of thesituation must displace the money and the contracts 
which have been made during the intervening period between 
1879 and now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] began his statement with the assertion that we are 
not bimetallists, and he proved it by the statement that his opinion 
is that no one nation can maintain bimetallism unaided by other 
nations. The opinion of the Senator from Iowa perhaps is entitled 
to very great respect; but I for one believe there are men living 
who know more about financial questions than does even the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, with his great learning and wide and extensive 
information. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was before a committee of 
one of the Houses of Parliament in England only a few months 
agoaman who has been a of the Bank of England, whoisa 
director of the Bank of England now, if I am not mistaken, and 
has been for thirty years, who is a member of one of the largest 
business establishments in London doing an immense exchange 
business, who has all his life been connected with large business 
affairs, and whose firm has business connections in all parts of 
the world, who understands finance as a science, and he stated in 
answer to a direct question put to him that the United States 
alone could, in his opinion, maintain a ratio between gold and 
silver. Some of us believe that Lord Aldenham’s opinions on 
these questions are entitled to as much respect and weight as the 
opinion of the Senator from Iowa, and we believe with him that 
this country can maintain the parity between gold and silver, not- 
withstanding the assertions of the Senator from Iowa. 

It is rather remarkable, Mr. President, that this proposition of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which is so earnestly supported by 
the Senator from Iowa, should have come to the Senate as an 
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afterthought; that it should have found its way here long after 

the bill was reported. If you were so earnestly anxious about 

establishing international bimetallism, why was it that after you 

had this bill in the committee for the length of time you had it 

nE — you brought it in here without one suggestion of that sort 
i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Arkansas want an 
answer now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wecould notconceive it possible for anybody 
12 rise in the Senate and state that any other result could possibly 

n. 
STEWART. Why did you not read your own bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. t changed your minds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statements made by Senators on the other 
side that we had disowned bimetallism, international or national; 
that we were opposed jo silver. That is what changed our minds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a notorious fact that there was 
a committee selected by a Republican caucus months and months 
age charged with the r msibility of framing a finance bill 
which should express the intentions of that party in regard to 
this great question. They framed a bill and it was reported toa. 
Republican caucus, and it went through that caucus by a unani- 
mous vote—went through without one solitary dissent. Every 
man agreed to it and pledged himself to it. That bill went into 
another branch of Congress. Everybody knows what happened 
there. Everybody understands the discussions that were had 
there, the open declarations of many men that they had had their 
very last turn with silver; that that was the end of the whole 
business, And not one single Republican was heard to the con- 


trary. 

I believe, Mr. President, that I understand the reason why this 
amendment was brought in. In 5 adopted by the Re- 
pobrean party in St. Louis you declared yourselves in favor of 

imetallism, which leading members of the Republican party 
laugh at as never having been meant in earnest, It is well known 
that you were not then and are not now in favor of bimetallism 
in aor way. After you came into power you asked for an appro- 
priation to appoint a commission to go abroad. This was to make 
a show of an effort to carry out your pledge. That commission 
went abroad and might have been successful. I hoped it would 
be. I was anxious to see bimetallism accomplished by any means. 
Tho it would succeed and I believed it might have succeeded 
but for the fact that it was constantly undermined and discredited 
on the other side by the Republican Administration. 

Mr. President, when this bill passed the House it provided for 
the absolute single gold standard and for the payment of United 
States bonds in gold, and there were other provisions, which I 
regard as iniquitous. That bill when it became public made an 
impression, and the ple were heard condemning it, and when 
Republican leaders found what the Senator from Iowa spoke of 
just now as ‘‘the trend of public opinion,” which brought this 
amendment here, the danger of a revolt against the Republican 
party was felt. It was conceived, then, to be necessary that the 
same old fraudulent straddle that was in the platform of 1896 
should be put forth again for the perpa of undertaking to hold 
the votes of some men who would clearly not stay with the Re- 
publican party in an open avowal that they intended to stand by 
the 9 87 58 standard. 

Mr. RICH. The Senator from Arkansas does not agree 
with the Senator from Colorado, that this conflicts with Repub- 
lican sentiment throughout the country? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say it was against the sentiment of 
every ea It is not. It is against the leaders’ sentiments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say it was against 
the idea of the t Republican masses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to two Senators? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I will take my own time hereafter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a newspaper clipping which 
I took ont of a Boston newspaper, an interview attributed to the 

resent Presiding Officer of this body (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 

t was directly after the Senator from Colorado had brought up 
the Stanley Matthews resolution and reoffered it in the Senate 
when we had a vote. I have an idea that the Senator from Maine 
illustrated in this interview the feelings that moved the Finance 
Committee when it authorized the Senator from Rhode Island to 
offer this amendment. I will read the interview: 

If the amendment of Senator NELSON to the Teller resolution had not 
been voted dowh, the effect of the adoption of the resolution would have been 
nothing. The effect of the resolution will be to square the silver men for 


their fight in 1900. That is what it is for. They were spurred on to their 
present activity by the attitude of Gage in urging the acceptance of the sin- 


gle gold standard. f 
I one had been a politician as well as a banker, he probably would not 
have ted on a declaration in favor of a single gold standard. It was all 
right for him to submit his scheme of finance, but y politic to be so spe- 
c about the single gold standard. 
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The trouble, Mr. President, is that the House had been enffrely 
too ‘‘ specific” about the single gold standard—to use the language 
of the Senator from Maine—and it was necessary to dilute it 
somewhat. The bill as brought from the Finance Committee in 
my opinion carries out almost every iniquity that is in the House 
bill. But it is very much more adroitly worded. It is fixed up 
so that almost anything in it can be denied. While it will have 
the same result as the House bill, it can easily be said that it does 
not mean what it will be construed to mean and is intended to 
mean, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the purpose of quoting those words, so 
that he can put them right there to the spot. 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In just one minute. I wish first to 
finish this interview with the Senator from Maine. 

Mo! in his New York voiced the vietys of his fully, but 
he 9 guarded than ir Geet party y 

I think the Finance Committee thought the House committee 
ed,” and they propose to put this in 
party that in e ny th : Na 
t inten ish permanently the 8 
— pretending to favor dimets lim, Now I will hear the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 4 of the House bill, which has been 
struck out by the Senate amendment, appear these words: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and required to use said re- 
serve fund in maintaining at all times the — 2 and equal value of every 
dollar issued or coined by the Government; and if at any time the Secre 
of the ry deems it necessary, in order to maintain the parity and eq 
value of all the money of the United States, he may, at his discretion, ex- 
change gold coin for any other money issued or coined by the United States. 
That is the House provision, which is Wap bold, manly. Here 
is the Senate su uge or dodge in which they have veiled the 
purpose. They bring it down to about three lines: 

And all forms of money issued or coined by the United States shall be 
maintained at a parity of value with this standard. 

You do not say how, but you leave it to your Secretary of the 
Treasury to redeem silver dollars in gold dollars, as I tried to get 
the Senator from Iowa to acknowledge yesterday; but he would 


not doit. Now, will the Senator from Rhode Island deny that 
that is the pu and object of this bill? 
Mr. ALDRI Notin the time of the Senator from Arkansas, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator do it afterwards? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will consider that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My time is abont exhausted, but I 
want to call attention, in connection with what has just been read 
by the Senator from South Carolina, to the adroit language of the 
first ph of this bill, which is practically the same as the 
House bill, in declaring that gold s be the standard unit of 
value.” Lou assert that that is a continu&tion of the present law. 
Thatis nottrue. It is the continuation of the present practice, 
which is a lawless usurpation on the part of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government and it is not a continuation of the law. 

The act of 1873 declared that the gold dollar should be the unit 
of value, and the word ‘“‘standard” is not used in the act. The 
word “standard” means the particular dollar by which all other 
dollars are to be measured, and when you make the gold dollar 
the standard dollar, all others must be measured by it. 

Now, when the act of 1873 was passed, declaring that the gold 
dollar should be the unit of value, greenbacks were a logal tender, 
and from then on until 1879 greenbacks, which were below par as 
measured in gold, were the standard of value and the only stand- 
ard of value. All calculations were in greenbacks. Purchases and 
sales were made in greenbacks, and gold was ata premium. It 
was bought and sold as any other commodity was bought and sold. 
H yos not current money and the legal tenders were the standard 
of value. : 

The implied assertion in this bill that gold has been the stand- 
ard of value from 1873 until now is not true in point of fact. In 
1878 we provided for the coinage of silver dollars and made them 
alegal tender to a limited amount. Now, any legal-tende? money 
is a standard of value. This is true in the very nature of things 
and needs no proof. Any legal-tender money is a standard of 
value. But you undertake here to declare that the only standard, 
the sole standard, is the one legal tender which is coined in gold 
and gold alone. You do this by this bill when you, by law, pro- 
vide that it alone shall be the standard, for you practically effect 
this by making other legal tenders only representatives of money 
and not money. 3 

Mr. ALDRICH, Are United States notes the standard of value? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course they are a standard of 


value, one standard of value, as I have just undertaken to show, 
and which the Senator from Rhode Island must know to be the 
truth. From 1873, while the law that you pretend to copy here, 
and which you do not copy because you add the word standard,“ 


was in full force, up to 1878, silver was demonetized and not cur- 
rent and mbacks were actually the standard of value. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I rise to protest against the 
assumption that the United States has no right to legislate upon 
financial questions, but that we must depend upon Europe for 
that purpose. When did Europe ever pass a money law for us? 
Did we consult Europe in 1792 when the first coinage act was 
passed? Did we consult her in 1836 when the second act was 

assed? Did we consult her in 1873 when we struck down silver 
a an act? Did we consult her in 1878 when we restored silver? 

ave we ever consulted her as to that? Have we not passed 
these laws ourselves? Are we consulting Europe in regard to 
passing this proposed act, which is a radical departure from any- 
thing we haye passed before, which takes away the legal-tender 
power of the silver dollar to pay public debts? n this is done 
there will be no legal-tender money in the country but gold. It 
takes away the legal-tender power of the silver dollar to pay 
public debts, and toma based | there will be no full legal-tender 
money in the country but gold alone. Are we consulting Europe 
about that? 

The idea that our financial legislation depends upon Europe and 
that we must go there for it is ridiculous. The idea seems to be 
to fix a platform on which to go before the people and say, We did 
the best we could, but we have not the consent of Europe, and 
co ras tently po ma 7 5 8 . 955 0 5 tells 
us 0 80. a Ə on they propose ə in goin 
before the country, and it aera beet. oe 

The Senator from Iowa also argued with an utter misapprehen- 
sion of what money is, to keep some things equal to other things, 
and all that kind of thing. All there is of money is its legal- 
tender power, and this discussion that we should maintain the 
parity between two kinds of money is most ridiculous. Tell me 
when and where a full legal-tender dollar of the United States 
was not equal to every other legal- tender dollar? Such a case can 
not be cited. What keeps silver at par? The legal-tender power 
that it has. Take that away and it will fall at once. Take it from 
gold and it will fall at once. It is the legal-tender power, that 
stamp, and nothing else that keeps it at par. 

The character of this amendment is so well described in an arti- 
cle in the New York Times and meets my views so exactly, I will 
take the liberty of having the Secretary read it at the de It is 
full and complete and states the whole thing. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A WEAK AND NEEDLESS CONCESSION. 
From the New York Times.] 

We should like to know to what element in our population Senator Ar- 
DRICH thought he was pandering when he reported from his committee this 
amendment to the currency bill: 

That the provisions of act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, provided the 
samo be secured by concurrent action of the leading pamer Al nations of 
the world and at a ratio which insure permanence of relative value be- 
tween gold and silver.” 

The currency bill contains a specific declaration establishing the single 
gold standard. It is not simply inconsistent to graft upon the same bill a 
recognition of bimetallism; it is yan itis fatuous, it is a desecration of 
the graveyard, and an impudent interference with dissolution and the be- 
nignant course of nature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I protest against the right of 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to misrepresent the 
character of bimetallism represented on this side of the Chamber. 
He may speak his own sentiments on bimetallism, but he can not 
fairly represent ours, Bimetallism is that financial system which 
gives to gold and silver free and unlimited coinage into full legal- 
tender money at the ratio prescribed by law. 

Mr. Muhleman, deputy assistant treasurer of the United States, 
in New York, in his Monetary Systems of the World, says: 

By bimetallism, simply defined, is meant the free and unlimited coinage of 


both gold and silver into coins of full debt-paying power. Not the mere use 
of the double standard, but the actually opened mints on the terms above 


given. 
The royal gold and silver commission of England in 1888 gave 
their definition of bimetallism, They said: 
~ ive, m 

Ae of thoes wie KIN OCAEA TE TATAA EAT OEO AT tontarce? GW) AN Opes 
mint ready to coin any tity of either gold or silver which may be brought 
to it; (b) the right on the part of a debtor to discharge his liabilities at fiis 
option in either of the two metals at a ratio fixed by law. 

The Senator from Iowa says that we are not bimetallists. Why? 
Because in his opinion to open the mints to gold and silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 in the United States by this great Governmen 
independent of all the world, would not maintain the commerci 
value of silver bullion equal to its coining value. I have heard 
that before. I want to put a question now to the distinguished 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and ask him to answer 
it as an honest man and “ good Indian.” We have to-day upon 
the statute bocks of the United States a law duly enacted and 
Sered evin to both silver and gold free and unlimited coinage 
into f legal-tandet money at the ratio of 16 to 1, independent of 
every nation on earth, and the Senator from Rhode Island has 
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10,000 ounces of silver bullion over in London and wants to sell it. 
What is his price for it? What is your price for it? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It ses upon what I could get for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would you ask for it? What would 
you take for it? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I would take the most that I could get. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much would that be? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it was sent over here and coined into silver 
dollars, I would get at the rate of $1.29 an ounce, nominally; but 
what that coin would be worth at some future time is a question 
which neither the Senator from Missouri nor myself can answer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the question. I put it a direct 

uestion. The Senator knows that if he were in London when 
t law was enacted and had 10,000 ounces of silver bullion and 
wanted to sell it, he would ask the coining value in the United 
States, less interest and the charges of transportation and the 
delay in having it coined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if there were only 10,000 ounces 
of silver outside of the United States to come here to be coined 
into silver dollars the condition which the Senator from Missouri 
alludes to would undoubtedly remain true; but if the silver of the 
world as well as the silver of the United States should be brought 
tothe American mints to be coined, instead of being worth $1.29 
an ounce at its coinage value it would be worth 59 cents or 60 
cents an ounce, the commercial value of bullion; exactly what has 
taken place, as has been alluded to by the Senator from Iowa, in 
our neighboring country of Mexico, Mexico has her mints o 
to the free coinage of both gold and silver. A Mexican silver dol- 
lar a wore just as much as Mexican bullion, the silver that it 
contains. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope this interruption will not be taken 
out of my time, 

The P IDENT pro tempore. No; it will not be taken out 
of the time of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That argument I have heard time pore eg 
Now, I want to bring up as a witness in defense of the position I 
8 to-day no less a person than the distinguished senior 
Senator from [owa [Mr. ALLISON]. and I will read from what the 
distinguished Senator said in 1878 in regard to the precious metals, 
I say that whenever the United States, a great commercial nation 
that we are, with our unlimited and inexhaustible resources and 
commodities for sale, opens its mints to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver equally with gold at the old ratio of 16 to 1, that 
very moment there is a fixed price for all the silver bullion of this 
world wherever it may be, and that is the coining price in the 
United States, and wherever that silver bullion is the holders of 
it will not accept less than its coining value in the United States, 
the Se 2d of transportation and coinage, insurance and delay, 
deducted. 

Now, it is law and only law that fixes the commercial value of 
bullion. I want the Senator's attention. I will keep the eye of 
the Senator from Iowa, but I want the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I say it is the law and only the Jaw that fixes 
the commercial value of gold and silver bullion. Gold bullion 
to-day is equal to its coining value, because England has an open 
mint to the gold of the world at a fixed price, and nobody will 
take less for it, and the United States has the same thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is not gold and silver equal by law in Mexico at a ratio less 
than ours? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the United States, Mexico is 
not a great commercial nation. It has not the products for sale 
that we have. It is law that gives value to the metals. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But if it is law and not the size of the nation 
or any other circumstance that makes it, why not in Mexico? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will get to that point. I want to quote 


ly of the precious metals has little or nothin: 
t is it, then, that affects their value 8 t 
t 


Therefore the annual gu 
to do with their value. 
is the demand. The commercial value is controlled by the demand. 


What constitutes the demand?” Isee the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] is about to be led into a blunder, but the 
Senator from Iowa shakes his finger and leads him away from it, 


[Laughter.] 

What constitutes the demand? Why is it that we have silver cuted every 
ar in the London market? Is it sold to be worked up into plate by the silver- 
— . pay Serene Its present demand in the London ‘et is for shipment 

or 

What is it that constitutes the demand for Eola? Is it for use in the arts? 
bie? Bac eee Therefore it is its use as money by so many 
ci states that creates a demand for it and gives it its value. If all the 
European states and our coun’ were to-day simultaneously to demonetize 
gold and remonetize silver, would not these two metals tely change 
places, and would not gold depreciate vastly— 

** Vastly! ’— 
below the fall of silver in 1875? Silver is used by six or seven hundred mil- 
lions of people — 5 oriental countries, while gold is not used by them at 
all, or scarcely at Therefore, if gold were demonetized, if the laws of 
legal tender— 

“Tf the laws of legal tender!“ 
were taken away. tom it, it would be the metal to depreciate instead of 
silyer. Now, if that be true, what is it that creates 

Creates! 
the commercial value of the precious metals? It is le tion. tion 

ves value to the precious metals, and the „ e records 

e condition of legislation with reference to the precious metals. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri does not 
expect the Senator from Iowa to deny that he thought that when 
he was a bimetallist. But since he has got to be a Goldbug, he 


has chan, his opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from 
Missouri has expired. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator 


from Missouri for reading a brief extract from the somewhat ex- 
tended speech I made in 1878. If the Senator would put the whole 
of it in the Recorp I should be very glad, because then I main- 
tained, as I maintain now, that legislation gives additional value 
to the precious metals; but I . dont then, as I argue now, that in 
order that this value and that ratio of equivalence should be 
maintained between them, there should be universal law—not the 
law of the city of Washington or the law of a small community— 
but that it should, as it had been for seventy-three years before, 
almost the universal law of the nations which kept the equiva- 
lence of these metals up to that time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Butit had not been. 

Mr. ALLISON. What had not been? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The ratio of 15} to 1 had not been 
the universal law. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam not en of universal law—— 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You stated a while ago it was be- 
cause there had been. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam speaking of that concurrence of the legis- 
lation of nations which maintained that dr nearly that equivalence 
for a an time. The difficulty is now that the great nations of 
the world that then used silver no longer use it, and that it is not 
possible for one nation or one community b establishing amonetary 
ratio between these two metals to keep that ratio of equivalence. 
The Senator from Missourineed not read the speech whichI made 
there; everybody knows that the principal use of precious metals 
is as money, and they are used now as money; but the ratio of 
8 has so changed as that it is impossible to maintain them 
at the old ratio, and yet my friend from Missouri has as much 
faith as is not to be found in all Israel, that although the situations 
have changed in every respect throughout the nations, we can 
stand now as we stood back in 1873, or before 1873, when all Ger- 
many and all Europe was practically using silver, except Great 


now from my friend from Iowa. Money exists not by ore qa Britain 


but by law, and without law there is no money on this earth. 
challenge anyone of you to deny it. Without law there can be 
no legal tender. You know that; every one of you. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The very term—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from New York 
pe DEPEW ], who is now sitting behind the Senator from Rhode 

land, knows that without law there is no legal tender on earth. 
It is law and only law that creates money; nothing else, nothing 
less, and nothing more; and without it it does not exist. 

Now, then, it is law that gives to gold and silver their com- 
mercialvalue. I read from the speech of the Senator from Iowa, 
delivered on the 15th day of February, 1878, in which he says: 

What is it that fixes or establishes the commercial value of money? Gold 
and silver are commodities and, like other commodities, their value is regu- 
lated by supply and demand. 

The annual supply of the precious metals exerts very little influence over 
their value, because the annual supply is very small compared with the total 
quantity actually in use. It can not be truthfully said that the insignificant 
increase in the production of the mines of the Comstock lode exerts any ma- 
Geld, or ea to ite or nothing compared with tho Breat san ot 
gold and silver already in existence. aah iii 


So the Senator’s quotation from me is simply a statement of 
the conditions at that time, whereby the laws of so many nations 
could unite and give value to silver, which is given by the demand 
ror Sree and not for its use in the arts, either for silver or for 
gold. 

So, Mr. President, I have nop changed my opinions. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not going to vote for this 
amendment, but my refusal is not because I am opposed to inter- 
national bimetallism. I have been an international bimetallist 
ever since I have had anything to do with the question. There 
is no man who has made more efforts for it than I, unless it 
may be the Senator from Iowa, who has moved several times in 
that direction. 

Ihave watched with interest every bimetallic conference that 
has ever been held, and I must say I have watched every one of 
them with more or less hope. We have been disappoin I amı 
not one of those who de yet that it is not ible to haye 
international bimetallism, and if the committee had proposed to 
put in the bill a live, aggressive proponitan that they are in favor 
of international bimetalllam would be willing to vote for it, 
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But, Mr. President, let us see what this remarkable provision is: 


visions of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
e accomplishment of international bimetallism, 


That the 
the way of rovided the 
same be secured by concurrent action of the leading comme nations of 
the world and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 


Mr. President, there is nothing in that to commit the Repub- 
lican party to bimetallism, as I said before; nothing that can 
touch the most acute conscience of the litician who may 
come after us, It is absolutely worthless and is intended to be so. 
Ithink1 can say that; and I think I am justified when the Senator 
rises here and charges that every one of us who votes against this 
bill is for silver monometallism. Iam as much in favor of bimet- 
allism now as I have ever been. I never wanted to see this coun- 
try put upon a monometallic basis either of silver or of gold; but I 
am of the opinion to-day, even with the great output of gold, that 
we would be infinitely better off on a silver basis than we should 
be on a solitary gold 5 — 

What will be result of this act depends upon conditions we 
can not foresee, If there should be a great output of gold for 
the next twenty years, as there is now, we may not feel the stran- 
gulation, the trouble which every nation on the face of the earth 
to this hour has felt when she tried to go to the gold standard. 
But if we went to the silver standard, we should havea money that 
would enable us to trade with thirteen hundred million people, 
instead of with two hundred and fifty or three hundred million. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal in the Senate about 
the extension of trade and commerce, You have got to look for 
your commerce to the Asiatic world; you have got to look for it 
amongst the thirteen hundred million men who are not yet so far 
advanced in civilization as our competitors across the Atlantic. 

The Euro are manufacturing most of their own $ 
If we now send them a little iron and other manufactured arti- 
cles, the time is not far distant when, in defense of their own con- 
ditions and to save their own laborers from want and destitution, 
they will put up a barrier against our trade. Everybody can see 
that who studied the history of the world. You can see it in 
every movement thathas beenmade. Germany is competing now 
with England, and England is alarmed at the competition. Do you 
suppose that any theory of free trade will stand in the way of 
Great Britain saying to us, If yon send goods here under Nrt 
conditions, there is a chance of destroying the laborers of this 
country?” If we do, of course they will endeavor to prevent it. 
Self-defense, humanity, and decency require them to do so, and 
they are going to do so. 

If we would trade with the world, we can trade with silver bet- 
ter than with gold. As a great commercial nation, we will get gold 
ee if we have enough of other money, if we have enough of 

ver. 

The dislocation of the parity is the most frightful thing which 
has occurred in financial affairs. That will not be settled when 

ou go to a gold standard; that will not be settled if three hun- 
or five hundred millions of gold is put out in the 
world every year. You can not make thirteen hundred millions 
of people use gold; the financial and commercial conditions are 
such that ee can not doit. The poopie who work for twoannas 
a day, or for less than 5 cents, or who receive at the utmost not to 
exceed 15 cents a day, can not 33 They have never 
handled it. Those people have been using silver from time im- 
memorial. They have not been using gold except as merchandise 
not using it as money; and in the whole history of their race they 
have never used it except for the purposes of adornment or of bar- 
ter. Everywhere through the Asiatic countries, as I said to-day, 
from more than erap undred years Dere the hoe oe 
© people were using silver as money, and those people have been 
using it ever since. While gold was used in some of Asia, 
silver was the real money in that country during all that time. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that the relation be- 
tween gold and silver is one to be created by law. I say now that 
the Roman law, made in the days of Augustus, or before that 
time, maintained the relation of gold and silver practically uni- 
form throughout a great portion of Europe for one thousand two 
hundred years; it did not vary. 

When France, which has en a bimetallic standard ever 
since anybody has known anything abont it, raised the ratio from 
14.78, or something in that neighborhood, to 15}, the whole civi- 
lized world that traded with her accepted that ratio. 

It is not true that you must have the same ratio in every na- 
tion. I can show you that for years Great Britain had an estab- 
lished ratio 3 or 4 per cent erent from that of France; Por- 

had a different ratio; Spain had a different ratio; Russia 
and Germany had a different ratio; and yet they maintained a 
concurrent circulation where the circulation was bimetallic; and 
where it was not bimetallic they kept the purchasing power of 
their silver just as it had been and as it was everywhere else. 


Mr. President, there have been more falseh and misstate- 
ments about the history of money in this country in the last 
twenty years than ever before. 


has been a great deal of 


misrepresentation witn reference to those of us who stand for the 
ancient methods, who stand for a system which has back of it the 
experience of the world. I repeat whatI said the other day, that 
Dr. Johnson said the test of truth is experience. We have had 
the experience of the world; and when the Senator comes here 
and says, You want bimetallism, and because you advocate it 
you are for monometallism,” I resent it. 

The best scientists of the world to-day are for bimetallism; and 
the Senator sat in conference with some of the brightest men of 
Europe who advocated bimetallism—Mr. Tirard, Mr. Molesworth, 
and various others I might mention if I were not afraid of my 
time running out. Lord Aldenham, when he was a private man, 

lain Mr. Gibbs, said years and years ago what he has said lately. 
hen asked if England could maintain the relation of silver to 
gold at a parity, he said, Any great nation in the world can do 
it — not a little nation, but any great nation with great commer- 
cial transactions can do it. 

Then the Senator called our attention to Mexico, as if there 
was a allel between Mexico and this country, Mexico with a 
limited commerce, Mexico with a population unlike ours, Mexico 
with a population which has neyer known progress—to compara 
Mexico to the United States isa most remarkable thing in the 
Senate of the United States. 

But I see the Presiding Officer has his gavel raised, and I shall 
have to close. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President, the great 
governs in the coinage of metals into money is this: Any nation— 
and I challenge any Senator upon the other side to dispute the 
proponon AnI nation can give to any two metals free, unlim- 

and unrestricted coinage into full 1 -tender money at the 
ratio prescribed by that nation, provided those two metals can 
not be brought to the mints of that nation in greater quantities 
than its ple can use for monetary purposes. If anyone can 
. at proposition, I should like to hear him. 

. ALDRIC Mr. President, I think there is no one on this 
oe of the Chamber who would not dispute it as a general propo- 
sition. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In other words, that a nation can not give 
to two metals free and unlimited coinage into full legal-tender 
money at the ratio fixed by the nation if those two metals can not 
be brought to its mints in greater quantities than its people can use 
for 5 8 

Mr. ALD H. I did not understand the condition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, that is it. There is the principle; 
you all admit it, and you must admit it. It resolves itself into 
this simple proposition: Open the mints of the United States to 
the free and u ited coinage of silver, equal with gold on the 
old ratio, independently of ay other nation on earth; then can 
silver and gold be brought to the United States in greater quanti- 
ties 2 8 e people of the United States can use for monetary 


Pu At 
. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isayno. I say, further, the question of the 
value of the metals to be coined into money is immaterial. It is 
not a ee of the commercial value of the metal, not a ques- 
tion of the cost of the metal. The metal itself may be of no utility 
for any other 27. 9 77 than for money. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri pretend to 
say that the ple of the world, who have five or six thousand 
millions of silver, would stop to inquire what was the purpose of 
the United States or how much currency they requi when 
they could get twice the price for their silver in the United States 


that they could get anywhere else? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does anyone suppose they could get twice 


the price by Mr. Carlisle’s method of taking $100,000,000 of gold 
and going and buying $200,000,000 of silver, then bringing it back 
to the mints and having it coined, just as if the people of the 
world were so infernally ignorant that when free coinage was 
given to silver and its commercial value was equal to its coinage 
value they would sell it at 50 cents on the dollar? That is a 
ridiculous proposition. 

Isay whenever the United States opens its mints to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver equally with gold at the ratio of 
16 to 1 there would be an unlimited demand for the silver of the 
world; and wherever that silver may be, the demand here at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 fixes its commercial value. There is no power on 
this earth that could prevent it, because every man, woman, and 
child knows that that silver bullion can be brought to our mints 
and can be coined into standard silver dollars at the ratio of 16 to 
1, and that it would then buy all that we produce by the million, 
the hundreds of millions, and by the tens of billions of dollars 
ahai year just at the same prices they could be bought for with 


gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willthe Senator from Missouri admit that if 
we could, under the conditions he has named, maintain gold and 
silver at a parity of 16 to 1, the price of silver in the United States 
would be greater than it would be anywhere else? 


rinciple which 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It would be the same the world over, with 

sae oe difference of transportation; that is all. 
. ALDRICH, Why would it be? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why has gold in India always been worth 
go much? It is because they can ship it to England and get the 
products of England at the fixed ratio. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the mints of all the commercial nations 
5 the world are open to gold, and not one of them is open to 
silver. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not stop to argue that proposition. I 
will argue that before we get through. I will show you, and I 
cau show you, that every nation on earth to-day is using silver. 
There is not a nation on earth to-day that uses only gold. Every 
gold-standard nation on earth must have silver; the money of the 
nations is in silver; the money the people want, though it is a 
limited legal tender; and that is the kind of bimetallism the Repub- 
lican party now favors; that is the kind of bimetallism which the 
remarks of the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
lead to—a minor, subsidiary, redeemable coin, and then to keep 
it on an equality with gold by redeeming it in gold. That is not 
bimetallism. That is gold monometallism. 

The object of the ublican party is to make silver a limited 
legal tender, with restricted coinage, so that it can not be used in 
large transactions; and yet you say that is maintaining it, and 
that that is bimetallism. That is not the kind of bimetallism I 
favor. The kind of bimetallism I favor is the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, equally with gold, at the ratio of 16 to 1, inde- 
pendently of every nation, kindred, and tongue on earth. 

I do not want any international agreement. I do not believe in 
entangling alliances with any other nation. I believe in peace, 
commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, but entangling 
alliances with none. I would not bind the United States in any 
agreement of a financial character in any e e manner, or form. 

We established our system in 1792 independently of every other 
nation when we had but 4,000,000 of population, and now, with 
75,000,000 of population and resources and products for sale be- 

ond the power of figures to enumerate, you talk about our not 
being able enough and strong enough to establish our own finan- 
cial system. e can establish it; we can maintain it; we can 
bring every nation on this earth in subjection to it, either to 
adopt it or to assist in maintaining it. There is no danger. 
There will never be a deluge of silver in this world—never, never. 
It will never come; it can not come to this country. 

The silver of the world is in money to-day, nearly all of it in 
full legal-tender money, and yet the tor from Rhode Island 
asked meif the four and one-half billions of dollars of silver money 
in the world, worth only 50 cents on the dollar, would not all come 
here to our mints. He knows that all of that except six hundred 
millions is full legal tender and equal to gold in the countries 
where it is to-day. You know that. The records show it; your 
gold-standard records showit. I have it here directly from the 
mint, and you can not dispute it. 

It is so in Germany, with a ratio of 15} to 1, with 3 cents less 
silver in it than we have in our coin, and it is equal to gold 
and full legal-tender money. The silver in London, in England, 
is a limited legal tender for $10—40 shillings. It is the equal of 
gold there. Soitis the world over. It is so in France, with a 
ratio of 15} to 1. And yet the Senator talks to us as if we were 
idiots, and says the silver of Germany and of France, full legal- 
tender money equal to gold, would be sold at 50 cents on the dol- 
lar in order to be brought to our mints and coined here if we had 
free coin in other words, those people would sell it for 50 
cents on the dollar when it is the equal of gold and is full legal 
tender with gold. 

Ought not the Senator from Rhode Island to feel a little ashamed 
of himself for putting such a proposition as that in this intelligent 
Senate? I submit that is not the way to meet great questions. 
Let us meet them upon facts, upon principles, and upon the truth 
as it is recorded in the annals of all the nations. 

Mr. President, this country, with the people inhabiting it, can 
make any laws on the financial question it desires, and it can 
maintain them. It is a disgrace to our people and our race to say 
we can not maintain a financial system at the ratio of 16 to 1 or 
153 to 1. 

I do not want any k alliance with any other nation. I do not 
want any assistance from any other nation. I believe we are 
great enough and powerful enough, with resources inexhaustible, 
with manufactures increasing year by year, and with the doors 
open to the transportation of these products to oriental countries, 
we can absorb all the silver that will ever come to our mints and 
then not have enough, and yet have sufficient gold in our country 
to meet every obligation and at no premium, 

France and the Latin Union, unaided, maintained bimetallism 
from 1785 down to 1873. for our ratio of 16 to 1 was no aid to 
them, They maintained it, and their resources combined are not 


one-half, not one-fourth of the resources and power of the United 
States to-day. We can maintain it. France did it. We can 


maintain it without any aid from any other nation. Other nations 
can not do without silver. - 

What has become of the silver that has been produced since 1873? 
You can not find 20,000,009 ounces of it on earth 5 coin 
money and ornaments. I challenge any man to deny this. You 
can not doit. It has all been absorbed; it has all been consumed, 
because every nation has to use it as money and will have to doit 
for all time to come. You can not use gold as small money, as 
dollars, half dollars, quarter dollars, dimes, nickels, and pennies, 
but you have to use silver. £ 

Every nation is using it, and you can not take it away from 
them. Even their own governments can not do that, Germany 
can not take the thalers away from the German le. The 
are maintained there to-day. So it is with England; Englan 
can not take her silver away from her people, because 95 per cent 
of all the transactions of the people of London totay are carried 
on in silver. There is no đanger. Lay aside your fears. They 
are only nightmare dreams. There is no real danger. You will 
have no flood of silver; you will have no great inflation. 

When we shall have passed a free-coinage law independent of 
any other nation on earth, then we shall see the commercial value 
of silver bullion in every nation that has intelligence enough to 
know of the existence of that law—we shall see the commercial 
value of silver bullion there equal to its coinage value less the cost 
of rtation. Then, p tell me who is hurt? What dam- 
age has been done? Who been injured? When the commer- 
cial value of silver bullion is brought by our mints to an equality 
with its coinage value, who is harmed? Who has been robbed? 
Who has been despoiled? Who has been deprived of any rights 
or of any property or of anything that belongs to the true Amer- 
ican citizen? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. TELLER. President, when my time expired and I 
sat down I was speaking about Mexico. I now desire to call fur- 
ther attention very briefly to that, so as to see whether there is 
mf analogy between Mexico and the United States. 

ccording to the mint pi ok which I have before me, Mexico 
has $3.71 of gold, silver, and paper money—less than 84 per capita. 
I have some doubt whether that is a correct statement, but it is 
near enough to show that Mexico is not a great commercial na- 
tion; that its commerce is very limited. Thereis just as much 
difference between tnat country and the United States as there is 
between one of our small States and the whole of the United 
States. We have States with one-fourth or one-fifth of the popu- 
3 of Mexico which have infinitely more commerce than 

exico. 

A Mexican gentleman of high character said to me that six- 
tenths of the 3 of Mexico had never slept in a bed and did not 
know what a was. There is as much intelligence in the higher 
circles in Mexico as there is here, but the remnant of the Indians 
and the intermixture of the races there have left a population which 
is unlike ours. Those people have neither the wants nor the aspi- 
rations that we have. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word about this fearo fa surplus 
of silver in this country if you open your mints. The silver of 
the world, it has been repeatedly stated (there was some exami- 
nation made as to that by the commission in Europe), is practically 
all in money, and I hearing the distinguished Senator from 
New York, Mr. Evarts, say that there can be no question about 
the silver money; the only question is, Can we absorb the new 
money? And thereply was that if those people were using money 
they to continue to use it. Every year now, althou 
of the mints are closed to silver, they are compelled to add to their 
stock of silver. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I interrupt the Senator? Does he say 
that the greater portion of the silver of the world is in the form of 
four or four and a half billions of coin silver? 

Mr. TELLER, Of course I do not include in that silverware 
and articles of, that kind which are held at such prices that they 
never would come in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My own belief is that there are eleven or 
twelve billions of silver in the world, coined and uncoined. 

Mr. TELLER. Outside of India there is not any uncoined sil- 
ver to kof, What is five or ten millions? 

Mr. C DLER. This city is full of silver plate. 

Mr, TELLER. The silver plate will never come unless silver 
goes to $2 or $2.50. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It may rot come into coinage, but it is in 
existence. 

Mr. TELLER. I am talking about the silver that is in danger. 
: do not like to be interrupted, because ten minutes is not very 

ong. 
Mr. CHANDLER. This does not come out of the Senator's 
me. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes, it does. At least it did before. 

Mr. CHANDLER, beg pardon; but when the Senator says 


many 
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there is but four thousand millions, substantially, of silver in the 
world, he wants me to correct him. 
Mr. TELLER. I do rot want to be corrected, because I think 
' stated it property: That is the silver money of the world, and 
that is what gentlemen are afraid of. I was diverted by 
what the Senator from New Hampshire said. I went to New 
York once, and I went through the t establishments that fur- 
nish silver, and there is not a kind of goods in what they call 
plain goods or flat goods that can come to the mint unless silver 
gets above 1.25. It would not come here except as it was worn 
out, and the older silver gets in the present day the more desirable 
— the people who have it to keep it and transmit it to their 


We are dealing and we ought to deal only with the silver money. 
Seven hundred millions of it and more is limited tender. That is 
alow ma England circulates one hundred and eleven millions 
at 14.28. She can not send it here. Germany's limited legal- 
tender money is all about the same. The best of them are at 154, 
and none of them above it. You can not ship it here from one 
country in Europe and not lose from 4 to 5 cents. 

Three cents and a fraction is the difference between our ratio 
here and theirs, and when consider that much of the silver is 
worn, when you consider that they must lose interest and the cost 
of transportation, I say there is a difference of 5 pe cent between 
theirs and ours. Why send it? 3 dollar of it is doing money 
duty. France, with her t stock of silver, issues upon it paper 
and makes it do money ene I challenge any man to show 
me that the paper money of nce, based upon silver and payable 
in silver or gold at the option of the bank, is worth any less than 


paper based on . 

t has been shown before every commission that France has 

maintained absolutely the relation between her silver and gold 

at 155 to 1. That is a bugbear which is put up to hten some- 

body, and it either indicates a lack of sincerity and fairness or 
t ignorance on the of those who contend forif here. I 

ve to be rather perate in debate, but I think when I 
am challenged and am told that my efforts here are to get this 
country on a silver basis, I havea cS oar speak as Senators speak 
their honest convictions, I have no doubt, as to myself. 

Mr. President, take those countries. There is not one of them 
which can this money. You can not take $50,000,000 of sil- 
ver out of Europe without creating CS cat We could absorb it 
ina t, for we have sent thirty millions of gold in a month and 
forty-five millions of gold in a month to Europe, and we have got 
back from Europe sometimes half of it in a month or pretty nearly 
that—twenty-five or thirty million dollarsa month, Youcan not 
take any monn ony of Europe to-day without yer, Be panic. 
All Europe is in distress for fear we are going to call gold to 
settle the balances of trade between us and them. 

I know how useless it is to present these facts. I have been 
here twenty years and more, and I have heard the same old things 
repeated over and over again. When I followed the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] in 1878, when he made the speech which I 
remember and which was read here by the Senator from Missouri, 
I recall that on this floor there were the same croakings, the same 
claim: Lou can not circulate the two metals together, and you do 
not want to. You are after cheap money, That is what you are 


Mr. President, 1 am for an honest money, and that is the money 
the contract calls for, whether it be gold or whether it be silver; 
and if the option is that the debtor may pay either, that is an 
honest money that he paysin. I deny that in the interest of so- 
called ergy the ge Government of the United States has a right 
to get rid of that great valuable privilege and give it to the bond- 
holders, even if they are dis to give now ninety-odd milliong 
to them as a pré to refund their bonds not yet due. 

Mr. President, I have heard a t many foolish things. I 
have heard a t many prophecies. I have seen this country 
absorbing and using ten times as much silver as the Secretary of 
the Treasury declared it was possible to circulate, and I have seen 
it circulating it without any pledge on the part of the Govern- 
ment that it would maintain the parity. No such pledge existed 
until 1893, and that had not the slightest influence upon the value 
of the silver dollar or the silver ificate. 

The silver money of the country circulates at par because there 
is a necessity for it, because it is wanted, because itis needed, and 
any country, as was stated day, that has a commerce and 
will keep her money within her commercial demands, may just as 
well circulate iron or copper or paper as to circulate gold. It is 
only a question whether she will have the courage and the wisdom 
to stop at the right point. 

Every indication is that we have not yet reached a point where 
there could be any danger with silver; and if you open your min 
every dollar of it would be worth its face value as bullion, poun 
up. It would stand the test in a fire, because it could be recon- 
verted into money, and there is not a bit of bullion in the world 
that would not be, as the Senator from Missouri says, worth its 


face value at our mints, less what it would cost to get it here. 
It would not come. It would be needed there; but when they 
wanted it for mintage in India or England or anywhere else. the 
holder would say, I know a place where I can put it into 
money, where I can buy postales ra that a human 

luxuries and necessaries of life and rhb arena else. 
where it will discharge as much money duty as gold; 
you do not give me the price that I want for it, I will take it 
there.” The man who holds any kind of commodity, with a 
known and a reachable market, makes the price of it. When a 
man knows 88 in London for flour, he never sells it at New 
York atthe bidder’s wish. He sells it at the London price less 
the money that it requires him to get it there. 

This metal is moved from one end of the world to the other ab- 
solutely on the same commercial basis as gold. I mean it costs no 
more to send a million dollars of silver from London to New York 
than it does to send a million CE hep That, I sup „ has been 
the rule forages. It goes by value and not by weight; and this 
being the case, there is no reason for any man to stand here and 
say we will be flooded by silver unless he has concluded that the 
business of the world can be conducted better without the silver 
of the world than with it. 

Will some one show me where there is a plethora of silver 
where there is a superabundance of it—where the people are will- 
ing to get rid of it? Germany went to the gold basis in 1871, and 
she has got more than a hundred millions of full legal-tender silver 
that she can not get rid of. A few days since the Parliament of 
Germany eee to issue a large amount of subsidiary silver 
money because of the demands the agriculturists were making 
upon them to so do, and the statement was made there that the 
was suffering for a lack of silver money. 

z ELL. She has now one hundred and nineteen mil- 
lions of limited legal-tender silver coin. 

Mr. TELLER. Besides? 


$ es 
Besides her eighty-eight millions of full 


Mr. 

1 tender. 

Mr. TELLER. That makes somewhere over two hundred mil- 
lions. As I said, Mr. President, land has one hundred and 
eleven millions circulating, so that if she were to send it here 
she would lose practically 10 per cent onit. Does anybody then 
think she is going to get rid of it? Will . take this table 
which the Director of the Mint has put here and show me a dol- 
lar that any nation wants to get rid of? You can not do it. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Before the question is put, Ishould like to give 
notice that I shall try to secure a vote u the passage of the 
bill at as early an hour to-morrow as 

Mr. COCKRELL. Take it up after the m business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask to have it taken up after the morn- 
ing, business, and I will try to get a vote as soon as possible. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
15, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESHNTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, February 14, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ELECTION CONTEST—WISE VS. YOUNG. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the 
views of the minority in the contested-election case of Wise vs. 
Young. In doing this, I wish to state that the extension of time 
so kindly granted to me last week ired yesterday; but the 
House yesterday adjourned unexpectedly early, and this report 
was handed to the Clerk at 3 o’clock yesterday afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority of the committee 
as just presented will be referred to the House Calendar and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the of considering appropriation bills. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman withhold that motion for 
a moment in order that I may submit a privileged report? 

Mr. HEMENWA TL. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois for 
that purpose. 

ELECTION CONTEST—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS, 

Mr. MANN. I present from the Committee on Elections No. 1 
a es gy in the contested-election case of Aldrich vs. Robbins, 
which I ask may be printed and referred to the Calendar. The 
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gentleman from [Mr. BARTLETT] wishes to present the 
views of a minority of the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not e near what the gentleman 
from Illinois said; but, as I understand, he presents the report of 
a majority of the committee in the contested-election case of 
Aldrich vs, Robbins from the Fourth Congressional district of Ala- 
bama, a copy of which he has furnished to me, 

Mr. MANN . The gentleman is correct. 

The SPEAKER, the gentleman from Georgia desire to 
submit now the views of the minority? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to submit now the views of the mi- 
nority and to ask that they be printed with the report of the com- 
mittee. In submitting these views, I beg to state that one of my 
colleagues on the committee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Fox], was present at the time the case was heard and determined, 
but is now absent by reason of the serious illness of his wife. He 
has authorized me in writing to sign his name to the views of the 
minority, which I have done. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee, together with 
the views of the minority, will be referred to the House Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken on 
the motion which I now renew, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills, I trust we may reach 
some understanding as to the time at which general debate shall 


terminate. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isuggest that the general debate run for 


two days. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. I can not agree to that. In view of the 
fact that we shall have a week’s discussion on the Puerto Rican 
bill, giving members ample opportunity to be heard, I think that 
the time for general debate on the Toptelative 5 bill 
ought to be limited to, say, 4 o’clock to-day. ask unanimous 
consent, Mr. S . that all general debate on the bill just named 
be closed at 4 o’clock to-day and that then the bill be taken up 
under the five-minute rule, 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the tleman from 
Indiana, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills, 
he asks unanimous consent that general debate on the legislative 
appropriation bill be limited to 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

r. LIVINGSTON, I can not consent to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Georgia. The question is, Will the House resolve itself into Com- 
en the ole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
state 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Willnot the 
sent that the general debate close at 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
until half past 3 o’clock to-morrow afternoon, and that then we 
take up the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. CANNON. May I be allowed just a moment? We are 
all aware that on Friday the bill from the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee is to be called up, on which general discussion will be 
allowed for a week or longer. Now, it is very desirable that this 
bill should pass before-the expiration of the week. If we can 
close general debate to-day, we can pass the bill under the five- 
minute rule to-morrow. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ilinois 
allow me to interpolate a remark or ask a question right there? 
I suppose that the committee in considering the revenue bill ex- 
pects to have a debate of a week or more. Now, if we can get a 
statement that we would have, say, ten days of debate on that sub- 
ject, I have no doubt that the tleman from 5 
agree to the proposition which the gentleman from Indiana now 
makes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will suspend 
a moment. The Chair must again invite the House to come to 
order and to cease conversation. We are here to transact public 
business intelligently, and it can not be done unless the House is 
in order. All gentlemen will please cease conversation. 

Mr. McRAE. You will appreciate the importance of this ques- 
tion when you understand that we have only six days in the week, 
and we get out of that but fourteen hours. There are fourteen 
members of the committee, and those who are not members of the 
committee will have no opportunity to discussthat measure. For 
that reason there is a desire to discuss it upon this bill. It would 
be more pertinent upon the other bill, and if we can get an ar- 
rangement which would allow discussion on the Philippine and 
Puerto Rico questions, it should be upon the other rather 
than this. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to su t to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas that his arithmetic is a little off. Six days a week would 
give us thirty hours, 


ntleman from Georgia con- 
o'clock this afternoon? 


I am willing that the general debate run 


Mr. MCRAE, Fourteen to a side. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee informs me that there would be only fourteen; he meant 
fourteen on # side. 

Mr. PAYNE. There are seventeen members of the committee, 
If they all desired to speak, why they would use half of that time. 

Mr. McRAE. If we could get an understanding that there 
would be plenty of time for general debate on that measure, I 
have no doubt that the gentleman from Georgia would agree to 
the renen that is now made by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not have an agreement made now 
on the Puerto Rican bill, that we have after the completion of 
this bill and all the following week until Monday, and that the 
bill be then considered under the five-minute rule on the follow- 
ing Monday. I do not suppose it would take long to dispose of it 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, so far as I am concerned 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That would give us two more days for 
general debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. So far as I am concerned, I am willing that a 
vote be taken on the Pu@rto Rican bill a week from Monday next. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, And it then be discussed under the five- 
minute rule? 

Mr. PAYNE. But the final disposition of it be made on that 
day. I desire to have that done, because one of the members of 
the committee on this side expects to be away the following da: 
on some peremptory business; and if we can have an agreement, 
we can have that arrangement made, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman agree that after the 
reading of the Journal on that day it be taken up for discussion 
under the five-minute rule? I presume it will not take more than 
= howe and a half, and there will probably be no amendments 
offere! 

Mr. PAYNE. e if the vote be taken on that day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, That will do. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. With that understanding, I am willing. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me submit to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana again state 


his request? 
Mr. HEMENW. AY. The gentleman from Illinois wants to make 


a suggestion. 
Mr. CANNON. To the gentleman from Georgia as well as the 
tleman from Indiana. It seems to me we would get more de- 
te about a thing not about this bill if we would this bill 
through in an orderly way, so that we can take the bill up at once 
and confine ourselves to bill, and pass it, with the agreement 
that whatever is left of to-day or to-morrow should be devoted 
to general debate. It seems to me that would give more time for 
general debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much does this bill carry? 

Mr. CANNON. About $25,000,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It ought to be discussed a day itself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Iwill agree that 3 debate run to-day 
and that we take the bill up for consideration under the five- 
minute rule to-morrow. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. PAYNE. If this bill should consume Friday, we do not 
want to take up the revenue bill on Saturday, but want to take it 
up on Monday of the following week. 

a RICHARDSON. Weare willing to make that agreement 
with you. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am perfectly willing to make an agreement 
to take up the revenue bill next week, with the understanding 
that the final vote be taken on that day week; that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House on Monday week at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. RIC. DSON. That would not give us suffgient time. 
If you will make it b e next week 

Mr. CANNON. The white-buttoned mandarins of the largest 
committee of the House had better let us pass our little appropri- 
ation bills and take such time as they see proper on important 
universal questions. 

Mr. NWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be closed on this bill to-day and that to-mor- 
row, after the reading of the Journal, it be taken up under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With the understanding, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the legislative appropriation bill 
be closed with to-day’s session and that after the approval of the 
Journal on to-morrow it be taken up under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is agreed to with the understanding 
that the revenue bill is to be taken up on Saturday and voted on 
a week from the Monday following. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, I think we had betfer agree 
now that the revenue bill be n up next Monday, and then we 

y: 


e close it in somé way at t time. 
Mr. HON. Ishall have to object to that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 
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Mr. MAHON. I think we had better take up the administra- 
tive bill and that, and then consider the other when it comes 


up. Let us 12 of one at a time. 

Mr. HEMEN WAT. I do not understand that the gentleman 
from P Ivania objects to my request? 

Mr. ON. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; we object to that unless we make 
the other hie Seana I mean the agreement as to debate on the 
Puerto Rico bi 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
5 To Mr. Surrh of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of important 

usiness. 

To Mr. GRIFFITH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


To Mr. BAILEY of Kansas, indefinitely, om account of important 
business, 5 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union for the purpose of considering ap tion bills, 
The motion was to; and according e House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 


with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair, for the consideration of appro- 
priation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
an appropriation bill the title to which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


H. R. 8347, making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
expenses ding J une 30. 


cial of the Government for the fiscal year en 1901, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to re- 


ceive a message from the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. DALZELL, having resumed the chair, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills and resolutions of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 2856. An act extending the powers and functions of the Court 
of Private Land Claims to June 30, 1902; 

S. 79. An act to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn.; 

S. R. 36. Joint resolution to carry into effect two resolutions of 
the Continental Congress, directing monuments to be erected to 
the memory of Gens, Francis Nash and William Lee Davidson, of 
North Carolina; 

S. 1356. An act for the relief of Edwin L. Field; 

S. 1631. An act to encourage enlistment in the United States 
Navy; 

S. 1535. An act to provide for the examination of certain officers 
of the Navy and to regulate promotion therein; 

S. 1632. An act to amend “An act authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved 
J sony 25, 1895; 3 

S. 2447. An act to place Lieut. Col. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Alex- 
ander Stewast Webb on the retired list of the United States Army; 

S. 726. An act for the relief of Alice Walsh; 

S. 2334. An act to authorize Hon. Arthur S. Hardy, at present 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the United States to that country; 

S. 2022. An act to authorize Rear-Admiral William T. Sampson, 
United States Navy; Capt. Henry C. Taylor, United States Navy; 
Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles D. 
Sigsbee, United States Navy; Capt. French E, Chadwick, United 
States Navy; Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; 
Commander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick M. 
praos, United States Navy, and Commander Chapman C. 

odd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela; 

S. 630. An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson; 

S. R. 60. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington, P. C., in honor of Gen. Francis 
E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States; 

S. 2681. An act for the establishment of a joint light-house and 
fog-signal station on the coast of Alaska; 


S. 1289. An act to provide for the construction of an additional 
light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washington, 
or Alaska, as exigencies may determine: 

S. 983. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; 

S. 165. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the 
heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 

S. 945. An act for the purchase and construction of a launch for 
the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg.; 

S. 2708. An act to amend an act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and es of public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 


1899; 
Senate concurrent resolution 26. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of R. tatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, to have a survey made, and 
submit a report and an te for Seide and p er 
3 through the outer bar in the Gulf of Mexico near the mouth of Mobile 


y: 
S. 2840. An act for tag jo the ponie building at Portland, 
Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, Fifth, and Sixth 


streets, in said city; à 

S. 2366. An act to authorize the establishment at some point on 
Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a station for the investiga- 
tion of problems connected with marine-fishery interests of the 
middle and south Atlantic coast; 

S. 557. An act for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh; 

S. 76. An act for the relief of the University of Kansas; and 

S. 1749. An act for the payment to Joshua T. Roberts of balance 
due for surveying public lands. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: P 

H. R. 7739, An act to amend an act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 5288. An act relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. CHARLES A. CHICKERING, late a Representative 
from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be 5 by the presidin 
officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Represen 
atives to order for su tending the funeral of the deceased. 

5 Baroosa. — ong Secretary resolutions to the House 

Resol That,asa the 
ane 5 —.— 3 mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 

And that in compliance with the f ing the 1 officer 
had appointed as said committee Mr. PLATT of New York, Mr. 
Mason, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. SULLIVAN. 


CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL REVENUE IN THE ISLAND OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice, in view of 
the action which has been taken, that I shall call up the Puerto 
Rico bill on Monday next immediately atter the reading of the 
Journal. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL». 


The committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a short 
explanation of this bill. I call the attention of members of the 
committee to House Report No. 289. They will notice by this re- 
port that the estimates amount to $25,000,000, and that the amount 
recommended by the committee is $23,874,000, or $1,147,000 less 
than the estimate. 

Mr. Chairman, by a close examination of the report members 
can ascertain the number of new places created by this bill, and 
the number of salaries increased. They will see under the heads 
of the different departments—Library of Congress, Executive 
Office, Treasury Department, and so on—the number of salaries 
increased in each particular department. We create 168 new 
bee Of these places 77 are createdin the Congressional Library. 

e committee find, on a careful examination of the conditions 
there, thatit is absolutely necessary, if the Library is to be utilized 
and be a benefit to the members and the public in general, that 
there must be increased appropriations, so that a proper index 
can be made of the books and the proper work accomplished that 
shall make the Library a benefit. In that number are included 
15 pian in the copyright department. The business of the copy- 
right department has increased very rapidly. It is self-sustaining, 
it pays a revenue to the Government above the expenses of main- 
taining it, and we feel it absolutely necessary to give the copy- 
right department the force that it desires, 

_ I desire now to call attention of the members to the fact that 
in all of our Departments a number of clerks are now being car- 
ried on the rolls who are incompetent. And but for this fact the 
legislative appropriation bill would not provide, in my opinion, 
for a single new place. The Committee on Appropriations, by a 
section in this bill and one carried in the bt for the current 
year, 1900, have sought to avoid this difficulty and inserted this 


communicate these 
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provision: That the appropriation herein made for the officers, 
clerks, and persons employed in the public service shall not be 


available for the payment of any person permanently incapaci- 
tated.” This N was in the bill for the fiscal year 1909, 
but, notwithstanding that fact, we ascertain that in different De- 
partments a great many clerks are carried who are wholly incom- 
petent to perform their duties. 

We find in the Auditor’s Office of the War Department—and I 
want to say that the Auditor for the War Department is one of 
the most efficient officers that we have—we have 82 incompetent 
people, according to his statement; incompetent to perform a suffi- 
cient amount of services to warrant their being continued on the 
rolls. And yet they state that it is impossible to secure the dis- 
missal of these persons; that the minute they propose to dismiss 
a clerk members of the House or Senators immediately come and 
insist that this particular clerk shall not be removed. We find 
there are 28 clerks in one office, where there are only 336 clerks em- 
ployed, who are over 65 years of age; we find 9 clerks between 70 
and 80 years of , and we find 2 above 80 years of age; and 
we find all through the Departments of the Government that to- 
day they are carrying upon the rolls incompetent clerks, notwith- 
standing the provision of the bill last year, and this year they are 
continued to be carried on the rolls as clerks, 

I simply call the attention of the House to that fact, for I be- 
lieve there ought to be a remedy; and unless there is a remedy 
applied, the number of incompetent clerks will increase year by 
year until we shall have what will in fact be a great civil pension 
roll in the Departments of the Government. 

We have continued for another year the temporary clerks pro- 
vided for in previous sessions of Congress. It was recommended 
that a number of these clerks be taken up and placed on the per- 
manent list; but the Committee on Appropriations, after giving 
this matter careful consideration, do not believe that at this time 
any number of these temporary clerks should be placed on the 

rmanent list. The condition of work now in the Departments 

s such that we do not believe they can determine at this time as 
to the number of clerks that ought to be made permanent, so we 
have provided that the temporary force be carried for another 


year. 

We find after careful investigation that it is absolutely necessary 
that this force be continued. r. Scofield, the chief clerk of the 
War Department, in reply to a question whether or not the whole 
temporary force would be needed, said that it was absolutely nec- 
essary that this force should be continued. The Auditor of the 
War Department makes a similar statement, and numerous other 

entlemen state on this point that it is absolutely necessary that 
is temporary force be continued another year. 

Mr. STEEL I would like to ask my colleague a question, 
with his consent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 


Mr. STEELE. I should like to know whether the heads of these | part 


Departments make any recommendations with respect to the 
pes wood,” which the gentleman has spoken of as now being 

ere 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no desire to involve this House in 
a discussion of the civil-service laws, but I will say that there are 
some recommendations from these officers of the Departments. 
Among others is one from the Auditor for the War Department, 
who gives his opinion in the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, February 7, 1900. 
GENTLEMEN: Replying to your personal request that I furnish you with 
the ages and e the clerks in this sing e I report as follows: 
I have 336 clerks and laborers on the roll. Of these, 15 are between 45 and 50; 
33 between 50 and 55; 66 between 55 and 60; 40 between 60 and 65; 23 between 
65 and 70; 9 between 70 and 80; 2 above 80; total, 188 over 45 years of age; 74 

above 60 years of Of these, 32 are so low in their proficiency that the 
ought to be dr from the service at once, but careful inquiry would lead 
me to believe that the opposition from Congressional and other oak inde 1 
influence would be so great that there is not a single one that could be dis- 

upon the charge of inefficiency. > 

Also, replying to your inquiry as to my opinion regarding civil service as 
now arenes to the De ments, the above figures would seem to me to in- 
dicate all that one could e against the present rules, which will continue 
clerks of such ages indefinitely. The usual reply that is made to this—that 
it is upon the executive head to iss for cause—will not answer, The 
best evidence of this is the condition that exists. It is almost impossible to 
refer such charges against elder} ple as will make a cause for dismissal, 
view of the fact that usually their experience makes them correct, even 
though the amount of work they turn off is not more than one-half or one- 
third the quantity that should disposed of by a clerk drawing the com- 
pensation they do, The rules for gehen en from one salary to another are 
such that a ie 7 scholar will stand better examinations for promotion 
than clerks with years of experience and who have proved themselves highly 
competent in the work they are doing, so that the question of efficiency in 
the work performed bears very little upon the right to increase of pay, and 
e- that merit in the service is recognized 


the theory advanced by civil servi 
by n not follow. 

here axe in the service to-day hundreds of clerks who make it a profes- 
sional business of posting up on rudimental education, so as to be able to 
pass a high average on the examinations provided for. aud whoare not worth 
anything at all to the public service, as they are indolent, careless in their 
work, and a hindrance to others in their work, and the conditions cited are 
not exceptions. I believe that some amendments must be made to the civil- 
service laws to correct these evils, as well as to reduce the ais gece ed 
employees in the service. You look at my roll and charge me with having 


$36 clerks, but I lack very much of having that many efficient clerks, as I 
believe you will readily t. 
Respectfully, F. H. MORRIS, 


Auditor. 

The COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

I believe it was stated by the Commissioner of Pensions that in 
the case of one incompetent clerk 14 Senators and a number of 
Representatives came there to insist that the incompetent ought 
not to be discharged. 

So the only remedy I can see is to provide by law a tenure of - 
office—to provide that clerks shall remain in office only a certain 
length of time; that if % zono longer they must be reap- 
pointed. Thusthere would be placed upon the head of the Depart- 
ment, if he should undertake to reappoint an incompetent man, 
the responsibility of such action. 

Mr. BROWN. Will not the gentleman put into the Recorp 
the letter from which I understand he has just read a sentence? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not read anything from the letter; 
I simpiy gave my conclusions. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the gentleman whether he will not put 
into the RECORD the letters which I think he holds in his hand? 

Mr. HEMEN W AY. * I shall be glad to do so, with the consent 
of the House. I believe if we could so regulate this matter as to 
get out of these Departments the incompetent clerks, then in place 
of increasing salaries by 168 new places, the salaries could be de- 
creased to the extent of 1,000 or 1,500. 

I desire especially to call attention to every new place created and 
ev increased. The members of this House no doubt under- 
stand that some of the provisions in the bill may be subject to 
points of order. While we believe that in every instance where 
the bill increases a salary or creates a new office the action of the 
committee was right with reference to the efficiency of the service 
and in view of the additional work which these employees have to 
perform—while we believe that these provisions ought to stay in 
the bill, I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
some of these provisions may be taken out on a point of order, 

The committee, in reporting this bill, have undertaken, in the re- 
port furnished, to put every member in possession of the changes 
that are proposed to be made, so that he may clearly understand 
what the committee have done. We have undertaken to furnish to 
the House complete information, so that by going over the report, 
which is brief, covering only some 21 pages, members may ascer- 
tain all the changes proposed to be made in this bill of some two 
hundred-odd pages. ç 

We have placed upon the bill some limitations to which I wish 
to call attention, 

Mr. STEELE, Iwish to correct a wrong inference which might 
be drawn from a remark which I made a while ago. When I put 
my question to the gentleman I was under the impression that he 
was talking about the Navy Department instead of the War De- 
ment. In my judgment we have now in the War Depart- 
ment the most competent Auditor that we have had there in the 
last thirty years 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I agree with the gentleman. I believe 
that all members who have had dealings with the Auditor of the 
War Department will certify that he is one of the most competent 


men who have ever occupied that position. 

Now, as to the limitations upon the bill, beginning on page 5, it 
will be observed that in connection with the Capitol pe ice force 
itis provided that the captain and lieutenant shall selected 
jointly by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives; that with reference to 
the privates and watchmen, one-half of those men be selected 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and one-half by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives; and that the offi- 
rivates, and watchmen of the Capitol police shall, when 

, wear the regulation uniform. 
Heretofore this force has been selected by a board composed of 
the Architect of the Capitol, the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House. The committee believes 
that this force ought to be equally divided between the House and 
the Senate, and for that reason we put on that provision. 

You will notice that we provide for inventories of books, etc., 
at the Executive Mansion. I think there is no question but what 
that provision ought to go on. 

We provide further— 


That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue isauthorized to detail deputy 
collectors of internal revenue in one district for special duty in other dis- 
tricts, and the deputy collectors so detailed shall be pee by the collector of 
internal revenue and disbursing agent for the district for which they are ap- 
| Pop and for which the allowance for their salary and expenses is made, 
ty 5 . cad s all their services had been performed and expenses incurred 


ed, That the 
detail gaugers, storekeeper-gaugers, and storekeepers appointed in one dis- 
trict for special or regular aay in other districts, and the accounts of 
gaugers, storeki ugers, and storekeepers so detailed shall be adjusted 
and in the ct where they are appointed, without regard to the 
num! of districts in which they may haye been employed any one 
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month, the same as if all their services had been performed and expenses in- 
curred in the district in which appointed. Li 


ere in connection with the 


ee for 
ublic buil and grounds in the city of Washington is as 


‘ollows: 
Of the f amounts nppropristed under public buil and 
grounds, Se OR $27,130 shall be paid out of the TATORT of the District 
um 


That is for taking care of these little parks around the city, and 
the committee were of the opinion that one-half of the expense 
ought to be borne by the District of Columbia. 

. MUDD. What is the amount? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Twenty-seven thousand one hundred and 
thirty dollars, This provision passed the House at the last session 
of Con, but was stricken out in the Senate, 

5 Raniti ; UDD, Where is that provision to which you have re- 
Mr. HEMENWAY. It is on page 6 of the report. It is the 
inion of Colonel Bingham, in harge of the public grounds of 

this city, that this provision is just and ought to be carried on the 


‘We undertook at this time to take up and place on the perma- 
nent list the employees under the Secre of the Navy who are 


paid from approp tions for increase of Navy and other 150 
propriations, but we found it almost im ble at this time, wit 
so many new ships being constructed, to up all the employees 


and place them on the legislative bill and vide for them spe- 
cifically. So in order that Congress be informed as to the num. 
ber employed by the Secretary of the Navy and the salaries paid 
we put this provision on the bill: 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to submit in the Book of 
Estimates for the fiscal year 1902, and annually the: r, under the respec- 
tive bureaus and offices of the Navy Department, a statement in detail show- 
the number of pereos employed during the previous fiscal year and the 
rate of com of each under appropriations for “Increase of the 
Navy” oro’ general appropriations. 

This will give tothe members of Congress a statement showing 
the number employed and the salaries paid. 

Wealso put on a provision in connection with the appropria- 
tion for draftsmen, engineers, and others in the Hydrographic 
Office in the Navy Department, as follows: 

ted shall be used in t for such or simi- 
uf nnd Ro thes Sone Sperone payment forsuch or 

And also the following: 


No expenditure shall be incurred or authorized for 


as herein authorized by a; 
appropriations that may 
Heretofore in the pe ashe, oe Office they have been ins a 
personal service out of gen appropriations. We un to 
appropriate in this bill a sufficient sum to pay for all the services 
in the office, and then to say that they shall not employ and pay 
anyone out of their general ty he ges k 
embers of Co will at once recognize the necessity for 
this provision. If the Hydrographic Office can take general appro- 
ations and employ indiscriminately such number of people as 
ey desire, then we have no way of ascertaining the number of 
le who are being . in the Government service and 
e amount paid to each; and it is evidently the desire of Congress 
to understand at all times whoare being employed and how much 
they are being paid. And to avoidas far as possible the payment 
for service out of general appropriations, this provision 
has ut on the bill. 
I should like now to yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
san ape NS 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to his colleague 


for a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should like to have a little more infor- 
mation about the condition of the public service in the various 
Departments. I would ask the gentleman if he knows or can ap- 

oximate i number of incompetent employees in any one of the 

epartmen 
8 Ar. HEMEN WAT. Ishould say that in the Office of the Auditor 
for the War Department the statement shows that 10 per cent of 


the emplo are—well, you might say, incompetent. 
Mr. GR ACKER. Ten cent? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Their efficiency is very low. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is there a like percentage of incompe- 
tency in all the other De ents? 

Mr. HEMEN WAL. the General Land Office the Commis- 
mona Mr. Hermann, estimates that 40 out of 400 are incompe- 


t. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is 10 per cent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is 10 cent, Here are two very 
competent officials whom I have selected from the list—the Au- 
ditor for the War Department and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral pane Office. Their estimates show 10 per cent of incompetent 
employees. 

. CRUMPACKER, And the chiefs of these various Depart- 
ments make that admission in letters addressed to your commit- 


tee, do they? 

Mr. AY. Well, either in hearings before our com- 
mittee or in letters. 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. And do they confess their inability to 
correct that evil? 

aes HEMENWAY. They confess their inability to correct the 
evil. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Under the operation of the civil-service 
law are they not required to discharge incompetent men from the 
public service? 

Mr. HEMENWAY, They are, but like all of us they are hu- 
man, and while I have no desire to criticise Members of the House 
or Senators of the United States, when a number of Senators and 
Members of Congress come to these gentlemen and insist that an 
employee shall not be discharged, the gentleman can readily un- 
derstand how difficult it is, 

Mr, CRUMPACKER, The bill reported by the gentleman car- 
ries an appropriation for the payment of these incompetent em- 


ployees, I presume? 
Nr. HEMEN WA x. It certainly does, because the committee 
has no way of asce g who these persons 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. And no power to 


course? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No power to discharge, and we are en 1 
bringing this fact before the House that they may understand the 
conditions. The Committee on Appropriations, by inserting the 
provisions found in section 4, on ə 124 of the bill, has under- 
taken, by repeating what is now t W, to call attention to this 
condition and to bring about the discharge of these incompetent 


are. 
discharge them, of 


Be So 

r. SHATTUC. May I ask the tleman a question? 

a . the gen yield to the gentleman 
om 0 


Mr. HEMEN WAT. In just a moment. I will read section 4 
of the bill: 

That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and persons 
emp in the public service shall not be available for the compensation 
of any persons permanently incapacitated for performing such service. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where is that provision to be found? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is on 124 of the bill, Thecom- 
mittee seeks by this provision to call attention to what is now the 
law, and thereby to prevent the payment, out of sums appropri- 
a by this bill, for the services of incompetent employees; but 
gentlemen may stand here and talk about during this session 
of Congress and the coming session of Congress, and the incom- 
peent employees will stay in the De ent, If the head of a 

partment goes to a chief clerk and down the line to try to ascer- 
tain who are ser pee I will say to you that he has a very 
hard job, because they do not try to aid him in picking out the 


incompetent employees. And why? 
Mr. SHA C. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. HEMEN WAV . . 


Because they aro there to- 
gether, they have been there 


er for years; friendships there 


are just as they are here; and are not going to try to get the 
old incompetent fellow ont that been there for many years. 
We have got to havesome legislation upon this question that will 


remedy this evil; and if we do not, it is going to keep on growing 
and growing until we are going to have a great civil pension list. 

Mr. SHATTUC, Is it not your opinion, if the heads of the 
Departments should dismiss these men and put in the men that 
Congressmen and Senators recommend, that the Senators and 
ne would not ask them to keep these incompetent peo- 
ple? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no doubt that is correct, because 
when you give them the right to employ another man they would 
recommend competent men, 

Mr. SHATTUC. Would it not be better for 
ommend men who would be competent rather 


ilsmen to rec- 
to keep the 


incompetent men in the way they are now being kept? 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. In reply to the gentleman’s question, I 
can only say, with reference to this temporary force that has been 
employed, it is admitted by those who favor civil service and are 
at the heads of the different Departments that this temporary 


1900. 
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force, placed there within the last two or three years, is a very 
competent force; that they are more competent than the force se- 
cured through the civil service. They are younger men, men bet- 
ter qualified for the particular service to which they are assigned, 
and all along the line more efficient than the force secured through 
the civil service. 

Mr. PEARRE. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Does he think it likely that the heads of the Departments 
and bureaus will appoint more competent men to the tions 
than those recommended by members of Congress and tors; 
in other words—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In reply to that, I will say that when they 
ask for the appointment of any particular class, they designate 
the kind of a man they want. If they want an accountant, they 
say to the gentleman, “ Will you furnish me an accountant?” 
andif they want an accountant you would not send them a laborer. 
It isthe experience that Members of Congress and Senators, if given 
oe 5 to furnish a particular kind of man, furnish that 


Mr. PEARRE. Would it not give the heads of the Departments 
power to exercise their discretion 6 any consultation 
of Members of Congress and Senators? ese come from Jho poopie, 
and knowing what the people want, we would be more 
with them than the heads of the De ents. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, The head of a bureau would certainly A sik 
himself into trouble by doing that. There is no doubt but t 
Members of Con and Senators would make his life a burden 


in a very short e. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman if these 
men were incompetent when they entered the service? 

Mr, HE AY. Ithink not. Ihave no information except 
such as I get from the bureaus. 8 

Mr. C GS. Then how did they become incompetent 
after entering the service? 

Mr. HE AY. By old age and disease and the other or- 

ways by which men become incompetent to perform duties 
that they were previously competent to ned, eo 

Mr.C GS. Iam glad the gentleman recommended 
action in regard to the estimates of the Navy Department. There 
has been a disposition there, even in the estimates this year, to 
lump such matters instead of specifying them. 

Mr. PEARRE. What guaranty will there be that the heads of 
the bureaus or the Departments will not simply exercise their dis- 
cretion in reference to their own incompetents rather than the 
si ee of re member of Congress? 

Mr. AY. None whatever. I want the gentleman 
to understand that Iam not suggesting a remedy. Iam simply 
calling the attention of the House to the subject, so that they may 
study the matter out and suggest a remedy. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman from Indiana prepared to state 
about how many peor ee clerks are now employed in the 
Government service in Was 


Mr. MANN. the gentleman 
the bill Will result in the fise 


2 . Certainly not. I do not think the 

men had that in view at all. ey are both very honorable and 

compain men. It was not volunteered information, but infor- 
Mr. 


entle- 


mation asked for by the committee, 
. MANN. 
metr entlemen who make the 


The information is vost eae from sources be- 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] required at one time the differ- 


ent Departments to give the ages of the clerks, their efficiency |- 


record, and their employment, by which the committee could 
O too: by ila nT of Dae Sr 

was brought about by the Secre of the Treasury saying, 
about two or three years ago, that he Lad a roll of honor. We 
undertook to investigate that roll of honor, and we then ascer- 
tained that all through these De ents were a great many 
inefficient clerks, and that they could not get them out. We have 
been undertaking since then to get them out, and in the bill for 


1900 we put in the provision referred to, thinkin, by thsi to get 
them out. We have constantly urged upon 


partment 


officials that came before us that these incompetent clerks must 
be got rid of, and yet they do not go ont; and they say that they can 


not get them out. I have no doubt thatif this provision passed, 
that they will not go out, but will be continued there, Iam only 
calling attention to the condition of affairs and the statements 
made ee yuan eg tab They think the civil service 
is to a great extent responsible for the condition, and that there 
ought to be some am mt. 5 

. MANN. Has the gentleman any report from the Weather 
Bureau as to the number of incompetents in that Bureau? 


(Laughter. 

Mr. WAY. We have not; we do not deal with the 
Weather Bureau; that is under the control of the Agricultural 
ent, and goes to the Committee on Agriculture, 

. SHATTUO and Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts rose. 

The . To which gentleman does the gentleman 
from Indiana yield—the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman from Indiana is loo in the 
wrong direction, Thegentleman from Ohio is over here. p ugh- 
ter.] When the gentleman from Ohio is mentioned, it is not 
necessary to always look over on that side of the Chamber—there 
are others. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Indiana says that 
10 Der cont of the employees in Washington are regarded as in- 
compe! 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ididnotsay that. We have thestatement 
of two of the officials, who say that of the clerks under them 10 
per cent are in ent. 

Mr, SHATTUC, Well, probably that will hold good as to all 
of them. How many employees are there in the city of Wash- 

n under the Government? 
. HEMENWAY. About 10,000 are provided for in this bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. All together, I understand, there are 20,000; 
po Sas, 3 to er ntleman’s 9 are 2,000 men 
who are Togu o Government's charity. 

Mr. HEMENW A. Well, I said about fifteen Tanna, 

Mr. SHATTUC. And yet, when we spoilsmen who recommend 
some old soldier who fought to maintain the Government and the 

—a good man—to take one of these incompetents’ places, it is 
that we 8 5 not to have that privilege. 

Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairm an—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

. HEMENWAY. I do. 

Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would like to ask if the 
committee have made any attempt to learn from the Department 
the names of these ge ae clerks? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. e did at one time, 

Pak GILLETT of Massachusetts. Did you succeed in getting 
em 
oo HEMENWAY. We succeeded in getting a limited num- 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would like to ask if it would 
not be well to provide in the bill that the appropriation should not 
ose 0 8 sig 

eman from Massachusetts can 


AY. The pressure 1885 to bear by the mem - 

) stated, and the state- 

ment, which I think the gentleman from Massachusetts heard, of 
the Commissioner of Pensions when he gave one instance where 
14 Senators and many Members of Congress came and insisted 
thatan incompetent employee should not be discharged. And the 
excuse given right rim is that when they undertake to discharge 
one of these incompetent clerks, such pressure is brought to bear 
ble to rad fao empio out. 


that it is almost impo 
Mr. CLARK of uri. gentleman from Indiana 
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Mr. Hemenway] allow me to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a 8 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should be glad to answer. 
Mr. AY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iwill ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts what reason did those people at the Departments give his 
subcommittee for not putting out those incompetents? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, If I may be permitted to an- 
swer, I will say that the subcommittee of which I was a member 
made inquiry, and we found that the question of superannuation 
was growing to beso serious a onein the Departments that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in order to preserve the efficiency of 
the force in his Department, was undertaking to establish what, 
in effect, was a pension roll. We drew a provision, which was 
enacted by Co: „against the establishment of any such roll; 
‘we made it mandatory upon the various heads of Departments to 
discharge their su nnuated employees. They have not done 
so; they have defied the authority of Congress, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman think that 
this provision will compel them to do so? A ; 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. This provision was in the bill 


of last year. i 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not this provision, that incompetent 
= shall not be paid? 

i WAY. Les; that was in the last bill. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Les, sir. Theyaresimplydefy- 
ing the authority of Congress asa body, upon the individual repre- 
sentations of members of Congress, Permit me to give an illus- 
tration right in my own committee. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions told us the year before last that he would be better off if he 
could seco 100 clerks; that the remaining 1,700 would do the 
2 3 he were allowed to select those to be discharged 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why did he not do it? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. We suggested to him, Wh 
do you not do it?” He had said, Let me select the clerks, and 
will better the service in my office with a reduced force and save 
money to the Government.” We told him that he must do it any- 
way. He undertook to do it, and the very first man who came to 
him to intercede in behalf of one of the number selected for dis- 
charge was a member of our subcommittee. I am not going to 
jp Fe more about that, except that I was not the member. 
r. AY. And I was not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That being the case, does not the 
gentleman think there ought to be established an age limit, on 
3 which employees should be retired, just as there is an 
age limit in the Army and Navy? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I do. Although I believe in 
the present civil-service system, yet I will say that if we do not 
do something to meet this question of superannuation the service 
will break down. 

Mr. WACHTER. I should like to know if the ee from 
Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] can inform us what percentage of 
these incompetent employees are females? 

Mr. HE AY. e have no information on that subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow 
me Wer E the gentleman from 8 [Mr. Moopy] a 
question 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I supposed that I was through 
with the gentleman from Ohio on this question. 

Mr. H NWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. e gentleman from Massachusetts has 
stated that the Commissioner of Pensions has said that if he could 
Le gong 100 clerks and fill the remaining places with persons 
of own selection he could thereby tl efit the service. 
Now, does not the gentleman admit that the Commissioner of 
Pensions can not do this under the beautiful, far-reaching admin- 
istration of the civil-service law; that where the removal of in- 
eompetent employees is desired there must be a trial before a sort 
of court, with a prescribed set of rules, to act upon each one of 
these individual cases? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. In answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio, I will say that I believe the provision to which he refers, 
but which I do not understand to go to the extent he describes, 
was an unwise provision. But I do not understand that there is 
any difficulty in the way of the head of a Department discharging 
any of his subordinatesif he will certify that they are incompetent. 

. GROSVENOR. Is there not an Executive order forbidding 
that identical thing being done? 

Mr. MOODY of husetts. I do not so understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was not such a provision inserted within 
a goer upon the demand of the civil-service organization? 

. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not so understand. Ido 
understand that a man can not be discharged except for cause 
stated, and after an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very ; that is just what I said. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachuse But I venture to say that if the 
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head of a Department, who is responsible for his work, undertakes 
to assert that the man is incompetent, that would be a sufficient 
reason for discharge, If that is not so, it is time Congress should 
go to work and make it so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We know they should; but they will not 
doit. The ideaof the gentleman from husetts seems to be 
that if the head of a artment will only assert himself he may 
repeal the order of the Executive forbidding him to do what he 
undertakes to do. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Ido not so understand the 
matter at all, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Inowyield tothe gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. 1 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I believe that there is no limitation upon 
the time; that each member obtaining the floor may occupy the 
time allowed under the rule. I give way to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana reserve 
the remainder of his time? 

. HEMENWAY. Ido, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] 


is RE AEA in his own right. 
Mr. BELL, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. TAY- 


ALOR]. 

II. TAYLOR of Alabama, I propose to yield any time to 
which I may be entitled to my colleague [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and 
will ask the Chair to recognize him at some later period in the day 
when he may claim the floor. 

TheC RMAN. oe eon from Alabama [Mr. Tay- 
LOR] announces that he desires to be recognized and to yield his 
time to his colleague . UNDERWOOD], who will claim it and be 
recognized some time later in the day. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the bill under con- 
sideration in all particulars, and this morning I wish to consider 
a question which, in my judgment, it is our duty to the American 
people to consider, relative.to saving a leakage in the revenues of 

a teed a the gentl from Connecticut [Mr. H 

ew days ago the gentleman mnecticut . HILLE 
and myself got into a controversy here over the question of 44 
posits in the national banks. I made the assertion that we had a 
hundred million dollars of deposits of Government funds in the 
national banks, and that these d ts had as complete and as 
well recognized a value on the market in every part of this coun- 


i) Sop have cotton, corn, wheat, or any other commodity. 
e gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], ever the defender 
of , whether right or wrong, insisted that these de ts 


were not profitable to the banks, and said that the fact that only 
69 out of 8,600 had e for this money was evidence that 


they were not profitable. 
Believing that my contention was right, and insisting that onl 
the 8 banks got the benefit of this gift of the Government, 


I wrote to the State treasurers in the different States of this 
Toon and asked what they did with the funds belonging to the 
tate. 

Ihavehad replies enough to show beyond question or any chance 
of controversy that the public deposits of this Government have 
as well defined a market value as corn, wheat, or cotton, and that 
that value on daily balances is as well fixed in New York, in Boston, 
in Florida, in Minnesota, and every other part of this country as 
any other commodity. 

insisted then—and these letters have but confirmed my opin- 
ion—that the policy of this Government, of giving the deposits to 
the national banks, offers a premium to the banks to precipitate a 
tightness in the money market or to precipitate a panic to get 
more free money. 

Now, sir, I want to read to this House, and I want to appeal to 
every individual member of this House, not asa Republican or as 
a Democrat, but as the agent of the public to criticise these reports 
from the different State treasurers and see what the States make 
out of the money of the people deposited in the national banks at 
the different State capitals. 

I will begin with the great State of New York, where, if there 
is a plethora of money anywhere, you can pot your finger on it 
there. I will now read from the tepiy of the State treasurer of 
New York. In ar to my letter, the treasurer of the State of 
New York says that the State receives on deposit, subject to 
check at any moment, 13 per cent per annum.“ 

that in mind. In the State of New York, on the daily 
balances of the State fund, subject to check at any moment, they 
receive 1} per cent per annum. ‘ 

The State treasurer of the State of Kansas writes that they keep 
a fund of $20,000 in a national bank in New York, subject to daily 
checks, upon which that bank pays them 2 per cent on the daily 


ces, 
The State treasurer of the State of Maine says that that State 
obtains 2 per cent on their balances kept in banks in other States, 
and very probably in New York. 


posits. I 


Now, let us see what they take on more permanent de 
read further now from the treasurer of the State of New York: 


W epg holding canal fund moneys pay 3 per cent, as their deposits are more 
stable. 


Now, my friends, that is what the State treasurer of New York 
obtains upon the funds of the State of New York. 

The next answer is from theState of Pennsylvania. The treas- 
urer sends me simply section 6, of the State statutes, which says 
that the State treasurer of Pennsylvania shall keep certain funds 
in certain banks, and those banks shall make all collections for 
the State without charge, and in addition to these services they 
shall pay the State of Pennsylvania 1} per cent per annum on the 
daily balances. 

Inext come to the State of Michigan. The treasurer of that 
State wrote me on January 27, that— 

The interest rate has been usually 3 per cent, but that oming aed plethora 


of money in 1897 and 1898, the rates were reduced to 2} on the tive and 2 
per cent on the active accounts. 


The treasurer of the State of Vermont wrote me on January 26— 


That 2 per cent is the rate of interest received on the principal accounts 
kept by that State. 

On January 23 the treasurer of Massachusetts wrote me this, 
which I want you to hear: 

The amount deposited in the several banks at the close of business hours 
January 22, was $6,978,898.49. Four million three hundred and thirty-three 
thousand dollars of this drew 2} per cent interest, and on the sum of $2,170,- 
000, interest at 2 per cent is paid. Four hundred and seventy-five thousan 
eight hundred and ninety-eight dollars and forty-nine cents of active or 
wakne bank deposits, interest at 1} per cent is paid, on which we draw 
every day. 

That isin Massachusetts. Taking this as the average of the 
year, makes $157,853.73 profit per annum on the 5 85 deposits 
of the State of Massachusetts alone, and on only a little over 
$6,000,000; while we had, or now have, in the different banks to- 
day probably one hundred and fifteen million to one hundred and 
twenty million dollars. 

Iam sorry that our friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], who 
believes that these deposits are valueless, is not in his seat when I 
make the statement that is given to me by the State treasurer of 
the State of Connecticut, who says that deposits are made at the 
rate of 24 cent, and that in tho year 1899 the State received 
$34,566.53 interest on the State d its.“ That is what the State 
of Connecticut receives on the little deposit of that State. 

January 24 the treasurer of the State of Florida wrote: 

On those deposits, which are always subject to check, the State receives 
2} per cent interest per annum, payable quarterly. 


On January 24 the treasurer of the State of Georgia wrote: 


We deposit with our State depositories and receive interest on the same at 
the rate of 2 per cent per annum. 


On January 22 the treasurer of Maryland wrote: 
Upon such deposits 2 per cent is allowed by the banks on daily balances. 


On January 25 the treasurer of Kansas said that about $20,000 
of the funds of that State are kept in the National Bank of the 
Republic, of New York, as fiscal agent, and that the bank pays 
to the State 2 per cent interest. 

The secretary of state of Colorado on January 24 says: 


Ihave been informed that 2} per cent on open accounts and 4 per cent on 
time deposits are the rates we get in this State. 


On January 24 the treasurer of Minnesota wrote: 


The State is now getting on most of its de ts 3 per cen about 
thirty or forty thoosand ollars per year. pos! = a eae 

The treasurer of Wisconsin on January 26 wrote: 

The State receives interest of very nearly $25,000 per annum. 

Not giving me the rate per cent. The statutes of Nebraska 
make 2 p cent the minimum charge for State deposits, but Mr, 
STARK informs me they get from 3 per cent to 4 per cent per an- 
num on State and county funds. Missouri receives from 1} to 
1.69 per cent 255 annum, according to the report sent me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will it disturb the gentleman to 
supplement his statement about Missouri? We have a law out 
there, in addition to that, which requires that the county court let 
out the county deposits to the highest bidder among the banks. 

Mr. BELL. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In my county the revenues run 
something over $100,000, anda Me or two ago one of those banks 
bid 6 per cent for the average daily balance, 

Mr. BELL, Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for his 
statement, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And gave good bond for it. 

Mr. BELL. North Dakota. The treasurer of North Dakota in- 
formed me that they received 8 per cent on their deposits. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report says $76,283,- 
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655.80 of public money was in the banks on June 30, 1899, or at 
the end of the fiscal year. And on December 17 a proposition 
generally stated was that the Secretary of the Treasury an- 
nounced that he would increase these deposits from $30,000,000 
to $40,000,000 immediately, and on December 18 the Secretary of 
the Treasury ordered the collection of internalrevenues of $1,000,000 
daily left in the banks, now making probably considerably more 
than $100,000,000 of Government funds in the banks, without 
charge or limiting the amount of interest that they shall charge 
the people for the use of their own money. 

If we say there is $100,000,000 of the public funds in the banks— 
and I have figured up the average per cent paid throughout the 
United States to the States is a little over 2.7 on daily deposits; 
on time deposits, anything of a permanent nature, it is 3 per cent. 
Taking it, then, at 2.7 per cent per annum, and taking $50,000,000 
at this price, would give us a profit of $1,035,000 interest per an- 
num; and the other $50,000,000 at 3 per cent per annum would 
give us $1,500,000 per annnm, or a total interest per annum on 
$100,000,000 deposited in the banks of $2,535,000, or a value of 
$6,945 every day. 

Now, it seems to me, after it has been shown beyond chance 
of controversy that these deposits have a fixed market value and 
that the money belongs to the Goyernmentof the United States, and 
it having been shown that it is worth at the lowest market value 
$6,945 every day, that we are criminal if we refuse to protect the 
people in securing these great values that belong to them. I want 
to submit to the consideration of this House and to the country 
the query: Is it any more a moral wrong for the Government to 
allow these banks to ram their arms into the Treasury daily and 
8 $6,945 than itis to give them the free use of 8100, 000,000 

y which has a market value of $6,945, which market value is 
as well fixed as the value of wheat, corn, or cotton? 
It is as great an apay to the people of the United States and 
as ant a neglect of duty of this Government to give away the 
use of that $100,000,000 worth, in an eager market, the value of 
which is $6,945 per day, as it would be to give those banks daily, 
without charge, $6,945 worth of postage or revenue stamps. The 
Secretary of the Treasury might as well make them a gift of 
$6,945 out of the Treasury, as equivalent things are equal to each 


other. 
„ McKinley said on the floor of the House on February 
, 1888: 


Nearly $59,000,000 is out among the banks. While for them they give to the 
Government bonds as security for the deposit— 


Just as is done to-day— 


and they are a tly asta interest, and they draw the accrued interest 
on the Government ds. 

Just what they are doing to-day with these deposits. He prop- 
ely and severely criticised President Cleveland for allowing them 
to have $59,000,000 without cost, and at the same time he is allow- 
ing them to have practically twice as much in exactly the same 
way. He was right then; he is certainly wrong now. This Ad- 
ministration and the last one have, in my judgment, permitted the 
mammoth bondholding and banking institutions flagrantly to filch 
from heros more than ahundred million dollarsin value, In 
thes ed popular loan of $200,000,000, given them at par, when 
they were worth on the market from 106 to 109, there was an abso- 
lute gift of from $12,000,000 to $18,000,000. There is no contro- 
versy about it; the banks know it and everybody else knows it. 

When I speak of banks fleecing the people, I do not include the 
little banks scattered out through the country—this pilferin 
impoverishes them as well as their patrons—but the great syndi- 
cated banks, the 69 of which our friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL here, the association that is controlling the destiny 
of this nation. The financial bill now before Congress will be 
the most nutritious food they have had since they manipulated the 
bonds of the rebellion, They have put the interest lower than the 
bonds of any other country on the globe—lower than Great Brit- 
ain—and they will be bought. Why? Because the banker can 
take the 2 per cent bond; he can walk over to the Treasury and 
he can deposit it, take out of the Treasury dollar for dollar in the 
people’s money, gold, silver, or paper, take it home with him, get 
the use of that money for nothing, and draw 2 per cent interest on 
his bond. Who would not buy them? They could afford to buy 
them under those conditions if they did not draw a single cent in 
interest, as security merely. 

The same banks a few weeks ago brought a Black Friday on 
New York, and not only made untold millions out of that Black 
Friday, but they walked up and made this Government give them 


more depositsfor nothing. The Government had to buy its peace, 
or was rather glad to buy it. 
In 1837 a t panic occurred in this country on May 10. The 


banks in New York all suspended, and there was a general 
wreckage, and yet Prof. W. G. Sumner, of Yale, states in his 
history of American currency that nearly all of these banks made 


big money out of the suspension and paid big dividends during 
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the yor I am sure there has been no panic since that time that 

e large banks—the mammoth institutions in the East—have not 
generally made infinitely more money than they do in normal 
times, and they cleaned up the small banks, they destroyed the 
little banks, and in ghoulish glee they said among themselves, 
It is a benefit; itis simply cleaning out the unstable financial 
institutions,” 

If we adjourn this Congress without passing a law forcing the 
Treasury to let these deposits out at their market value, in the 
same way that the States do, we should be condemned to stay at 
home by our defrauded constituents. Where could this Congress 
do more for the people than by passing a bill that would force its 
negligent servants to collect $6,945 per day of its dues in revenue 
belonging to the Government, and which is being awarded to the 
favorites of the Treasury Department, if not to political favorites? 
The ordinary banks of the country do not get the benefit of it. 
In the first place, they do not have the United States bonds to 
deposit, and if they did have them they would not have the influ- 
ence to get the ar 

If the one hun millions were equally divided among 8,600 
banks, they would only get $27,777 each, while it has recently been 
shown by the press that the National City Bank of New York at 
times had a daily balance of from twenty totwenty-nine millions. 
At this rate you could only distribute to three banks the $100,- 
000,000, If the National City Bank of New York were given thirty 
millions, only five banks could be reached. If it got five millions, 
only twenty ks could be reached. The whole system tends to 

the rich more powerful and the ordinary banks weaker. 

December 23, 1899, Mr. Walker Hill, president of the American 
Bankers’ Association, in an interview is reported to have said: 
The banks derive a profit of one-half of 1 per cent per month, or 
6 per cent per annum, on these free deposits.” That was said 
when he was opposing the published intention of thisGovernment 
to give the National City Bank of New York forty millions of the 
deposit. He said it was really worth this to the , although 
they only pay 14 to 3 per cent—6 per cent per annum. The 
last statement,” said he, ‘‘shows that the National City Bank of 
New York had $13,000,000 of those deposits,” worth $780,000 per 
annum. 

Those are the words of the president of the Banking Association 
of the United States in their row over the division of these free 
spoils; that the deposits of that bank before this renewed deposit 
was worth to the k $780,000 per annum, or a profit of $2,126 
per yen quite a handsome gift to the richest and most powerful 
and relentless financial organization in the United States. The 
$100,000,000 divided among the banks are worth to them $6,000,000 
per annum. Take the $76,283,625.30in the banks at the end of the 

ast fiscal year as the amount of money in the banks at that time, 
thirteen millions let to the National City Bank of New York out 
of this, and treating the other banks as liberally, 6 banks would 
consume the entire deposit, and the 3,594 other national banks 
would get nothing. 

As to the State banks, it is an absolute injury to and a discrimina- 
tion against those banks. It has a tendency to destroy and drive 
out of existence your State institutions. It appears that, from the 
statement of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], only 
69 out of 3,600 of institutions call for these deposits, 

Sir, it seems tome that if these flagrant evils goon much longer 
many of our constituents, who charge that instead of their rep- 
resentatives regarding a public office as a public trust they regard 
it more in the nature of a private opportunity to serve some great 
interest that boosts this or the other political party, will certainly 
be supported in their position by the proof. 

Do not these flagrant wrongs justify the criticisms that are being 
thrown far and near from every quarter upon this body and the 
body at the other end of this Capitol? A few days ago the chan- 
cellor of the New York University Law School, while deploring 
our weakness and our failure to represent the people, said that the 
interest of our country in the great rivalry between corporations 
and the Government is coming; and where but from among the 
masses will spring the advocates of the people's rights? He was 
showing that the membership of this House was composed princi- 
eg of the representatives of the great sordid interests and not 
of the American people. 

A few days ago I noticed in a leading text-book in general use 
in one of the colleges of this city a statement that this is a time 
in the history of the American Government without statesman- 
sip This is the doctrine that is being taught to our children 
right under our noses and in the great capital city of the nation 
where we deliberate, And in Chicago, the day before yesterday, 
the mayor of the second largest ey. in the United States, welcom- 
ing the members of a great assemblage in that city, said that one 
House of the American Congress had become a gathering of the 
owners and representatives of trusts and that a few years more 
will see the House reduced to the same condition. 

Mr, GAINES, Is it not a fact, or at least is it not stated and 


undisputed, that one of the present members of the United States 
Senate has recently been employed and is now the counsel for the 
Standard Oil Company? 

Mr. BELL. Ido not believe that the rules of the House give 
us liberty to discuss the conduct of members of either body by 


name. 

Mr. GAINES. I have not given any name; is not that a fact as 
stated in the press? 3 

Mr. BELL. I would say to the gentleman outside— 

Mr. GAINES. I say it here; it is so. 

ENR BELL. I never knowingly transgress the rules of this 
ouse, 

Now, does it not behoove us to lay down all partisanship and to 
investigate 1 some of these business questions in behalf 
of the American people? Would it not be well for us to take up 
the charges against our conduct made by no inconsiderable por- 
tion of the people and coming from most elevated sources and from 
all parties, and analyze for a while our conduct—see what we are 
doing, and ‘‘see ourselves,” if possible, as others see us?“ May 
there not be some truth in the old adage that where there is so 
much smoke there must be at least a little fire? Should we not 
take up this great bank trust and see why we should give them 
our $100,000,000 deposit when our people at home are drawing 
large revenues from their deposits of public funds? If Massachu- 
setts had those $100,000,000 in her State treasury, she would col- 
dd 3 two and three million dollars per annum out of that 

e 3 

ow, sir, I say that there are no two sides to this proposition; 
that there is in this House a favoritism toward these great insti- 
tutions—a favoritism which permits them to plunder the public 
Treasury; and every part of the history of this Government estab- 
lishes it beyond question. 

You may go to the Treasury artment of the United States, 
and let it have a dealing with an individual, an ordinary citizen 
or laborer, and it will figure for untold hours to disallow every 
cent that does not come within the red tape of that organization. 
Yet it gives to the banks thefree use of a hundred million dollars— 
worth nearly $7,000 9 — day—a value established as completely 
as the value of the other commodities that are on exchange. 

It offers a premium to these banks to wreck the market. And 
when the great banker of New York brought on that memorable 
Black Friday” he got a great premium for it. He got his 
coffers filled with public money in order that he might let the 
people breathe. e had such a A decreed in the days of Jack- 
son. We had the old Bank of the United States standing here 
and insisting that unless its charter was renewed it never would 
loan money to the people; it would not pay out the $40,000,000 of 
Government funds; it would not pay out the money necessary to 
meet the pensions; it would throttle the Government unless 
Congress legislated to suit it. Jackson said, Before this insti- 
tution gets bigger than the Government, let us throttle it.“ And 
Congress did throttle it. We have now a banking power which 
is bigger than the Government; it dominates the Government; 
there is no doubt about it; and I am sorry to say that in my judg- 
ment five-sixths of the men who represent the people are interested 
in some kind of 3 I do not say that they can not be in- 
terested and be impartial, as but few of the banks get these special 
favors. But the men in the country and the smaller towns are 
injured by these great favors given to the great central banks, 

As for me, I feel that we are plundering the people of this vast 
sum of $6,945. Giving the banks the benefit of every doubt, and 
taking the lowest estimate from every of the country and 
striking an avroraga; the above sum is obtained, I do not doubt 
but that they could get from eight to ten million dollars if the 
saw fit, but the Government and the Treas Department, whic 
has been run so long by the banks, allow the banks these privi- 
leges without money an 5 

or one I never expect to stop ing of these great favors and 
of the flagrant neglect of duty of our Representatives until they 
treat these great institutions just as they treat the individual citi- 
zens of the United States. 

I now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee . Sms]. 

Mr. SIMS, Mr, Chairman, I take the present opportunity to 
submit a few remarks on the question of pensions and the bad 
effects which our overgenerous pension legislation is having upon 
the country, or at least some parts of it. 

From the report of the Secretary of the Interior it appears that 
there have been paid out on account of pensions and expenses in- 
cident to the execution of pension laws, from 1866 to 1899, the 
enormous sum of $2,469,751,866, a sum so vast as to tax the pow- 
ers of the mind to comprehend its magnitude. 

The number of pensioners on the rolls in 1866 was 126,722. Tho 


number on the rolls in 1899 was 991,519. The amount paid on 
account of pensions for 1866 was $15,450,549.88. Tho amount 
paid on account of pensions for the year 1899 was 8138, 355, 052.95, 
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and the estimate for the fiscal year 1901 is $144,000.000, Thirty- 
three years after the close of the war between the States we have, 
in round numbers, eight times as many pensioners on the rolls as 
we had then, and are paying, in round numbers, ten timesas much 
money on account of pensions as we did thirty-three years ago, 
and it is estimated that it will take at least $6,000,000 more to pay 
pensions for the year 1900 than for 1899 on account of the Spanish 
War. Ihere read and make a part of my remarks a clipping from 
the Washington Post for February 7, 1900: 


DELUGE OF PENSION BILLS—IF ALL OF THEM WERE ENACTED, THEY WOULD 
BANKRUPT THE GOVERNMENT. 


Senator GALLINGER, chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions, says 
that never before during his term of public service has there been sucha 
deluge of general pension bills designedto take large sams of money out of 
the as now. He gives it as his opinion that if all the bills now be- 
fore his committee should be enacted into law, they would absolutely bank- 
ra the finances of the Government. 


the pension rolis by paying all 
tation o 


nsions ina lump sum, according toa table 
life as estimated the American life-insur- 


of a measure of that kind receiving serious . the mere sug- 


What was intended as and in fact was a roll of honor is fast be- 
coming a roll of shame. Those who seek to plunder the Treasury 
through one means or another are making use of the generosity 
of a grateful people and the popularity of pensions in order to ac- 
complish their nefarious pu , and a grateful people are get- 
ting tired of such abuse of their gratitude. 

This matter of the rapid and reckless granting of ee and 
the passage of ill-advised and ill-considered pension legislation is 
debauching the manhood of the country and deadening the na- 
tional moral sense. 2 

To prove this it is only necessary to investigate the applications 
for pensions made on account of the Spanish war and analyze the 
same. 

Mr. Chairman, I here insert a list of 23 regiments of the 
Army and 2 batteries that took part in the Santiago battle, with 
list of casualties and number of claims filed for pensions on ac- 
count of service, as follows: 


War with Spain. 


Regiments of Regular Army. 


First United States Infantry -.-....-[.-.-|.--.-- aie EEES 
82 0 United States Infan 


Neth United States Infan 
Tenth United States Infan 
Twelfth United States Infan 

Thirteenth United States Infantry. 


Twenty-fifth United States Infantry 

nited States Ca: 

rd United States Ca’ 
United Sta 


Boas S SRENEESN 


It will be seen that there were killed, wounded, and missing in 
said 23 regiments and 2 batteries of the Regular Army that took 
part in the battles of Santiago 1,344 men, and that there are appli- 
cations for pensions for the whole number of said 23 regiments and 2 


batteries 2,962, or 2} applications to each soldier killed and wounded 


in these regiments of the Army. I now read, and insert 
as a part of my remarks, a list of 8 regiments of volunteers who 
took part in the Santiago battles, with the list of casualties and 


number of applications for pensions. 


Regiments of volunteers. 


Second Massachusetts Infantry.......... 
First United States Volunteer Cavalry. 15 
Seventy-first New York Infantry 13 


Thirty-third Infantry... 
Turk -fourth Michigan Infantry 


It will be seen by reference to these tables that the 8 volunteer 
regiments had a total of 209 killed and wounded, and that the a 
plications for pensions filed by these 8 r ents are 3,588, or 17 


applications for pensions filed for each soldier killed or wounded, 
or, in round numbers, eight times as many applications for 

by the soldiers of these 8 volunteer regiments as in the 23 

Army regiments calculated on a basis of casualties. 

It will be seen that the above 8 volunteer regiments are from 
Massachusetts, New York, District of Columbia, Michigan, and 
3 from the North, where it is popular to favor liberal pen- 

ons. 

I now read and make a part of my remarks a list of casualties 
s applications for pensions for 8 other volunteer regiments, as 

ollows. 


Volunteer regiments in the war with Spain, 


li- 
or 


e 
2 
he a 8 
33 
8 
2 
16 TL 
11 65 
28 123 
30 66 
18 110 
26 174 
15 
15 60 
159 761 


It will be seen that the total number of deaths, killed, and 
wounded in these 8 regiments are 159; that the total number of 
pa applications by soldiers of these 8 regiments are 761, or, 

e numbers, 4 applications for each death in these 8 regi- 
men 

These last 8 regiments are from the States of Alabama, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Misslasippi, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas, 
where the pension evil has not reached the horrid proportions it 
has in the Northern States, and where the people are g 
to make a living by honest toil and are not knocking at the doors 
of Congress day and night for the passage of legislation enabling 
them to appropriate the hard earnings of other people to their 
own use, 

Mr. let us analyze the status of these 16 regiments 
of volunteers a little further, 

In the 8 Northern regiments there were 35 deaths and 3,588 ap- 

tions for pensions, or, in round numbers, 109 applications 

or pensions to each death reported. In the 8 Southern regiments 

there were 159 deaths and 761 applications for pensions, or, in 

round numbers, 5 applications for pensions in these 8 Southern 
regiments to each death. 

in the Northern regiments there are 109 applications for pen- 
sions for each death. while in the 8 Southern regiments there are 
only 5 applications for pensions to each death, or twenty times as 
many applications per death in the Northern as in the Southern 


regiments, 

t must be further remembered that all these applications are 
based upon alleged injuries received while in line of duty—are all 
for causes alleged to be of service origin. 

Will any member on this floor arise from his seat and say that 
he believes that each of these applications for pensions in these 
8 Northern mts are honest and made in pood faith? 

I beg to call the attention of the House to what appears to be a 
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most remarkable fact in connection with these 8 Northern regi- 
ments, and that is that the fewer casualties the greater the num- 
ber of applications for pensions. 

In the Second Massachusetts Infantry the killed are 5 and 
wounded 40; total, 45; eee for pensions, 468. 

First United States Volunteer Cavalry, killed, 15; wounded, 76; 
total, 91; applications for pensions, 241. 

In Seventy-first New York Infantry, killed, 13; wounded, 43; 
total, 56; applications for pensions, 305. 

In First ict of Columbia Infantry, killed, none; wounded, 
none; applications for pensions, 419. ; 

In Ninth Massachusetts Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; 
deaths, none; missing, none; applications for pensions, 645. 

In Thirty-third Michigan Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; 
missing, none; applications for pensions, 459. 

In Thirty-fourth Michigan Infantry, killed, none; wounded, 
none; missing, none; applications for pensions, 535. 

In Eighth Qhio Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; missing, 
none; applications for pensions, 487. 
ae ou see, Mr. Š- = ; en ecg — the 55 N 

orthern regimen e grea e number of pension applica- 
tions, all based upon causes of alleged service origin. 

These and tables are all official, all coming from the 
Bureau of Pensions. 

These eight Northern regiments had the following number of 
men enlisted and mustered out. 

The regiments referred to are as follows: 


Second Massachusetts Infantry 

First United States 1 Cavalry 

Seventy-first New York Infan 
trict of Columbia 


From the above table it will be seen that the First District of 
Columbia Infantry had officers and men all told at highest point 
only 990, and 859 at muster out. The applications for pensions in 
this regiment that never had a man killed or wounded is the mod- 
est number of 419, or a number nearly equal to one-half the full 
strength of the regiment. 

Now let us look at the Ninth Massachusetts Infantry. Full 
strength of regiment, 1,334; at muster out, 1,197, with not a man 
killed or wounded or reported ashaving died; yet the applications 
for pensions are the insignificant number of 645, jacking only 116 
applications of being equal to all the applications filed by the en- 
tire 8 Southern regiments. 

Mr. GAINES. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. On what ground do these men, where there have 
been none killed or wounded, base these 5 for pensions? 

Mr. SIMS. That is a question which I want the House to an- 
swer. Thisregiment had about six months’ service and now makes 
applications for pensions based on alleged causes of service origin, 
in number exceeding one-half of its strength at date of muster 
out and — only 27 applications of bein panar to half of the 
full strength of the regiment at any time. this regiment had 
remained in the service another six months and had not been in a 
single battle or skirmish, the whole regiment would have been 
disabled and applicants for pensions, reasoning from the record 
thoy nare made for the six months they did serye. 

. Chairman, if the Ninth, Massachusetts Infantry is any cri- 
terion by which we may weigh the value of the services of volun- 
teers from that State, it will be better not to ask for volunteers 
from that State in any future wars we may have. It must becer- 
tain that if these applications for pensions are honest and based 
u honest causes of service origin, this volunteer regiment 


cost this Government more money for its six months’ service | Pe 


than any regiment of the Regular Army will cost the Govern- 
ment, inclu full term of service, retirement pay, and pen- 
sions, Those who advocate a larger standin, y can 
certainly find much to strengthen their position from the records 
of these 8 Northern regiments, 

Mr. Chairman, I now turn from this regiment of hardy New 
Englanders to the Thirty-fourth koa Infantry Volunteers. 
The record of that regiment is none killed, none wounded, none 
missing, and no deaths, with applications for pensions, 535, The 
full strength of this regiment was 1,334, and at muster ont 1,198, 
showin, © gone es for pensions, less 64, equal to one-half the 
8 0 regiment at muster out. I do not know thel 
of service of this regiment, but sup it was about like that of 
the other volunteer regiments that did not go to the Philippines, 
about six months, 
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Tn case of the 23 regiments of the Regular Army, set out in the 
first table above exhibited, it must be remembered that they 
have been in the service ever since April, 1898, and are still in 
active service, and that the applications for pensions from these 
regiments of the Regular Army cover the whole period of their 
service since April, 1898, while the whole period of service of these 
8 volunteer regiments from the North was only a few months, 
and that they have been out of the service for a long time and, 
notwithstanding this, that the oop aig for pensions filed by 
these 8 Northern regiments exceed the applications filed by the 
23 Regular Army regiments and 2 batteries by 626. 

Mr. Chairman, I now invite the attention of the House to a 
comparison of the 8 volunteer regiments from the South embraced 
in one of the above tables; and it must be remembered that the 
First Kentucky served in Puerto Rico and that the First Tennessee 
served in the Philippines from October 30, 1898, to November 11, 
1899—more than one year. 

The First Alabama, full strength, 1,651; deaths, 16; applica- 
tions for pensions, 71; or 1 application of every 23 men, or 4} appli- 
cations to each death in the regiment. 

The First Georgia, full strength, 1,331; deaths, 11; applications 
for pensions, 65, being 1 application to every 20} men, or 6 appli- 
cations to each death. 

The First Kentucky, full strength, 1,834; deaths, 28; applica- 
tions for pensions, 122, being 1 application to each 10 men, inround 
numbers, or 44 applications to each death. 

The First Mississippi, full strength, 1,141; deaths, 30; applica- 
cations, 66, being above 1 application for each 20 men and only 
2 applications to each death. 

The First South Carolina, full strength, 1,359; deaths, 18; ap- 
plications, 110, being about 1 application for each 12} men, or 
6} applications for each death. 

The First Tennessee, full strength, 2,026; deaths, 26; applica- 
tions, 174, being 1 wp secre to about every 12 men, or about 62 

eath; andit must not be overlooked that the 
irst Tennessee served nearly eighteen months, and more than 
one year of this service was in the Tropics. ‘ 

The Second Tennessee, full strength, 1,419; deaths, 15; applica- 
tions, 93, being 1 application to every 15} men, or about that, and 
6} applications to each death. 

The First Texas, full strength, 1,397; deaths, 15; applications, 
60: being 1 application to 23 men, or 4 applications to each death, 

J invite the careful attention of the members of this House to 
these comparisons; and tell me what are the lessons to be drawn 
from them. Would any member of this House consider it an 
honor to be ona porn roll made up from such applications as 
those from the 8 Northern regiments? 

Mr. Chairman, I have not selected these 16 regiments with the 
view of proving my contention. I am fully satisfied that if the 
records of all the volunteer regiments that served in the war 
with Spain were examined and compared the same results will be 
found to be true; that there are from five to ten times as many 
applications for pensions in proportion to length of service, 
an of regiments, and casualties in the Northern regiments 
as will be found in the Southern regiments. 

There is but one general cause that can be assigned for this great 
and astounding difference in the number of pension applications 
from the North and from the South. It must be due to a wide 
and generally prevailing e, debauched, and corrupted 
public sentiment that exists ughout the North and does not 
exist throughout the South, due to education and environment. 

In the North the le have been taught that it is right to as- 
sist private enterpr so adjusting taxation as to favor some 
at the expense of others, called, to hide its deformity and ugliness, 
protection. 

Sis . ee the people aave been pecan’ Pred 5 y right 5 ae 
ate great banking monopolies by means o endly legislation 
the national and unfriendly 1 ation to State banks. 

In the North the people haye ee pH that it is right to strike 

down one-half the redemption money of the people in order to in- 
crease the values of the fixed incomes of the wealthy at the ex- 
mse of the poor and the wage-earner. 
In the North the ge le haye been taught that it is right to tax 
the productions of the Southern cotton grower out of existencein 
order to enhance the value of the products of the Northern dairy- 
men, 

In the North the people have been a age it is right to grart 


subsidies to millionaire shipowners by g taxes wrung from 
oe and giving tothem, simply because they have the power 
O 80. 


In the North the people have been taught that the objects and 
purposes of government are not the greatest good to the greatest 
number of the whole people, but the greatest number of spots 

© ex- 


favors and exclusive privileges to the favored classes at 
of the masses. 
In the North the people have been taught that it is right to ge- 
cure legislation having for its sole object the benefit of certain 
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lines of business, certain classes of people, and certain sections of 
our common 9 

Is it any surprise, then. that the brave young men from the North 
who lately volunteered to go and fight Spain, to liberate her op- 
pressed and tax-burdened subjects, are not restrained by the same 
noble sentiments when it comes to thrusting their hands into the 
pockets of American taxpayers and robbing them of their hard 
earnings by means of fraudulent and unjust pensions. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope and pray that such a state of things may 
never prevail in my own beloved sunny South. But like causes 
produca like effects, and I suppose the people of the South can be 

ebauched by subjecting tbem to the same causes that have de- 
bauched the people of the North. h 

It is far better that no pensions be paid than that our national 
standard of morality should bə reduced, than that our national 
character should be degraded. As far as the South is concerned, 
I say to you of the North, keep your money, but let us of the South 
keep our good name, We can afford to be poor, but we can not 
afford to be corrupt. 

Mr. Chairman, it is high time that a serious consideration of 
this pension evil be undertaken. We must throttle it, or it will 
throttle us. If the South were to-day in the same condition in 
which the North finds herself, no man can conjecture what would 
be the result. 

Gentlemen on this floor are afraid to give expression to their 
honest sentiments for fear they may be misunderstood, for fear 
they may lose a few votes at home or cause their party to lose 
votes somewhere, 

Mr. Chairman, securing votes by voting money out of the 
Treasury into the pockets of certain individuals or certain classes 
is yekan votes by bribery, nothing more nor less. The same 
amount of money paid to the same individuals by candidates or 
pi campaign committees would secure the same votes and 
would be nothing Jess than bribery. 

Whenever the voters of this country cast their ballots with an 
eye single to the amount of money they are to secure, either from 
individuals, corporations, campaign committees, or from favor- 
able legislation, then has our country reached that stage of de- 
bauchery and corruption which is the sure forerunner and pre- 
sager of revolution and destruction. 

make the assertion that there is not in this broad land of ours 
a single volunteer soldier who served in the war with Spain who 
has not received numerous letters from sundry and divers pension 
attorneys, inviting and suggesting the filing of applications for 
penons and making suggestions as to what was necessary to be 
one in order to secure a pension, and insinuating and suggesting 
the thought of procuring.a pension, right or wrong, and inclosing 
blanks for 1 Such work as this bears an abundant 
crop of evil t, resulting in the debauching and corrupting of 
these otherwise worthy and honored fellow-citizens of ours, 

Why are the applications for pensions from the Regular Army 
so few in comparison with those of the volunteer regiments? The 
regiments of the Regular Army are engaged in a much more ardu- 
ous and perilous service than the volunteers, and yet applications 
for pensions from this source are not one-third what they are from 
these volunteer regiments of the North. The reasons are plain. 
In the first puao; they are not subjected to the corrupting and 
debauching influences of the pension attorneys and are subject to 
the examination of competent Army surgeons. 

The organized pension grabbers have a great weight in politics, 
and they never fail to use it. Just let an executive officer try to 
execute the laws and hold down the pension frauds and a howl 

‘oes up from that class, many of whom are members of that 

asury-fed, Treasury-fattened organization called the Grand 
Army of the Republic. No sooner do the Grand Army pes 
have a meeting than these same pension attorneys set up a howl 
against the offending officer and go to work to have him removed. 
Such has been the case with the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. So permeating and far-reaching is this baneful influence 
that Democrats in the North, in many instances, are as bad or 
worse than Republicans. It seems that in that section of the 
country where the pension crop exceeds almost any other source 
of money supply Republicans, Democrats, and Populists fall over 
each other their efforts to execute the will and wish of this 
army of pensioners. 

Mr. Chairman, it has almost reached that stage on this floor 
that in considering private pare bills the fact that the bene- 
ficiary of the private bill has been rejected at the Bureau is 
deemed sufficient excuse for the passage of the bill. No longer 
than last Friday night a bill was pasted where the examining 
surgeons of the Pension Bureau had certified that there was no 
evidence that the injury complained of was of service origin. It 


is true that the one-sided ex parte statements of some physicians 
and friends and neighbors of the soldier stated that the Eroa 
member 


the injury to be of service origin, and a distinguish 
from Indiana, for whom I have the highest regard, charged that 
the surgeons of the Pension Bureau were under the influence and 


control of the Commissioner of Pensions, and were bringing in 
such reports as he dictated. The people lose all protection in the 
granting of pensions when the honor and in ty of the sworn 
officers of the law are impugned on this floor because they deter- 
mine that the applicant has not made out his title to pension un- 
der the very laws these officers are sworn to observe and enforce. 

No longer than last Friday night we saw a distinguished mem- 
ber of this House, as chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
when pension bills were up for consideration, refuse absolutely 
and repeatedly to recognize the gentleman from South Carolina 
pr ALBERT] who desired toaddressthe House. Thegentleman, 

rom South Carolina had as much right to recognition as any mem- 
ber of the House, and was arbitrarily and wrongfully deprived of 
his rights while two bills granting private pensions, eee 
amendments, were passed, and this arbitrary and unwarran 
action of the Chair Was loudly applauded by the Republicans. 

To such an extent has this pension frenzy gone that in order to 
rush these private bills through in indecent haste the constitu- 
tional rights of members of this House on this side are ignored 
aa — . upon, while the majority on the other side applaud 

o outrage, - 

Mr. Chairman, when in the history of this House was ever a 
member refused recognition in Committee of the Whole to discuss 
a private bill of na Bed character? I have no knowledge of 
such an instance, k over the record of last Friday night's 
session, when between thirty and forty private pension bills were 

, and show me where a single report was read or statement 
made in explanation of the bill except where the same was de- 
manded by a Southern Democrat. 

From whence is the money to come with which to pay this ever- 
increasing pension burden? It now comes out of the pockets of 
the consumers of this country, which means, in the main, the 
poorer classes, because under our system of taxation the poorer 
classes consume more of the taxed articles than the rich and idle. 

Why not join with us in securing an income tax, in order that 
this pension burden may be borne by those who are most able to 
bear it and who are more largely interested in having the protec- 
tion of our soldiers? 

Iam willing that an income tax be levied just sufficient for the 
payment of pensions, to be increased or decreased just as the de- 
mand for payment of pensions increases or decreases. While I 
believe an income tax isa just and proper tax for any and all 
Government eg sre yet, situated as we are, I am willing to 
compromise and take no more revenue from this source than will 
be sufficient to pay pensions, This would certainly be a 4 1 5 
relief te the people. But our Republican friends are in a bad fix. 
If they favor an income tax, they lose the chief contributors to 
their campaign funds; if they do not do just what the pensioners 
Want, they will lose their votes; and so they meet the demands of 
both by giving liberal pensions to the soldiers and collecting the 
yee wi pois ch to pay those pensions from the poor consumers 
of the country. 

Mr, Chairman, all these evils are the legitimate outgrowth and 
2 results of using the taxing power of this Government for 
other than strictly Government purposes. 

Just so long as the powers of government are prostituted to 
private ends, to serve the demands of greed and gain, just so long 
will we be cursed with these and similar evils. 

At this very moment bills are pending in this House to pension 
civilian employees of the Government after they have served a 
certain period of time or reached a certain age. 

No sooner is such a measure introduced than a great newspaper 
champions its cause. Iread from a recentissue of the New York 
Times: 


Among the bills earliest introduced at this session of Congress was one by 
Mr. BROSIUS, formerly chairman of the Civil Service Committee, for the 
retirement with pension of employees in the service of the Federal Govern- 
ment. It is being 3 8 and it has strong claims on the favorable 
attention of Congress; but there is a good deal of opposition to it, most of 
which is unreasonable. 

In substance the bill provides for the retirement of three classes of per- 
sons: 1. Those who have been 3 years in the service. These mer be 
retired on theirown uest orcompulsorily. 2. Those who have been thirty 
years in the and have attained the age of 60. These may be retired 
only at their own request. 3. Those who have been thirty-five years in the 
service and have attained the age of 70, who must be retired compulsorily. 

All these classes must have been in what is known as the classified serv- 
ice—that — the service subject to the civil-service rules, though service in 
the un fied positions may be counted in the term served. h person 
so retired is to receive 75 Per cent of the highest pay he or she has received 
while in the service. * * Itis not to see what logical cr reasonable 
objection can be made to the principle of this bill. 


We who have had an opportunity to observe know that thou- 
sands of people are anxious and clamorous to secure these Goy- 
ernment positions in the civil list; that no one is appointed on the 
civil list who does not seek it and is not anxious to get it. The 
pay is good, far better than the average employment of a business 
character. Then pray tell me why should these Government em- 
ployees be pensioned at 75 per cent of the highest amount of com- 
pensation paid them at any period of their service after they have 
served a certain length of time or reached a certain age? With 
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salaries ranging all the way from fifty to two hundred and fifty 


dollars per month my is it that these employees are supposed to 
save no in a lif e of such remunerative service and are 
finally to become a public charge upon their fellow-employees? 

Who is to take care of the wage-earner or the farm laborer 
when he is old and unable to work? Who will say that it is right, 
that it is just, to tax the poor old worn-out laborer or farmer to 
provide a fund with which to keep up these high-salaried Govern- 
ment employees after they are too old to longer discharge the du- 
ties of their respective positions? 

Mr. Chairman, I think there is grave danger of this very bad 
bill becoming a law. It is introduced by a very able member of 
this House, who comes from a section of this country that has 
never yet knocked at the door of the Treasury in vain. It is not 
more unjust than many other species of legislative favoritism that 
have already received recognition. It will no doubt bring to its 
support the hundreds of thousands of pensioners we already have. 

ees afraid that it will give some gentlemen in this House the 
nightmare to vote against any kind of a bill proposing to grant 
pensions to anybody for any cause whatsoever, 

The very word pension is both a charmer and a terrorizer of 


many gentlemen on this floor. 
Mr. Oain, if the Southern members of this House, who are 


not entirely dependent on the pensioners’ vote for a seat in this 
House, do not take hold of this evil and by determined and long- 
continued effort root it out, no mortal can predict to what ruinous 
lengths it will ge: Speaking for myself, 1 most solemnly declare 
that as long as I am honored with a seat in this body I shall never 
cease to make the best efforts of which, in my weakness, I am 
capable to root out and utterly destroy this monster of evil, and I 
on all my colleagues of the South who have the courage of 
their convictions to stand by me in this fight. [Applause.] 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. Chairman, reserving the balance of my time, 
I desire to yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from ouri 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 


[Mr. BARTHOLDT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


When Mr. BARTHOLDT’S time had expired, but before he had 
concluded his remarks, the following proceedings took ance: 

Mr, HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY] can yield to the gentleman from Missouri a part of his own 
time if he desires. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have only about ten minutes. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be 
extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENTON. Will that come ont of the general time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It must come out of the general time. 

Mr. CANNON, If I can be recognized, I will yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri. ‘ a 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ilinois is recognized, 
and yields to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT resumed and concluded his remarks, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee do now rise, 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope that motion will not be 

eed to at this time. 

. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that we have agreed upon a time limit for general debate as be- 
tween the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] and my- 
self, and we want to submit a proposition for unanimous consent. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are you going back into Committee 


of the Whole? 

Mr. HEMEN WAT. Then we will go back into Committee of 
the Whole. 
` Mr. BENTON. I do not want to make any trouble or inter- 

erence. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that we shall go right back into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. HEMENWAY was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8347) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 

of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1001, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate on the legislative bill be closed to-morrow afternoon at 3 
o'clock and that the bill be then taken up under the five-minute 
rule. That arrangement has been eed to by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] who is in charge of the bill. 

The SP. R. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the 1 ay spprapciatian bill 
objection’ 


be closed to-morrow at 3 o'clock. Is there 
There was no objection. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The time to be controlled by the gontle- 
man from Georgia and myself. 

The SP. eR. Unanimous consent is also asked that the 
time be equally divided between the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
LivinGsTon] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY]. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole, for the further con- 
sideration of the legislative appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

3 the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the further con- 
sideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair, 

Mr. BENTON was recognized. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, before I 
yield three minutes’ time to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am 
amazed at the unjustifiable attack which the gentleman from 
Missouri who has just taken his seat has made upon the Irish peo- 
ple of this country. I listened with a great deal of interest to his 
prae of the German character and what the people of thatrace 

done toward the development of this nation. I join with him 
in everything he has said in praise of these people who have done 
so much in all periods of the development of the country for the 
common poog. I can not, however, understand his reflections 
upon the Irish people, and I hurl the charge back in his teeth 
when he says that while the Germans are always found support- 
ing the Government, the Irish are always against it.” Thestate- 
ment which he has given utterance to seems to have been premed- 
itated and can not be excused on the d of thoughtlessness 
or any other cause, because the speech which he has just made 
was from er ge fa 

The members of this House know full well the absurdity of the 
statement which the gentleman has made, and were it not for the 
fact that it would be criminal to let a charge like this go unchal- 
lenged while there was a single individual in the House with a 
drop of Irish blood in his veins I would not dignify his statements 
by answering, 

I would inform the gentleman from Missouri that from the in- 
ception of the Government until the present time in every hour 
of trial or peril the Government has found the man of Irish birth 
and Irish extraction 8 the vanguard in the defense of the 
honor and glory of the Government. Does the gentleman say 
ig? esi nig found against the Government? 

y, Mr. Chairman, of the fifty-six signers of the Declaration 
of Independence nine were of the Irish race. All through theeight 
eventful freee of the Revolution you will find a very large propor- 
tion of Celticnames on the military and naval rolls of the thir en 
States. From Pennsylvania alone five Irish colonels headed as 
man 9 made up mostly of men of the same nationality, 
and fought on the side of the colonists. Barry and O’Brien were 
the first twonaval heroes of the Revolution, and Andrew Jackson— 
„Old Hickory! —the hero of the war of 1812, was of Irish extrac- 
tion and some writers say of Irish birth. No braver hero of the 
Mexican war wore the uniform of the American soldier than Gen- 
eral Shields, and every American loves to honor the memory of 
that fearless and intrepid fighter of the war of the rebellion, Gen. 
Phil Sheridan. 

I have heard my friend from Kentucky oa BERRY] tell many 
times of the fear that was imparted into the hearts of the rebels 
when the news was sent along the line that the Irish Brigade was 
in front. With coats thrown aside and their sleeves rolled up,” 
he says, they were the very incarnation of fighting men,” and 
he has told me repeatedly in this House that the best fighters of 
that whole war, in his judgment, were the men who formed the 
Irish Brigade. 

I would ask my friend from Missouri if the men of the Irish 
race and Irish extraction were against the Government in the 
recent war with Spain? If he thinks so, let him consult the records 
of the War Department. I know, speaking for my own State, 
which sent a larger percentage of men to the front, both in the 
Army and in the Navy, than any State in the Union, that the 
Irish boy, so called, was very much in evidence. In fact, Mr. 
Chairman, it would not surprise me, if the records could be ob- 
tained, to learn that a majority of those who enlisted from that 
State were either of Irish birth or Irish extraction. i 

In the struggle that is now going ontin the Philippines I think 
that a large proportion of the men in the Regular Army are of 
Irish birth or Irish extraction. This was very forcibly brought to 
my mind one evening last week when looking over the columns 
of one of the local papers on the list of deaths reported by General 
Otis, Every one of the names reported that evening indicated 
that the ier was either of Irish birth or Irish extraction. I 
think it is only fair to mention these matters and to emphatically 


po’ I desire to 
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deny the charge of the gentleman from Missouri, who has made 
this unjust charge against the Irish people. There is no question 
in my mind that 3 groat majority. of the Irish people in 
this country to-day feel that the war in the Philippines is an unjust 
one, yet they are with the Government in every effort to maintain 
the supremacy of our Army and the success of our flagin that dis- 
tant region. 

I think that a great majority of the people of Irish extraction 
believe as I believe, and as I expressed myself very strongly three 
or four weeks agoin a h in Boston, that the right or the 
wrong of the war in the Philippines is not to be discussed now 
that the American soldier is at the front, and that it is the duty of 
every citizen tostrengthen his arm in the fight against the enemy. 
The Government of the United States has indicated no policy 
toward the Filipinos, and will not until after hostilities cease and 

ace is restored in those islands. When that time arrives the 
Tish people of this country will be glad, as far as their influence 
can be upon the Government, to give the people who in- 
habit those islands that measure of self-government which they 
show themselves capable of maintaining. 

Thus, Mr. i , in conclusion, I eng papi the fact that in 
all periods of the Government's hist e people of the Irish 
race have stood for the Government. Their sons in the city and 
the State and the nation have always stood for law and order and 
poe government. In the hour of peril they have fought for the 

g and given of their blood freely in order that liberty and free- 
dom might remain the symbol of a great people. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Mr. Chairman—— ` f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BEN- 
TON] has the floor. ‘ f 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit 
me to use two minutes of my own time? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I commend my friend for his defense of 
the race which he represents. I should have had less respect for 
him if he had not said what he did. My remarks were certainly 
not intended to be offensive or insulting, and I donot believe any- 
body on the floor took them in — t a Pickwickian sense. 
When I used the expression that the Irish are “agin the Govern- 
ment,” I had in mind the old story which is frequently told of an 
Irishman who was shipwrecked upon a God forsaken island some- 
where. When he met a native of the island, he asked him, Is 
there a g'uvernmint here?’ And the native said, Les, there 
is; to which the Iri replied, ‘‘ Well, I am forninst it.” 
[Laughter. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Ithink the gentleman 
is adding insult to injury when he repeats that story. 

3 8 MAN. The gentlemanfrom Misso uri Mr. BENTON] 
recognized. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, the people of Missouri of all 
political parties have been so long at peace among themselves that 
the idea of one Representative from that sovereign State feeling 
it nec to attack the laws of his State, and bringing the neces- 
sity to another member of this House from that State to defend 
them, will be strange to the people and is something that has not 
occurred in the halls of Congress since the Democratic party took 
possession of the State government of Missouri in 1873. Out in the 
pa State of Missouri nobody has ever a of our election 

ws in a serious way, and when they did and made their complaint 
re and 3 that Te complaints ave 5 

egislature been promptly responsive to the u ter 
these thirty years of peace within the borders of MA i, there 
comes a gentleman’s voice on this floor—one of her Representa- 
tives—attacking the laws of that great State. I have lived longer 
in Missouri than the gentleman who represents the Tenth Con- 
gressional district, and I think my memory of the various laws of 
that State dates further back and is clearer than his. 

In the beginning of what Iam about to say, Mr. Chairman, I 
want torecur to the gentleman’s constant use of the term German- 
American. Out on the prairies of that great State, along the run- 
ning streams and on the mountain sides, we do not hear any such 
terms as German-American, Irish-American, Norse, or English, 
or French American. Such terms are, and ought to be, offensive. 
When a German comes to my part of Missouri and gets his citi- 
zenship papers, he becomes not a German-American, but he be- 
comes an erican and a Missourian. That may be a familiar 
term to gentlemen in the city of St. Louis; but we out in the 
State, regardless of our politics, are of opinion that when a man 
comes to the United States and petitions our Government to be- 
come a citizen and renounces his allegiance to every foreign em- 
peror, king, or potentate, he ought to be an American and ought 
never to be a German, Irish, Norse, English, or French American, 
for when he becomes an American citizen he can not have a 
grander title, and he ought not to have a prefix to it. [Ap- 


plause. 
For the 150,000 Germans, Irish, English, and French that live 
in Missouri, I resent the prefixing of anything to the title of Ameri- 


can citizen. The man is either a German or an American citizen. 
If a German comes here and does not take out naturalization 
pers, he is still a German; and if he does take out his papers and 
es a citizen of the United States, he is not a - 
American, but an American citizen; and all of them that I have 
ever seen are loyal and true to our Government from whatever 
government they come. 

The gentleman from the St. Louis district [Mr. BARTHOLDT] has 
seen fit to attack the election laws of onr State, and in doing so 
has attacked our people. My colleague from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
the other day made a bold announcement without the record be- 
fore him, that the record bears out—that there is not in the Amer- 
ican Union a single State whose election laws are fairer or more 
honest than the election laws of Missouri. That was not always 
so. I have no disposition, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, to drag away the ashes from the embers of an almost for- 
korim period, but the 8 from St. Louis almost imme- 

iately after beginning his remarks says: “I shall pull aside the 
curtain and scrutinize the election laws of Missouri.” Let me say 
to him that we had an election law when I first became a resident 
of 5 State, and for several years afterwards, built on a plan to 
suit him. 

In the first place, there was a constitution adopted in a fraudu- 
lent way in the spring of 1865. By the terms of that constitution 
every man who had borne arms against the Government or given 
aid or comfort to those who had, was not permitted to be registered 
or become a voter or serve as a juror. If he had been in the Con- 
federate army or was in sympathy with those who were, he was 
not permitted to practice the profession of a lawyer or a doctor; 
he could not even preach the unsearchable riches of the Master. 
That was the sort of constitution we had for several years, begin- 
ning with the spring of 1865,in Missouri. We had in addition an 
election law which put the election machinery into the hands of 
three unequivocal radical Republicans appointed in each county. 

Sixty days before each election it was the duty of a man who 
desired to e a regi voter in the State to go before this 
registration board in his county and ve, not only by his own 
oath, but by competent witnesses besides, that he had not been in 
3 with the Confederate cause and that he had been loyal 
to the Government of the United States. His name was then, 
when the proof was made satisfactory to this board of registers, put 
upon the registration book. Twenty days after the registration 
closed this board of registers went into executive session, and by 
its Own action, where no one could say no—conrt or anybody else— 
deliberately erased such names from that list of registration in 
each county asseemed goodtothem. After the citizen had proved 
his right to vote under the Constitution and law, he was at the 
mercy of the registration board. 

My young friend from Massachusetts, Mr. FITZGERALD] has re- 
ferred to Gen. James Shields. I want to call your attention to 
how that brave old man was treated in Missouri. He was the hero 
of two wars and a Senator from three States. He was the gandi- 
date of the ition called the Conservative , after- 
wards the Democratic —because all the elements of opposi- 
tion were called Conservatives then—he was candidate for Con- 
gressin 1868, and there wereregistered in the counties representing 
the district from which he ran something like 9,000 of the 22,000 
votes, The registration officers cut off several hundred of those 
voters’ names, and still the gallant old American, James Shields, 
was elected to The ballots were taken to the secretary 
of state’s office in Jefferson City and destroyed, and a certificate 

ven to his Republican opponent, who was seated. That wasthe 

nd of election laws you had in those days in Missourri. 

In 1870 the Republicans fell out among themselves, and a large 
number of them through the State, believing that the election law 
under the constitution of 1865 was incorrect and not fair, insisted 
that the time had come, if it ever was to come, when men in the 
Southernarmy, and those represented by their friends and kindred, 
should be given the franchise. The disru ption occurred, and I 
am glad to say, for I was on the scene, that the men whom my 
friend calls German-Americans, but who call themselves Missou- 
rians and Americans, were in the front of the great fight that 
helped to turn the ex-Confederates loose and helped to make them 
citizens and voters again. [Applause.] 

Mr BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
men 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In using the expression ‘‘German-Amer- 
icans,” I simply followed my friend Mr. CHAMP CLARK, who used 
it first, and whose statemenis about the attitude of the Germans 
in my district I was endeavoring to answer. 

Mr. CLARK oy foie I never used such an expression in 


lifi h 
mlr BARTHOLDI. ‘The Record has been read in the House, 


and I believe the gentleman said Germans.“ 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You bet I did. 3 
Mr. BENTON. lam exceedingly glad that the gentleman from 


1800 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 14, 


Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] has begun to apologize for his un- 
eee nia fells quoted two or three times. Very likely he will 
not use it any more on this floor. 3 

Mr. Chairman, the Liberal Republican element got control of 
the State of Missouri in 1870; that is, of the State government. 
The legislature was not in their control, but by the amendment 
to the constitution of 1865 e body in the State who was of age 
was permitted to vote. The ocratic party came into full 
ae yi on of the State government in January, 1873—all branches 
of i 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, Will the gentleman allow mea sug- 

tion? 
Ar. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I understand the gentleman to ad- 
mit that it was the Republican party that removed the disquali- 
fications under the constitution of 1865? 

Mr. BENTON. No; but I have great pleasure in saying that 
a portion of the Republican party in Missouri, something like 
50,000, did vote for enfranchisement, and, with the Democratic 
vote, it made about 40,000 majority in the State. Les, a large 
number of Republicans in the State voted for enfranchisement, 
something like 10,000 in the gentleman's own city. Ido not mean 
to take away the meed of praise from any man who eyer does get 
right, evenif he has once n wrong. And I say that a large 
number of ublicans, as many as 400 out of the 1,200 in my own 
county, voted for enfranchisement, and so all over the State, and 
I honor them for it. 

The Democratic party got into possession of the State govern- 
ment in January, 1873, and in the election of 1874 the question 
was submitted for a constitutional convention and was carried. 
The constitutional convention convened in May, 1875. A very 
serious question at issue then, Mr. Chairman, was the enormous 
State debt which had been piled upon the people of Missouri and 
the way to it without robbing the people in the shape of 
taxes. The constitution of Missouri was made and ratified by a 
large majority, and we have now lived from 1875 under that con- 
stitution. Some men say it is a little narrow. While in some 
points it is a little narrow, yet that is the best possible thing that 
could nappen to the taxpayer of Missouri. It gives the people 
control of the corporate interests of the State; it keeps men in 
excitement from doing things locally that 1 not to do; 
and while the constitution may in some points be a little narrow. 
it 1 the best constitution the people of Missouri have ever lived 
under. 

Now, after the adoption of the constitution in 1875 we had this 
sort of election law. All parties and all persons could make ay 
sort of ballots they chose—that is to say, anybody could print bal- 
lots for himself. He could, if he wanted to, leave off the name of 
the nominee of the party, and leave it blank and have his own or 
another's name written in. That law, when complained of by men 
of all parties, was repealed, and it was made unlawful to scratch 
off any man’s name from the ticket except by the voter and give 
him an opportunity to insert the name he wanted to vote for in- 

Our Republican friends in 1889 and 1890 made this com- 
plaint of the Democrats. They said, Yourelection law is of this 
character. Every political party prints its own ballot; there is 
nothing to prevent a man going to the polls leading another voter 
by the arm and voting him, sometimes against his will.“ The com- 
plaint was made that You Democrats have got the wealth, the 
power in the State; you have the large farmers, you have the bank- 
ers, you have the great majority of merchants, you employ the most 
men, and as long as you can walk up to the ballot box holding the 
voters arm and handing him a ticket at the ballot box, you unfairly 
controlelections because of your superiority in numbers, influence, 
‘and wealth in the State.” 

A large number of Democrats were of opinion that this com- 
plaint of our Republican friends was well grounded, and the law 
of 1891 was the consequence. That law we know as the Australian 
ballot law, under which the clerk of the county court is required 
to print all the ballots. At first they were printed all on one 
sheet, but afterwards a change was made so that each party had 
its own ballot. Those ballots are held by the county court clerk 
until a day or two before the election—never more than two days 
and are then sent out to one of the sworn judges by a sheriff or 
his deputy and handed to the judges in the various precincts of 
each county. No man is permitted to come within 100 feet of the 
booth where the ballot is prepared. The voter on coming to the 
voting place finds two judges. What sort of judges? One a 
Democratic judge and the other a Republican judge (which is 
the requirement of the law), who sit there with tickets. 

The voter is given one of each ticket. He then goes into the 
booth alone, fixes ig, hig ticket as he wishes, folds it, and then 

s to the ballot box, where sit two other judges. One of 

he receiving judges is a Democrat-and the other a Republican. 
And mark you, one Democratic and one Republican clerk sit 
there to take his name down and put the same number on the 
book opposite his name as the judge does on the ballot before it is 


deposited. . When the ballot is deposited, the remaining ballots 


are put into a waste box. That is the election law of Missouri 
to-day; and here is exactly how it is executed. In Democratic 
counties, controlled by Democratic county courts, the Democrats 
always have three of the judges. If there is a considerable num- 
ber of third-party men, they have one judge, and the Republicans 
have two. Ina Republican county—and there are some ae 
two or thirty-three counties in the State that are usually reliab 
Republican—the Republicans have three judges sure, the Demo- 
crats two, and if there is a third party, that party one. There 
has never been any serious complaint of that law. 

But that is not all. Under the election laws of Missouri as they 
have existed for two decades, the Republican and the Democrat 
and the Populist and the Prohibitionist and the Socialist-Labor men 
are entitled to have a challenger inside the election place to sit 
by the box where the ballots are deposited, who has authority to 
object to any voter, giving his reasons therefor; and he has the 
right to stay there until the ballots are counted and strung and 
put back into the box and sealed up. The Republicans have ex- 
actly the same rights as the Democrats. If a man comes to the 
polls and offers his vote, if he is a Republican a Democrat may 
challenge his vote, or vice versa; but his yote must be accepted 
if four of the six jud declare that he is entitled to vote. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. As I understand, the gentleman is 
discussing the election laws of Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON. The election law as applying to counties. I 
will come later to the law as to cities. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I would like to ask my colleague 
whether he is familiar with the Nesbit election law? 

Mr. BENTON. I think so, as to its general terms. I have been 
following it 8 and pencil marking it for two days. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. The speech my friend is making 
does not seem to agree with that law. 

Mr. BENTON. Wait. As I was saying, no man offering to 
vote at any precinct can be deprived of his vote if four of the 
judges concur in deciding that he is entitled to vote. These men 
who watch the voting are appointed by the several political par- 
ties. They are entitled to remain until the whole matter is 
through. Such is the election law of the State of Missouri. 

Now, complaint is made by the gentleman from St. Louis of 
what is known as the Nesbit election law which applies to cities 
of 300,000 inhabitants and over. Iam going to read from that 
law, andI stand ready to be challenged about any section of it. 
I am going to read freely from its provisions. The reading may 
be a little tiresome. But since the election laws of my State have 
been attacked by a Missouri Representative it is right that this 
House should know what those laws are. 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. BENTON. oS 

Mr. THROPP. Before the gentleman proceeds to discuss the 
law with reference to cities I wish to ask him, Are your voters 


5 

BENTON. There is no registration in the country. In 
towns of 5,000 inhabitants and over there is for city elections, but 
in smaller places there is not. 

Mr. THROPP., There is registration in the cities? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, in large cities, for all elections. 

Mr. THROPP. Can the members of either party appoint any 
of those judges, or are they appointed by the court? 

Mr. BENTON. By the courts of the counties out in the State; 
but the law requires that the courts give to the opposite party 
half the jaapan and half the clerks, 

Mr. ROPP. As I understand, then, a Democratic court is 
required to appoint men who represent the Democratic party and 
the Republican ? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, yes; and in the same way a Republican 
court is required to appoint Republican and Democratic judges. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it may be well for 
my friend to understand one thing. The city of St. Louis is a city 
under a separate charter. 

Mr. BENTON. I do not want my time taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 8 decline to yield? 

Mr. BENTON. I can not yield. 

Mr. THROPP, I wished only to ask a question for information. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. THROPP. When the voter presents himself there, if he is 
a voter who can not well understand how to mark his ticket, who 
is allowed to help him mark it? 

Mr. BENTON. I ought to have explained that. I am very 
thankful to the gentleman for that suggestion. If a voter comes 
in and asks for a ballot and says, I am unable to fix my ballot,” 
for any reason—he may be partially blind, or he may be so illit- 
erate that he can not read or write, or he may be crippled; under 
those circumstances the law requires that the judge whom he se- 
lects—that is, one of these distributing judges from whom the 
voters get the tickets—shall mark the ballot the way he wants it. 
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When we had the blanket ballot, if he wanted to vote the Repub- 
lican ticket, his . judge scratched out the Democratic 
name by drawing a line through it, the People’s Party, the Prohibi- 
tion ticket, and so on, and left the Republican column unmarked, 
Then I if he said, I want to vote for John Smith for constable,” 
whose name was on the Democratic ticket, the judge scratched 
out the name of the Republican candidate and wrote in the name 
of the candidate for whom he wished to vote. Now, the judges 
are required under oath to keep the secret of how that man voted. 

Mr. THROPP, Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman for the 
information. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have had something to do 
with elections since I myself was enfranchised in 1870,and I have 
never seen a legislative enactment on the subject of elections that 
is clearer and fairer than the election law of Missouri. 

In framing the Australian-ballot law we took advantage of the 
Australian-ballot law in several other States—one of the New 
England States and one of the middle Western States—and based 
our election law upon it. 

I cee certainly for the country districts of Missouri when I 
say there has never been any idea in that State that there was any- 
thing like general fraud. Now and then we hear of a fellow being 
bribed to put some particular name on his ballot; but as to whole- 
sale fraud and corruption, it has been absolutely unknown for 
nearly thirty years in Missouri. I donot pretend to say that every 
man who votes at any particular ballot box in Missouri is abso- 
lutely an honest voter; but the judges and clerks of election be- 
lieve he is, and the men who watch the ballot box and who watch 
the counting of the ballots believe heis. Isay, of course, in a 
small way there is wrong occasionally; but as far as the working 
of the election law in Missouri is concerned, the perfection of that 
working is due to the efforts of honest legislators. We passed the 
Australian ballot law, so that nobody could prevent a man voting 
just as he likes one time and no more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr.BARTHOLDT, Willthe gentleman allowa question there? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not a fact that the election law which 
the gentleman speaks about now was passed by a Republican house 
in Missouri? 

Mr. BENTON. No, sir-ee, bob. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I know it is a fact. 

Mr. BENTON. Well, I know it is not afact. I know when it 
was d. It was passed by that legislature thatreelected GEORGE 
G. Vest for a third term to the United States Senate, and or him 
36 majority in the house and 14 in the senate. That is the legis- 
lature which passed it, and it was in 1891. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I say the last election law 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I say the last election law, which was re- 
pealed as far as the city of St. Louis was concerned, and for which 
the so-called Nesbit bill was substituted. That law was enacted 
by a legislature of which the house was Republican. The ub- 
lican house had passed it, but the legislature adjourned without 
having taken action upon it. Thereupon, by force of public 
opinion, the governor had to recall that legislature, and then that 
law was passed by both housesand signed by thegovernor. That 
was the history of it. 

Mr. BENTON. The gentleman is so anxious to get to wading 
in the mud of St. Louis politics that he will not wait until I get to 
the St. Louis election law in the course of my remarks. I was 
finishing up about the State election law, at the instance of my 
friend on my left [Mr. bere at ana making some explanations 
that I had failed to make in the ene 

I challenge now the attention of this House to what these gen- 
tlemen call the Nesbit election law. The gentleman from St. 
Louis [Mr. BARTHOLDT] said the other day that if that law was 

rmitted to stand there would not be any more Republican mem- 

rs of Congress from the city of St. Louis. God grant that his 
statement is true. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] I say that with all due respect to the gentlemen who now 
occupy seats on this floor from that city. 

Now, I want to say something to you about the election law for 
St. Louis, and why the Nesbit election law was passed. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken when he says that the governor, by force of 
pubiie opinion, was forced to call the legislature in special session 

paas this election law. Nothing on earth is farther from the 
trut 

The disposition of the people of the State was to pass a most 
stringent railroad law and a fellow-servant law. The legislature 
at its main session was composed of a Democratic senate and, 
remarkable to relate, for the first time since enfranchisement in 
1870, of a Republican house. That was the time that the Demo- 
crats cut off their noses to spite their faces, and 60,000 of them 
would not vote at all, and 11 Republican resentatives from 
that State were rolled into this Hall, and the lower house of the 


legislatare was Republican. 


The governor felt that the desire of 
the peo should be followed out, and he did what I thought and 


said to him was a mistake. I was in sympathy with its purpose, 
but did not believe it could be accomplished. The object and 
purpose in his mind was to get legislation favorable to the labor- 
ing element of the State on the subject of railroads. 

When they got there the only thing eg Ben lished was to 
pass a compromise, unsatisfactory election law. ell, somebody 
says, what complaint have you to make of the election law of 
1895? It is this: It took the election machinery out of the hands 
of the people and their immediate representatives and the execu- 
tive branch of the Government and pnt the finality into the hands 
of the circuit judges, whose business it is to try lawsuits, not to 
decide who should be judges and clerks of election. That was 
my own individual objection to it. 

ut I want to tell you, gentlemen, why the election law of 1899 
was I want to call your attention now to some figures on 
the subject of elections. I want to be just about as dispassionate 
as a reasonable man can be; but it is enough to make a man who 
knows the history of Missouri a little hot under the collar when a 
newcomer jumps on the great State of Missouri and says he wants 
“the curtains pulled aside and the whole thing shown up.” We 
may say things we ought not to say. I will try to be parliamen- 
tary, but I will tell you why we passed the election law of 1899. 
We did it in the interest of having every man who was entitled 
to vote in the city of St. Louis vote in the icular precinct 
where he lives, where his neighbors were acquainted with him, 
and for the purpose of permitting him to vote once and not more 
than once. 

The people of the State of Missouri became alarmed at the elec- 
tion performances that took place in St. Louis. The growth of 
the Republican vote in the State was large, but so was the growth 
of the Democratic vote in the State large. It was a splendidly 
healthy vote. But the growth of the Republican vote in St. Louis 
Was so abnormal, beginning with 1895, and especially in 1896 and 
1898, that the people of the State rose and demanded of their rep- 
resentatives in both branches of the legislature that such an elec- 
tion law should be passed as that the gentleman’s friends, who 
control the city of St. Louis, could not bring men from New Or- 
leans and Vicksburg and Memphis and Cairo and all up and down 
the Mississippi River and register them from five to eight times 
in the city and vote them in the election following. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. t was never done. 

Mr, BENTON. Why, of course, I rarely ever knew a manin 
my life who received stolen goods to confess it in open court. 


1 
Mr. BARTLETT. Is not that the same kind of people who 
had zones threatened for them by the people the other day in St. 


Lonis 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir. Let me show how the State of Mis- 
souri has grown in voting power. It will throw much light on 
the situation. In 1880 the Democratic vote was 208,000 in round 
numbers, the 5 vote 153,000, and the vote of the third 
party, with Mr. Weaver at the head of it, 33,000. That year the 
vote of the city of St. Louis was, Democratic, 24,000; Repub- 
lican, 23,000; Greenback, 900. 

In 1882 the Democratic vote in the State was 199,000, and it was 
an off year, and the Republican vote was 128,000, the Greenback, 
33,000. In the city of St. Louis the Democratic vote was 16,90Q 
the Republican vote 11,800, and the Greenback vote 2,200. In 
1884 the Democratic vote was 236,000, only a rise in the whole 
State from 208,000, whereas the Republican vote was 203,000, ris- 
ing from 153,000 in 1880; and I will explain how that was done. 
Much has been said by Republicans about the decay and infer- 
nality of Populism. In 1884, strange to relate, our Republican, 
gold-standard, gold-bond friends, who have so much to say about 
taking care of the Government and protecting its credit, made a 
bargain with our Greenback friends in the State, had a joint con- 
vention and gave to our Greenback folks half the electoral ticket, 
and voted a solid vote against the Democratic party and swelled 
their vote abnormally over that of the Democratic vote; yet they 
were 30,000 behind, but they joined hands with those they claim 
are anarchists. 

That same year the city of St. Louis gave for Cleveland 22,000, 
for Blaine 21,000, including the third party copartnership. I 
want to show ya now that in all these years the Democratic 
party controlled the great city of St. Louis by a small majority, 
as well as the State. In 1886 the Democratic vote in the State 
was 230,000 and the Republican 178,000 and the third party vote 
13,000, They had separated again, and the Republican vote fell 
wonderfully behind that of 1884. In the city of St. Louis the 
Democratic vote was 18,000,in round numbers, and the Repub- 
lican vote 15,000. Still a majority of 3,000 for the Democrats. 
In 1888, a Presidential year, the whole vote of the State was, 
Democratic, 262,000; Republican, 235,000; the third party, 18,000; 
the fourth party, 4,000. In the city of St. Louis the Democratic 
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vote was 27,000 and the Republican vote 32,000, showing the Repub: 
licans had changed the vote to a majority kor their y. But we 
was made obnoxious by a lot of vetoes of 


can readily get at the cause. 
The Democratic party 

pension bills, and for a while it looked as if the whole of the Union 
soldier vote was going to leave the Democratic party, and it affected 
the St. Louis vote. In 1890 the vote in the State for the Demo- 
cratic party was 260,000, the Republican vote 188,000, a decrease. 
In that year the Democratic vote in the city was 25,000, the Re- 
publican vote 21,000. Our party had righted itself, and the city 
went with a nominal majority of from 2,000 to 4,000 Democratic. 
In 1892 there was not a tremendous increase of votes in the State 
above thatof 1888. The vote in the whole State was 270,000 Demo- 
cratic, 227,000 Republicans, and 41,000 third party, the latter vote 
a protest against our nominee for President. 

n the city of St. Louis the vote was, Democrats 34,000, and Re- 
publicans 35,000. The Republicans carried the city and elected 
two members of Congress; and I want to call attention to that. 
Ido not * to defend everything the Democratic legislature 
did in 1891. It was just like legislatures always do. it had 
been a Bien legislature it would have done the same thing, 
only in a different way. There was a districting bill d, which 
ay Republican friends call a gerrymander, by which one power- 

Republican district was formed of two counties of the State 
and part of the city of St. Louis and turned over to our Repub- 
lican friends, to the common enemy; and when I tell you that 
since that time the unfortunate people of that of Missoriu 
have been compelled to stand the gentleman who spoke to-day 
as a representative you will know what a mifsortune occurred to 


them. of} sy aire 

In 1894, as I said, a large number of Democrats did not vote at 
all, and we were beaten more. In1896—now mark you—the Dem- 
ocratic vote of the State had risen to 365,000 and the Republican 
vote to 804,000. In the city of St. Louis the Democratic vote had 
risen to 50,000 and the Republican vote to 66,000. In other words, 
the splendid gain of the ocratic vote from thirty-five to fifty 
thousand in four years was 15,000, and the increase of the Repub- 
lican vote in that same time was more than 30, 000. The ple of 
the State became satisfied that there was no such great disparity 
in the number of Republicansand Democrats that had come into 
the State; the money question could not account for it, because our 
vote increased 15,000, They did not believe, in the natural way 
of making voters, that the Republicans had been any more indus- 
trious than the Democrats. ey were of the opinion that some- 
thing was wrong, and the people of the State, as they had a right 
to, demanded that an election law be made strong enough to go to 
the bottom of things, so that a poio party sixty-odd thousand in 


the minority in the State should not double its vote up from thirty- 
five to sixty-six thousand in four short years in St. Louis, and 


thus attempt to nullify the will of the people of the State, 

But, you say, did the Republicans follow it up? Yes; in 1898, 
an off year, the Democratic vote maintained itself at 40,000, com- 
ing within 10,000 of its great vote in 1896, a Presidential year; the 
Republican vote held itself at over 50,000, And therefore to probe 
to the bottom this unprecedented Republican vote our election 
law of 1899 was passed. What are the provisions of that law? If 
there is any gentleman here who wants to call my attention toany 
8 provision of it, I will give him time. I shall go over 


rovisions of the law. By virtue of the provisions of the law 
of 1899, known as the Nesbit election law, for cities of 300,000 and 
over, the governor is required to appoint three commissioners, to 
be men robity, and one of whom must be a member of the 
leading tical party next to the dominant party in the State. 
We also three commissioners under the law of 1895. 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. F 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman if itis 
not rather a serious trust to place in the hands of a Democratic 
governor to Appo t a Republican election commissioner? 

Mr. BEN . Certainly not, when he is dealing with the 
kind of radicals you have in St. Louis, 5 Men that 
will pile up their votes in four years thirty-odd thousand ought 
not to be permitted to cover that work, especially when you give 
St. Louis such a city administration as the present. But I want 
to say seriously in reply to that, that there has never been a Demo- 
cratie governor in Missouri who has ever made an appointment 
of a serious character that has been successfully attacked. 

The 1 commissioner e by our governor 
under the Nesbit law is a man of high character. Of course the 
minority would like to have its central committee name the mem- 
ber of the commission. They would like to have the central 
committee name the judges and clerks of election, but that is not 
permitted by the laws of Missouri. County courts do it in the 
country and election commissioners in the city. These commis- 
sioners are required to select four judges of election. But, in the 
first place, they are required to divide the great city of St. Louis 


into election precincts, which must be of contiguous territory, 
and they must be as nearly in blocks as possible, and must haye, 
as near as may be, 400 voters in a precinct. What was the reason 
of that? So that the inhabitants of that block might know their 
neighbors, where they came from, where they lived, how long they 
had lived there, and whether they were honest voters. 

Does any honest man kick on that proposition? If there is a 
Republican on that side of the House—and thereare plenty of you 
honest over there, just as good as we are—is there one that says 
that is not a good law, to make an election precinct as small as 
possible, even if it costs a little more money for judges and clerks, 
so that every voter can know,that in the one, two, three, four, or 
five blocks who the voters are in his precinct and how many there 
are? That is one of the serious things that hurts the Republican 
machine in St. Louis in this election law—the fact that we are 
going to divide the great city into precincts where there are not 
over 400 people in one precinct to vote and where voters are known. 

What is the next thing? Election commissioners, after having 
given a $10,000 bond, are required to appoint a deputy commis- 
sioner, who is to act as their secretary, and it is made their duty 
to appoint four judges. Now, I do not think my friend from St. 
Louis [Mr. BarTHoLpT] has been in the American Congress 
long enough to get brazen, but he made a serious mistake in his 
declarations the other day in reply to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK]. He said no Republican had any chance to be 
a judge of election. 

r. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me an inter- 
ruption right there? a 
BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The law provides that two Republicans 
and two Democrats shall be appointed judges in each precinct. 
Is it not a fact that the three election commissioners will appoint 
such Republicans as suit them? Is it not possible that they will 
appoint four Democrats and call two of them Republicans, as 
was done under the old law, which the gentleman praises so much? 

Mr. BENTON. No; I deny it. Now, let me the law as itis: 

Such board of commissioners shall choose four electors as jud, of elec- 
tion and two clerks for each precinct in such city. * * * oof said 
judges and one of said clerks shall belong to and be members of the party of 
opposite politics to the other two judges and clerk. 

Now, of course, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] is 
not a lawyer, but he knows as a matter of history and tradition 
that there are such things as courtsin Missouri, and thatif the 
Democrats should violate the plain mandates of the law, the courts 
would be open to him. Does he not know that the election would 
be vitiated if they violated this section of the law, that it would 
invalidate the election in that ward or precinct? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. How can you tell? Suppose they appoint 
a Democrat and call him a Republican; and suppose when the 
man is called to account he says, Les; for the p s of this 
election I am a Republican. I have changed my political faith 
since last night.” 

Mr. BENTON. Now, as the gentleman must see, that is all a 
matter of guesswork. My colleague constructs for himself a straw 
man in order that he may knock him down. He has been so used 
to the infernal politics of his party in the city of St. Louis for the 
last four years that he does not think anybody is honest. Why, 
gentlemen, here is the fact about it: They are compelled to ap- 
point these four judges sixty days at least before the election. 

Mr. THROPP. Are they obliged to announce them? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; their names must be published; they must 
be voters in the precinct where they are judges; must be capable 
men and not candidates. But that is not all. These commission- 
ers elect two clerks, and it is the business of the clerks to go around 
from house to house to make up and verify their lists of men 
already registered, and the law Spain that no one of the clerks 
shall go except in company with the other, and that the clerks 


must be of opposite politics. 

Mr. THROPP. Suppose that one or two of those commission- 
ers are objectionable to the party, or tomembers of the party, which 
they are chosen to represent. Is there any way by which the reg- 
ular organization of that party can have others substituted? 

Mr. BENTON. Not unless they can show that the commission- 
ers are not members of that party, or can show that they are per- 
sonally dishonest, or that they are criminals or ex-criminals, or 
for other lawful reasons are ualified. The whole of the crimi- 
nal laws of the State are spread over this election law. No one 
has a right to come in and say, ‘‘We do not want John Smith 
for judge.” We sometimes allow them to come in, but it is not 
the rule. The rule is for the Republican courts in Republican 
counties to name the judges and in Democratic counties for the 
Democratic court to name the judges. As we have seventy-odd 
counties to their thirty-odd, of course we have more judges in the 


State than they have. 
Mr. THROPP. 0 8 not amend your law so as to allow the 
regalar SE ypas ization of each party to choose its election officers in 
e coun 


1900. 


Mr. BENTON. It never has been the law in the State of Mis- 
souri to do that. The power has always been lodged in the county 
court in outside counties. We have never had political parties 
(except as they controlled the courts) meddling with the business 
assigned to the court. 

. THROPP. Do you not think the plan I have suggested 
would bring the officers closer to the people and that the system 
would be more in conformity with the representative idea? 

Mr. BENTON. No; Idonot. I would rather trust a Repub- 
lican county judge than a Republican committeeman, because the 
county jndges elected by the Republicans are usually as straight 
men as the Democratic judges are. : 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Does not my friend know that in 
regard to the appointment of judges and clerks under the law he 
is now discussing the courts have no jurisdiction to make inquiry 
into the matter? 

Mr. BENTON. Of course they have not the right which they 
had under the law of 1895, but it is idle and incorrect for the gen- 
tleman to say that courts have no power when the law is violated. 
ice’ PEARCE of Missouri. That is just what is the matter with 

e law. 

Mr. BENTON. The courts have not the right to nullify what 
the commissioners have done by ordinary petition under the law 
of 1899. Under the law of 1895, if anybody kicked, or if nobody 
kicked, the circuit judges took under advisement the list of judges 
and purged them on any complaint that satisfied them. We said, 
„The criminal laws of the whole State should apply to St. Louis 
as well as to the other portions of the State; the nisi prius courts 
should not control at except when the provisions of the law 
were openly violated, and if the commissioners authorized 5 bee 
to appoint judges and clerks violate the law, either in St. Louis 
or 8 the State, there should be an appeal to the law in 
St. Louis as well as in Springfield or elsewhere.“ 

The trouble with the gentlemen from St. Louis is this: The ma- 
jority of the judges of the circuit courts are of their making; most 
of them were elected in 1896 and in 1898. They, the Republicans, 
evidently think—I do not think so, for I believe that the judiciary 
of St. Louis is composed of fair men—they evidently believe that 
the judiciary of St. Louis can be manipulated in the interests of 
aparticular party organization, Thatis the only trouble with you 
about thiselectionlaw. Itis simply thatthe Republicans are wor- 
ried to death because the machinery is put in hands of honest 
men—some Republicans and some Democrats. Isay to my col- 
leagues thatif it can be proved that a man who has been appointed 
as aps prem judge is in fact a Democrat in disguise there is a 
right of appeal to thecourts of the country under the extraordi- 
nary writs which all lawyers know exist in every State of the 
Union, and especially in Missouri. : 

The commissioners are compelled to comply with that statute. 
Now what do they do? These clerks go from house to house to 
verify these lists. When they come to a two-story house with a 
cellar and 10 rooms and find that 50 men have been registered as 
residing in that house, or even 30 or 20-—— 

tase the hammer fell. ] 

BENTON. I thought I was to have an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paoman has occupied an hour. 

Mr. BENTON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE] 
promised me some time. 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour having been occupied on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House, the Chair must now recognize some gen- 
tleman on the ublican side, 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri be permitted to continue and conclude 
his speech, the time which he may occupy coming out of my hour. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee . PIERCE 
asks unanimous consent that the 
mitted to continue and conclude his 


would hereafter have. Is there obiection? The Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. GAINES. Before the gentleman from Missouri resumes, 
will he allow me to remind him that the game which he was just 
now describing has been practiced very successfully in the city of 
Philadelphia, where, according to the exposures of the North 
American newspaper, 150 men have been found registered at a 
. where perhaps not more than 10 or 20 would really 
reside 


Mr. BENTON. Ves. When these two clerks appointed by the 
commissioners—one a Republican and the other a Democrat—go 
around in these election precincts and find that 50 or 60 men have 
been registered as residents at a house where there are only 18 or 
20 living, it is the duty of the clerks to verify the list, and if they 
find only 18 men living at a house where 50 are registered, it is 
their sworn duty to give that information to the election registry 
board and must notify the persons registered; and the board of 
registration, Republican and Democratic, the Republican clerk 
and the Democratic clerk, shall purge that list by notifying each 
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one of the men registered at that ticular house to come for- 
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— and prove his right to vote, todo which he loses that 
right. 

ere is another thing which seems to hurt worse than anything 
else. It has been charged—I do not live in St. Louis; I have not 
lived there since I was a schoolboy—it has been char fre- 
quently by Populists and Prohibitionists and Democrats that boat 
oads of negroes were hauled up from New Orleans, Vicksburg, 
Memphis, Helena, Cairo, III., and Columbus, Ky., and dumped 
out at St. Louis where eg Made registered as belonging to the 
Fourth Ward or the Fifth Ward or some other ward of that city, 
and it was the aim of the people of Missouri to ascertain whether 
that charge was true or not. I do not know that such charges were 
true. It was charged by men there 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri rose. 

Mr. BENTON. Wait a minute till I get through with my sen- 
tence and I will give you a show. Of course, I do not want to be 
ungenerous to my colleague, I always yield. 

. PEARCE of Missouri. Does the gentleman assume any 
sibility himself for that statement? 
BENTON. Do 17 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. BENTON. I absolutely assumeresponsibility for the state- 


ment I made. 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Do yon assume responsibility for 
that imputation that we imported voters from New Orleans to 


St. Louis? 

Mr. BENTON. Did you hear me say anything of that sort? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I heard you make the insinuation. 

Mr. BENTON. No; you did not. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BENTON. You misunderstood; you are just out of humor. 
You heard me say that it was charged by the people of St. Louis, 
Prohibitionists, sopana; and Democrats, that such was the fact, 
and that I distinctly said, not having lived there for thirty years, 
I did not know the truth of it. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Did you mean to create that im- 
pression here in this House? 

Mr. BENTON. I meant to create the impression that that has 
been stated, and that that story went to Jefferson City to the leg- 
islature, and that the legislature, belisving the statements were 
true, determined to make an election law that would prevent it. 
That is what I mean. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Are you willing to tell us whomade 
an os 1 ý > 

$ y particular person 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Les. 

Mr. BENTON. Why, I do not pretend to say. I say very 
frankly that I believe that the records which I have read show that 

our yote has grown abnormally, and that, in my opinion, is dis- 

onesty, and that the legislature believed it proved dishonesty 
and determined to make a law that would permit persons to vote 
who were entitled and no others. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Does the gentleman not know that 
while the State of Missouri, outside of the city of St. Louis, was a 
silver State, the city of St. Louis is a sound-money city? 

Mr. BENTON. ell, how does it come, then 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Thatis how it comes. 

Mr. BENTON. How does it come, then, that we increased our 
vote 15,000 over the vote of 1892, which was a big increase, and 
yet your increase was more than double ours, with a less vote cast 
previous to that time? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I say that accounts for the large 


ublican vote there. 

BENTON. Do you tend to say that the fight as be- 
tween Valliant and on one side and the Republican can- 
didates on the other was a contest as between the gold and silver 
standards? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. But you are speaking of 1896. 
That was the vote that you read here. 

Mr. BENTON. Well, I read the vote of 1898 too. It seems 
that the gentleman’s ears are only open for one statement ata 


time. Iam covering both elections. 
Mr. PEARCE of i. You have been reading from the 
statistics of 1896. 


Mr. BENTON. I read from 1898 too. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. And I say the vote of 1896 and 1898 
in the city of St. Louis was owing to the fact, which is well known 
through this country, that the city of St. Louis is a sound-money 


city. 

Mr. BENTON. Well, great guns, Mr. Chairman, we increased 
our vote normally. Wein our vote almost 50 per cent. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. And by reason of the fact that the 
free- silver heresy prevailed outside of the city of St. Louis in the 
rest of the State of Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON. But that does not account for our great in- 
crease in St. Louis, 
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I beg the gentleman’s pardon for anything personal, but I was 
eee of the city vote, where you say sound money caused 
your big vote. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am willing 
to confess that some two thousand Democrats in the Twelfth 
Congressional district, more than came to us from the Repub- 
lican side, went to the Republican column in 1896, and that that 
is the cause of the Twelfth district being represented by the gen- 
tleman La PEARCE of Missouri] on this floor, as far as I know, 
That is the reason I assign for the gentleman’s election twice from 
a Democratic district, but that does not account for your increase 
of nearly 100 per cent in four years, while the Democrats had a 
fully normal increase of 30 per cent. 

I was not undertaking to say what I knew about the city of St. 
Louis, but I said to you what the charges were that were made by 

ople in St. Louis. Now, the gentleman knows they came to the 

egislature in streams. He wants me to individualize. I was not 
there. I read in the public Bese what the charges were, made by 
Democrats, Populists, and Prohibitionists, I have just read from 
the election returns of the State and of the city, for twenty years 
back, to show that the growth of the Republican vote and the Dem- 
ocratic vote had been normal up to 1896; that the growth of the 
Democratic vote in 1896 was still normal, and even a little in ad- 
vance of it, and yet the ublican vote had increased from 35,000 
to 66,000 in two years, and that, in my opinion, I said, was an ab- 
normal growth, and that in my opinion, following, it was not an 
honest growth. 

Now, it will not do to say that the tremendous Republican vote 
came from the Democratic party and swelled that vote from 
$4,800 to 66,000 when at the same time the Democratic vote was 
increased 15,000 in the same four years. That does not meet the 
question. I say that is the reason why the Democratic legisla- 
tors from the mountains, the prairies, and the valleys of Missouri 
determined to go in and make an election law that would be ab- 
solutely pure and straight and clean, and that a man under that 
new law should live in the State of Missouri twelve months, and 
should live in the city of St. Louis sixty days, and in the ward or 
poun where he desired to vote twenty days. And this very 
aw would help him, because if he wants to move after he has 
been eee he can go and have his registration changed. If 
he is not 21 years old at the time of registration, but will be 21 
years old on election day, they must register him in the precinct 
where he lives. 

I never was on an election committee from the legislature that 
went to St. Louis. I never was an attorney in an election case. 
1 do not know. I have read and heard the charges only, but I do 
say and I challenge the radicals from Missouri to read to this Re- 

ublican House this Nesbit election law. Read it all. And then 

you can honestly damn it, you damn your own performances 
in the aas city of St, Louis. No honest Republican can object 
to this law, not a word of it. After the election, when the votes 
have been polled (and every party has a challenger at the polls in 
St. Louis as well as outside), it is made the duty of one of these 
judges of election to string these ballots when they are called, 
they being called by one and strung by another, in the presence of 
those who watch for us, and when it is over the ballots are put in 
the box and it is sealed up and the names of the judges of election 
are written u it and the boxes are not permitted to be tam- 
pae with. a box is tampered with, it can be seen. Then it is 
ocked up and kept there and not reopened unless on a contest 
before the courts of the State. 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that when any man attacks the present 
election law of our great State of Missouri or of the city of St. 
Louis he does it in the face of the fact that he has the right, if he 
does not believe that law is constitutional, to go before the courts 
of the State, and there is not a Republican on this floor who would 
have the ood to challenge the supreme court of the State 
of Missouri as being dishonest, If he does, and the story gets 
back to Missouri, he would have to prove it or himself be pilloried 
as a dishonest man. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mr. BENTON. Nes. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. May J ask the gentleman if he does 
not know that there is a case now pending in the supreme court 
55 * State of Missouri to test the constitutionality of the Nesbit 

W. 

Mr. BENTON. Exactly. And it was the duty of your col- 
league [Mr. BARTHOLDT] to have sat still and let the great State 
of Missouri pass upon it, through the supreme court of the State, 
and not o the Nesbit law an excuse to attack our laws and 
our people. S 

If the Nesbit law is unconstitutional, if there is one line of it 
unconstitutional, you can rest assured that the old Democratic 
supreme court, one member of whom has been on the bench for 
nearly thirty years, will give you the benefit of your constitu- 
tion SRS 
Mr. P. CE of Missouri. 


I hope so. 
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Mr. BENTON. That is an insinuation that is unjust, comi 
from a gentleman who knows that the supreme court of Misso: 
has never been attacked for unjust or unconstitutional decisions. 


I need not defend the supreme court of Missouri. Men may crawl 
around the feet of our gres as vermin and attack them as they 
please, but the splendid records of men who have set upon our su- 
jome court bench for thirty years are a part of the history of 
his great Government, and no small-bore, two-by-four, radical 
politicians can hurt that 8 8 The decisions 
of the supreme court of Missouri are read and cited in the great 
States of Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, with approval, as well 
as in Georgia, Texas, and Virginia; and the supreme court of Mis- 
souri stands as high in rank for legal ability and personal char- 
acter as any courtin America. With that grand old Missourian, 
Sherwood, at its head, that court is above attack. Our judges are 
not politicians, The judges of the supreme court are not now to 
be nominated in a political convention. This is given over to the 
legal fraternity, and the high character of our supreme court can 
not be successfully criticised by the gentleman from St. Louis 
[Mr. PEARCE] by any insinuations he may make. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 
Mr. PEARcE of Missouri rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 


his 8 
. TON. I have no objection to yielding, if I had all day 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope I will never have again 
while I am a member of this Congress, to defend my State. 1 
hope no man from Missouri will ever have to do it. We were 
invited by the Representative from the Tenth Missouri district 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT], to use his own language, to raise the curtain” 
and look at Missouri. I can say to him that a man of more ability 
and greater brilliancy than he, as the Republican nominee for 
governor in 1892, presumed to raise the curtain of Missouri since 
1865 and invite scrutiny. He had one round of it at Sedalia, and 
it satisfied him for all time. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] I have been driven into this debate. My Re- 
publican colleague has the curtain up, and we must see more of it. 

Shortly after the war, when 75,000 people of Missouri who had 
been the owners of the soil—I had nigh said the aristocracy of the 
State, but that would have been wrong, because in Missouri we 
have no aristocracy of the blood; we know of no other aristocracy 
than that of individual merit and mal accomplishment [ap- 
plause]—when the best element in the State under the Draconian 
constitution were not permitted to vote, county courts were organ- 
ized, not with the votes of the po le, but were given whole and 
complete authority to put the: y hands into the kets of 
the people and burden the resources of our bleedi tate, and 
they fastened a railroad bonded debt on about 35 different coun- 
ties, many of which never saw a foot of railroad, and yet had 
bonds of from two hundred thousand to twelve hundred thousand 
dollars fastened on them. 

When the peo of the State got control and elected their own 
county officers, they found bonds piled up on them, made by these 
midnight caucuses of Zopo oenn county officers. They had been 
sold to innocent parties for a valuable consideration without no- 
tice—that usual plea set up by a scoundrel who wants to collect 
a dishonestly contracted debt. They came to our people and said: 
We have got $400,000 of bonds against your county.” Theyasked 
that they be paid, and the county officers replied, ‘‘ Where is the 
railroad?” “Oh,” they said, “we do not know anything about 
that. Lou issued the bonds for it.” Our people replied, We 
can not pay for these bonds; the people did not know that these 
bonds were being issued; no authority was given for the creation 
of these bonds; we had not the usual notice of the bonds being 
issued.” There were fifteen or twenty million dollars of these 
bonds issued, 

The bondholders appealed to the Federal courts, and they took 
the county judgesand put them in the jails of Kansas City, Spring- 
field, and St. Jo when they refused to make a levy to pay theso 
fraudulent bonds. There they lay with felons and criminals of 
erty class. They forced the counties to compromise these debts 
in all but three counties in the State, and in these the judges of 
the county courts have been for years fugitives, although the 
unanimous choice of their counties for the judgeships they hold. 
And in this way the Republican party, in city, township, and 
county indebtedness, put $32,000,000 ae the people of the State, 
when a large number could not vote. The great State of Missouri 
had just prior to 1860 loaned its credit to five great railroad cor- 
porations for $31,000,000 to help develop the State. When the war 
was over, not having been able to pay the accumulated interest on 
these bonds, they rose to $36,000,000, with interest, 

The State was not able to pay them, but we had a first-mortgage 
lien on every line of railroad in the State, and the appraisers a 
pointed by a Republican governor of the State reported the 
value of the roads on which we had a mortgage at $37,000,000, 
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and probably $45,000,000. Here another dark chapter begins. 
The Republican party, by its legislature and its governor, then in 
complete control of the State, by virtue of disfranchisement, sold 
the liens on these railroads, amounting to $31,500,000, and on rail- 
roads worth not less than $37,000,000, and probably $45,000,000, for 
the pitiful sum of $6,131,000, when there was no sort of necessity 
for it. > 

They collected a sarge amount of money from other sources. 
The Government paid them a great deal of money; altogether they 
collected $19,582,000, and only $6,131,000 wasfrom the State’s mort- 
gage on the railroad; and with that $19,000,000 they paid $14,000,- 
000 of the Statedebt in four years. Mark you, the first-mortgage 
lien on these railroads belonged to the sovereign State, We had 
a right to foreclose our mortgage and get our bonds paid out first, 
but the Republican party, through its administration of State af- 
fairs, sold the lien of the State worth forty millions for the paltry 
sum of six millions and a fraction, still leaving more than thi 
millions of debt; and then by collections from the Federal Gov- 
ernment and by enormous taxation that ran as high as 90 cents 
on the hun dollars, besides occupation tax and poll tax, they 
only paid $14,000,000 in that time. 

And when we came into power in 1873 we found fastened on us 
the enormous debt of $21,000,000, And what for? Because of the 
fact that the Republican administration, and legislature behind 
it, had sold our mortgage liens, which would have paid the debt 
and had millions left, had sold it for six millions and a fraction, 
and the people of Missouri had to assume the balance. We were 
then paying 50 cents on $100 taxation, and our legislature, under 
the constitution made in 1875, brought down the tax levy of the 
State to 20 cents for general p and 10 cents for interest, and 
made it obligatory that when the great State should reach an as- 
sessed value of $900,000,000 the assessment should be 5 cents less. 
And so it is that while we have reduced the taxation one-half in 
that time, while we have added to the great school fund of the 
State $3,640,000, making the grand total of $4,393,000, the actual 
money for which the State issued certificates, I say, after having 
cut the taxes in half, we have reduced that indebtedness from 
twenty-one million until, on the ist of January, 1900, there is the 
piy sum of $2,800,000 of that awful debt left upon us by the 

epublicans when we came into power. 

e more term of Democratic government in Missouri will wipe 
out the whole State debt. The gentleman [Mr. BARTHOLDT] re- 
fers to the time when the Republicans, g and true men of the 
State, will come again to their own and be in possession of the 
State government of Missouri. In view of the fact, my fellow- 
countrymen, that in the township, city, county, and State debts 
which these people piled up on us, amounting to $70,000,000 in 
the five years in which they controlled the State, his hope will be 
long deferred. As long as these men live who were not permitted 
the right of suffrage, who were not permitted to practice law, 
were not permitted to practice medicine, were not permitted to 
preach the gospel of Christ, were not permitted to teach school in 
their neighborhood; aslong as the men who have come to America, 
and their sons after them, the men who have come from the North 
and who have learned the story from the public prints and from 
their friends of what the Republicans did when in control, so long 
will it be impossible for the dream of the gentleman from the 
Tenth district of Missouri to be realized; so long as we keep our 
memory there will not be a Republican administration in the 
great State of Missouri. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The State of Missouri’s record for financial integrity is as high 
as any State in this American Union. Nature has been wonder- 
fully good to us; she has blessed us beyond belief. We were a 
border State when the war came up. Unfortunately, our poopie 
did not think alike on the subject, and 89,000 of them joined ds 
with their brothers in the South, and 109,000 were loyal to the 
flag of the Union. It made a bitter and disagreeable state of af- 
fairs in that great State. It was a battle ground, a fight between 
the militia and the guerrillas, to say nothing of the armies 
of the contending forces passing across her borders. At last peace 
came, and at last the propie made up their minds that the way to 
have lasting ce was for every man to be permitted, white or 
black, Republican or Democrat, whatever his politics might be, 
to vote at every election, and vote once and only once, and the 
people of Missouri have with great cheerfulness accepted the re- 
sults of every election held in the great State of Missouri. 

It is wonderful what this great State has done since the people 
‘ot in possession of their own property and their own elections, 
he had a fraction over 1,000,000 people thirty years ago. IthinkI 

can promise you that the census of 1900 will give us three and a half 
million people. Thirty years ago, or twenty-seven years ago, 


when we took control of the State, the assessed valuation of that 
State was something like $400,000,000. It has mounted at the rate 
of one hundred millions every quadrennial period, and to-day, with 
an assessed valuation at the rate of about 62 cents on the dollar of 
its real value, we have an assessed valuation of twelve hundred 
million dollars. We are also superlatively blessed by nature. 


The State of Missouri can, perhaps, come nearer making a Chinese 
wall around herself than any other sovereignty in the Govern- 
ment and live within herself. She has all the great things within 
the borders of the earth, except gold and silver, that you can get 
out of the earth. 

It has a splendid climate, a magnificent people—with here and 


there an exception in the shape of a croaker as a member of Con- 
gress from St. Louis. [Laughter.] And let me say to you that 
that great State under Democratic control has prospered in spite 
of national laws that bore down upon her people and tied the 
hands of her great industries. The bulk of our industry in the 
State of Missouri is farming and stock raising; and there has been 
no legislation in favor of the man who follows the plow and wields 
the hoe. Let in spite of that, in spite of adverse legislation, in 
spite of legislation which has been hurtful to the people of that 
sovereign State, her growth has been marvelous, e are filling 


irty np with people. We have got there the adventurous Yankeefrom 
e 


w England, the German, the Englishman, the Irishman, the 
Frenchman. Thesepeoplefromother localities havesettled within 
our borders, become good citizens, have bought and cultivated our 
lands; and when Germans have settled themselves there, the 
have not called themselves ‘‘German-Americans.” [Laughter. 
When they have become naturalized, they regard themselves as 
American citizens and Missourians. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope I may never have to say another word in 
defense of the State of Missouri. I hope these old, bad memories 
will be allowed to rest and that men of all parties may live at 
peace in Missouri. I think her history will speak for her. But 
while I am not to that State native and to the manner born,” I 
claim to be as good a Missourian as he who was born there, be- 
cause after I had attained my majority I chose that State from 
among all the States of the Union for my permanent home. I 
have made my home there. I brought there the wife of my bosom. 
1 have buried my dead there. My children were born there; and 
the time will never come when I shall undertake to foul the nest 
that for thirty-odd years has given me a home. The State of 
Missouri will take care of herself; and the attacks of gentlemen 
here will make no difference. If the Nesbit election law is as vile 
as gentlemen here say it is, the Supreme Court, if it find one im- 
proper line, will cause its repeal. 

. PEARCE of Missouri. I hope so. 

Mr. BENTON. If that election law is permitted to stand, as I 
hope it will be, you will have a fair and honest election in St. 

mis; and then, in my opinion, the gentleman’s prophecy made 
in the caucus of his party, that no other Republican will darken 


the doors of this House from Missouri, will be fulfilled. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT addressed the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is guilty of 


the charge which he hurled at me. He said that I was putting 
up a straw man to knock him down. No word, no syllable has 
been uttered by me or by my colleague to-day assailing the honor 
or the integrity of the State of Missouri or her people. No word 
nor syllable has been spoken here by us to assail the honor or in- 
tegrity of the supreme court of the State of Missouri—not one 
word. When it comes to a question of loyalty to the State of 
Missouri, I say, although my friend characterizes me as a new- 
comer, having lived in the State but twenty-seven years, I am hig 
peer and certainly second to no Democrat from that State. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am afraid some of the statements which 
the gentleman has madeare misleading. I believe you gentlemen 
on the Democratic side of the House to be fair, well-meaning men. 
You are desirous of knowing the facts in relation to the election 
laws of Missouri. My friend has assuredly mixed up and con- 
founded the law as applied to the State and the law as applied to 
the city of St. Louis. It is true that the law now in force in rural 
Missouri is a good law, and that is the very reason why we want 
its operation continued in the city of St. Louis. If it is a good 
law, why, then, was it changed and the change to exclusively ap- 
ply to the city of St. Louis? 

[f the growth of Republicanism alarms the gentleman, I merely 
point him to the fact that under the old election laws, which pro- 
vided for a Democratic register of voters and for none but Demo- 
cratic or so-called Republican judges and clerks of elections, the 
ay ng eee of my city had to cast 20,000 Republican majority 

ore they were credited with 1,000 when the result of the elec- 
tion was announced. After that a fair election law was enacted 
by a Republican house and a Democratic senate and signed by a 
Democratic governor, and under that law, for the first time in the 
history of the city of St. Louis, we received our dues. The votes 
cast were honestly counted, and the result revealed a tremendous 
Republican majority. That is just what is nettling our Demo- 
cratic friends. They put their heads together and said that that 
condition must be changed; we will have to make St. Lonis Dem- 
ocratic; honestly, if wecan, by an unfair election law. if we must.” 
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ause on the Republican side.] 


. PUGH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. PEARCE]. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. It has been my habit since I have 
had the honor of a member of this House to treat all of my 
associate members, whether they agree with me in politics or 
whether they do not, with perfect personal courtesy. 

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BENTON] has gone a long 
way out of his track to make some personal attacks upon me, for 
what reason I do not know and care less. A man who resorts to 
that sort of procedure in the course of debate is certainly weak, 
if he is not cowardly, and that is all I have to say on that subject. 

The gentleman has given us here some history as to the condi- 
tion of things in the State of Missouri, and he has told us about 
the constitution of 1865. It is true. I notice that whenever a 
Republican criticises or debates the correctness of things in the 
South our Democratic friends immediately say that we are flaunt- 
ing the bloody shirt, and I also notice thatif there is any mistake 
or unfortunate condition of things chargeable to the Republican 
party, at any time in the history of the land, a Democrat never 

ails to bring it to light at the first opportunity, especially if it 
grew out of the civil war. 

In 1865, emen, we were right after the close of the war. 
Blood was hot, men were savage, but the constitution of Missouri 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 
CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that Gen. Frank Blair, 


Mr. 

after fighting for four years in the Union Army and commanding 
pa ee hie refused the privilege of voting under that Drake con- 
8 on 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. The cause 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute. Was he not refused 
the right to vote and did he not sue the judges and bring that case 
to the Su Court of the United States and “bust” the Drake 
constitution? 

Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. Yes; because that constitution pro- 
N General Blair refused to take, for the pur- 

of 1 77 0 8 constitutionality of that provision. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask another question. I will 
have the gentleman's time extended. Did not General Blair 
state, when they wanted him to take that test oath, that he fought 
four years to put down the rebellion; that he would be willing to 
fight four years more, but that he could not take that test oath 
without swearing to a lie, because he did sympathize with his 
blood relations and his friends who were in the Confederacy, and 
he would not take it on that ground? Is not that the truth about 
it, and did not that oath re a man to swear that he not only 
did not abet the rebellion, but that he did not sympathize with 
any soul that was in the rebellion? 

. PEARCE of Missouri. Well, my good friend is not correct; 
but I am not defending that constitutional provision. I am sim- 
ly giving to this House the historical condition of the thing; that 
Rai. I went to the city of St. Louis in 1866, and from that hour 
to this I have been campaigning upon the skirmish lines of the 
Republican party. In Democratic territory I have been rotten 
egged; I have had stones thrown at me; I have been fired at; I 
have been driven off the stump in Democratic counties in that 
State, time and time again from 1866 to 1874, by Democratic thugs 
and Democratic heelers. That was the condition of things that 
prevailed there; and yet in 1872, despite those facts, I am one of 
the men who voted to repeal that constitutional inhibition, and to 
entitle all the voters of our great State to the right of suffrage. 

It seems to me that it was foreign to this discussion to lug in 
the constitution of the State of Missouri of 1865. What in the 
name of conscience has that to do with the Nesbit election law? 

It happens that the city of St. Louis is a city which is living at 
this time, and has been for twenty years, under a separate charter; 
and the election law which applies to the counties of the State, 
aoe orn to the city of Kansas City, does not apply to the city of 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBB. The gentleman asked what certain matters had to 
do with the Nesbit election law. Ishould like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not think the State of Missouri is fully capable of 

care of its own election law? 

Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. I sup so. It has the right, I 
believe, to take care of its own election laws. Ido not see the 
point of the gentleman’s question, 


Mr. ROBB. Then, as the gentleman does not see the point, I 
should like to ask him what point is there in this discussion if the 
State of Missouri is capable of taking care of her own election 


laws, as we all believe she is? 

Mr. PEARCE of Mi Possibly before I get through the 
gentleman may beable to discover the point. Iam speaking here 
in my own time and not by virtue of the sufferance of the gentle- 
man, I believe. 

Mr. COWHERD, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman refers to the Kansas City 
election law, which I understand the gentleman to heartily in- 
dorse. I wish to ask him if his colleague [Mr. BARTHOLDT] did 
not condemn that law in the same terms in which he condemned 
the St. Louis law? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Iam not responsible for the utter- 
ances of my friends. 

Mr. COWHERD. I Will ask the gentleman if the Republican 
party did not condemn it when it was passed? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I am responsible only for what I 
say; and I say, with a full knowledge of the responsibility which 
I have in saying it, after a careful study of the Nesbit election 
law, that it is the most disgraceful piece of election legislation that 
was ever written upon a statute book—worse in its inistrative 
features than the law enacted in Kentucky and known as the 
Goebel law. Here is an election law that provides that the gov- 
ernor of the State of Missouri shall appoint an election board. It 
then vests in that election board the absolute power—withont the 
power of review by the courts of our State—the absolute power to 
institute and control all the machinery of politics in the city of 
St. Louis, and that law was passed and made applicable to St. 
Louis, notin 7 terms, but made applicable to cities of 300, 000 

opulation. d as there is but one such city in the State of 
issouri, it was ore designed and enacted for the purpose 
of stealing the city of St. Louis from the Republican party by. 
whatsoever means were appropriable to that nefarious undertak- 


ing, and the courts have no power of review. The gentleman 
talks about the growth of parties. 
The CHAIR: . The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think the gentleman ought to have 
five minutes more. I took up some of his time. 
Mr.CANNON, If Ican be recognized in my own time, I should 
be glad to yield some time to the gentleman. 
ə CHAIRMAN. The Chair ized more gentlemen 
than will occupy all the time that has been assigned, provided each 


gen demands the balance of his hour. The Chair will of 
ponza the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
ons. 


Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNoNn], but the Chair desired to make that 
statement so that there might be no misunderstanding to-morrow 
when gentlemen who have been recognized can not obtain a full 
hour's time. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, did the Chair 
include my name among those recognized for to-morrow? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly not. The gentleman has not yet 
been reco The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. PEARCE]. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, My colleague from Missouri [Mr. 
BENTON], from what motive I do not know, undertook to put into 
my mouth an innuendo against the supreme court of my State. 

e knows that he had no justification for that statement. I 
made no attack, I made no intimation of any kind that would 
refiect upon the supreme court of Missouri, which court I respect 
and honor, and before which I have practiced for nearly thirty 

ears. 
4 Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question there? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not a fact that while his 
colleague was talking, and was saying that the supreme court of 
Missouri would certainly give justice in considering this law, that 
the gentleman said with what seemed to me to be an ironical tone 
of voice, I hope so?” Fi: 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I did not use the word justice.“ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BENTON] was saying that the supreme court would 
consider that law and do justice, did not you say in a sotto voce 
pone. of voice, “I Hopa for: Big waa nok nay the occasion 5 tnp 

ntleman off and saying vou made an insinuation 
5 — PEARCE of Missouri. Not at all. 

e of Mississippi. Some gentlemen here thought 
you 

Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. That was on the suggestion of the 
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gentleman from Missouri. I said there was a case in the supreme 
court of Missouri between the parties contesting the constitution- 
ality of the law, and he expressed the opinion, as I got the idea, 
that you can get justice. I supposed his reference was that we 
would get the case, and I said Í hoped so. Isupposed that was 
what he meant, and that is what I meant. 

The State of Missouri is one of the imperial States of this Union. 
I have lived in it longer than the gentleman himself has, because 
I went there in 1866; and in my humble way I have tried to build 
up her glory and her prosperities. I have tried early and late, 
ear in and tr out, to build up those F upon the only 
ine upon which, in my judgment, they could have been built up, 
and t is on the line of the Republican party. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] It is that party that has given that State 
her prosperities in the development of her mines of zinc and lead, 
in her great forests of timber, in constructural stone, and in every- 
thing, indeed, of importance. 

The prosperity in hercereals, too, has been developed, in my hum- 
ble opinion, by the policy of the Republican party, and therefore 
I have advocated it. He cites you to the growthof the Republican 
party in Missouri. Yes; it has grown from small beginnings in 
1866 to an imperial vote of 305,000; and if the percentage of growth 
of the Republican party, as compared with Democratic party, 
holds for the next five years as it has for the last ten, then the 
porem of my colleague from St. Louis will be verified and a 

publican governor and a Republican legislature will control 
the destinies of that State. My friend of the vote in 1866. 

Mr. ROBB. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBB, 1 you had a Republican governor in the 
State of Missouri, do you think that you and your colleague would 
be so hostile to this Nesbit election law that you now condemn 
and criticise so severely? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. The first thing a Republican legis- 
lature would do would be to repeal the infamous statute and give 
the Democrats a full chance at the polls. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] That is the policy of the Republican party. It is 
insinuated by the gentleman in his accusation that New Orleans 
negroes were imported into Missouri. I challenge the statement 
made by him or any other man, and I denounce it as absolutely 
false. I know eas much about the elections of the city of St. Louis 
as any other man in this House; and I tell you that never in the 
history of that State, whether under Democratic or Republican 
régimes, has there ever been any such importation as the accusa- 
tion intimates, 

The reason for the large growth of the Republican party vote 
in 1896 and in 1898 was because of the fact that the city of St. 
Louis, with a normal Republican majority of 15,000, 
her vote largely because it was known to be and is in fact a sound- 
money center. The great mass of her people believe in a sound- 
money policy. When I was nominated for Congress in 1896 I told 
my Congressional committee that if I ran for Congress in 1896, I 
did not propose to split any hairs upon the money question. I 
fought that campaign, gentlemen, upon the gold standard, in 
workshops, among the rich men, among the poor, and I carried 
that Democratic district, which had been Democratic ever since 
1890, by nearly 4,000 majority, and would have carried it by over 
5,500 majority if I had not been swindled out of 1,500 by the Dem- 
ocratic management, ee lause on the blican si 

I never found any di in arguing ublican principles 
of St: Louis, and I never found any difficulty about 

em in the State of Missouri, except as I have had to 
face Democratic rotten eggs, Democratic brickbats, and Demo- 
cratic bullets, 


Mr. ROBB. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. PEAROE of Missouri. Les. 

Mr. ROBB. I want to suggest that I think the gentleman 
ought to have had the other fifteen hundred for being an exception 
to the rule the fact that he was honest and came out in favor of 
the gold standard. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I have no pretenses to make. If I 
do not represent properly the sentiment of the majority of the 
p le who live in my Congressional district, I do not want to be 

the House of Representatiyes—I have no business here—and if I 
thought at this hour that I did not correctly represent their senti- 
ment on this floor, I would resign my place to-morrow morning. 
There is something else in the membership of this House besides 
the mere dignity of being here, the benefits of being here. We 
are here holding in our hands a sacred trust, and no man of honor 
would sit here an hour unless he thought he was a representative 
of the majority sentiment of the district in which ho lived. 

And so in 1898 in the State of Missouri, as is known to a great 
many yeorle at least, the silver sentiment, so called, prevailed 
throughout the whole State. Evensuch counties as Jasper an 
Greene, counties which were heretofore Republican, wenthell bent 
for the silver heresy; and these facts account for the large in- 


in the ci 
arguing 


d | of the 


crease in the Democratic vote in the State of Missouri and of the 
Republican vote of the city of St. Louis. 

ow, as my colleague has said, if the election laws of the State 
as plied to Kansas City, St. Joseph, and other communities in 
the State—if those are such rightful, proper election laws, I ask 


this House why, in the name of God, was it necessary to pass a spe- 
cial election law and vest this whole election machinery, the reg- 
istration, the polls, and the returns, in a Democratic board of com- 
missioners from whose decision there is no appeal under the law? 

Now, weare not frightened. I do not agree with my aes, d 
from the city of St. Lonis about the results of this law. Ihave 
to face Democratic legislation before that I did not like. I have 
never hesitated to fight it. I will fight this law on the hustings, 
in the courts, at the polls, everywhere and at all times, because it 
is an unrighteous, impolitic, unfair, un-American device to pros- 
titute the sacred privilege of the baliot box to the nefarious ends 
of a political party, the results of which you have seen in the 
occurrences of a sister State only a fortnight ago. Shall we have 
more of it? Has the time come when our ambitions for party suc- 
cess are so great that we must needs be unfair and dishonest in 
our relations to our fellow-men? If that be so, gentlemen, then I 
give you warning that yon will live to see the day when you will 

itter! t it. It does not scare anybody. The city of St. 
Louis is a Republican city by 15,000 majority, and she will remain 
so despite all your election machinery, backed up by 400 new Dem- 
ocratic policemen put into office for the purpose of giving force and 
effect to a nefarious election law. 

Mr. COWHERD. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I want 
to ask him a quena n. Is not tho Republican election commis- 
sioner in St. Louis, appointed by the governor, one of the most 
ee citizens of that city and a lifelong Republican? 

. PEARCE of Missouri. I do not know; I was not there 
when the appointment was made. 

Mr. CO D. Well, the gentleman knows by the press, 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. o; I do not. Who is he? 

Mr. COWHERD. He is one of the best known manufacturers 
there, Mr. Cobush. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Iam not acquainted with him. I 
have been absent from St. Louis for sometime. I simply say this, 
if my coll e will permit me, that an appointment of an oppo- 
site party official is not, in my judgment at least, a safe trust to 
vest in the hands of another party man. Heretofore under the old 
election law the governor appointed two of the election commis- 
sioners, and the mayor of the city of St. Louis appointed the third. 
Why was it changed? They had the majority then. It was 
changed simply for the purpose of enabling the governor of the 
State topas into that board somebody who would answer his pur- 
pose rather than somebody who would not. I donot mean that 
remark to apply to this appointee, I do not know the gentleman 
who has been appointed, as I haye been absent from St. Louis a 
long time, but I am speaking of the possibilities of the law. The 
thing is wrong on its face and a fraud in its intent. 

f Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, Imoye that the committee 

o now rise. 


e setentingh athe S t 
e commi gly rose; an er pro tempore, 
Mr. Payne, having 3 the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
rted that that committee had had under consideration the 
(H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legislative, exec. 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending qune 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon, 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutionsof the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their ah Peeps committees as indicated below: 

S. 2356. act 5 powers and functions of the Court 

June 30, 1902 to the Committee on 


tee on Claims. 

S. 2366. An act to authorize the establishment at some point in 
North Carolina of a station for the investigation of problems con- 
nected with marine fishery interests of the middle and south 
Atlantic coast—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. 
S. 1535. An act to provide for the examination of certain officers 
Navy and to regulate promotion therein—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 
S. 1632, An act to amend An act authorizing certain officers of 
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the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved Janu- 
25, 1895—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

. 2447, An act to place Lieut. Col. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Alexan- 
der Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

8. 726, An act for the relief of Alice Walsh—to the Committee 


on Claims, 
S. 2334. An act to authorize Hon. Arthur S. Hardy, at present 


envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 

States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 

tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 

1 States to that country to the Committee on Foreign 
rs. 

S. 2022. An act to authorize Rear-Admiral William T. Sampson, 
United States Navy; Capt. Henry C. Taylor, United States Navy; 
Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles D. 
Sigsbee, United States Navy; Capt. French E. Chadwick, United 
States N avy; Capt. Caspar E. Goodric h, United States Navy; 
Commander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick M. 
Symonds, United States Navy, and Commander Chapman C. 
Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

S. 680. An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. R. 60. Joint resolution granting ission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of Gen. Francis 
E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

S. 2681. An act for the establishment of joint light-houses and 
e station on the coast of Alaska to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1289. An act to provide for the construction of an additional 
light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washington, 
or , as exigencies may determine—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 983. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb—to the Committee on 


S. 165. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the 
5 a William C. McClellan, deceased—to the Committee on 

S. 945, An act for the purchase and construction of a launch 
for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and 5 

S. 557. An act for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

S. 76. An act for the relief of the University of Kansas to the 
Committee on Claims, 

S. 1749. An act for the payment to Joshua T. Roberts of bal - 
ance due for surveying public lands—to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 188, An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Rob- 
erts, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2840. An act for enlarging the public building at Portland, 
Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, Fifth, andSixthstreets, 
in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senate concurrent resolution 26: 
F of War he, und hele hasty, d 
Sabent a report and an estimate for des 
channel through the outer bar in the G 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr, BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
W when the Speaker signed the same: 

Bi 8718. An act for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 
ion. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. R. 83. Joint resolution increasing the limit of cost of the 
new building for the Government Printing Office, to meet the in- 
creased prices of building materials, and to panni of making the 
south end of the power-house extension of the same height as the 
main building. 


tatives concurring), That the 
Care LP mat a ees. made, = 

and proper pro 0 

ot Jerich near the mouth of Mo- 


rted 
o fol- 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8582) making appropriations for the support of the 
Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901; which was read a first and second time. 
oe I desire to reserve all points of order on 

s bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 

reserves all points of order. The bill, with the accompanying 


report, will be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEMENWAY (at 4 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ling a were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 

_A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue relating to readjustment of salaries of collectors of 
internal revenue throughout the country—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the T: , recommend- 
ing an additional appropriation for clerks in the office of the Au- 
ditor for the Interior Department—to the Committee on Appro- 

priations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
mumittee on Rivers 


the California Débris Commission—to the Co 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

_A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of 7, ee for military roads and 
bridges in Alaska—to the Committee on Military irs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

_A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate for the Signal Service of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
pe Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5056) to authorize the Carolina Northern Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River 

or near the town of Lumberton, Robeson County, N. C., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
Ia —.— which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Jalendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7945) to amend an act entitled An act 
permitting the building of adam across Rainy Lake River,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accom by a report 
Hades 820); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, K. 
4006) to authorize the Union Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 330); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLETC from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7946) to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge 
across Panag Creek within the boundary lines of Edgecombe 
omg N. C., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
by ar (No. 831); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the House Calendar., 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 65) relative to print- 
ing of contested-election cases hearings in long primer type, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a repor (No. 
a bce said resolution and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5030) to create 
an executive department of mines and mining, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 334); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 3043, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
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8487) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dough and other 
members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania antry, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 313); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 7801, for the relief of John D. Youell, 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution: (H, Res. 144), accompanied 
by a report (No. 316): which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
a granting an increase of pension to Capt. George W. Weeden, 
of Olneyville, R. I., reported the same with amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 317); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca P. Quint, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 318); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 470) granting 
a pension to Jane Dykes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. se which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5346) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
B. Norris, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 320); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 206) to pension 
Isaac D. Smith, Company A, Fifteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 821); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Gangloff, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
pared by a report (No. 8 ee said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3966) graning an increase of pension to 
David Talmon, of Wymore, county of Gage, Nebr., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 823); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4648) granting a pension 
to William G. McLain, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
penao by a report (No. 824); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7622) granting a pension to Peter M. 
Heaton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 325); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. i 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 917) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Campbell, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 326); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4177) to correct the mil- 
itary record of William Elkert, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 333); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr, SPALDING, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4324) for the relief of 
George W. Croft and others, reported the same adversely, accom- 
sey by a report (No. 814); which said bill and report were or- 

ered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4323) for the relief of Eugenia A. Stone, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 315); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
; INTRODUCED. = 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
y ane following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
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(H. R. 8487) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty and other 
members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry —to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. WEEKS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8488) to regulate 
wages for labor in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8489) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of apublic building thereon 
at Vincennes, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVY; A bill (H. R. 8490) to reduce revenue, and for 
other 1 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8491) to amend section 2148 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) to incorporate the Grand Lodge of the 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8493) for the appointment of an 
additional United States commissioner in the northern judicial 
district of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8494) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 1889—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8495) for the relief 
of the acting (volunteer) officers of the United States Navy in the 
civil war—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8496) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at San Francisco, in the State of California— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8497) to protect State 
anti- bling laws from nullification through interstate gambling 
by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and 85 Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in 
the District of Columbia, and for other p approved July 
8, 1898—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 8499) to equalize the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 8500) providing for the execu- 
tion of new bonds and release of sureties—to the Committee on 
the 3 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8501) mak- 
ing an appropriation for maintenance of the improvements of 
Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) making an appropriation for works of 
improvement and maintenance of improvement of New River, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8503) Uproar, Bogs appropriation for the main- 
tenance of improvement of Northeast (Cape Fear) River, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) making an 8 for main- 
tenance of improvement of Black River, North Carolina—to the 
an appropriation for works of 


mmittee on Rivers and ‘bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) makin 
improvement and maintenance o 5 of the Cape Fear 
lle above Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8506) maring an appropriation for works of 
improvement and maintenance of improvement of Neuse River, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8507) to segregate the funds of 
the Iowa and Sac and Fox of Missouri Indians located in Kansas 
and Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8565) making an Appo riation 
for the construction of a breakwaterin Sag Harbor, Suffolk County, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain suits 
in the Court of Claims, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8567) to consti- 
tute South Manchester, Conn., a port of delivery to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 8 

Be r. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 8582) making appropriation for the support of the Regular 
and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—to 
the Union Calendar. 

Pr r ESCH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) directin 
the Secretary of War to submit estimates of amount of damages, i 
any, tosteamboatinterests on Upper Mississippi River, if branch of 
said river known as West Channel, opposite city of La Crosse, 
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Wis., be declared unnavigable—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. ERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) pro- 


posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the repeal 
of the fifteenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution 1 Res. 148) to appoint a 
ry sw, in the press gallery of the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ied following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8508) to remove charge of de. 
sertion from record of Benjamin T. Buford, Company , Third 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8509) to amend the military 
record of Lieut. Alonzo Miller—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H, R. 8510) granting a pension 
to Thoms R. Trent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R.8511) granting a pension to Madison Grimsby 
the ttee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8512) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
John C. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 8513) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Charles Ransom Piper—to 
the Committee on cared Picea 

Py Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8514) for the relief of Joseph 
A, Jennings—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 8515) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Stansel—to the ttee on Invalid 


ons. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8516) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Sweetland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Planter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) granting an increase of pension to T. 
E. De Pui—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8519) for the relief of John H. Davison—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) 2 pension to Mary Ann Bren- 
ner to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8521) amending the military 
record of Albert E. Pringle—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) for the relief of Albert F. Wakefield 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8523) for the relief of Esther Pringle, de- 

ad mother of Albert E. Pringle—to the Committee on Inva- 
id Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8524) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Charles C, Eddy—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8525) to increase the pension 
of Maurice Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8526) granting back pension to 
Isaac Lantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8527) granting a pension to 
Simeon Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brown 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) pranks a pension to Elias Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8530) granting a pension to Thomas Baker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8531) to correct the military 
record of Joseph ainan alias Albert E. Anderson—to the Com- 


mittee on Mili 8 

By Mr. JEN S: A bill (H. R. 8532) to quitclaim all interest 
of United States of America in and to lot 4, square 1113, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., to William H. Dix—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8533) granting a pension to Thomas 
O'Toole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. À 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to 
John R. Latson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8535) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew E, Dunham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Anderson, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8537) 
row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8538) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William Cameron, alias 
Samuel C, Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. McPHERSON; A bill (H. R. 8539) for the relief of John 
Patterson, of Pottawattamie County, Iowa- to the Committee on 


War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension, to Lydia J. De 
Silva—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8541) for the relief 


of the heirs of C. C. Spaulding, , late of St. Mary County, 
Md. to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8542) nting a pension to 
James W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 8543) for the relief of Mary Lock, 
of Ashland, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 8544) for the relief of the 
estate of Henrietta Bauers, deceased, late of Madison Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of T. A. 
Woodress, of Grundy County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 


Claims, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8546) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. 
Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) granting increase of pension to John 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8548) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Horatio P. Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8549) to pension Clarissa L. 
Mills—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8550) to pension Frances P. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8551) to increase the pension of Frances J, 
Haughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8552) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Conrad Schindler, late of Company B, Fifty- 
fourth iment New York Volunteer Infantry, and authorize 
his honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8553) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Rudolph C. Blancke, late of Company G, Twelfth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, and authorize his honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8554) for the relief of Morgan C. 
Gordon; of Camden County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8555) for the relief of Sylvester Dibble, of 
Beaufort County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8556) for the relief of 
the creditors of the Depo: Saws Association, of Mobile, Ala.— 
to the Committee on s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of the Medical College of 
Alabama—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina (by request): A bill (H. R, 
8558) for the relief of P. H. Boisseau, inistrator of Thomas B. 
Doe, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8559) granting an in- 
crease of pramon to Mrs. Margaret R. Clune—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 8560) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Goodrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8561) granting an increase of pension to 
Jenetta Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Appleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 8563) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Kiichli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8564) for the relief of Oren M. 
Fletcher, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8568) granting a pension 
to Charles H. Lipp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of the heirs 


of William Dufour—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8570) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Westbrook, of St. Edward, in 
the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8571) to remove the charge 
of desertion against the military record of Georgo Maurer, alias 
Albert Fulton, Company G, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteer Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8572) to correct the military record of David 
K. Selzer, a member of Company D, of the Ninety-third Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry Volunteers, of Wellsville, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8573) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles Armstrong—to the Committee on 


anting a pension to Mary Ann Mer- | Military Aff 


Airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Mildred Mo- 
Corkle—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill gr R. 8575) granting a pension to Samuel A. Lowns- 
bery—to the Committee on Pensions, f 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8576) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
M. Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) granting a pension to Levi C. Hare 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578 3 ion to Samuel J. Wood- 
ward, late a member of Company K, Forty-ninth New York Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8579) granting a pension to George C. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to William Y, Clin- 
ton, a member of Company E, Eighty-ninth ent New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8581) for the re- 
lief of David Bolling—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H, R. 8583) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Frank Van Valkenberg, alias 
Charles Duane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill oi R. - 8584) granting pensions to 
Adeline jamin and Jane C. Benjamin, the aged and helpless 
sisters of Col. William Henry Benjamin, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Fireman’s Association of 
the State of Pennsylvania, in opposition to the e of Senate 
bill No. 1743, establishing a division for the regulation of insur- 
ance among the several States—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6623, 
grant a pension to E. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: Resolutions of the mayors and councils 
of Eastman, Cochran, and Fitzgerald, Ga., indorsing the work of 
C. P. Goodyear on the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging 
such legislation as will enable him to continue the work—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Petition of the Texas Viavi Com- 

y, of Dallas, Tex., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, per- 
ery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Joseph A. Jennings—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Auburn Rolling Milling Com- 
pany, of Auburn, III., and others, in favor of certain amendments 
to the interstate commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6865, 
for the relief of Jacob A. Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the South Carolina Railroad 
Commission, of Columbia, 8. C., favoring amendments to the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Georgetown, S. C., askin, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Winyah Bay an 
tributary rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Georgetown, S. C., 1 
for an appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection o. 
a public building in Georgetown—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition of William J. Shepherd and other 
clerks of Terre Haute (Ind.) post-office, praying for the of 
House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petitions of James 
W. 8 H. Leonard, S. A. Kelly, and other post-office 
clerks of Boston, Mass., in favor of the of House bill No. 
4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Commercial Club of 
Minneapolis, Minn., urging the establishment of a national * 
in northern Minnesota to the Committee on the Public Lan 

Also, petition of Coopers’ Union No. 62, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
against the passage of House bill amending the reyenue law mak- 
ing a quarter barrel of beer the smallest package of beer that can 
be stamped—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the South St. Paul (Minn.) Live 
Stock Exchange, against increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Garret oo a and 130 other citizens of Doug- 
las and Charles Mix counties, S. Dak., expressing sympathy for 
the Boer Republic in its present war—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

y Mr. GORDON: Petition of Charles M. Dorsey and other 

clerks of Sidney, Ohio, post-office, favoring the passage of House 

bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Firemen’s Association of 

the State of Pennsylvania, in opposition to Senate bill No, 1743, 

for the establishment of a division in the Treasury Department 


for the regulation of insurance among the several States, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. s ; 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Braid Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, H. N. Schloss, porom 5 against 
the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with Frances —to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of D. W. Hazelton and other citizens of Spring- 
field, Vt., urging the e of House bill No, 1144, relating to 
the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia— 
to Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolution of the Firemen’s Association of 
the State of Pennsylvania, opposing the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1743, establishing a division for the regulation of insurance 
among the several States—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of Post 49, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Newb rt, Mass., in support of the 
House bill No. 4742, to provide for the detail of active and retired 
officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military education in 
public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of Royal E. Blake and other rail- 
way postal clerks in the State of Massachusetts, favoring a bill 
providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of John Rowland and other 
clerks of Tiffin 5 in favor of House bill No. 4331— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Fruit Ridge Horticultural Society, of 
Clyde, Ohio, favoring the eof the Grout oleomargarine bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and petition of the National Machinery Company, of Tiffin, 
Ohio, favoring the pereo of House bill No. 887, for the premo- 
tion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 79, of Sandusky, Ohio, 

inst the of bill admitting products of Puerto Rico free 
of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Petition of Adeline Benjamin and others, to 
sooompeny, House bill granting a pension to the sisters of the late 
Brig. Gen. William Henry Benjamin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

1 Rog i OLMSTED: Resolutions of the Harrisburg (Pa.) Board 
of de, modifying the existing internal-revenue law—to tho 
Committee on Ways and Means. y 

Also, petition of A. H. Gottschall, druggist, of Harrisburg, Pa., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

gta OVERSTREET: Resolutions of the C unters“ Union 
of Elwood, Ind., in relation to the reclamation and settlement of 
public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the South St. Paul Live Stock Exchan 
the of the Tawney oleomargarine bill—to the 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Lucius O. Brown, of Medina County, Ohio— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs, E 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of sundry citizens of Kentucky, asking 
for relief for those who served in the State militia during the late 
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of John Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Commercial 
Club of St. Paul, Minn., urging the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of N. Gruber and others, of St. Paul, Minn., pro- 
testing 2 yorit the 3 of the bill eliminating one-eighth 
barrels of beer from being stamped by Internal-Revenue Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petitions of numerous citi- 
zens of the State of Wisconsin, against excessive taxation on but- 
terine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Marinette, 
Wis., against the ceding of public lands to States and Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Retail Clerks’ National Protective Associa- 
tion of Ashland, Wis., in favor of the reclamation of the arid 
1 of the United States—to the Committee on the Public 


Also, petition of the Seamen’s Union of the Great Lakes, in oppo- 
sition to bill No. 5067, 1 to the boarding of vessels - to 
the Committee on the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. THROPP: Papers to Serra ng! House bill No. 4887, to 
correct the military record of David R. Ellis—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 


„against 
ommittee 


By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of numerous citizens of the 
counties of Cattaraugus, Chautauqua, and Allegany, N. V., for a 
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law subjecting food and dairy products to the laws of the State or 
Territory into which they are imported—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolutions of Board of Trade, com- 
mon council, and the Lumberman’s Association, all of North 
Tonawanda, N. V., protesting against the passage of House bill 
No. 2994, authorizing the construction of a dam at the head of 
the Niagara River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Joseph Schauber and other drug- 
gists, of Mount Clemens, Mich., relating to the stamp tax on med- 
—— perfumery, and cosmetics to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the regulation 
of wages for labor in the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House 
bill relating to the citizenship of Choctaw Indians in the State of 
Mississippi—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

B Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Susquehanna County, Pa., 
Medical Society, favoring legislation to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to scientifically investigate and classify native drug 
plants—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition and papers of the 
Armour Packing Company, in relation to the tax on oleomargarine 
and butterine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of the secretary of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in relation to the consular service—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas City, Mo., Live Stock Exchange, 
against increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Wa s and Means. 

so, petition of H. K. Mulford Company and the Allison Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in the Phila- 
delphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
Also, petition of Joseph J. Meany & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 
rotesting against the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with 
ce—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association, Boston, 
Mass., for competing cable facilities between the United States 
and Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, letter of M. B. Mahnrin, of Indianapolis, Ind., in relation 
to monetary and e rates of interest, and taxes 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 15, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
„when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was cect with, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Journal 
will stand approved, 


SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 7th instant, a report of the Auditor 
for the War 8 relative to the account between the 
United States and the State of South Carolina growing out of the 
claim for moneys expended by that State for military purposes in 
the Florida war of 1836 and 1837; which, on motion of Mr. TILL- 
MAN, was, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 


GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a report of the Gettysburg Na- 
tional Park Commission relative to the acquisition of lands in 
the vicinity of Gettysburg not exceeding in area the parcels of 
land shown on the map prepared by Maj. Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, 
now on file in the office of the Secretary of War, which were oc- 
cupied by the infantry, cavalry, and artillery on the ist, 2d, and 
8d days of July, 1863, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota State Veterinary 


Medical Association, praying for the establishment of an Arm 
veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

r. PLATT of New York presented memorials of Local Union 
No. 74, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Poughkeepsie, of 
Local Union No. 311, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Au- 
burn, and of Local Union No. 81, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of Peekskill, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the admission of cigars free of duty from the Philippines, 
Puerto Rico, Cuba, or any other territory; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 74, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Poughkeepsie, N. V., and a petition of 
Local Union No. 57, Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Brass Workers, 
of Elmira, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit 
the hours of daily service of laborers, etc., upon public works or 
works done for the United States, etc.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of D. M. Osborne & Co., of Auburn; 
Wadsworth’s Sons, of Auburn; the Wegman Piano Company, of 
Auburn; H. A. Mayer, of Syracuse; the Frontenac Manufacturing 
Company, of Syracuse; Meyer & Co., of Throopsville; the Merritt 
Manufacturing Company, of Lockport; Miller & Van Winkle, of 
Brooklyn; the National Lead Company, of New York City; Rich- 
ardson & Boynton, of New York City; the Vose & Cliff Manufac- 
turing Company, of New York City; Masury & Son, of New York 
City; the Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Company, of New 
York City; C. H. Childs & Co., of Utica; F. Linke & Co., of New 
York City; the Standard Harrow Company, of Utica, and the Sav- 
age Arms Company, of Utica, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the construction of a new 
fireproof Patent ce building; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second 
class post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas H. Boyd & Co., and 
sundry other druggists of Laporte, Ind., praying for the repeal of 
the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a pentior of the Dodge Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Mishawaka, Ind., and a petition of M. Rumely & Co., 
of Laporte, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SIMON. I presenta petition of the Columbia River Fisher- 
men’s Protective Union, o ia, Oreg., praying that all the 
remaining public lands of the United States be held for the benefit 
of the whole people and that no grants of the title to any of these 
lands be made to any but actual settlers and home builders on the 
land. I ask that the petition be printed in the RECORD, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There bong no objection. the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 
AsTorIA, OREG., February 7, 1900. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


Whereas the 
employment and a chance to get a home on the 
ican workers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved the Columbia River Fishermen's Protective Union, First, that 
all the rema: ning pune lands of the United States should be sacredly held 
for the benefit of the whole People, and that no grants of the title to any of 
these lands should ever he ter be made to any but actual settlers and 
home builders on the land; 

Second, that the Pg den grazing lands should be leased in limited areas to 
settlers on adjacent lands, title to remain in the Federal Government until 
actual settlement, and the revenues from rentals to go to the States to be 
used for the reclamation of the irrigable arid lands; 

Third, that the Federal Government should build storage reservoirs to 
save the flood waters that now are wasted, and should wherever necessary 
build the irrigation works required for the reclamation and settlement of the 
arid public lands; and 

Whereas the foregoing policy is advocated by the National Irrigation As- 
sociation, as embodied in its constitution, and the object of said association is 
tobring about its adoption by the Federal Government: Now, therefore, be it 

Furt resolved, That we believe it would be enormously beneficial to the 
interests of labor that said paves soaks be adopted, and that all labor organ- 
izations should cooperate with the National Irrigation Association to accom- 
plish this result. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the directors of the 
Latin-American Club and Foreign Trade Association, of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable competing 
cable companies to lay and operate submarine cables from the 
United States to Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Missouri 
State Militia, praying that they be granted pensions the same as 
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the ars and volunteers of the United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of California, relative to the survey of public lands in that State. 
I ask that the joint resolution be printed in the RECORD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution No.5, Introduced Mr. Knowland, February 
[ an Referred to the committee 8 relations. ] 


Assembly joint resolution No. 5. Relative to the survey of public lands in 
yi California, 5 


Whereas from the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
it appears that duri: e year ended June 30, 1899, there were added to the 
surveyed area of public lands in this State no more than 8,387 acres, while the 
amount so added to such areas in other States was vastly more, and nearly 

000,000 acres in one State; and : 

Whereas it is important for the welfare and development of California 
that the public surveys here should be pushed as rapidly toward completion 
as they are in other States, in order that our settlerson new lands can obtain 
their titles with the same facility as elsewhere; and 
in peewee: 45 unjust that settſers in California should be less favored than 

other 5 : : 

Resolved by the senate of the State of California and the assembly jointly, 
That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives be re- 

uested to urge the completion of the public surveys in this Stateand prompt 
ng of plats in the local land offices, to the end that the public lands 
made available for settlement and improvement. 


Mr. PERKINS, I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of California, relative to Government lands containing petroleum, 
haltum, and other valuable minerals in paying quantities. I 
ask that the 2 resolution be printed in the RECORD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[Assembly joint resolution No. 3. Introduced by Mr. Dale February 8, 1900. 
- Amended in assembly February 9, 1900. ] 

Assembly joint resolution No. 3. Relative to Government lands containing 

petroleum, asphaltum,and other valuable minerals in paying quantities. 

Whereas many thousands of acres of lands bearing petroleum, asphaltum, 
and other valuable minerals in . situate in Kern, Fresno, 
and other counties of the State of fornia, have mint, returned by the 
United States surveyor-general as agricultural lands: an 

Whereas said lands are now being developed for the minerals they con- 
tain, and are producing, and will continue to produce, millions of do! of 
wealth in such mine and thus building up an industry of immeasurable 
worth to the State of California; and 
hereas certain persons are now attempting to acquire title to said lands 

cultural State lands under an act authorizing the State of California 
e Government lands in exchange for State ool lands under an act 
passed in e 1891, and relating to lieu lands to be selected by State 
or Territory," and also in exchange for forest-reservation lands under an act 
of June 4, 1897; and 

Whereas the sole purpose of such spec- 
ulation, because of their value for oil and other minerals and not for devel 
opment purposes, thus retarding the growth of one of the most important 
industries in California, thwarting the will of the people and the intent of 
our National 8 in granting certain rights to the locator of mining 
claims, and depriving thousands of miners of their holdings, the title to 
Sin! joe errand peen held by the United States Government to be valid: 

erefore 

Resolved vy the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators be in- 
structed and our Representatives be requested to use all honorable means to 
provoni the frauds which seem to be practiced u 


as 
to 


rsons in acquiring said lands for 


ing th fouch lawn by che Hatwonk AON AA on wih ore 
y securing the passage of such laws by the Nation: n as 
clude the use of what is known as forest reservation land scrip to acquire 
title to these well-known mineral lands. Be it 

Further resolved, That the chief clerk of the assembly be instructed to 
forthwith transmit by mail a copy hereof to our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress from the State of California. 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of California relative to the report of the California Débris Com- 
mission. Lask that the joint resolution be printed in the RECORD, 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[Assembly joint resolution No. 4. Introduced by Mr. Caminetti, February 
8, 1900. Made special order February 9, 1900. 
Assembly joint resolution No. 4, relating to the report of the California Dé- 
bris Commission. 


Whereas the California Débris Commission has, in the report concernin; 
débris dams and restraining works recently submitted to the Secretary oi 
War, recommended a system which is claimed to be safe, practicable, and 
economical; and 

Whereas, in order to secure the inauguration and construction thereof, the 
appropria nons recommended by said commission should be made without 
delay: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators be in- 
structed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to u the a; 
proval of said 2 and the publication thereof, and to use all honorable 
means to secure the appropriations required to put into execution the plans 
recommended therein. Be it 

Further resolved, That a y of this resolution, dulyattested, be trans- 
mitted to each Senator and Representative in Congress from the State of 
California. 2 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Labor Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying that all the remaining public lands of 
the United States be held for the benefit of the whole people, and 
that no grants of the title of these lands shall ever hereafter be 
made to any but actual settlers and home builders on the land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a memorial of the Labor Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the of House bill 
No. 5067, concerning the boarding of vessels; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 154, 
Cigar Makers’ In ational Union of America, of Lincoln, III., 
remonstrating against the cession of public lands to the several 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ken- 
tucky, praying for the establi ent of an army veterinary corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER penen a memorial of the medical societies 
of Miami and Shelby counties, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to 
animals in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men's Asso- 
ciation of Hampton, Va., praying that an appropriation be made 
to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of the Iowa Association Opposed 
to the Extension of Suffrage to Women, remonstrating against the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution permitting the 
women of the United States to vote; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


THE PACIFIC CABLE, 


Mr. HALE. I present a number of communications from rep- 
resentatives of certain cable companies in the United States, re- 
lating to the construction of a Pacific cable. I move that all the 
communications be printed as one document and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 3176) to provide for the erection of dwellings for the 
keepers of the Grosse Isle, Mich., light-houses; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 152) to provide for the erection of a house for the keeper 
of the Grosse Isle, Mich., light-house, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was 5 indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 153) to establish wind-signal display stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1928) to authorize the construction, operation, and main- 
tenance of telegraphic cables between the United States of Amer- 
ica and Hawaii, Guam, and the Philippine Islands, and other 
countries, and to promote commerce, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2788) for the relief of Wells C. 
1 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereor, ; 

He also. from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2199) for the relief of volunteer officers and soldiers who 
served in the Philippine Islands beyond the period of their enlist- 
ment, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 28) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of James H. Waters, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SE WELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or 
near Des Moines, Iowa, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 430) for the relief of Charles Wagemann, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2883) to change the characteristic of Cape 
Cod light, Massachusetts, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 257) for the relief of Gilman Sawtelle, 

rted it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1882) for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Rail- 
way and Construction Company to build and maintain a railwa 
hats traffic bridge across River at Grand Ecore, in the parish 
of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana, reportedit withan amendment. 


REPORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORATION EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 


ELKINS, Jan 22, 1900, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved q Agriar aean (the House of R. tatives isendi À That there 
bp printed 5, of the report of Capt. W. R. Abercrombie on the Cop- 
River tion to Alaska, transmitted by the Secretary of 
War, of w 1,500 shall LOE Sie GSN OF Sie eee, ier ton wee ee OF ADS 
House of tatives, and 1,000 for distribution by War Department. 


COMPILATION RELATIVE TO THE PHILIPPINES, 


2270 SAAE roan the TORRIG om the Philip 
anuary 9, I re m the Committee on ili 
pines a brief compilation of the latest information and statistics 
obtainable on the numbers, areas, population, races and tribes, 
as exports and imports, forests, and harbors of the 
ppine islands. I move that the usual number of the report 
be ted for the use of the Senate, 
motion was agreed to. 


QUARTERMASTERS’ SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY, ETC, 


Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to suspend the operation of 
certain provisions of law relating to the War Department, and 
for other purposes,” to report it without amendment. I will state 
that these are provisions of law restrictive in their nature under 
which no war could be carried on. In advertising for the pur- 
chase of so many horses, mules, etc, the Department find it is an 
absolute necessity that the PET ORS shall be extended, which ex- 
pires at the end of this fiscal year. Itis pro to extend it for 
one year, so as to continue during the next l year. I ask for 
ae consideration of the bill. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full for 
information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE, Thisisa = important bill and there are very 
important provisions in it. I should like to have an opportunity 
of examining it as it deals with the Army and its future. I do 
not want to object, although I shall have to do so, if necessary. 
I ask the Senator to let it stand over until to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iwill say that it is the provision of law now. 
The provisions of the old law were suspended. The old law pro- 
vided for anarmy of 20,000, and in advertising in relation to the 
number of horses and things of that kind, we could not carry on 
a war without suspending those provisions. The Secretary of 
War asks that the time be extended for another year. 

Mr, HALE. I will examine it. 

Mr. SEWELL. We could not go on after the first of the month 
if those provisions were not extended, 

Mr. E. I will examine it between now and to-morrow 
mo „ Ishould like to have an opportunity to examine it. 
We ought to be very careful about legislation de the Army. 

Mr. WLEY. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state 
that this is nothing but a renewal of the act which we passed a 
year ago, which was very carefully studied in all its details. It 
is merely to facilitate the transaction of business in some bureaus 
of the War De ent, 

Mr. HALE. I understand that, but it is not asking very much 
that the AR shall go over for a day in order that Senators may 

ei 

Mr. SEWELL. Is the Senator aware that it is a House bill 
also and that the measure went through the House? 

Mr.HALE. I have a copy of it here before me. But it does not 
follow that it should be passed when reported use the House 
has passed the bill. A great many bills we put through by unani- 
bills that are not of special 

ood legislation that im- 

is way. When the bulk 
have been considered by a 


mous consent when they are reported; 
importance; but it is not in the line of 
portant bills should be put through in 
of bills which are of a private na 


committee, we take the say so of the committee, and we sometimes 

them when reported; but im t bills, bilis affecting large 
interests, an:l especially affecting the Army and the Navy, ought not 
to be passed without giving Senators an 8 to examine 
them; and it ought not to be considered intrusive in this body be- 
cause a Senator asks that a bill may go over for a day in order 
that he e it. 

Mr. SE LL. I would not object to the extension of time for 
the consideration of the bill except that it is absolutely necessary 
that this bill shall be passed within a day or two. For instance, 
there is one provision of law that prohibits the Quartermaster’s 
Department from paying more than $150 a month for rae dr 
services. We never contemplated then that we would have a lot 
of transports and probably would have to pay $250 or $350 a month 
for officers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel constrained to object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3177) for the relief of the 
persons who sustained dai by the explosion of an ammunition 
chest of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894; 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3178) for the relief of Sarah Fried- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3179) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Fox; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3180) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horace H. Redford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3181) to amend 
the act relating to the public printing and binding and the distri- 
bution of public documents, and for other p ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3182) to incorporate 
the Wesley Heights Railway Company, of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 3183) sankay 

W. Newell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3184) ting a pension to James 
R. Alfrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Frederick Heer; which was 
Pen dri by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 
Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to 
tha Lippert; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 0 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Jesse Mabry, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3188) granting an increase 
of pansion to Henry W. Walker; w was read twice by its title, 
= „With the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3189) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3190) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 
Columbia;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3191) for the relief of the 
estate of James Young; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3192) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Jersey City, N. J.; which was read twice by 
8 aes Poe referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3193) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles H. Force; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3194) granting an increase 
of sion to William Kepler; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8195) for the 
relief of the estate of Sarah G. Smith, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3196) for the relief of the heirs at 


a pension to 


CCC 
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law of Maj. Tarleton Woodson, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also in uced a bill (S. 3197) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3198) granting an increase 
of pension to Fisher Ames; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3199) to correct the military record 
of William J. McNatt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) pro- 
viding for the purchase of historical manuscripts relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for salary of consul at Beirut from $2,000 to $2,500 per 
annum, intended to be pro by him to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the allowance for salary of minister resident and consul- 
general to Siam from $5,000 to $7,500 per annum, intended to be 
ppoe by him to the diplomatic and consular app tion 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign tions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT, COMMANDER R. M, d. BROWN, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (S. 1636) authorizing the President of the United States to 
nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on the retired 
list, to be a commander on the retired list, was indefinitely post- 

med, and that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 

aval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Tuesday next, after the routine morning business, I shall call u 
the joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the Unite: 
States with reference to the Philippine Islands, with a view of 
submitting some remarks thereon. 


SEIZURES IN AND NEAR DELAGOA BAY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
Was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate; 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of January 17, 1 I transmit 
herewith a 5 from the Secretary of State, with accompany ng papers, 
showing the steps that have been taken by the Department of State to obtain 
the restitution of property of American citizens seized and detained b 
military authorities of Great Britain in and near Delagoa Bay, South Africa, 

< WILLIAM MOKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, February 15, 1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate the unfinished business. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or aoined 

by the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment reported by the committee. i 

Mr. HOAR, Is the pending question on the amendment in re- 
gard to international bimetallism? 

The PRESIDENT me tempore. It is. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish not to make a speech or ar- 

ent, but merely to make one very simple statement before this 

amendment shall be voted upon. It is almost too commonplace a 

thing to say in the hearing of gentlemen who have been, like the 

members of this body, meditating upon and discussing this im- 

portant question for so many years, and yet it is a thing which 

seems to me to be entirely forgotten in political discussions and 
the discussions of the press. 

Whenever there is added any action in favor of the gold stand- 
ard or any recognition of the gold standard as something forced 
upon the people by the necessities of the case, there comes upa 
= from the press of both ro. and that portion of the press 
which likes to style itself independent, that there is an attempt to 


The Chair lays before the Sen- 


straddle, to get silver votes, or please silver communities by mak- 


some vague, worthless, shadowy promise of doing something 
fat Stowe in the remote future. 


When the ublican convention at St. Louis, which nominated 
President McKinley, stated their conviction that it was desirable 
that the consent of commercial nations should be obtained to 
rehabilitate silver, and pledged itself to do what could be done, 
and of course pledging the Republican party to promote that end, 
the cry went up, a sneer and a half laugh, even in me 
lican that were strong advocates of the gold standard, that 
that was a sort of sop to Cerberus, 

Now, the people of the country, it seems to me, ought to be 
reminded of what had been the uniform belief of everybody in 
this country down to the time when our finances got into con- 
fusion during the civil war. Alexander Hamilton and Jefferson, 
each in his own way, when the Constitution was inaugurated-— 
Hamilton at the request of Congress, and Jefferson at the desire 
and with the full concurrence of Washington—investigated this 
question of currency down to its fundamental principles; and the 
result was the greatest report on finance made by the greatest 
financial genius in the history of the world who ever had any 
public administrative responsibility, Alexander Hamilton, a re- 
port concurred in by Jefferson and accepted for nearly a hundred 
years by the whole rican people, by Washington and his asso- 
ciates, by Webster, by Benton, by Jackson, and the leaders of both 

es and of both sections. 

That belief established three fundamental principles: First, that 
the best standard of value was the double standard, gold and sil- 
ver; next, that that could only be maintained by concert or co- 

tion or common action of the great commercial nations of 

e world; and third, that if it could not be maintained, gold, 
which is the most valuable metal, is the one to which it would be 


necessary to resort. 

The two parties differed as to whether redeemable paper cur- 
rency issued by the Government, or issued by banks with the 
authority of the Government, should be added to this bimetallic 
currency; but those three truths, as they were deemed, wereaccepted 
by the entire American people without any considerable question. 
They not only were accepted by the American . 75 50 but the 
double standard of gold and silver was recognized in the Consti- 
tution itself, prohibiting the States to make anything but gold and 
silver legal tender, and of course implying and taking for granted 
in that prohibition that Congress would not do this thing which 
no State should be permitted to do. 

Now, then, the principal nations of the world had a substantial 
bimetallism. Though one metal would get a little ahead at one 
time, a few per cent, and another a little ahead of the other, still 
gold and silver circalated everywhere as legal standards of value, 
and the civilized world got ae 

Now, when the destruction of specie payments and the disturb- 
ance of the war came on, we got our finances into confusion, and 
the fiat-money schemes, and the schemes of one sort and another 
for paying debts, Government debts and private debts, with a de- 
preciated or cheap currency came up. Soon after the principal 
nations of the world, following England, which had started earlier, 
departed from the old, safe, accepted bimetallic path, and the con- 
dition of things which Alexander Hamilton thought possible and 
intimates in this report came about—that you could not get the 
concert of nations any longer to a double standard. We have 
been compelled, as a majority of us think, to follow other nations 
in the path in which they have led, of a single standard, and we 
are do ng past what Hamilton and just what Jefferson thought we 
must do if that condition of things 3 namely, to take the 
most valuable metal and the metal which other ci ed nations 
adopt as our standard. 

But in doing that, when we say that the American people has 
not changed its mind, but that we still believe the double standard 
the best, we are only saying that we reaffirm the universal opinion 
of the American people for a hundred years. Whether it gain 
votes or lose votes, whether it satisfy discontented communities 
or do not satisfy them, if remains the simple truth, which every 
man in the Senate old enough to remember the time before the 
war, whether he was a special student of finance or only an ordi- 
nary intelligent American citizen, believes, to wit, that you must 
have the two metals if you can get the concert of other nations in 
doing it; that if you can not, if you are driven from that policy, 

‘ou must accept the most valuable metal, and that you must get 
Pack to the double standard again whenever an opportunity comes, 
the double standard and not the single standard being the best 
for mankind and the best for us, 

Now, that is all there is of it; and if it gain votes or please dis- 
contented communities or help the party in power, itis only gain- 
ing votes and pleasing discontented communites and helping the 
party in power by a r ation of the simple truth and a re- 
affirmation of the crew ag belief of the American people of all 
parties and of all sections for a hundred years. It is nothing 
new. There is no disguise in it; there is no pretense in it; there 
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is no h 
ican citizen who formed his opinion since Hamilton made his re- 
port down to the year 1863 believed these three truths; and that is 
all there is of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the amendment now before the 
Senate is one of those miserable makeshifts that force themselves 
into financial bills to cover the wounds of those who support them 


in it; but it is the simple fact that every Amer- 


against the lacerations of conscience. When this amendment is 
voted on the committee's substitute for the House bill, I will offer 
what I will now read as a substitute for that amendment: 

First. That it is the fixed policy of the United States to pay and clear off 
the national debt as 1 4 as just and 55 taxation and the accumulation 
of other revenues of the Government t, with constant regard to 
the caret of the people to respond to this national duty. 

Second. t the specie basis, consisting of gold or silver coin, or both, is 
the only true, just, and constitutional basis of the issue of bank bills to circu- 
late as money. 

Third. Tha taxpayers 
of the United States that Congress should agree to change the terms of the 


the le of the t and privilege of paying said obligations in coins of 
old g * faa to % fhe eee of the gen- 
eral welfare. 


Fourth. That it is contrary to the policy of the United States that the 
national debt shall be made perpetual, or that it should be maintained or in- 
creased for the benefit of the national banks, or to regulate the commercial 
value of gold or silver bullion. 

If this substitute for the amendment of the Senate committee 
should be adopted, I would then move to strike out the word 
“enacted” in the enacting clause and substitute in place of it the 
word ‘‘resolved,” so that it would be a joint resolution. 

The ground that has been covered in the general discussion of 
this measure is the same that has been suryeyed and resurveyed 
in the Senate for more than twenty years. The facts, with slight 
additions, and the arguments, almost without change, are the 
same that have been presented at every session of ten successive 


All the old battles have been fought over and all the now heal- 
ing wounds have been torn open to bleed afresb. 

t would be an intolerable cruelty to a people who are push- 
ing their enterprises with renewed vigor and great prospi in 
the dawn of a new era, in which the strength and splendor of the 
Republic is developing in concert with the noblest virtues and 
best aspirations of benevolence and justice, if this bitter discus- 
sion was forced upon our country for purposes of party advantage 
in the coming elections. 

This motive has something to do with this agitation, so unwel- 
come to the people. 

The compelling power of ty organizations is the chief reli- 
ance of the projectors of measure for its passage, and the 
fretful protests of some distinguished leaders of the majority 
against its provisions and the artful introduction of provisions 
that are 5 and deceptive, for the purpose of quieting 
others, show that the bill has impressed many of its supporters 
with a feeling of alarm and abhorrence. 

But it moves on its course with the steadiness and ease of a cloud 
driven by unseen winds in a summer sky. It is well directed in 
its course and is resistless in its progress. 

It is not dealing with ratios between the money metals or ques- 
tions that relate to their equality in the mints, nor does it pause 
to consider the sanctity of contracts or the questions of constitu- 
tional laws and rights that obstruct its progress, 

The mission of the bill is to decree a higher law than the Consti- 
tution, that shall emancipate concentrated capital from all taxa- 
tion, to make capital the benefici of the powers of taxation 
which were given to Congress alone for the p of conducting 
the Government, to make the bond debt of the Government per- 
potum and toincrease it as occasion may offer, so that the national 

nks, based upon it, shall rule the financial destiny of the people 
forever, and to give them the power to create money that the Goy- 
ernment is bound to redeem in gold gathered by taxation, and to 
regulate its volume of supply to the people. 

is power to increase or inish the yolume of currency at 
will is the inquiry of absolutism in the hands of the money power, 
the most potent and relentless of all despots. 

This ruling and irresponsible agency of the power of money, 
given into the hands of 3,500 national banks, is more dangerous 
to the people than if 3,500 regiments were concentrated under the 
command of an ambitious, selfish, and cruel despot who has no 
9 for any rights or interests that are not his own. 

o national bank has interests that are in competition with any 
other national bank, and they are all so subject to the power of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that his will as to their operations 
is irresistible, and therefore his power to command them is su- 


preme. . 

Jam not stating the facts to support these statements. I have 
no need to state them. They are known to the people of the 
whole coun They are and have been on every page of every 
bank book of accounts for more than fifty years, and they are 


written in the experiences of spaced ated who ever had an account 
in one of them. hile it is a leading purpose of this bill to keep 
this enormous concentration power under the control of capital 
and credit engaged in manufacturing bills to circulate as money 
on the basis of the credit of the Government, and while this is a 
danger to the pone that threatens all the sources of their pros- 
perity and all their liberties, there is a still deeper purpose; notin 
the least concealed, to divide our people into two classes—one 
the bearer of national burdens and the other the untaxed holders 
of permanent mort; on the labor, earnings, productions, and 
prope ty of all the industrial classes, 

‘he feudalism of Europe, that our Constitution was expressly 
designed to prohibit in our country, has been transferred largely 
in the British Isles from lands into consols, which represent the 
interest-bearing national debt. It is the purpose and necessary 
effect of this measure to establish this system of feudalism in the 
United States. Its success is assured, and I fear it is irrevocable, 
when this bill or the House bill is enacted into law. 

To aid this plan in the Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
by increasing the purchasing power of the interest paid on the 
bonds, gold was made their sole legal-tender money, and thus en- 
hanced in value, its scarcity was safely relied upon to lower the 
price of the labor and property out of which the bondholders were 
to derive their interest. 

This bill adopts gold as the sole money to be received for all 
taxes and to pay the bonds and the interest upon them, and re- 
turns us to the same dominion that we thought we were escaping 
from in 1776 as to the feudal system. We are now on a worse 
footing than our brethren, the British subjects, because in the 
United Kingdom all paper money is issued and redeemed by a 
private corporation upon a basis of specie on which the people 
are not taxed, while we redeem all our national-bank issues in 
gold taxed out of the people, and at the same time we pay the banks 
that issue the bills interest on the bonds upon faith of which the 
are issued. In England the basis of banking is specie, on whic 
the people pay no interest, while in this country the basis of bank- 
ing is the public credit, which rests alone on taxation to sustain 
it. We pay the national banks the interest in gold upon their 
capital. e allow them to convert that capital into money and 
use it at rates that seldom fall below 12 per cent per annum. We 
redeem their bills in gold raised by taxation, and exclude all land- 
owners from borrowing money on pledges of their real estate. 

The industrial classes are thus made servile, while those who 
create money under ee charters escape taxation and become 
lords paramount in all but the name. 

This bill makes this condition inevitable and perpetual. 

In this debate I have pointed out already the manner in which 
these results are fastened upon the country, and I will only call 
attention now to the only creed known to the people of the United 
States that is opposed to this new revolution, which returns us to 
the dominion of the British system of finance. 

That creed is the broad and historical ground upon which all 
Democrats have always stood. It is the payment of the national 
debt, not its pe prs that whatever banking is authorized by 
law shall be conducted on the specie basis; that the specie basis 
of all contracts, public and private, consists of gold and silver legal- 
tender coin, e national banks are based on the credit of the 
United States inthe form of bonds. If that basis is removed by 
the payment of the bonds, they must provide for the redemption of 
their bills in specie or go out of business, 

So that a resort to the old Democratic creed is the only plan by 
which the people can be saved from the destruction of their in- 
dustries, the taxation that will never end, the loss of their real 
liberties, and their degradation as feudatories of the Doney power. 

In doing this, by paying off the national debt, we shall also 
necessarily restore silver to its former equal rights with gold, and 
its full coinage will be then demanded by the national banks as 
the only means of securing a full specie basis for the redemption 
of their notes, and the Government will go out of the banking 
business. 

We have but one way to enforce the will of the people in favor 
of silver money, so often expressed and so often baffled and dis- 
appointed by the friends of monopoly, of the national banks, and 
the other money corporations, associations, and combinations in 
Congress. It is to make it to the interest of the national banks to 
demand the full and free coinage of silver. This can only be 
done by the payment of the national debt. 

That will take the foundation from beneath their banks and 
force them to the specie basis for the redemption of their bank 
notes, or they will have to go out of business, This they will 
never consent to, and they will at once become clamorous for the 
fae free coinage of silver to put into the foundations of their 
c t. 

The object of this bill, so far as they are concerned, is to pre- 
vent this result, which is the necessary result of the payment of 
our national interest-bearing obligations, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to inform 
the Senator that his time has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lask the consent of the Senate to proceed for 
three or four minutes to finish my statement, as I do not expect 
to again take the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Alabama may be permitted to finish his remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro rom at Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN, lam much obliged to the Senate for its in- 
dulgence, 

Mr. President, this bill makes the issue between the Democratic 
and ra Gone oat parties so deep and so broad that one or the other 
will fall under its decision, never to rise, if the people sustain this 
measure, 

If they sustain this measure and vote the national debt shall be 
perpetual, they will thereby hand over to the national banks the 
whole control of their financial affairs, and will give them the 
ee and the legal right, in cooperation with the other bond- 

olding classes, to saddle a perpetual mortgage upon all who en- 
gage in the productive industries of the United States. 

It is to save our country from this artful, quiet, cold, and almost 
silent revolution that I make this appeal to the old Democratic 
creed of Jefferson and Jackson, and implore the Democracy to 
take their stand upon the specie basis for the redemption of all 
contracts, public or private, whether made by corporations or by 
individuals. 

If we will now adopt this true and ancient creed of the Democ- 
racy, that our national debt must be paia, and its converse propo- 
sition that the national debt shall not be made a perpetual 
burden on the people, and that the specie basis of gold and silver 
coin shall stand to redeem all money obligations, the Democrats 
of all the country and of all opinions as to what is sound money 
and what is the proper ratio between silver and gold, and as to 
the equal rights of gold and silver at the mints, and the necessity 
for gold as the money of foreign commerce, will forbear their 
doctrinal contentions and will gather under the old standard of 
Jefferson and Jackson without a man missing from the ranks, 

This is our opportunity, and if we use it we can save the coun- 
try from a social, moral, industrial, and political revolution that 
will preserve the Republic against that worst of despotisms—an 
incorporated monopoly of the money power, backed by the taxing 
power of the Government, for the benefit of the wealthy classes, 
at the cost of the toi-ing masses of the people. 

Let the people denounce this measure at once, before it has had 
time to fasten upon them its fatal purposes and the destruction 
that otherwise is inevitable, and they will redeem themselves 
from a fate of which the class distinctions and poverty-ridden 
peore of Europe will be only a mild example. Once we vote our- 
selves into slavery to the money power, the shackles will never 
fall from our limbs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I rise simply to enter my 
rotest against the remarks of the distinguished Senator from 
assachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The general impression which was 
doubt ess left upon the minds of the Senate by his remarks was 
that in the adoption of the bimetallic or the double standardin 1792 
our uuthorities conferred with the leading commercial nations of 
the earth. I deny that our governmental authorities up to 1873 
had at any time, in planning its financial system or in enacting 
its financial legislation, anything to do with foreign nations or 
foreign systems. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr President, I do not know whether I ought to 
ask the Senator to yield to me for a moment, but I should like a 
short time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. What the Senator says is entirely true, that there 
was no agreement with foreign nations; but what happened was 
this: Hamilton in his Be ss in determining what should be the 
ratio between gold and silver, goes over each nation by itself and 
shows substantially that the ratio ranged from 15 to 1 to 16 to 1, 
but was a little over 15 to 1 at that time. He treats all through 
the consensus, the average, adopted by foreign nations as the ratio 
which we should establish. Then, in addition to that, he treats 
that as the ratio which we were to establish. Then he recognizes 
and adopts foreign coins and the legislation of his time as the 
core’ system to be used by the United States for an indefinite 
period. He then proceeds to fix by law not only the ratio of our 
own coins, but the value of Spanish dollars and other foreign 
coins. So he completely affirms the doctrine which I imputed to 
him as the whole basis and postulate of his argument. ‘Then he 
goes on to say—if 1 may be permitted to read one sentence more, 
and that is all—as follows: 


The Secretary is, upon the whole, strongly inclined to the opinion that a 
preference ought to be given to neither of the metals for the money unit. 
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aa rishi declaration of bimetallism. Then he goes on to say 


Perhaps if either were to be preferred— 

He uses in his cautious way the word perhaps — 

Perhaps if either were to be preferred, it ought to be gold rather than 
Ter. 


The reasons are these: 

The inducement to such a preference is to render the unit as little variable 
as possible 

The Senator will see how in this statement Alexander Hamilton 
sums up the whole argument and position of the majority of this 
Senate established Paps bill and by the recent Republican na- 
tional convention. you had put what they said into the best 
words you could have got you would have taken the words of 
Alexander Hamilton which I have just read. Let me finish that 
sentence: 

The inducement to such a preference is to render the unit as little varia - 
ble as possible, because on t depends the steady value of all contracts 
and, in a certain sense, of all other property; and it is truly observed that 
if the unit belong indiscriminately to both the metals, it is subject to all the 


fluctuations that happen in the relative value which they bear to each other. 


Eut the same reason would lead to annexing it to that particular one 


Observe, he is only speaking where there is a necessity to take 
one metal— 
2 itself the least liable to variation, if there be in this respect any 


ore ible gitaron pareo the two. eect iat ter stability 
old may, per n certain senses, ave T S than 
ot en eon taken 


silver; as, being of superior value, less liberties have with it in 
the regulations of different countries. Its stan has remained more oe 
not so 


form and it has in other 8 undergone fewer changes, as, bein 
much an article of merchandise, owing to the use made of silver in the trade 
with the East Indies and China, it is less liable to be influenced by circum- 
stances of commercial demand; and if, reasoning by analogy, it could be af- 
firmed that there is a cit hag robability of greater proportional increase in 
the guey of silver than in tof gold, it would afford an additional rea- 
son for calculating on greater steadiness in the value of the latter. 


In Mr. Jefferson’s paper on the same subject, in his own way, he 
reaffirms that. It is put into the Constitution; and it is the doc- 
trine of Daniel Webster. Mr. Webster himself always thought— 
in which his contemporaries and countrymen do not agree with 
him—that his greatest single service to mankind was his service 
upon gurus of finance and that that was the subject he under- 
stood best—better eyen than constitutional law. Webster and 
Benton and Jackson and everybody in both parties of any sort of 
weight were in those doctrines, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if the distinguished Senator 
had made his last speech first, there would have been no occasion 
for me making any zepi: When you take his first remarks, they 
were that all the way along we had been guided by reference to 
the commercial nations of the world, and that weha eed upon 
certain financial plans because they were in accord with those of 
the commercial nations of the world, and that finally we had 
drifted down to the present Republican bill as a legitimate result 
of all that had been done before. I controvert that statement. I 
say that there never has been a financial law enacted in the United 
States prior to 1873 where this Government, directly or indirectly, 
consulted any foreign nation; and in 1792, when we did not have 
a dollar of coin of the United States—not one—and had no mint, 
and had no power to coin, we adopted our monetary system after 
our own investigation into what were the legal—not commercial, 
but legal—ratios existing in foreign nations. 

The only guide we had was to take those foreign coins, melt 
them, and ascertain the quantity of metalin them. After athor- 
ough examination, without any consultation with France or with 
England or with Germany or any other nation, kingdom, or 
pore on God's green earth, we established our American bimetal- 

c constitutional system of the free and unlimited coinage of gold 
and silver at.the ratio prescribed by Congress, and we maintained 
that up to 1873. During that whole time, whenever the Demo- 
cratic party or the old Whi party was in power, so far as that 
was concerned, there was a determination to have no entangling 
alliances with any foreign nation; and the immortal Jefferson, in 
his first inau address, proclaimed the true doctrine, which 
has been adhered to from that day to this by the party to which I 
have the honor of belonging“ Peace, commerce, and honest 
friendship with all nations; entangling alliances with none.“ 
That greatest of all great men of the world, George Washington, 
in his Farewell Address to the people, left them a legacy, an in- 
heritance which should be honored and appreciated and 1 80 
long as we love to be Americans. I will read from that Farewell 
Address as follows: 


Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I 


4 —— ure you to believe 
me, tellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free 185 


ople ought to constantly 
awake, since history and experience prove that foreign influence is one of 
the most baneful foes of republican government. But that jealousy, to be 
useful, must be impartial, else it becomes the instrument of the very influ- 
ence to be avoided, instead of a defense against it. Excessive partiality for 
one foreign nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even second the 
arts of influence on the er. 
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Pregnant truths, which should be taken to the hearts of the gold 
monometallists of to-day, who are bowing their knee to the golden 


calf worshi by Great Britain and adopting a foreign system, 
transplan from ne which would have held us in 
5 and slavery to day if she had had the physical power 
to do so. 


The Farewell Address continues: 


Real antares Sef par resist — 3 S3 te favorite 55 liable to 
become suspected and odious, while and du usurp applause 
3 confidence of the people to surrender their eee 


great rule of conduct for us in „ in extend - 
our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connection 
as C fı ed engagements, let them be 


frien or 


es. 
and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
If we remain eran efficient government, the 


10 
the us provocation; when we may choose peace or war, as our 
in ed ce, shall counsel. 
Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our own 
to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweaving our destiny with that 
park sees d ty in the Euro- 
riy: 


of any of 
pean ambition, p, interest, humor, or cap 2 


Now, we are called upon to adopt this gold standard because it 
is in comity with the standard of Great tain, because it is in 
sos with the pangan of 3 soa 5 ally 3 — a 

oreign system an dependent upon e changes and fluc- 
tuations and adverse circumstances which may surround that 
standard in foreign countries, f home to our own doors all 
the ills and all the disadvantages w may result from that sys- 
tem in all the foreign nations of the world. 

y not senp an American system—one of ourown? Why cry 
before the world our 3 our incapacity, with 75,000,000 
people, to do what we did in 1792 with 4,000,000 people? Then we 
established our system; we maintained it. T we can estab- 
lish any system we desire; and I want nothing to do with any for- 
eign financial system. I want our own financial system, separate 
and distinct from any other—an American system, which we are 
abundantly able to maintain, whatever it may be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 
Mr. ALDRICH, Mr, President, I was simply going toask that 


te take A vote, but I yield to the Senator from Connecticut if he 
esires 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it seems to be the 


fashion in this discussion for each Senator, as he rises, to protest 
against something. I wish to protest against the assumption of 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who oppo this 
bill—the assumption that they represent the people of the United 
States. Ido not know where they get the right to claim that they 
are the representatives of the people on this question. 

This question went before the people of the United States in 
1896, and went before them upon the platform of the Republican 
party, which announced—I do not suppose I am able to quote ex- 
actly the language, but the substance of it was that the United 
States would maintain the existing gold standard until bimetal- 
lism should be secured by the concurrence of the leading nations 
of the world, which the pledged itself to promote. 

That question went before the people, and notwithstanding the 
sup of some half million votes, more or less, in this coun- 
try, that policy and that declaration and that pledge received a 
majority of the votes of more than half a million of the people, 
Now, I stand here 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro Tempon: Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the ator from Utah? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I understood theSenator’s statement of the 
platform, it was that it pledged the Republican party to maintain 
the existing gold standard, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. With the limitation and qualification—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I did not use the word “ exist- 
ing,” it was an oversight. I intended to use it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. is is the question: Do you propose by this 
measure to change the system which existed at the time that plat- 
form was made? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand that this bill 
rats meg any fii the gold standard as it exists before the 

o 


passage of the 
Mr. HOAR, It does not change it; it maintains it, as the plat- 
form says. 


è silver the opportunity to sa: 


Mr. RAWLINS. Then what is the object of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, those 
5 the ople vo onnan, panne 3 aoe one 

resent the people have been trying ude the people during 
all the years since the enunciation of that platform by saying 
that we were not on the gold standard, and they have been shout- 
ing with the same breath that the United States was not on the 
gold standard, and denouncing OPS who did not agree with 
them as parties to the crime of 1 hat was the crime of 
1873 if it did not place the United States on the gold standard? 
The existing standard was what we promised to maintain 
until we could get international bimetallism, and this bill is for 
the purpose of making it sure that we do maintain the existing 
gold standard and taking away from the representatives of free 
t the Government is not on the 
gold standard to-day. Ifit had not been for the continual mis- 
representations of those who advocate free silver coinage, there 
would be no occasion for the passage of this bill. 

But, Mr. President, I protest that they do not represent the 
peng. With all the suppression of the vote in the last Presi- 

tial election there was a majority of more than a half million 
of the people of the United States for the maintenance of the ex- 
isting gol standard until we could secure international bimetal- 
lism by the concurrence of the leading commercial nations of the 
world; and if they wish to go to the le in on the doctrine 
of the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, which I believe means sil- 
ver monometallism, they will find to their cost and sorrow that 
spac majority will be largely increased in the next Presidential 
election, 

I am obliged to the Senator from Missouri for removing all dis- 
guise from the issue in the next Presidential cam I am 
obliged to him for proclaiming the leading doctrine of the Demo- 
cratic party and its representatives in the last Presidential can- 
vass and its representative in the next Presidential canvass. 
Whatever may be said about anti-imperialism and about trusts 
and about the mone, wer and about corporations and about 
the toi masses and the classes, it will be the same issue over 
again, and that is whether the United States shall attempt to 
eee te existing gold standard in this country into a silver 
stan 

Mr. President, we heard when the Senator from Nevada made 
his speech here something about the alchemist and alchemy, 
There never was any such alchemy as is now proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri. Of all men who have a i the phi- 
losopher’s stone which should transmute base metals into gold, 
the Senator from Missouri is entitled toa parcos for the discovery. 
Only it does not happen to be a stone. It is a law which is to 
transmute silver into gold. Of all the conjurers and magicians 
and wizards who have existed in times past and in times present 
and who sought to delude the people, no one has reached the sub- 
lime height of saying that by the passage of the law and the sign- 
ing of the President’s name toit you could increase the value of 
a commodity the world over 100 per cent. Neither Cagliostro 
nor Hermann nor Kellar nor Frank Daniels would ever aspire to 
any such distinction. It remained for the wizard of Missouri to 
wave his magic wand or magic pen and thus raise the price of 
all the silver in the world 100 per cent. How much? One-half 
certainly, and more than one-half of the silver coin of the world, 
although made a full ee for only 50 per cent as much 
as the gold of the same denomination. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What did I understand the Senator to say? 
Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Make that statement 1 — 0 - 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the $119,000,000 in 
N containing 3 cents less silver than ours, only pass for 

cents? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not said any such thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL, You came very near it, I think. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did state that one-half of the 
silver money of the world to-day, in round numbers, in the 
countries of coinage and in all countries for not more than 50 
cents on the dollar of gold of the same denomination. 

Mr. COCKRELL, ill the Senator permit me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask him to name any great commercial 


nation—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, I am not talking about great 
commercial nations. Iam ng on an entirely different sub- 
ject now. Iam talking about what the Senator from Missouri 
propres to do with his magic pen, when it shall have written a 
aw; and I say that of the four thousand millions, more or less, of 
silver money in the world at least two thousand millions of it 

at 50 per cent or thereabouts as com with the value 
of gold money of the same denomination. He pro to make 
that entire stock of money, depreciated money, as in Mexico, 


re- 


1900. | 


India, and China, and wherever it is to be found all over the world, 
as good as gold. A thousand million dollars of value created by 
one touch of the pen! And not only that, but all the silver of the 
world, in bullion, in ornaments, or in whatever shape it may exist, 
is thereupon immediately to become worth a dollar and twenty- 
nine cents an ounce instead of less than half of that. 

Mr. President, if it were anywhere else than in the Senate of 
the United States, I should simply say that this LNA a is too 
ridiculous for foc Agr to believe, Isee that my time has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Question. ; 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Alabama 
offered an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from what State? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
I understood that he offered an amendment to the amendment, 

4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment was sent to th 


esk, 

Mr. ALDRICH. He read it in his place, and I understood he 
offered it. If it is not pending. it is all right. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. dent, I may have misunderstood the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATTI. Before I go ahead 1 
should like to know what he did say. I have the misfortune to 
sit behind him, and I could not hear. I understood him to say 
that the silver money of the world was circulating now af 50 cents 
on the dollar, nominally, with the gold in the country where it is 
circulating. What was it the Senator said? , 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said, speaking in round num- 
bers, that one-half of the coined silver rene Jin the world is pass- 
ing at only 50 per cent or thereabouts of gold money of the same 
denomination. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the same countries? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the same countries. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that he is misin- 
formed. There is no foundation for that statement. The silver 
money of the world, where gold is circulating with it concur- 
rently, is circulating at the same ratio. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would not a gold dollar, if there 
were one in Mexico, buy two silver dollars; and would not a gold 
dollar, if there were one in India, buy two silver dollars? 

Mr. TELLER. In the first place, there is not any gold in cir- 
culation in Mexico, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Because silver, having depreciated 
to 50 cents on the dollar of gold, has driven it all out. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator there again shows his unacquaint- 
ance with the facts. There never was a gold circulation in Mex- 
ico at any time. Never at any time while the mints have been 
open has there been a gold circulation. The Treasury Department 
give them in a report which they make here more gold than silver, 

ut that is evidently an error, because everybody knows that is 
not true. Take the coin of Great Britain—a hundred and eleven 
millions of it circulating at a limited tender. It does the same 
money duty, when you have 20 shillings of it, that a sovereign 
does. It buys as much of anything that the Englishman wants 
as a sovereign buys. Ten marks of silver in Germany buys as 
much as a ten-mark gold piece buys. 

Mr. President, thisis not the place for mi tations of that 
character. This is the place where facts and not falsehoods ought 
to be 3 to the American people. There is not a country 
anywhere that maintains the standard of gold and silver where 
the silver does not do the same money duty, at the rate established 
by law, that it did previous to 1873. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did I deny that silver circulated 
= rt pins with gold in Germany or the United States or Eng- 

and? 

Mr. TELLER. If he has denied anything at all, that is what 


he did deny by that statement. It was intended to go out to the 


American le that where they have the two moneys in circu- 
lation, one half is doing money duty at 50 cents on the dollar and 
the other is doing it at a dollar—a hundred cents. 

Mr. HOAR. ay I ask the Senator from Colorado a question? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield toa question. I will not hear any 
speech from the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Lou will not hear any speech from me? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I can not afford it. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any country in the world having an un- 
limited coinage of silver where the silver dollar is worth more 
than 50 cent of the gold dollar? 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill answer you now. You can not answer 
it for me. I will take Mexico. I speak with knowledge, for I 
made a trip to Mexico for the express purpose of considering its 
financial condition. I stayed there six weeks, with as good an 
opportunity as any man who did not hold a commission from the 
ri gata paN could haye. I interviewed merchants, I interviewed 
bankers, I inter viewed everybody from the head of the Govern- 
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ment down. “say to you to-day that when I was there, in 1893— 
there has been a little rise in gs in Mexico since, not because 
of the money, but because of the prosperity there—a Mexican dol- 
— would buy as much of one products seg rps he hos wes 
uy twenty years or years ago. no yq 
as ere 9 forei a DAITEN but I can go to Mexico to-day with 
silver money and buy many articles that are sold in the United 
— aon a gold basis with less silver money than you can buy 
th gold, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not answer my question. Let 
me put it in another form. 

Mr. TELLER. Lou can put it in any form you choose. 

Mr. HOAR. If you put an English gold sovereign in your 

and go toa er or a money changer in the City of Mex- 
co, will he not give you for it nearly or quite double its nominal 
value in Mexican silver dollars? 

Mr. TELLER. Nobody denies that. 

Mr. HOAR, Vi well; that is what I want to get at. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ill the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. No; Mexico has no gold coin. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. When the gold of the world gets there it is mer- 
chandise. When you take your gold there in the shape of a sov- 
ereign they know that they can send it back—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator let meask him one question? 

Mr. TELLER. No, I want to get through with one at a time, 
You will have plenty of time. 

Mexico is a country of limited circulation. How do we main- 
tain here at a parity five hundred millions in silver, and more 
than that? It is because we are a great commercial nation and 
there is a demand for it. Mexico has never had a gold standard, 
I repeat. She has never had any gold in circulation. You can 
buy it at the brokers, you can buy it at the banks, but you buy it 
as merchandise. It is not in use and there is no analogy between 
that condition and this. 

What the Senator from Connecticut was proclaiming was with 
respect to the circulation of the world. France maintains eight 
hundred or a thousand million dollars of silver, although I know 
that it is twice what the Department gives her, on an 
absolute parity with her gold, and the circulation in the common 
shops of nce is not gold, but silver. The one hundred and 
eleven millions of silver money in the Kingdom of Great Britain 
does more money duty in the purchase of articles—except in oot 
transactions—than the five hundred millions of gold. What I 
have said of England is absolutely true of Germany, Holland, 

um, and of every other country where they pretend to have 
a gold circulation. 

. President, the Senator from Connecticut says that in 1896 
this question was settled. In New England I know this party had 
a face of gold, but out in the West it had a face one side of which 
was gold and one side silver. It was a bimetallic paty in all the 
country west of the nies. Isaid the other day that I made 
speeches in ten States. I challenge any man to show me that the 
Republican orators in those States stood up and said. We are a 
gold-standard party.” You pointed always to the bimetallic po 
vision. You said existing conditions must be preserved. You 
did not say to the public, “ We are 1 ng to change these condi- 
tions materiall 


ons y;” and the ple did not vote on that subject. 
You got a t vote in sas, in Nebraska, in Minnesota, in 
Iowa, and e who were not gold- 


n other sections from ee 
standard people. They may eventually be brought into the gold- 
standard fold by the pressure of party prejudice and party 
sympathy and perty pri e, but they have not e there yet. The 
highest authority the President's State, in one of the great 
places where men have influence, declared that that bimetallic pro- 
vision puta hundred men in the last House of Representatives who 
would not have been there if it had not been in the platform. I 
do not know whether that is true or not, but I know you did not 
inake a campaign upon the gold standard. 

The American le have not declared for the gold standard. 
You may make them. It will take more money than you spent 
in 1896, if you do make them, to carry it, and in 1896 the party of 
which you boast, the party to which you belong, spent more 
it ever spent from the hour it came into existence up to that time. 
You spent two dollars where the aggregate expenses had been one 
from the very foundation of the party in 1856 to the hour you nomi- 
nated McKinley. You may do it seu You may close the fac- 
tories or threaten to and frighten the people into voting for the 
gold standard. You may do what you did in all the great cities 
of the East. You may say to the employees, roe vote for Mr. 
Bryan and he is elected, this factory closes,” You did it in Chicago; 
you did it in all the great cities, I repeat, and in all the great 
manufacturing centers. You may do it again. You may get an 
expression of the people, but you did not get it then. The people 
were walked up, under the threat of starvation and discharge 
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from their employment, and they voted for the ticket under voer- 
cion; and they did not believe then that you were a gold-standard 
party, and you did not dare to say you were in two-thirds of the 
area of the United States. 

The Senator from Connecticut is nothing if heis not a prophet 
I remember once here when he prophesied—and he particularly 
prophesied as to myself—that a position I had taken would not be 
sustained by the people of my State. Mr. President, they sus- 
tained me by more than 85 per cent of the vote, and so it is not 
worth while for the Senator to tell us what is going to happen next 
time. We do not know what is going to happen. Weare willing 
to make this campaign and take the chances. If the American 

ple say they are for the gold standard, that is the end of it. 
he Senator complains that we say we are the representatives of 
the people. I do not think anybody will accuse the Senator from 
Connecticut of being a representative of the people Cepoi Ido 
not know that he misrepresented the 8 of his State. I 
do not know what their sentiments are. prenume they are for 
the gold standard. Ihave no doubt the people of Connecticut are, 
and probably he pen represents them in that way, but Con- 
e eee all of the United States by any means. There is some 
section of it besides which has something to say about these ques- 
tions and will continue to have, notwithstanding the Senator may 
enter his very earnest protest. 

1 mean to assert, in spite of the Senator, that I stand for the 
American people, if I know what their sentiments are. When I 
shall find that their sentiments differ with mine, I shall find 
that I am of no further use in this Chamber—I mean on this great 

uestion. I will be ready to quit when that occurs. I do not be- 
lieve that the American ple are a gold-standard people. I be- 
lieve the Senator from Massachusetts told the truth when he said 
a couple of years ago, or three years ago, that 90 per cent of the 
people were bimetallists. I believe they are now. I believe they 
want bimetallism. You are afraid they want it, and therefore 
ou put in this childish and foolish statement in the bill that this 
ill is not intended as an obstacle or hindrance to bimetallism. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, we are all the while 
getting something new in the Senate of the United States, We 
are getting new definitions, and we have now what seems to me to 
be a new definition of bimetallism. Bimetallism as proclaimed 
to-day is the opening of our mints to the free coinage of silver at 
a certain ratio. The opening of our mints to the free coinage of 
silver in olden times, in the times of the Constitution, when our 
friends are wont to boast that gold and silver were made the 
money of the Constitution, meant to the coinage of gold and sil- 
ver at a ratio that then represented as nearly as it was possible an 
equivalence in value between the two metals. Now there is no 
bimetallism except for the opening of the mints of the United 
States alone at a ratio which represents a divergence of one-half 
in the equivalence of the two metals. 

I will say this: IfI believed that we could open our mints to 
the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and thereby brin 
to a parity throughout the world the value of the two metals an 
maintain it there, my objection to free coinage as preached by the 
new financiers of the United States would be largely diminished, 
if not entirely eliminated. But there comes the exact difference 
between us. We do not believe it. We do not see how it is pos- 
sible for anybody, taking into consideration the history of the 
past, taking into consideration all the laws which govern cur- 
rency and finances, to believe that silver money can be main- 
— in the United States at a parity with gold upon the ratio 
of 1 1. 

The fathers did not believe it. Nobody believed it up to a recent 
period. The greatest care was taken in opening our mints to see 
that the quantity of silver which was coined into a dollar should 
equal, as nearly as possible, in all markets the value of gold that 
was coined into a dollar. We had that law; we had a ratio, and 
up to 1873, if Iam not mistaken, the mints had been open to the 
free coinage of both, and in that year there came for the first time 
a divergence between the two metals as to the value of the gold 
or silver represented in a dollar. In 1873 there was a divergence 
of about 8 or 9 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not 1873; in 1878. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. In 1878. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; in 1873 silver was at a premium. 

Mr. TELLER. Silver was at a premium in 1873. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was incorrect. I intended to 
say thatthe ll, Sor came in 1878, or shortly before that. From 
that day the gulf between gold and silver value has been widen- 
ing. It has not been the result of law. If law has had any influ- 
ence upon it, it is not entirely responsible for the widening of the 
gulf. Silver went steadily down from 1878 as compared with the 

old in commercial value until 1890. In the meantime, between 

878 and 1890, we were coining more silver than we had ever 
coined annually at any previous time in our history, and yet the 
divergence grew. 

Then in 1890 we were told that if we would only purchase 4,500,000 
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ounces of silver per month and coin it into silver coin it would 
raise the price of silvcr to its old price and the ratio price of $1.29 
anounce. Wedidit, Mr. President. We believed that. Wewere 
told over and over again that all we had todo to raise tho price of 
silver from what it was then to $1.29 an ounce the world over was 
to buy and coin 4,500,000 ounces per month, and we carried that 
on for three years. I do not remember now how much it was 
annually that we coined. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Fifty-four million ounces. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. e coined 54,000,000 ounces an- 
nually, but the number of dollars was much greater, and still the 
price of silver went steadily down; the divergence grew wider and 
wider. Then we repealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act, and still the price of silver has gone down as compared with 
the price of gold, but not so rapidly as it did from the vepri 1890 
to 1893, when we were purchasing the four and a half million 
ounces per month, which we were told was going to elevate silver 
to the price of gold. 

And now we have come to this, that there is no bimetallism ex- 
cept free coinage at 16 to 1; that no one believes in bimetallism 
who does not believe that we can take silver, now worth 47 cents 
on the dollar as compared with gold commercially, and raise it to 
the parity of gold by just opening our mints at that ratio. 

If a man believes in another ratio he is not a bimetallist. If he 
believes in the ratio which represents the real parity of value be- 
tween gold and silver that man is not a bimetallist at all. He 
must believe what is beyond belief, what it isincomprehensible to 
i es that any man believes, that we can take these two metals 
with all this divergence, one being worth half as much in the 
market as the other, at the ratio of 16 to 1, and make them equal 
in the market the world over. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I protest against the assertion, 
so far as I am concerned, that I insist that every bimetallist must 
believe that we are capable of coining silver at 16 to 1 ourselves 
and sustain it. I myself know men whom I regard as as good 
bimetallists as anybody in the world who do not believe that, and 
I have never accused them of inconsistency or anythirgelse. One 
of the best bimetallic men that I ever knew, and one of the most 
intelligent, was General Walker, who never believed that we 
could doit alone. He was a bimetallist, he was an intelligent 
man, a man for whom I had great r t and great affection. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, we have 
parties and parties in this en and we have representatives 
and representatives of parties. I am rather pl to see that 
the Senator from Colorado, who represents one party,does not 
quite agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who 
represents another party. This is what the Senator from Mis- . 
souri said: 

Mr. President, this country, with the people inhabiting it, can make any 
laws on the financial question it desires, and it can maintain them. It is a 


bree See to our people and our race to say we can not maintain a financial 
system at the ratio of 16 to 1 or 15; to 1. $ 


That is the bimetallism of the Senator from Missouri, at any 


rate. 

Mr. SPOONER. He went further and stated that he did not 
want international bimetallism, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He said that he does not want 
any international bimetallism; that he does not want any change 
in the ratio. He wants that old thing which bas been inscribed 
on the banners of the Democratic of this country for the last 
ten years to delude th ple of the country—16 to 1 or nothing. 
Mr. COCKRELL, . President, I was delighted with the 
beautiful imagery that the distinguished senior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] cast over me when he spoke about my 
1 wave the wand and by the pen give value to a com- 
modity. ior to 1878 throughout the world the commercial value 
of gold and silver was their coining value at the ratio of 15} to 1. 
Why was the commercial value then equal to the coining value? 
Because law gave to that silver bullion free and unlimited coin- 
age into full legal-tender money at that ratio, and that law fixed 
that commercial value and nothing else. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law giving to silver free and unlimited 
coinage into full legal tender. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whose law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. In France, in the United States, in Germany, 
that was upon the silver standard alone after 1857 to 1871, and in 
other countries. 

3 EDRO You mean international bimetallism, in other 
WOT 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not international bimetallism at all; each 
nation independent of every other, and no nation belittling and 
degrading and dishonoring itself andits people by asking a foreign 
nation to come and help it establish its monetary system. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. But all substantially on the same basis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Con- 
necticut says that I am trying by the magic of the pen, the wave 
of the wand, to make the commercial value of silver bullion equal 
to its coining value and equal to gold. The Senator says that the 
depreciation began in 1878. In that the Senator is mistaken. 
There was no divergence between silver and gold prior to 1873. 
On the contrary, the standard silver dollar of 4124 grains weight, 
nine parts fine, as a commodity was worth 3 cents more than gold. 

Mr, ALDRICH. How could that be, in the face of the law the 
Senator spoke of? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I corrected myself. It was aslip 
of the tongue, Mr. President. Icorrected myself. I was talking 
about 1873 when I meant 1878. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, when did the depreciation of silver 
commence? It commenced in 1873. What caused it? Now, I 
appeal to the Senator to lay aside his inveterate prejudices against 

ver and look at the facts of history. What caused the diver- 
gence in the commercial value of silver relatively to gold and in 
its divergence from its coinage value? It was law. w. The 
mysterious wand of law was drawn and the legal-tender power 
and free coinage were taken away from silver. What was the 
effect of it? It began to a arate It was law that caused the 
depreciation of silver. No intelligent man can deny it. If it had 
not been for law, there would have been no depreciation of silver, 
and every sane man knows it. It was the law of Germany, pass- 
ing from a single silver standard to a single gold standard; it was 
the law of the United States demonetizing silver; it was the law 
of the Latin Union closing the mints to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

Every man who has ever pretended to have any knowledge of 
the facts of history admits that it was legislation which caused 
the divergence between silver and gold; and the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa 5 ALLISON] who sits before me time and 
again has said. that if that legislation had been directed against 
gold and in favor of silver, that gold would have depreciated as 
silver has done. The Senator from Rhode Island can not deny 
that proposition, that if the legislation enacted against silver in 
1873 and subsequently, and in favor of gold, had been in favor of 
silver and aguinst gold, gold would have depreciated commercially, 
as silver has done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I put the question. I have only ten 
minutes. Say yes or no. Was it legislation that caused the de- 
preciation or not? I dare you to say yes or no. panei) 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer your question in my own way. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Answer the question. It needs no explana- 
tion, TI assert that it was legislation which caused the deprecia- 
tion of silver relatively to gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What egislation? 

Mr. COCKRELL. And I will say that if—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whose legislation? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that legislation had been directed against 
gold and in favor of silver, gold would have depreciated just as 
silver did, and I challenge the Senator to deny it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whose legislation was it that depreciated gold? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make a bit of erence whose 
legislation it was. Do not dodge it. 

r. ALDRICH. Iam not dodging it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Come square up and toe the mark, Say 
ves or no. I dare you to doit. [Laughter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say that the same legislation which demone- 
tized silver can rehabilitate it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then you say that if the same legislation 
had been directed against gold and in favor of silver it would have 
caused the depreciation of gold? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably, Then why did you not 
answer it at the beginning? [Laughter.] Mr. President, it is 
only then a question of power. They admit that legislation can 
bring it up, and the arguments of my distinguished friend from 
Connecticut have been swept away. It is legislation that caused 
the depreciation, and legislation can restore and cause the appre- 
ciation. It is only a question of how much legislation is necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ot how much, but whose legislation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
3 me Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Rhode 

and? 7 8 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave heard him answer a question once 
flatfooted, and I will yield to him almost any time now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I always answer questions, 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is so refreshing. Now, Mr. President 
legislation caused the depreciation of silver. Had it been directed 
against gold and in favor of silver, gold would have depreciated 
and silver would have appreciated. Now, what we propose is by 
legislation to restore silver to its former status. 

. ALDRICH. Oh, no, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now wait. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But you take one single country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait. It is only a question of power. The 
Senator admits that by cooperation with other nations we can do 
it. Then it takes a certain quantum of power; and now the ques- 
tion is, Has the United States that power? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now wait. What power is necessary? We 
will get down now to the logic of it. How much power is neces- 
sary to maintain the commercial value of silver bullion equal to 
its coining value? A power sufficient to accept and utilize as 
money all the silver that can be offered at the mints of that nation. 
That is all; no more, no less—that is all. Whenever you can 
show a nation or two nations or three nations or four nations that 
by opening their mints to the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at a fixed ratio relatively with gold, can take and coin and utilize 
as money all the silver that is offered, then you have the commer- 
cial value of silver bullion equal to its coining value. 

Mr, ALDRICH rose, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment, now. I have got him cor- 
nered. [Laughter.] It is a question of power; a question of 
power pure and simple; a 5 of capacity to take and utilize 
all the silver that is offered. Now, that is the only question. 

Now, the Senator says we can not do it alone—that that will 
drive us to silver monometallism—but that we can do it by com- 
bination with other nations. I say that we can do it alone. I say 
that this great nation, the greatest in the world, with resources 
far beyond the capacity that the whole of Europe had when Eu- 
rope maintained the equality of gold and silver at the ratio of 1 
to 1, when we have infinitely greater power of consumption an 
assumption and assimilation—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Assumption, yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And of products to exchange for silver the 
world over, we can by our open mints take and utilize every ounce 
of silver that will ever come to our mints, and we will still cry 
for more. It is only a question of power, a question of capacity 
to coin and utilize all the silver that will be offered; nothing more 
and nothing less and nothing else. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to get him to make a speech 
just by himself so we could get at him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam trying to— . 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator interrogates me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
must be recognized by the Chair before he can proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Missouri yields 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether he thinks that if France and the other States of the 
Latin Union had continued to coin silver, had t their mints 
open to tlie free coinage of silver at a ratio of 154 to 1, and if the 
other nations of the world that were then using silver had main- 
2 its use, the act of 1873 by itself would have depreciated 
silver 

Mr. COCKRELL. The act of 1873? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Would the act of 1873 have depreciated 
silver, the mints of France and the States of the Latin Union and 
all the other countries of the world haying gone to a coinage of 
both gold and silver at the ratio 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it have depreciated silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Would theact of 1873 have depreciated it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not of itself, it would not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the whole of it; that is the whole 
question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the other nations 

Mr, ALDRICH. Then, how can we by an act restore it? 

Mr. COCKRELL, The other nations had the power to con- 
sume all that was offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator’s answer was sufficient for me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How easily satisfied the Senatoris! He will 
just take almost anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If an act of this country could not have de- 
preciated silver, how can an act of this country appreciate it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We were not on a coin basis then; we were 
not using gold and silver; and that had all on earth to do with it, 
We never could resume specie payments until 1879. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from Missouri and all of the peo- 
ple who agree with him have always contended that the fact that 
we were not upon a coin basis had nothing to do with what they 
call the crime of 1873. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The crime of 1873—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was no crime about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was acrime against God and humanity 
and civilization and Christianity, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Nevada 
yield to me for a moment to put some figures in the RECORD 
which I intended to do when I was up before? 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; but I do not want it to come out 
of my time, because I have some remarks to make, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Then the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was a great increase in the 
production of silver in the years from 1866 to 1895 and continuing 
until the t time. I think that that increase had something 
to do with the depreciation of silver, and I want to put in the 


rom 1866 to 1870, a five-year period, the production of the 
world in fine ounces was 215,257,914; 
For the next five-year period, 1871 to 1875, it was 316,585,069; 
For the next five-year period, 1876 to 1880, it was 393,878,009; 
For the next five-year period, 1881 to 1885, if was 460,019,722; 
5 the next five-year period, 1886 to 1890, it was 544,557,155; 


an 

For the next five-year period, 1891 to 1895, it was 787,906,656 of 
fine ounces of silver, as compared with the period of five years 
from 1866 to 1870 of only 1 ounces; and the production 
has been going on substantially in that ratio ever since. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the assertion is often made 
that this bill is for the purpose of main the existing gold 
standard, Inasmuch as that is the pledge in latform of the 


Republican party, which no doubt will be observed by the Repub- 
licans everywhere with great fidelity, I propose to suggest a modi- 
fication of the bill that will perms a palpable, plain, unmistak- 
able, bold violation of that pledge. 

I give notice that at the proper time I will offer an amendment 
striking out from the substitute bill of the Senate committee the 
word “ gold” wherever it appears in that bill. In ey case where 
it appears it appears as a qualification of coin. In all the legisla- 
tion previous to this time that word was omitted. The term 
“coin” was used in the act of July 14, 1870, when the public debt 
which now exists was provided for, and as toall of it issued under 
that act, it provides for the payment of that debt in gold and 
silver coin of the then standard value. 

The resumption act of 1875 provided for the resumption in coin, 
not in gold coin. In pur g bonds to get coin for redemption 
the act provided for the purchase of the same kind of bonds de- 
fined in the act of July 14, 1870. It has been admitted all the 
time, in every debate for the last twenty years, that all our obli- 
gations were payable in coin. ; 

It is trne the of the Treasury has been giving them 

old when they wanted gold, because his friends were on that side, 
but not because it was the law. No man ever claimed that the 
obligations of the United States were payable in gold coin as 
against silver coin, All the Secretaries itted that that was 
cy than the law. There was 

was the law. 


Now, if you strike out the word “‘gold” and leave the standard 
as it was, you will have some consistency; but you propose to 
change the coin which you said you would maintain, the standard 
which you said you would maintain, which was in the law. 

I deny that we have ever had the gold standard in this country, 
for every dollar of silver coined had the same purchasing power as 
every dollar of gold. Nor have they had the gold standard in 
France. Silver is there doing duty as money, and it is not depre- 
ciated one hair’s breadth. It is as good as it ever was. 
have about $100,000,000 or thereabouts in Germany, which is a 
full legal tender, as good as gold, because it has not been debased 
or degraded. š 

Now, here it is proposed in this bill to degrade the silver coin 
that we have and say that it shall not be received in the payment 
of public dues; that the pots debts shall be paid in gold; that 
the reserve shall be gold. It is changing the standard. It is 
going back on the pledge. It is a plain violation of the pledge 
when you claim that it is the same standard. It ought not to 
get forth to the country. It ought not to deceive anybody. It is 

‘alse that the same standard is provided in this bill that has been 
in existence in this country from the beginning. It is false to 
make such a statement. I hope those who maintain the truth of 
that statement will prove that 1 am wrong and show me any stat- 
ute where an existing obligation is made payable in gold. It is 
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true that gold certificates and silver certificates haye been de- 
posites to take it out; but where is there a debt to be paid, where 

there full legal tender, where is there coin to be paid, that sil- 
ver coin will not pay where gold coin will, by statute? 

Before you say that you are 11 the existing gold stand - 
ard, tell me why it is that you deny to silver the function that it 
has enjoyed by statute all the time since the foundation of this 
Government. Tell me why you do that, and then I can under- 
sere you; 25 I can not ee a pe which says re aro 
maintaining the present stan > ou are acting in goo 
faith with regard to this. matter, you will strike out the word 
“ gold” and leave it coin,“ as it has stood from the beginning. 
Let it stand as it has stood. Do not change it. Be consistent with 
yourselves. Let the Treasury Department make the standard by 
We but do not legalize that usurpation nor enact into law 
a declaration which is false. 1 hope that those who think they are 
maintaining the same standard by this bill will hurry to strike out 
the word ‘‘gold” and leave the statutes for the payment of all 
obligations as they now are, in either gold or silver coin, at the 
option of the debtor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer a substitute for the committee's amend- 


ment: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
substitute offered by the Senator from Colorado, 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment proposed by the 
committee, and insert: 

The pe of the United States are in favor of bimetallism and desirous 
of an interuational agreement with the t commercial nations of the 
world that will admit of the use of both d and silver at such an estab- 
lished ratio as will maintain the parity Fiwon gold and silver coin, and 
the efforts of the Government are hereby — Sy to endea 
such international agreement as speedily as le. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not see the chairman of the committee in 
his seat; but after his effusive declaration for bimetallism I pre- 
sume the chairman will accept the amendment I have offered. If 
he does. if will simplify matters very materially. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I see no reason why the chairman of the com- 
mittee should accept that amendment. All these amendments are 
simply offered to embarrass the committee and to embarrass this 
side of the Chamber who intend to support the bill. There is no 
amendment which could be put on it that would secure the vote 
of the Senator from Colorado. That is very well understood. 
They are all antagonistic amendments to this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree to that last statement. I do not believe 
that you could amend it in this Senate so that I could vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have not offered that amend- 
ment as an embarrassment to the bill, though I should not vote 


vor to secure 


for it if it was put on, I will admit. But if t P pro amend- 
ment of the committee means anything at all, if it is to have any 
influence itself, I certainly think my amendment is an improve- 


ment on it, because this is a virile and live provision. The other 
is negative; this is affirmative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt my friend from Colorado 
thinks he could improve nar section and every line of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. He could. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I presume he could, as the Senator from Ne- 
vada says, but the committee prefer their own language. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would tell me what objection 
there is to the phraseology I Stats 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have to state it as frankly as I could, 
I should not care to reenact the Ten Commandments on this bill, 
however much I might be in favor of them. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not wish to enter upon any discussion of 
the amendment. I will call for the yeas and nays upon agreeing 


Y | toit. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishonld like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado as a substitute for the amendment of the 
committee will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Read both. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by the 
committee will be first read. x 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: 

Src. 9. That the 8 of this act are not intended to place any obsta- 
cles iu the way of the accomplishment of international bimetalliem, provided 
the same be secured by concurrent action of the leading commercial nations 


of the world and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed as a 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1823 


5 the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will now 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The popio of the United States are in favor of bimetallism and desirous of 
an international agreement with the pa commercial nations of the world 
that will admit of the use of both gold and silver at such an established ratio 
as will maintain the parity betona gad and silver coins; and the efforts of 
the Government are hereby pled; to endeayor to secure such an inter- 
nati agreement as y as possible. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, if I could frame the be Se 
of this side of the Chamber respecting an amendment which reit- 
erates and reaffirms the principles and policy of the ublican 
party as to the restoration of bimetallism, I should make 82 
and vigorous and unqualified and earnest. I should probably ad 
many phrases to the declaration as it a in the amendment 
reported by the committee. But, Mr. dent, I can not make 
the language for the Committee on Finance; I can not frame the 

for this side of the Chamber. faith I accept 
the declarations of honorable Senators belon toa party whose 
record is one of honor and not of dishonor; cat when, to a man, 


they state on the floor of this Senate that they are believersin the | a 


principles of international bimetallism, that they stand ready to 
assist in bringing about the accomplishment of that beneficent 
result, as an honest man I accept that statement and am grateful 
for that admission and that appendage to this bill respecting the 
currency. 8 

Ta t it, Mr. President, because I know it is made in good 
faith. It may be, in the opinion of the Senator from Nebraska 
. ALLEN], puny and futile; it may be, in the opinion of the 

from Misso uri Mr. KRELL], humiliating and dis- 
graceful; but it is oane for me andit is enough for any man 
0 1 . R ir lican and soni a eee a a to 
eve t pu meg pariy ill not agree e reopening 
of the American mints at 16 to 1 without considering the wishes 
of any other country, but do stand ready to assist g 
about, with the consent of the 1 nations of the world, the 
restoration of the bimetallic system at some fair ratio. And be- 
cause I believe that I accept it, and I am not going to be driven 
from my earnest desire as a Republican to stand with the com- 
mittee and stand with the party by changes of phraseology, how- 
ever specious or however attractive they may be. 

It may be true—1 hope it is, Mr. President—that the people 
of the United States are in favor of bimetallism and desirous 
of an international agreement; but I do not conceive it to be my 
duty as a Senator of the United States to enact upon the statute 
books of our country a statement as to the beliefs of the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I hardly know how to interpret 
the situation on the Democratic side of the Chamber and the 
attitude of the Democratic party toward international bimetal- 
lism. I am a firm believer in international bimetallism; but I 
find that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is violently 
opposed to it. In order that I may do him no injustice, I wish to 
read from the Recorp what he said yesterday in the debate on 
the financial bill. He used this language: 


I do not want any international agreement. 


How does that sound to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER], a great light and leader also in the Democratic party, who 
has just introduced and is pressing earnestly an amendment favor- 
ing international bimetallism? è Senator from Missouri says 


$ 


I would not bind the United States in any agreement of a financial char- 
acter in any shape, manner, or form. 

It seems to me the Senator from Missouri is bound to vote 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado, 
Again, the Senator from Missouri said, in speaking of an interna- 
tional agreement: 

Ido not want any alliance with any other nation. Ido not want any as- 
sistance from any other nation. 

Mr. President, I take it that the Senator from Missouri speaks 
by authority for his party, as he is its acknowledged leader on the 
page! of the Senate and stands next to Mr. Bryan in prominence 

is party. 

Mr. ONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia allow a question there? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does not the Senator from West 
Virginia know that immediately after the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] so expressed himself he was the only Senator who 
St ala the Republicans in favor of the then pending propo- 

on . 

Mr. ELKINS. Who did? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Missouri who 
made that statement is the only Senator on this side of the Cham- 
ber who voted with the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Arkansas is 


Mr. ELKINS. 
side of the Chamber. [Laughter.] No one else can from the dif- 
ferences and confusion that exists to-day on that side on the ques- 


I do not understand the politics of the other 


tion of finance. — 

Mr. VEST. I did not use the language which the Senator from 
West Virginia has read, but I did vote with the Republicans yes- 
terday, and gave my reasons for the vote I cast. 

Mr. ELKINS. And I 3 the Senator upon his vote, 
but not u his reasons. — Be 

Mr. T. It was my colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] who made 
the statement which has been read. 7 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I beg pardon. I find I was misin- 
Verf I thought it was the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

EST]. 

Mr. ELKINS. No, Mr. President; I distinctly stated that I read 
from the h of the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COOK- 
RELL], and in doing so I took occasion to say I wished to use his 
own guage, as he stood the acknowledged leader of his py 
on this floor. Ido not want to misrepresent the other side in the 

pproaching campaign, and I was very glad to have the explicit 
statement of the Senator from Missouri, who speaks for the Demo- 
cesto pariy in this Chamber, that he was opposed to international 
bimetallism. No one denies this. 

Mr. TILLMAN, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, with 3 

Mr. ö : J. Are you in favor of any alliance with any Eu- 

nation 
r. ELKINS. Iam in favor of an arrangement with European 
nations toincrease the use of silver as money throughout the world, 
because I do not think we can do it by ourselves. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would you limit your agreement or your alli- 
ance or your arrangement to money only; and if so, why? 

Mr. ehavethe money question up now. That is 
one thing, and let us deal with one thing at atime. I would first 

t an arrangement about money and then decide about other 

when and as they come up; I cross one bridge at a time 
and not until I get to it; but I am not opposed to any alliance 
with other countries that will be helpful to the developmentof our 
trade and commerce and in the interest of our people. 

Mr. President, this world is fast becoming a vast neighborhood. 
Thenations of the world are more closely connected than were coun- 
ties in States sixty or seventy yearsago. Everymorning we know 
what goes on in every part of the world; we know the changes in 
the markets and the movements in business and commerce, and 
the idea that we can set up for ourselves, that we can be a part of 
the great world of finance and business, leading the world in both 
and declare at the same time that we will use only our kind of 
money, no matter what it is, and not agree with other nations on 
a uniform standard, is a great mistake. 

Every Senator must admit that the best thing that could happen 
in the financial world in the interest of trade and commerce would 
be an agreement among the nations of the world as to the standard 
of value and the use of thesamekind of money, so that wecould have 
one common standard of value for the entire commercial world. 
Everybody must admit that this would be a wise arrangement 
because nations are so closely linked together in financial and 
trade transactions. We can not stand alone, we can not have 
bimetallism alone, any more than we could e one State or one 
county to have one measure of value with a different measure in 
another State or in another county. 

Mr. President, it seems to me if we are to take the Senator from 
Missouri as the 2 authority, as the leader on this floor of the 
Dem in the approaching campaign, that his party are the 
real enemies of silver, as I have always claimed. Notwithstand- 
ing all the charges of the Republican party being an enemy to 
silver, there is no greater enemy to silver, it seems to me, than the 
Senator from Missouri and those who stand with him, They want 
no assistance; they want no aid; they want no international ar- 
rangement as to the use of silver, although such an arrangement 
might lead to the use of all the sliver that could be produced as 
money. I had supposed that all parties were agreed that an inter- 
national arrangement would be the best thing for this country and 
for the world; but to-day the Democratic declares its opposi- 
tion to any arrangement that will permit the use of all the silver 
in the world as money while Republicans heartily favor such an 
arrangement. 

I wish to say that, in my 8 if there is a little patience 
about the money question it will settle itself. You can not legis- 
late values; you can not legislate what value Europe will put 
upon our money any more than yon can by legislation fix the 
prices in Europe of products on this side of the Atlantic Ocean, 


and compel Europe to accept our valuation. Therefore we should 
on a common standard of value. 
I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Very well. 
I if the question will settle itself, why 


r. STEWART. 
Mr. ELKINS. 
Mr. STEWART. 

pass this bill? 


ask 
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5 S. It will settle itself, and sooner than the Senator 
aM. STEWART. Ido not think so, and so I am opposed to the 


Mr. ELKINS. The Senator knows that the world is producing 
gold so pay and we So lee so much gold for our exports, 
at 


in afew years we have onan golg to make all the 
money we may need; and if so, this will settle not only the silver, 
but the currency question. That is what Senators on the other 
side are afraid of in the approaching campaign. The Democratic 
party do not want the money question settled, even if it will give 
the people and country all the gold needed to carry on business, 
and the use of all the silver that can be safely used. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr, ELKINS. Mr. President, our currency amounts now to 
about two thousand millions of dollars. We all know that every 
dollar of it is good, and the volume of good money is increasing 
rapidly. We are all satisfied, and the world is satisfied; we are 
doing very well; we are carrying on trade and commerce in volume 
that simply startles the imagination. Who is making this com- 
plaint about money? 

The only fear the Democratic party has, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, is that in the next ten years we shall have 
enough gold to do the business of the world. Silver will continue 
to be used as money as much as may be needed for all purposes in 
the business world, but the money of the future will besome form 
of paper or certificate of deposit, which will be represented Uy golo 
or which will be redeemable a er We also have silver 
certificates maintained equal in value to gold so far as they can be 
used with safety. 

It seems to me the rapid increase of gold will settle the currency 
question without any legislation of the kind proposed and advocated 
by Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The timeis athand, 
owing to the rapid increase in the production of gold, when we 
can confidently believe that anyone having gold dollars or gold 
bullion can deposit the same and get certificates for the same 
redeemable in gold, making the best money in the world. 

This will be far better than establishing a national bank, buy- 
ing bonds, and taking out note circulation. Under this arrange- 
ment there will be no need of a public debt or bonds as a basis to 
insure a safe and sound currency. Going directly to the Treas- 
ury with gold will be the shortest and best way to get certificates 
of deposit. These certificates will take the place of national-bank 
notes without injury. 

Of the two thousand millions of currency we have only two 
hundred and seven millions of national-bank notes, or about one- 
tenth. If the banks do not find note circulation profitable, as 
they do not, then instead of puring out a bond that can not be 
redeemed in thirty years as & basis for national-bank notes, why 
not let gold certificates take their place? This would allow us to 
goon paying off our national debt instead of perpetuating it in 
order to furnish a basis for national-bank note circulation when 
it may not be needed, because gold certificates or papar redeem- 
able in gold issued directly against gold deposited in the Treasury 


will be far better, 
CFC t an authority as the Sena - 
i laration that the Democratic 


tor from uri the emphatic 

party do not want any international arrangemenf; do not want 
any aid or assistance; and I want to make this statement so 
strong that it will not be denied in the next campaign. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is unjust to my colleague [Mr. 
COCKRELL] and myself for the mistake to be made that I made 
his declaration upon yesterday and that he voted with the Repub- 
licans, as stated by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. I 
voted with the Republicans, and gave my reasons for doing so. 

When the proposition was made here some years ago to send a 
commission abroad in order to bring about an international con- 
ference as to bimetallism, I did not vote for it. Iwas absent from 
the Senate upon a sick bed at the time, and I did not pair upon 
that question. If I had been here, I should have voted against it 
then, use I believed then, as I believe now, that such a proj- 
ect is utterly impracticable. 

I supposed when the Democratic party announced in their plat- 
forms, national, State, and county, that they were for the free 
coinage of silver at 16 to 1, without regard to what might be done 
by foreign nations, that we meant it, and that we were pre 
to do what must be done in order to saye bimetallism and take 
our position behind silver and defend it, as France did for nearly 
seventy years. 

Why, Mr. President, it would seem from what is said now upon 
this floor that there is a unanimity with foreign nations in regard 
to this question of gold and silver. I had occasion in 1893 to read 
from the reports of the Herschel commission, showing that there 
were all sorts of differences in the systems of the nations of the 
world as to the question of gold, silver, and paper. Iwill ask the 
Secretary now to read the conclusion arrived at by the Herschel 


commit in regard to the monetary systems throughout all the 
nations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

(a) With little or no gold coin, as in Scandinavia, Holland, and Canada; 


1 4? Without a mint or gold coinage, as in Canada and the Dutch East 
ndies; 


The Secretary will read as re- 


8 yr pee ate Hungary is also interesti a 
able e to that of Ind a. R 

It will be seen that a country with a silver standard, and a currency con- 
sisting portly of overvalued silver, but chiefly of inconvertible paper, has 
been able, by closing its mints 1 private coinage for a series of years, 
and whilst still continuing to coin silver on Government account, to main- 
tain a fairly steady rate of exchange with gold-using countries for a consider- 
able period preparatory to adopting a gold standard. 

Mr. VEST. Those were the conclusions of the Herschel com- 
mission, appointed by the British Parliament to investigate the 
question of closing the mints of India, It will be seen that there 
is no systematic and uniform arrangement of this money question 
throughout the world. The exports of every coun etermine 
the value of its legal-tender money, That is an axiomatic rule 
from which there can be no variation, 

We have heard a t deal here about the silver of Mexico 
being depreciated. Mexico exports a few hides, some coffee, and 
a considerable amount of silver. In 1899—and I have the official 
report before me—Mexico exported in round numbers 70,000,000 
pesos or Mexican dollars’ worth of domestic merchandise. The 
valuation of a pero in 1899 in American money was 46 cents on 
the dollar, and in American money the amount of exports of that 
country was about $34,000,000. 

As the result of this, when the Mexican dollar is outside of the 
territorial limits of Mexico it sinks to the value of silver bullion 
commercially. But how is it with the silver dollar of the United 
States? It is as good in Europe as the gold dollar. I had occasion 
in the debate of 1893 to state that when I happened to be at Carls- 
bad, in Austria, a banker there had offe to give me gold or 
Austrian money for any amount of the silver of the United States, 
either silver certificates or silver dollars, because, as he expressed 
it, the silver dollars of the United States, being full legal tender, 
could ss 8 with gold purchase any of our salable products, 
After all, then, it is a question of exports as to the value of the 
ay Sv pes money of any country. 

e Mexican dollar has nearly 6} Barrer more of standard sil- 
ver in it than the dollar of the Uni States; and yet our dollar 
is worth all over the world 100 cents, because we at the 
end of the fiscal pe 1899 one billion two hundred and sixty-odd 
million dollars of domestic merchandise, excluding gold and silver. 
That is the reason why our legal-tender money, no matter whether 
it be greenbacks or silver, is equal to gold anywhere, 

Mr. President, if the time ever comes, as predicted by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] who just spoken, that 
by reason of gold discoveries this country will be flooded with 
gold, we shall have exactly the same condition of things that we 

ad in 1850 and 1851, after the discovery of gold in California, I 
remember distinctly when the bankers of the United States in 1850 
called for the demonetization of goic They were under the im- 
pression that this country would be flooded and inundated with 
gold; and they then declared for silver and against gold distinctly 
and emphatically. The only motive they have or ever will haye 
is to have the money of the United States in that coin which will 
purchase more than any other, and which will increase the in- 
come of the wealthy classes. 

The whole struggle now, as it has been from the time when 
money was first invented, is between the money changers and 
capitalists, who want to make money dearer and higher, with a 
larger purchasing capacity, and the people without money, who 
are dependent upon their labor in order to obtain even the neces- 
sariesof life. To-day e see the United States in the samestruggle 
which has occurred in all the nations of the world. In the Old 
World, where there are privileged classes, where there are men 
living from year to year upon fixed incomes, as in or and in 
some nationsof the Continent, the struggle is to establish the gold 
standard, because they believe that gold is scarcer than silver. 
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1900. 
We, being the largest producing and exporting country in the 
world, can Sustain ives a6 France sustained it. If we abandon 


it, it is as certain as anything can be in the future that the last 
struggle for bimetallism has been made, and that the capitalists 
and money changers have triumphed. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. Preeident, I believe it due to my colleagues 
and to myself that I should make a few observations on the pend- 


ing bill. 

Arr, President, the position that I have heretofore taken on kin- 
dred measures, is well known to every Senator in this Chamber. 
When I addressed the Senate in 1893 on the bill to repeal the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act, I conscientiously believed 
that the United States alone could establish and maintain the 
parity between gold and silver by opening its mints to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16to1. With the 
changed conditions which soon thereafter followed, I became ap- 
prehensive that this was too t an undertaking for a single 
nation. I have, however, s ily adhered to bimetallism, 

Mr. President, admitting that we have heretofore been unsuc- 
cessful in making an eement with other countries, I am in 
favor of again negotiating with foreign nations with a view of 
agreeing upon a parity between gold and silver, and in my judg- 
ment the day is not far distant when the principal nations of the 
Old World will invite the United States to join them in a conference 
for the ose of establishing an international ratio of bimetal- 
lism. The ili reported by the Committee on Finance, and upon 
which we will to-day record our votes, provides for such a confer- 
ence for the purpose of establishing a ratio. 

The platform of the national Republican party adopted in con- 
vention at St. Louis in 1896 contained a similar provision, The 
delegates in that convention not in harmony with that er e 
vacated their seats and retired from the convention. ieving 
then, as I do now, that the St. Louis platform provided all that 
this nation could hope to accomplish for silver and bimetallism in 
the absence of an international agreement, I remained with the 
convention. Supplementary to this view, I wish to add that in 
my judgment there are other ac ape advocated and incorpo- 
rated in Republican platforms which are of great moment and 
importance. 

n order that my position at the time of the last Presidential 
campaign may be better understood, I beg to quote from an address 
I issued to the Republicans of Idaho shortly after the St. Louis 
convention: 


Realizing that the integrity of the ee ee ase this State is endan- 
gered by a conflict of views upon the subject of etallism, a principle long 
cherished and advocated by a majority of the 3 party, but re- 
. the best method of accomplishing which there has always been a 

versity of opinion, it is deemed wiseand patriotic at this time toset forth 
a few facts, which may serve to direct the conduct of unwavering Republic- 
ans and inspire in the hearts of the falteringa renewed loyalty to the grand- 
E peor organization known to the history of this Government. 

o political party has ever yet succeeded in . which in 
all culars met the unqualified approval of every member of the organi- 
zation; and no party 8 to arise within the lifetime of this generati 
taton hope to attain to that degree of perfection. Therefore each indi- 


himselt with that political 
achievements reflects most nearly 
government, 
The question which confronts the Republicans of Idaho to-day is this: Ought 
nization beca 


we to sever our connection with the national or; use it is n 


strict accord 
lism? This 


I believe not; and, moreover, Iam firmly convinced that within the 8 
party rests the promise for the cause of tallism. 
nd, What assurance have we that aban: 


ige publicans of 

considered the situation in this State they 

will conclude that they can not afford to make the sacrifice required; can 

not afford to incur the risks which abandonment of the Republican ty at 

tinue in their unfalterin; ce 

to the 1 which has given the 5 the sound and bene 
t has t 


pelled to the declaration that an independent financial sy: ust 
coupled with the enactment of a law protecting all our industrial and com- 
mercial interests, which can only be — A) through the Republican 


Forty years the Republican party first raised its standard. Under its 
folds were arranged all that was purest in American citizenship and best in 
American statesmanship. To its triumphs on many fields not only our coun- 
try but the civilized world owes a debt of gratitude for its achievements in 
the cause N and humanity. That standard has not yet been low- 
ered, and will not be until the beneficent mission of the Republican party, 
identical with the Republic itself, has been accomplished. 


By the declaration in favor of international bimetallism as pro- 
vided for in the pending bill the position of the United States is 
reiterated to the world and in a manner to admit of no question 
as to our sincerity. 

Mr. President, the people of the State of Idaho in 1896 saw fit to 
cast the electoral vote of the State for the Democratic candidate. 
They were told that the election of Mr. McKinley would result in 
prolonging hard times, low prices, and want of confidence. 

On the contrary, the dominance of the Republican party has 
brought to our State, in common with the rest of the United States, 
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in | pro 


a — 7 — of unexampled prosperity and satisfaction with existing 
conditions. 

The Dingley tariff law has been a source of great benefit to our 

ple. Under it the most important industries of our State have 
been encouraged and developed. Business is better than it has 
ever been before, land values are higher, morigages have been 
greatly diminished, and our people are happy and contented. 

The Northwest, which so short a time ago was faltering in its 
support of the AE et party, is to-day in harmony with the 
President of the United States in his policy, both foreign and 
domestic. 

Believing this measure does not in any way endanger the cause 
of bimetallism, but rather aids its ultimate accomplishment, and 
that when the recognition of silver comes it will be through the 
efforts of the Republican party, I shall vote for the committee 
amendment and the bill. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, I shall vote against the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and I 
shall vote against it mindful of the pledge which was made by the 
Republican party in St. Louis to promote the cause of bimetallism. 
I think the amendment offered by the Senator is not legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he 
thinks the amendment offered by the committee is legislation? 

Mr. SPOONER, I think the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee is entirely proper to be placed in a bill which is legislation. 
I think the distinction between the amendment offered by the 
committee and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado is a very plain one. The amendment offered by the 
committee is an amendment declaring the intention of the body 
which passes the bill as to its construction. The amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado is an attempt to declare by 
8 what the wish of the American people is upon a par- 
tic subject. 


Mr. President, the pledge which was made by the Republican 
arty in St. Louis was speedily redeemed and crystallized into 
aw; and if any doubt has been cast or could be cast upon the atti- 
tude of the party or the attitude of the Government as to the sub- 
ject covered by the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado, it is such an amendment as he has offered. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate and to place upon rec- 
ord the act of 1897, pat only three years ago, the first section 
of which reads as follows: 

That whenever 

„Whenever,“ at any time 
after March 4, 1807, the President of the United States shall determine that 
the United States should be represented at any international conference 
called by the United States or any other country— 

Authorizing him to call it, contemplating the fact that other 
countries might call it; a continuing statute, in every sense as 
vital to-day as it was the day the President affixed his signature 
to it, and speaking in unmistakable terms the attitude of the 
United States upon this subject— 
with a view to securing by international agreement a fixity of relative 
value between gold and silver as money by means of a common ratio between 
these metals, with free mintage at such ratio, he is hereby authorized to ap- 
point five or more oners to such international conference; and for 
compensation of said commissioners and for all reasonable expenses con- 
nected therewith, to be ps hgh re by the Secre of State, including the 

rtion to be paid by the United States of the joint expenses of any such 
conference, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated. 

It did not refer to any particular conference. It did not refer 
to any conference called by any particular government, but it 
authorized the President, whenever any conference is called upon 
this subject either by the United States or by any other govern- 
ment, to send commissioners, and it appropriates the sum of 
$100,000 for the payment of the expenses, and $75,000 of that ap- 
Popon, under this continuing act, lies in the Treasury of the 

nited States and can be used for that purpose. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Eighty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPOONER. Eighty-five thousand dollars. Section 2 was 
a special provision: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the name 
of the Government of the United States, to call, in tis discretion, such inter- 
national ‘erence, to assemble at such point as may be agreed upon. And 
he is further authorized, if in his judgment the purpose specified tat the first 
section hereof can thus be better attained, to e one or more special 
commissioners or envoys to such of the nations of Europe as he may designate 
to seek by 3 negotiations an international agreement för the pur- 
pose specified in the flrst section hereof. And in case of such appointment 
so much of the appropriation herein made as shall be necessary shall be 
Sua the proper expenses and compensation of such commissioners 

r envy 

The President saw fit to exercise not the general and continu- 
ing power conferred by the first section, but to appoint 5 
commissioners and envoys under the second section, and he ap- 
pointed a commission. It may be that the special power given by 
the second section is spent. He appointed a commission, admir- 
able in every way, headed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcott], known all over this country to be a firm and sturdy 
friend of international bimetallism, able in every way, if there is 
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any man in this country to Deira ies it, to present by argument 


no one in the country will 
dispute that every pro 

men was employed by him and his associates to bring a 

result. No N glory in this world could have come to him 
than to have 


ught back from Europe an international agree- 
ment. 
The President never acted under the first section. He a; 
inted the ial envoys under the second section. Very likely 
e could still act under the second section. The only possible 


argument, and that would be purely technical, which could be 
made as to his power to act under the second section is that he 
has once exercised the power. 

Mr. TELLER. He could act again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rather agree with the Senator from Colo- 
rado, that he could still act under the second section, but I take 
it that no lawyer can deny, and no one has here denied, that he 
can act under the first section, and that there is a law then upon 
the statute book authorizing him to call a conference and author- 
izing him at any time when any government calls a conference to 
appoint commissioners to attend it. 

. President, there would be no necessity whatever for the 
amendment offered by the committee, Iam frank to say that there 
would be no icular appropriateness in it, although it is a legit- 
imate me of legislation, but for the fact that it has been said 
over and over again, I think here and I know elsewhere, that this 
bill is intended, if enacted into law, to put an end, so far as the 
United States is concerned, to any effort for international bimet- 
allism—in other words, to change the statutory status of the 
United States upon that subject. Therefore wereported from the 
committee, what is often done, a declaration that it is not the in- 
tention of the Congress which the bill to lay by its provi- 
sions any obstacle in the way of international bimetallism. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we have charged more than that. 
We have charged that the bill itself would do it without any refer- 
ence to its intention. The committees deal with the intention 
only, I notice. I am free to say that I think the act which the 
Senator from Wisconsin has read is in force and the President can 
— a commission under it if he sees fit, so far as that is con- 


cern 

The Senator says that this is not good legislation which I have 
suggested, I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the act 
of 1893, and it is about all I do want to say on the subject. 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as money, and to coin both gold and 


silver into money of equal intrinsic and ex value, such equality to 
be secured A internati eguards 


as 
of every or issued by the United States, in the 


the payment of debts. 

The majority of the Republican members of this body voted for 
that law. I did not vote for it; not because I was 
declaration that was made, but because in voting for it I would 
have had to vote for the repeal of the perenne eae the 
Sherman law, which I did not choose to do. 

Mr. President, I know Senators are anxious to get a vote; I have 
no desire to discuss the matter, and I will refrain from saying 
an ee Ee amendment. Iam willing to have a vote. 

eP. ENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the substitute for the committee’s , Offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 
Mr. TELLER, On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
Mr. T O (when Mr. MALLORY’S name was called). 


. TALIAFERR 
My colleague is ill and necessarily absent. He is paired on this 
with 


question. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. I transfer that pair to 
the D tor from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], and will vote. I vote 

ir, PETTUS (when his name was called). Ihave a pair with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. If he 
were here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Washington . TURNER], who is de- 
tained from the Senate on account of illness. I therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. W ETMORE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from [Mr. Bacon], who is 


Georgia 
absent. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
BAKER], and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 


to the | Callom, 


Mr. MONEY. I wish to announce that n [Mr. SUL- 


LIVAN] is paired on this question with the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. N]. 7 55 colleague were present, he would vote yea.” 
Mr. BATE. I wish to state that the senior Senator from - 


gia [Mr. Bacon] is ill and can not be here. Heis paired as an- 
nounced by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to state that the Senator from th 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is sick and is paired with the senior 
Senator Maryland . WELLINGTON]. If the Senator from 
South Dakota were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
ns 5 I transfer my pair to the Senator from New Hamp- 

ire [Mr. GALLINGER], will vote, I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to say that the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. WELLINGTON] is absent on account of illness and if present, 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. In accordance with the announcement just 
made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], while I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLING- 
TON], he is paired on this bill with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. That leaves me free to vote on all ques- 
tions connected with the pending bill without any further an- 
nouncement. Before I vote, however, I wish to state that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is absent from the Chamber, 
and on all votes on this bill he is paired with the Senator from 
New ere [Mr. GALLINGER]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. KENNEY. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Washington pe: TURNER] is detained from the Chamber by 
sickness. He a general pair with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN]. ere he here, he would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. MASON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN]. He is absent, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MaLLORY] to the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr, PETTUS. Under that arrangement Iam at liberty to vote. 
I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced yeas 27, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bate, Culberson, Me A Sto: 
Berry, Daniel, mipri Taliatert 
Butler, Martin, Teller, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Money, T 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Ne a Potion Vest 5 
ov. 
Y, Kenney, Rawlins, 
NAYS—45. 

Aldrich, Fairbanks, McBrid R 
Allison, Foraker, — Soott, 
Beveridge, Foster, McCumber, Bewe 
Burrows, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gear, Nelson, Simon, 
Carter, Hale, Penrose, S; s 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Perkins, Thurston, 

Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Bees Keen 3 
Depew, Lindsay, Proctor, 

Lodge, Quarles, 

NOT VOTING—14 

Allen, Gallinger, Mason, Warren, 
Baker, 2 Sullivan,” Fenn 
Cockrell, Were. Turner, 


So Mr. TELLER’s substitute for the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Finance was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no desire to delay a vote, 
as I know everybody wants to have a vote and of the bill, 
There are some propositions I should like to make, but as on the 
votes which have been taken the entire does pera an membershi 
of this body with one exception have v „ 
ments, I think I will submit to the chairman of the committee, 
who seems to have the power of excluding all our amendments, 
the question whether he will accept certain amendments if I offer 
them. If not, I do not propose to ask the Senate to take a vote on 


I should like to know whether he should allow this to goin. I 
want to tell the Senate, before I offer it, what it is, because it is 
very evident that the Senate has forgotten. Itis an extract from 
the platform of the mblican party of 1892. Iam sure it will 
not be recognized by at least some of our friends on this side of the 
Chamber if I do not make that statement: 


The American e, from tradition and interest, favor. e eam re 
poora: roa the use of both 


„ gold and silver as stan 
money, with su ons and under such provisions, to be determined 
y tion, secure nee of the ity of valnes of 


b; as will maintena: of the 
two metals so that the purchasing and debt-paying ower: of the dollar, 


I should like to know whether the Senator will t that or 
whether, if I call for a vote, he will insist upon voting it down? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Read what is proposed in all, and I shall be 
8 to answer, or do you want an answer to this? 

. TELLER. I want an answer to this. There is one other 
to which I will call the attention of the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Colorado very 
frankly that I shall resist, and I shall ask the friends of the bill to 
resist any declaratory recital of the nature he has suggested, with- 
out any regard to my personal opinion or the opinions of Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber as to the declarations themselves. 
It is no part of the purpose of Senators in supporting this bill to 
incorporate into it the various Republican platforms which have 
been adopted since the party first had existence. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a proper amendment which I propose to 
offer to the pending amendment. 1 do not desire to take the time 
of the Senate unnecessarily. The Senator has been frank in say- 
me he is opposed to it, ill the Senator be embarrassed if I ask 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am in favor of the platform. It was the 
platform of the Republican party, and I voted for the candidate 
of that party upon it, but I think it would be manifestly improper 
to incorporate that platform into this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. e Senator has got a sort of platform in this 
measure, and I think this would be a great improvement on it. 
I want to ask the Senator—if it will embarrass him he need not 
answer it—whether he thinks the R in this 
Chamber, with the exception of one for my 
proposition, will all vote against this? 

r. ALDRICH. Yes; under these circumstances, 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will not offer it, because it is as good as 
offered. But there is another one to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of Senators. I havea declaration of political faith that 
came to the people in the spring of 1896 with a great deal of satis- 
faction, I think, the declaration made in the State of Ohio, the 
State which was about to present, as everybody knew, a candi- 
date who was reasonably sure to be successful at least in securing 
the nomination, whatever doubt there might have been about his 
election, I will read it and ask the Senator whether he objects to 
it as an amendment to the pending amendment: 

We contend for honest money, for a currency of gold, silver, and paper, 
with which to measure our exch that shall be as sound as the Govern- 
ment and as untarnished as its honor, and to that end we favor bime 
and demand the use of both gold and silver as standard money, either in ac- 
cordance with a ratio to be fixed by an international agreement, if that can 
be obtained, or under such restrictions and such provisions to be determined 
by legislation as will secure the maintenance of the parities of value of the 
two metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. 


Mr. ALDRICH. We have crystallized that platform into a bill 
and propose to legislate on that subject. I have been perfectly 
frank in answering the Senator from Colorado the question he 
asked me, and now I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. TELLER. Lou can do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will he and the Senators who vote with him 
on this subject agree, now or hereafter, tosupport this Republican 
platform t heisreading? Is that their purpose? Is it their 

urpose, too, to express confidence in and to approve of the plat- 
orm that he is reading it in this presence? 

Mr. SPOONER, Would he vote for the bill if it were 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator vote for the bill if th 
form hey on? 

Mr. TELLER. No, Iwill not. The Senator need 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will any of the Senators who are acting with 
him vote for it? 

Mr. TELLER. I hope not. 

Mr. President, I supported, to the best of my ability, the candi- 
date under the first proposition that I read. I could support a 
candidate on that proposition if it was made in good faith. I 
shall never haye an opportunity again to support a Republican 
candidate on a bimetallic platform that means anything. They 
may put in the next platform some foolish and useless provision 
for the purpose of deceiving the public, as they did in 1896, which 
did not deceive me; but if they would make either one of these 
the basis of an honest declaration there are thousands of men who 
did not support Mr. McKinley who might then support the Re- 
has candidate, but there is no probability of their doing it. 

ə Senator gee that this has not any place there. It has as 
much place in the bill as the declaration that he has got there. 

Mr. dent, I knew if we got a vote we could not vote this in. 
I knew that when the party dictated by its caucus action every 
man, no matter what his personal and private opinions might be 
on this subject, had to stand up to the dictates of the Indiana 
junta, and that there was not any practical use of moving any 
further amendments, Therefore, Mr. President, I shall move no 
further amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course all legislation is ultimately put in 
shape by the conference committee. I do not rise to move an 
amendment, but to make a suggestion to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, of which the Senator from Rhode Island is chairman, and 


ublican majori 
nator who vote 


ut on? 
plat- 


he will be the chairman of the committee ofconference. Itis that 


when this amendment is considered in conference he obli 
of us by putting six more words into it, so thatit will read: 

That the provisions of thisactare not intended to place any obstacles in the 
way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism. which we pledge 
ourselves to promote, 8 the same be secured by concurrent action of 
the leading commorciai nations of the world and at a ratio which shall insure 
permanence of relativo value between gold and silver. 


To hold out a little inducement to the Senator, I will say that if 
he will get that in in the conference, I will vote to concur in the 
conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. T ER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY Cynan Mr. Bacox’s name was called). I will state 
that on this bill and all the amendments my 9 Bacon] 
is paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WET- 
MORE]. My colleague is unable to be in the Senate during the 
votes to-day. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. he were 
present, I should vote pal 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). AsIstated before, I 
am paired with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
I neglected to state when I was on my feet before what would be 
his vote and what would be mine. I understood from him before 
leaving the Chamber yesterday that his vote would be against all 
amendments offered by the committee and against the Senate bill, 
and would be for such amendments as were offered upon his side. 
That would be exactly the opposite of my position; and I declare 
now, so that I may not repeat it, that I should vote, were I at 
liberty, yea“ upon this amendment, and that I would vote for 
such amendments as are offered by the Committee on Finance 
and yote in the affirmative upon tho bill itself. Having made 
rs vi tapers I will not refer to it again, but simply announce 

o pair. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. In his ab- 
sence I transfer that pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], 
who is also absent, and vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish again to announce that the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is sick, and would vote “nay” if 

resent. He is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


some 


ELLINGTON], 
The result was announced—yeas 45; nays 30. 

YEAS—45. 
Aldrich: Fair McBride, 
A 5 Foraker, McComas, Soott, 
Boveri . $ een 3 
Burrows, Frye, Millan, oup, 
Carter, Gear, Mason, Simon, 
Chandler, Hale, Ne 8 er, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Penrose, urston, 

om, Hang or Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Depew Kean! Prite 
Wy 

Elkins, Lodge, Quarles, ' 

NAYS—30. 
Bate, Culberson, McEnery, Sullivan, 
Berry, Daniel, Lau ‘erro, 
Butler, Harris, Martin, Teller, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Money, i 
Chilton, ones, Morgan, Turley, 
eek Mont. Jones, Nev. Pettus, Vest. 

A enney, wlins, 
Cockrell, san Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—1L 

Allen, Gallinger, Pettigrew, W 
Bacon, Kylo, Procter, W. 
Baker ory, Turner, 


So the amendment of the Committee on Finance to the substi- 
tute og ets roa committee was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment as a substitute for the 
amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what does the Senator offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer it as a substitute for the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can not be done now. 
That amendment has just been adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment of the committee as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As a substitute for the entire 
committee amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. As a substitute for the amendment of the com- 
mittee as amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest that it is not in order at the present 
moment until the amendment is perfected. 


1828 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order if no other 
amendments are to be offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas has an 
amendment to offer, 


Mr. MORGAN. Ioffered this amendment on the 31st day of 


January. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask if it is not in order to offer 
this as a substitute for the committee's amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order in time; 
but if Senators desire to propose any amendments to the amend- 
ment reported from the committee, they would take precedence 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama, because 
the amendment offered by the committee is entitled to be per- 
ponad; but any amendment proposing to strike it out entirely is in 
order. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very clear. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to inquire if the bill has been reported to 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It has not. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then the Senator's amendment will be 
in order when the bill gets in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Because then the question will 
in the amendment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert the following—— 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is open to the same objection now. 

Mr. STEWART, Ihave an amendment to offer to the substi- 


tute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
offers an amendment which be read. 

The Secretary. Amend by striking out the word “gold” 
wherever it occurs in the committee’s substitute. 

Mr. STEWART. That will leave 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
aquestion. In several instances in the bill gold certificates are 
5 How would the Senator designate them in his amend- 
men 

Mr. STEWART. I will say ‘‘except as to gold certificates,” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I su t that he change his amend- 
ment so that it shall not exclude all mention of gold certificates. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I propose to strike out gold“ except 
where gold certificates are referred to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to have it so that we could un- 
derstand just where we are, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART. I propose simply to continue the law as it 
now stands, and to say coin“ where “gold coin” is used in the 
bill. Coin“ was formerly used and my amendment substitutes 
coin again for gold, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I call attention to the first two 
lines of the substitute to show how it would read if this amend- 
ment should be adopted: 

msisting of 25.8 ins of gold nine-tenths fine 
established . — 8 be 8 unit of 8 a 
Strike out “ gold” it would read this way: 


That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of nine-tenths fine shall, etc. 


be tees 

r. STEWART. That declaration is false any how. That 
would suit me exactly. I want to bring up the question of restor- 
ing silver. F can be arranged if you put back 
silver where it was. If zou are going to maintain the gold standard 
as it was, you will strike out“ gold” wherever it occurs in this 
bill, except where reference is made to certificates or something of 
that character. A f 

In the first place, gold resumption is in this bill. It is not in the 
gold-stand: law as it now exists. In the second place, gold 
bonds are in the bill. Itis not in the law. In the law all the 
bonds now outstanding aro peyanlo in gold and silver coin, at the 
ratio that existed July 14, 1870; and so on, wherever it relates to 
obligations. If there is anything as to the phraseology of certifi- 
cates, that can be ed afterwards. ; 

The question is whether the Republican party are willing to 
maintain the gol standard as it existed in the spring of 1896, 
which they pledged themselves to do until they could get an inter- 
national agreement. The question is whether they intend to do 
that, or whether they are dissatisfied with it and are going tochange 
it and destroy the full legal-tender power of the silver dollar as 
a reserve, as resumption money, as bond-paying money, as inter- 
est-paying money. The question is whether they are going to 
take that power away from the silver dollar, and if it is the inten- 
tion to change the gold standard. They call it the gold standard. 
I call it the double standard, so far as the use of money is con- 
cerned, up to this time. It is now the double standard, 


on concurring 


The only gold standard we have ever had in this country was 
the usurpation standard of the Treasury Department, which has 
been denounced again and again for twenty years here and never 
defended except on the groond of expediency, that the bondholders 
ought to have gold, and the Treasury had to pa it to them. No- 
body ever contended that it was the law. That never was con- 
tended. Now it is proposed to change the law, and I want it 
understood that it is changed by deliberate vote, so that people 
may not be deceived by the declaration that they are maintaining 
the gold standard as it existed in 1896, when they are changing it 
and substituting a legal gold standard for an usurped gold stand- 
ard. If you are going to make that change, I want it done by a 
deliberate vote, and I want the yeas and nays on this amendment. 
Perhaps the phraseology can be changed as to the gold certificate, 
if that be the opinion of the committee, and I will modify it so it 
will not apply to the first clause in the first section. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that if he wants a test 
vote on the ERER question 

Mr. STEWART. The general question is whether obligations 
can be made payable in gold alone which are now payable in sil - 
ver, and I want a vote on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Nevada 
please modify his amendment as he desires to have it presented to 
the Senate? 

Mr, ALDRICH, I suggest that a viva voce vote be taken on 
this question. 

Mr. STEWART. I want the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Very well; we might as well dispose of it at 
one time as at another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada de- 
sires to modify his 2 amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, I suggest to the Senator that if he will except 
from that general sweeping provision in the first section of the 
committee’s amendment—— 

Mr. STEWART. The last part of the first section relates to the 
se a Seg in gold. I can not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, the provision as to the unit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator’s purpose would be ac- 
complished as well by morat to substitute silver in place of gold 
wherever it appears in the bill, 

Mr. STEWART. Not at all. Coin means both gold and silver. 
I-will modify the amendment so as to strike out ‘‘gold” wher- 
ever it occurs, except in the first clause of the first section, where 
it relates to the unit, and in any other sections where it relates to 
gold certificates. In all other cases I ask that the word gold“ be 
stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is intelligible. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand what effect this 
will have on the bill, and I for one will have to insist on having 
the bill read as it would beif the amendment were adopted before 
Iam ready to vote ona proponon of this kind, Iam perfectly 
willing to vote for what the Senator declares as his purpose to 
declare that the bonds of the Government of the United States 
shall not be payable in gold. If he will make the amendment so 
as to apply to them, I shall vote for it with pleasure; but I want 
to see what sort of effect a sweeping proposition of this sort will 
na HOAR. L saggest that the simplest a 

r. IL sugges e simplest way, and the only way 
which is in order—as the Senator can not, if anybody object, make 
a motion to strike out a certain word wherever it occurs in the 
bill—is to move it as a separate and independent amendment in 
each case. If he does that, it will take a veryshort time, and the 
Senator from Arkansas will then see without reading the bill 


what the pro change means, 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. I quite agree with what the Senator 
from Massachusetts says. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada wishes a test vote 
on the gunt of gold. 

Mr. STEWART. In order to bring it out I will make my mo- 
tion specific. I move to strike out the word “gold” in line 22 on 
page 10 of the bill. 

r. ALLISON, That will not do. That is not what the Sena- 


tor wants. 

Mr. STEWART. That is one of the places where I should like 
to have the word! gold“ stricken out. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest, in view of the utterances of the 
Senator from Arkansas, that some Democrats should be added 
to the subcommittee of which Senator Stewart is chairman, 
Siggy eee 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer my own amendment now. I 
want it to apply to the e Shon of greenbacks and Treasur 
notes, Wherever the law is changed I want to have my amend- 
ment apply. On page 10, line 22, I move to strike out gold.“ 
In line 2, page 11, after the word in,“ Imove to strike out gold; 
on the same page, line 8, after the word ‘‘any,” strike ont ‘‘ gold;” 
on the same page, line 15, after the word ‘‘the,” I move to strike 
out “gold,” leaving it coin“ in each instance; on page 12, line 
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8, after the word “in,” I move to strike out “ gold” and leave it 
“coin;” on page 12, line 6, after the word ‘‘ the,” I move to strike 
ou gold,” leaving “ coin ” to stand, and on the same page, line 
13, after the word “the,” I move to strike out “ gold.” 

Mr, ALDRICH. Thatisenough. That will make a test vote. 

Mr. STEWART. That coversall the cases Icare about. That 
will make a test vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I think, is enough. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state in explanation that that leaves 
the law where it is so far as the redemption of greenbacks and 
Treasury notes and the payment of the public debt and the reserve 
in the Treasury are concerned. It leaves the law just where it 
now stands—‘‘ coin.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Chair to state what the question is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 

In line 22, page 10, it is proposed, before the 


be read to the Senate. 
The SECRETARY. 
word ‘‘coin,” to strike out the word “ gold.” 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How will it read then? 
The SECRETARY. The closing paragraph would read: 
And United States notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of Jul 


14, 1890, when presented tothe Treasury for redemption shall be redeem: 
in coin of such standard. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Nevada to the fact that that proposed amendment is abso- 
lutely inconsistent with everything else in the section. It has no 
bearing on the section; it does not change a soli thing in it. 
It is to pay the same standard coin that is provided for above in 
the section, which is the gold standard of 25.8 grains to the dollar. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, we can modify that further and say 
“in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870.” That is what 
Wey aro ayable in now. 

. TELLER, I should like to suggest to the Senator that if 
he wants to get a vote as to whether we shall make the obligations 
of the Government not now payable in gold hereafter payable in 
gold, he can get it by inserting his amendment on page 15, where 
it provides that the bonds be paid, principal and interest, in 

0 


g 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada will take one place, 
it will do just as well as taking half a dozen places in the b 

Mr. STEWART. I will adopt the Senator’s suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
withdraws his proposed amendment and offers another, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 make this suggestion to the Senator. 
tion 6, on page 15, beginning in line 8, the bill reads: 

Such bonds to be payable at the pleasure of the United States after 

ts) 


years from the date of their issue, and said bonds to be payable, pr! 
and interest, in gold coin of the present value. 


If the Senator moves to strike out the words ‘‘in gold coin of 
ast Stee standard value,” he will be able to accomplish what 

e desires. 

Mr. STEWART. I propose to do that; and to insert gold or 
silver coin of the standard value of J aly oie 1870.” 

Mr. TELLER, It seems to me the Senator can get a vote on 
that without any further trouble. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I only want to say that if 
there were a osition in this bill to make the existin, mds of 
the United States now outstanding payablein gold alone, I 
should vote against it; but this is a proposition to issue new 2 per 
cent bonds, into which the whole public debt is to be voluntarily 
funded; and, as I have said before, I am willing to vote for that 
if we can fund our national debt now existing into new 2 percent 
gold bonds. I call the attention of the Senator from Nevada to 
the fact that these bonds could not be negotiated if they were not 
gold bonds. Therefore the Senator can accomplish what he wants 
in a much easier way by joining me in voting against the whole 
bill. That is the easiest way to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid the Senator from Nevada has not 
heard the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
he join the Senator from New Hampsbire in voting against the 
bill. [Langhter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Nevada had better 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps it would simplify matters if I moved 
to lay the amendment, whatever it is, on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be first read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Wait until it is read, will you, please? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment proposed by theSenator from Nevada . STEWART]. 

The SECRETARY. In section 6, on page 15, line 5, after the word 
interest,“ it is proposed to strike out in gold coin of the pres- 


In sec- 


ent standard value” and insert “in coin of standard value of the 
act of July 14, 1870.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and naya on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the retary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I again an- 
are my pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 


TT]. 

Mr. Mooron when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], but I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], who 
is absent, and I understand is not paired. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
VEST], who was unavoidably called from the Senate Chamber a 
few moments ago, is pirog with the senior Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON]. y colleague, if present, would vote “nay.” 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the affirmative). When I 
voted I supposed the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] was pres- 
ent. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I want again to announce the absence of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] on account of sick- 
ness and to say that if present, he would vote “nay” on this mo- 
tion. I will also announce that he is against this bill and, if 
present, would vote against the bill and amendments coming 
from the committee. 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Aldrich, Depew, Kean, Pri 
a n, eis Lindsay, guaris; 
veridge, ‘banks, 5 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Scott, 
Caffery, Foster, McCo Sewell, 
Carter, Frye, McCumber, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, n. 3 
Cullom, Hansbro' Penrose, urston, 
Davis, Hawley, rkins, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
NAYS—26. 

Bate, Culberson, McLau Sullivan, 
Berry, Daniel, aut, Taliaferro, 
Butler, Money, er. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, 
7 — 5 Mont. zoe: Nev. om Turley. 

d enney, wlins, 
Cockrell, cEnery, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Alien, Hale Nelson, Turner, 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Pettigrew. Vest, 
Baker, yle, Platt, N. V. Warren, 
Gallinger, Mallory, Proctor, Wellington. 


So Mr. STEWART’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iofer an amendment which I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by inserting at the end of section 1 the following: 

Gold coins and silver dollars coined by the United States shall be a legal 
tender in all aa at their nominal value when not below the weight 
and limit of tolerance provided by law for the single coin, and when reduced 
in weight below such standard and tolerance shall be a legal tender at valua- 
tion in proportion to their actual weight. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imoye to lay that amendment upon the table. 

Mr. PETTUS. Why not have a direct vote upon the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to a direct vote upon the 
amendment, if the Senator prefers that course. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido; and I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PROCTOR 1 his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. TMORE (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], and transfer that pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Baker}, whois absent. I vote nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. I again announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
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Bate, x 
_Culberson, McLaurin, Sullivan, 
Berry, Daniel, Taliafi 
Butler, Harris, Money, Teller, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. organ, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Ney. ttus, Turley, 
Clay, Kenney, Rawlins, Vest. 
Cockrell, McEnery, Stewart, 
a NAYS—4 
Aldrich, Depew, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Elkins, ‘les, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McBride, 
Foraker, McComas, Scott, 
Caffery, Foster, McCumber, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, McMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hanna, Mason, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Nelson, 3 
Bari Hawer — — an urston, 
oar, ‘kins, etmore, 
Deboo, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Allen, G z Mallory, Turner, 
Bacon, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Baker, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Y. Wellington. 
Frye, Kyle, Proctor, 


So Mr. Petrus’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PETTUS. I offer another amendment, which I send to the 


The PRESIDENT re tempore. Theamendment will bestated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill as 
a separate section the following: 


SrO. — That nothing contained in this act shall be held or construed to 
oe the present P e A pos quality of silver dollars coined by the United 


The PRESIDENT Pai tempore. The 8 is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS], which has just 
ra read, [Putting the question.] The ‘‘nays” appear to pre- 


vail, 

Mr. PETTUS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I agate announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. 

. PROCTOR (when his name was called). L again announce 

mee with the Senator from Florida [Mr. ORY]. 

r. WARREN (when his name was called). IL again announce 
my pair with the Senator from 9 TURNER]. 

r. WETMORE (when his name was called). Lagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. BLOOR) and 
that that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. BAKER], whois absent. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I inquire whether the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a general pair with that Sen- 
ator, and so I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Ba Cal M: Taliaferr 
— 25 Daniel Money, Teller, = 
Butler, organ, Tillman, 
Chilton. Jones, Ney. Pettus, Turley, 
Sierx; Mont. Semer: = wlins, Vest. 
Cockrell, D Sullivan, 
NAYS 

Platt, Conn. 

1 
Fairbanks, 
Burrows, Foraker, Moride, 
Caffery, Foster, — — 
Carter. Frye, Cum Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, Mc : anons 
Clark, 0. Hanna, n. m. 
J! ee | eee 
W 
Bebos. oar, 3 Perkins, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—16. 

Allen, Mallory, Proctor, 
FFF 
p er, s — oie Higa Hay 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, VEST. 1 offer an amendment, and ask the Secretary to 
read it from the copy which I send to the desk, as by some clerical 
error two or three words were omitted in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add at the end of section 7 
the following: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be pre- 


Treasury notes to the amount of said notes to be in such 
28S. KT 


. vate. The Secretary shall cause to be 
engraved upon each of said notes the words “bond note” and the statement 
that said note is a full legal tender, as aforesaid; and he shall loan, under such 
rules y said notes to any person, 55 
on in sums not less than $100 on their Sane ae Uni 
United States bonds at par value and in sums equal to the 
notes issued to such applicant or applicants; said 
Treasury notes so bear the same rate of interest aa tho 
bonds upon which they are issued, and said bonds so deposited with the 
Treas shall only be redeemed by the original depositors of the same or 
their igns by surrendering to the Treasury bond ry notes or other 
1 ten money of the United States of equal amount with tho par value 
said bonds and accrued interest. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, if the Senate will indulge me for a 
very few moments, I should like to say something about this 
amendment, though I frankly state that I am not very sanguine 
as to its adoption. 

The obvious meaning of this amendment is to place all the citi- 
zens of the United States upon the same footing as the national 
banks as to drawing currency out of the Treasury upon the oe 
of bonds. There are some good features in the national banking 
system, amongst which are the double-liability clause as to stock- 
holders and the examination of the banks periodically; but I have 
always objected to that feature which gave to those institutions 
GE right to contract or expand the currency of the country at 
pleasure. 

It has seemed to me always that that was a dangerous power, 
and I think that our experience in the pony justifies my apprehen- 
sion. It is now an o secret that three or four of the great 
banks in the city of New York control the stock market and the 
prices of all securities. They can expand or they can contract the 
currency at their pleasure. They can go to the Treasury and put 
in their bonds, upon which they are wing interest, take out 
money, and loan it to the people of the country at 6 per cent or more. 
If, upon the other hand, they want to contract the currency, they 
simply retire their notes and take out bonds, the interest still con- 
tinuing to run in their favor. 

Now, what is this, [ask in all sincerity and candor, except a 
moneyed monopoly of the most dangerous character? I have no 

nal 1 to banks or capital; I have no desire to pull 
own the thy classes in the country, if legitimately wealthy. 
But human nature is the same everywhere and under all circum- 
stances, When you put 3 in the hands of any lot of di- 
rectors, I care not how high their standing or charming their per- 
sonality, to contract or ee the currency of a great country, 
it is a 5 gift; and I am compelled to 7 8 it will always 
be exc When I say excused, I mean to say they will always 
have the influence to make it — to the people that what the 
are doing in regard to contraction or expansion is entirely legiti- 
mate and proper. 

Mr. President, I intend to make some statements, in none of 
which I have the slightest nal feeling and in none of which 
shall I indulge in any criticism that is not entirely proper as to a 
public official in re to his official acts. Two rs after I 
entered the Senate of the United States—in 1881—we an object 
lesson in regard to national banks which will never be forgotten. 
It was proposed in Congress to fund the bonded debt of the coun- 
try at 3 per cent and to make the new bonds the only basis for 
bank circulation. It aroused the deepest resentment on the part 
of the banks. It cut down the interest upon their bonds and com- 
eee them to take, at a smaller interest and as a basis for circu- 

ation, the 8 cents, Those of us who were here then will 
remember that these corridors swarmed with bank officers, 

They came from my own State and said to mo personally, If 

mgress dares to pass this bill,” which they denominated as rob- 

„it will cause a panic in this country which will shake the 
entire monetary system to the center.” The great bankers of 
New York, as they es do, led the attack upon Congress. 
Millions and hundreds of millions of dollars were represented 
around this Capitol. They said, The idea of cutting down the in- 
terest on our bonds and forcing us to make these the basis of cir- 
culation isa felony. You dare to do it, and we will create a panic 
in Wall street, the effects of which will not be recovered from in 


* 


amount of bon 
bond 


years. 

Jam glad to say that Congress for once stood firm against these 
assaults, and we passed the bill. Hayes was then President and 
ex-Senator Sherman Secretary of the Treasury, and in one hour 
after that bill was passed stocks fell 40 per cent in Wall street 
and some of them went down to even a lower price. They made 
good their threat. Then the President of the United States, with 
the full concurrence, of course, of the Secretary, vetoed the bill, and 
we were unable to pass it over his veto. I have here, but I will 
not detain the Senate by reading it, the veto message of Presi- 
dent Hayes in which he declared that the national banking sys- 
tem was the most perfect ever created by the genius of mortal 
man and that to pass this bill—the bill then pending—was to de- 
stroy the system, and he therefore felt it his solemn duty to inter- 
pose the Executive veto. 

The bill failed, but under the Administration of President Har- 
rison Secretary ot the Treasury Windom funded the debt at three 


1900. 
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and a half per cent, one-half per cent more than we had put in the 
bill which was vetoed by Hayes, and there was not the slightest 
trouble 00 1 the country. My colleague calls my attention 
to something I have not mentioned, that on the day after the bill 
passed the banks retired eighteen millions of circulation in order 
to assist the ic which was then going on, and which affected 
the credit of the entire country and ruined hundreds and thou 
sands of innocent people, : 

Mr. President, I came to the conclusion then that in a repub- 
lican government, looking to the welfare of the entire people, no 
such tremendous power as this should be given to any men or any 
corporations. Ihave had additional reasons since for entertaining 
that opinion. 

Now, I am not talking about these banks in any spirit of hyper- 
criticism, for I have mentioned the fact that there are some good 
features in their organization. I take it for granted that no Sen- 
ator here will for an instant pretend that any individual or any cor- 

ration in this country should be permitted to violate the law. 
That ought to be axiomatic. Under the national banking law a 
national bank, declared by the Supreme Court to be a fiscalagent 
of the Government, should have its doors closed the minute it re- 
fuses to pay out toa me dor ar his money in its vaults. If acoun- 
try bank, with a capital of fifty thousand or a hundred thousand 
dollars, should refuse to pay my check for $5 and I had that much 
money in its vaults, it would be closed by telegraph from the city 
of Washington and put into the hands of a receiver. All the 
world knows it. In 1890, when the Baring Brothers failed, and in 
1893,in that awful panic which shook the country all over, the 

at banks of New York City, with millions of dollars of deposits 
Belonging to individuals, continued to do business, and yet re- 
fused to pay out one dollar in money to their depositors except as 
a matter of the highest personal favor, ex gratia. 

I had friends in the city of New York who told me that they 
had thousands of dollars in those banks and when they would ap- 
ply for money to defray their ordinary family expenses they were 
cooly told, You can have clearing-house certificates, but not one 
dollar in currency or in gold or silver.“ That state of things con- 
tinued for three weeks openly, notoriously, and flagrantly, in vio- 
lation of the law, well known to the officers of the Government, 
the Comptroller of the Currency, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Nobank wasclosed. They stood there, monumental viola- 
tors of the statute, with perfect impunity, and sneered at the idea 
that they could be closed because they refused to obey the national- 
banking law. Will any Senator here deny that. Can a system 
be right in any country, but especially in a popular Government 
like ours, which permits this sort of thing o y and notoriously 
and almost in sight of the Capitol? 

But, Mr. President, I come now to a third phase of this ques- 
tion, which I speak of with great reluctance. I have come to 
that age of life and of public life when I know how easy it is to 
criticise a public man. It is hardly necessary for me to say that 
I have suffered from that sort of ne ig fm If one-tenth of 
what has been said of me in pened hoe ife is true I ought to bein 
a felon’s cell, and there is hardly a Senator in this body who is 
not in the same condition. Iam no boy to be using loose words 
in regard to the character of men, publicly or privately. But we 
are all justly and legitimately 1 to the criticism that must 
affect everybody in public life, I have the kindest feeling per- 
sonally for Mr. Gage, but I have read with ve 
and reread his answer to the resolutions by the House of 
Representatives and the Senate in regard to the recent transac- 
tions with national banks and national depositaries. I am com- 

ed to say, Mr. President, that that answer of the Secretary of 

e Treasury is unsatisfactory. I have been unable to understand 


great attention 


why the Secre of the Treasury should choose the City National 
Bank of New York as the distributing agency of the public 
money. 


Mr, Gage says that he desired, in putting the money into the 
ublic depositaries from time to time, to prevent congestion in 
he Treasury of the United States and injury to the business of 

the country. With that I have no quarrel. But why does he 
take one national bank, even if it did have more bonds than any 
other on deposit in the Treasury, for the purpose of distributing 
to other banks the tax money of the people? Mr. Gage disposes 
of that question by saying that it was impracticable to use the 
subtreasury in the city of New York as a distributing agency. 
Why? Were not the vaults of that institution secure? Did it 
not have sufficient clerical force? Was it inaccessible to the pub- 
lic? Did it haveno facilities for sending money to national banks? 
It was due to the people of the United States and the representa- 
tives of the people that Mr, Gage should say specifically and in 
detail what created these difficulties as to choosing the subtreasury 
in New York for the distribution of this large amount of money. 
When Mr. Gage received $58,000,000 from the close of the i 

Railroad transaction he said it was inexpedient to put this large 
amount of money in the Treasury. erefore he looked around 
for some distributing agency, when he had his own subtreasury 


in New York with every facility, as it must have had, for the 
distribution of this money. 

Mr. President, it was not so much the money that was putinto 
the bank that constituted this favoritism. It was the unparal- 
leled fact that a national bank was selected torepresent the Treas: 
ury of the United States. What must have been the advantage to 
that institution when Mr. Gage, representing the whole Govern- 
ment, said to all the world, ‘‘ Here is a national bank that I prefer 
tothe Treasury itself to distribute this money to other banks.” 
Mr. Gage says no national bank charge for its services. What 
greater pay could it have than this? There it stands to-day, the 
elected agent of the greatest Government on earth, indorsed as to 


credit and reliability in such fashion as has never ha ed before. 
When we were called uyon under the treaty of Paris to pa 
$20,000,000 to Spain this bank appeared and said, as the . 


ence shows, We should like very much to handle this transaction 
for the Government. We have great facilities at Hongkong, and 
we should like to transmit this money; because the bank knew 
that the fact that it was intrusted with the transmission of this 
enormous amount of money would be an advertisement in Europe 
and in this country which could not ne bones with money. They 
did transmit the „000,000. Is it possible that a draft on the 
City National Bank of New York was worth more in Spain or 
anywhere else than a draft on the Treasury of the United States? 
The mere statement of the proposition furnishes an answer. 

But, Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury does not an- 
swer the inquiry of Congress satisfactorily, to me at least, in d 
to the sale and leasing of the old custom-house in the city of New 
York. Under the terms of the law by which that sale was made 
the old site was to be put up to the highest and best bidder, and 
the City National Bank, Mr. Gage said, and I have no doubt it 
was the fact, was the highest and best bidder. All the purchase 
money could be paid down or $750,000 paid and the balance at 
certain times thereafter within a certain limit, as suited the pur- 
chaser. Three million two hundred and fifteen thousand dollars 
were left due, and that amount of money was left without any 
interest in the hands of the bank to be loaned to the people of the 
United States at interest. Mr. Gage says in his answer to the 
inquiry of 8 that no money was paid by the Government 
to the bank under the provision of the law which 1 the 

urchaser of the old custom-house to lease the building to the 

vernment at a reasonable rent until a new custom-house could 

be erected. Mr. Gage states that no money was paid because 
Congress had made no appropriation to pay that rent. 

Mr. President, the question that ought to have been answered 
by the Secretary of the Treasury is, What were the terms of that 
lease? Was there interest to be paid? Under what conditions did 
that lease go into effect? All the world knows that when the 
United States Government mado that lease there must have been 
some terms not stated in the reply of Mr. G to the resolution 
of Congress. What sort of transaction was this in which the pur- 
chase money was left in the hands of the purchaser without inter- 
est, no put upon record, which exempted the propery as 
United States pro from the State and ot tax in the State 
and city of New York? Why is it we are told coolly and delib- 
erately that no money was paid by the Government, because no 
appropriation was made b: mgress? The bank had the onog 
in their vaults, and why should they require the cash to be pai 
down by the Government when they already had control of it? 

Mr. President, not only this, but when Mr. Gage speaks of the 
bonds that the bank * eg to qualify, to use his expression, as 
a national 8 e correspondence shows that bonds 
came from the Standard Oil Company, whose officers and stock- 
holders are also stockholders of the City National Bank of New 
York. We find in this correspondence letter after letter from the 
City National Bank to the Secretary of the Treasury saying please 
transmit to the Standard Oil Company a million five hundred 
thousand dollars in bonds, or $2,000,000 in bonds, 5 
as the bank needed bonds in order to get money out of the 
ury of the United States they applied to the Standard Oil Com- 
pany and received bonds, which as a matter of course were after- 
wards returned when they had no further use for them. 

Mr. President, a letter was written which has been alluded to 
here, and which will be alluded to very frequently in the coming 
campaign of course, from Mr. Hepburn, the vice-president of the 
bank, in which he said to the Secretary of the Treasury,“ We de- 
sire to be continued as a national depository. If you will look at 
the list of our directors you will see how efficient was their aid in 
the last canvass.” What was this statement except a naked, bare- 
faced demand for official favors because favors in the recent cam- 
paiga had been conferred upon the Administration by this great 

? Is that a proper condition of things? I submit to ev 
man in this Chamber and outside of it, who wishes fairly an 
deliberately to consider this question, was that letter short of an 
insult to the highest fiscal officer of this Government when itsays 
in words hardly veiled, ‘‘ We helped you; now you must help us?” 

Mr. President, this amendment simply puts it within the power 
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of any individual citizen of the United States to take his bonds, 
carry them to the Treasury, deposit them, and draw ont an equal 
amount of these Treasury notes, no interest to run upon the bonds 
while they are so deposited, when under the existing law and 
under this bill the national banks have the privilege of depositing 
their bonds, interest still running, and taking out the currency 
which they loan to their customers at 6 per cent or more. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair very reluctantly 
calls the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that 
his time has mpre 

Mr. VEST. I will not trespass any longer upon the time of the 
Senate, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I venture to suggest to my friend, 
the Senator from Missouri, that the amendment as printed is not 
correct. 

Mr. VEST. I corrected that. It is a misprint. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There are two or three other objec- 
tions which I see to this. 

Mr. President, there is not a civilized country in the world en- 
gaged in large commercial transactions where there is not some 
sort of provision somewhere to meet an emergency in the case of 
a panic, except in the United States. And there is nothing here. 

e idea presented by the Senator from Missouri is worthy of con- 
sideration, in my opinion. It ought to be carefully considered by 
the Senate. We all understand conditions in this country, that 
when a crisis begins there is atendency to hold money everywhere; 
and if there should be a deliberate conspi 7 to corner money, to 
bring on a panic, the people are 8 elpless and have no 
means of preventing or checking it. We heard only a few weeks 
ago when there was danger of a panic in New York that it was 
prevented by the Treasury sending a considerable amount of 
money and by certain individuals advancing money that went into 
the market and checked the panic. 

Now, this proposition of the Senator from Missouri, as I under- 
stand it, is intended to be about this: That persons who own bonds 
may deposit them in the Treasury and be allowed to take out an 
equivalent amount of money in cases where they need it; that the 
money taken or borrowed from the Government on the bonds 
shall pay a rate of interest equal to the interest which the Gov- 
ernment pays on the bonds while the money is in the hands of the 
persons borrowing the money on the bonds. It simply provides 
a means by which a holder of United States bonds may be able to 
get money on those bonds when there is an emergency and he can 
not get it at the banks, a condition that has existed a number of 
times here. 

It is useless to go into a discussion of the conditions that pre- 
vail in England or France or Germany to provide for funds in an 
emergency. If this proposition of the Senator from Missouri is 
not in proper form, and I confess there are some points as to which 
I object, it can be corrected. For instance, I do not think there 
is a necessity for having $200,000,000 put in this fund, I think 
$50,000,000 would be quite enough. But I do believe it would bea 
wise provision to put $50,000,000 of money in the Treasury, which 
could be taken out of the Treasury by the holders of United States 
bonds, on depositing ample security for the Government, and kept 
for a reasonable time. 

I had myself proposed an amendment, which has been printed 
and which I thought would reach the case better, and that pro- 
posed that 6 per cent should be paid on this money by the bor- 
rowers and that they should be required to return it to the Treas- 
ury within twelve months of the time it was borrowed, so as to tide 
over an emergency. I can see no reason why it should not be done. 
Jam sure the Senator from Missouri did not mean to say, as the 
amendment does, on page 2, after providing for the bonds at par 


value— 
ual to the amount of bond ong Merce issued to such appli- 
d Treasur shall bear 


Tn sums 
cant or applicants; said bon y notes so ed the same 


rate of interest as the bonds upon which they are issued. 

Now, this is evidently a ne Sp or a mistake in the structure, 
ns the Senator from Missouri did not intend to have the Govern- 
ment pay interest on the bonds and at the same time pay interest 
on the money borrowed on the bonds. What he meant was that 
the interest on the bonds should stop while the money was in the 
hands of the men who took it out of the Treasury Department, but 
he intended to express it by saying the borrower of the money 
should pay the same rate of interest on the money that he gets on 
the bonds, which is the same thing. It was clearly, I take it, not 
the intention to make the Government pay double interest—inter- 
est on the bonds and interest on the Treasury notes. 

Nr. VEST, I did not mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope we will now havea vote 
on this amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr, President, this amendment provides that 
notes issued by the Secretary of the Treasury up to $200,000,000, 
and loaned on the bonds, shall be a full legal tender for all debts, 
public and private, yet, so far as I observe, there is no provision 
made for the redemption of this money at all in coin of any kind. 


The provision is that these notes ‘‘shall only be redeemed by the 
original depositors of the same, or their assigns, by surrendering 
to the Treasury bond Treasury notes or other legal-tender money 
of the United States of equal amount with the par value of said 
bonds and accrued interest.” 

The point I make is whether it is not a departure from any leg- 
islation we have ever had that we shall issue demand notes not 
redeemable at all in any kind of coin and make those notes legal 
tender for all debts, public and private. If the Government shall 
make them a legal tender in payment of public dues and debts, it 
is all very well; but to make these irredeemable notes, so far as 
coin is concerned, legal tender in payment of private debts is, I 
think, a step further than has ever been gone by any legislation, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? My idea was that 
these Treasury notes should be redeemable exactly as the Treas- 
ury notes that we have already issued. But the Senator can 
obviate any question about it, if he makes any objection to it, by 
saying redeemable in coin, like the Treasury notes. I certainly 
meant that they were to be so redeemed. 

Mr. LIN . There is no description of these notes that 
would warrant the inference that they are to be redeemed at the 
Treasury in either gold or silver: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be prepared 
notes to the amount of $200,000,000, notes to be in such form and denomi- 
nation as the Secretary ma determine, and to be full legal tender for all 
debts, pono and private. e Secretary shall cause to be engraved upon 
each of said notes the words bond note“ and the statement that said note 
is a full legal tender, as aforesaid; and he shall loan, under such rules and 
regulations as he may prescribe, said notes to any person, etc, 

Iam impressed with the conviction that some legislation in this 
direction is not only proper but probably necessary, but I do not 
think, with due deference to the Senator from Missouri, that this 
amendment ought to be made a par of the bill, which evidently 
will become a law before the end of the present session. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It may be, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Missouri intended that the obligation of the Government 
set out in the bill to maintain all its issues of money at a parity 
would cover the redemption of these notes that he proposed to 
issue upon the deposit of bonds. But it occurs to me that this 
adds to the evil that already cries for remedy. We have too much 
paper money issued by the Government now, and to add to that 
paper money by $200,000,000 would produce too much additional 
strain apen the $150,000,000 of reserve provided for in the bill. 

I could wish, Mr. President, that this bill had provided at least 
for the beginning of a system of banking which would divorce the 
United States from any connection whatever with its own bonds 
as the redemption fund of bank notes, I believe that a healthy 
system of banking ought to be commenced now in this bill, and 
that that system of banking should contain, as the redemption 
fund of the notes, whatever coin money the United States issued. 

One of the evils of the present banking system, as the Senator 
from Iowa well knows, is the tendency to congest all money in the 
city of New York. Ordinarily the country banks deposit their re- 
serves and deposits in the reserve cities, which in turn deposit them 
in New York. In times of stringency they would draw that deposit, 
and the very moment when the country needs currency in a finan- 
cial or industrial panic, that is the time when no currency can be 
had. At all other periods money is abundant in New York, A 
very large portion of the money of the United States is there seek- 
ing investment and loan. When the country is prosperous New 
York has an abundance of money to loan, and when there is a 
panic it has none. 

So, therefore, I think that a nyerni of banking ought to be in- 
augurated whereby the wealth o year ema would afford a 
basis for such an issue of notes in every finan Poe as would 
tide over the difficulty. There will never be any elasticity in the 
currency, in my opinion, until the banking m is entirely re- 
formed and gold and silver are made the emption fund of all 
issues of banks; in other words, until we go back to the ancient 
method, the true method, thesound method that prevailed in sound 
banks before the war. 

As a matter of course, as at present, to have uniform Federal 
supervision of the banks is necessary. I do not know but that 
State banks chartered by the States themselves, with power toissue 
money, with this provision of uniformity and regulation by the 
Government retained, without Federal supervision, would be pref- 
erable to the present system now in vogue. I believe it would; 
but so far as this particular amendment is concerned Iam utterly 
opposed to adding anything more to the burden that the United 
States is now compelled to bear in the way of redeeming its issues 
of st Ar roviding an enormous reserve for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 


The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Are there further amendments 
to the text of the bill? 

Mr. McLAURIN, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


1900. 
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The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill add as a new section 
the following: 

Sec. 9. That sections #12 and 3413 and all other acts and parts of acts 
which impose any tax upon the circulation of State banks or State banking 
associations be, and the same are hereby, re: ed. 

Mr, McLAURIN,. Icall for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. : 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when hisname wascalled). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and 1 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

r. WETMORE (when his name was called), Iagain announce 
the transfer of my pair with theSenator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
to the Senator from e BAKER], and I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was conelud 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to 
ask whether the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 
has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. I promised to take care of him on this vote on this 
3 occasion, and I will withdraw my vote. I do not know 

ow he would vote. I should vote yea“ if he were present. 

The result was announced —yeas 20, nays 47; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—2. 
Berry, Daniel McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Ark. Money, Tillman, 
giar: Lindsay, Morgan, Turley, 
Culberson, McEnery, Pettus, Vest. 
NAYS—47. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Kean, Ross, 
Allison, Foraker, ge, Scott, 
Beveridge, Foster, McBride, Sewell, 
Burrows, Frye, McComas, Shoup, 
Caffery, ear, McCumber, Simon, 
Carter, Hale, Mc Spooner, 
Chandler, Hanna, Nelson, Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Per Teller, 
Cullom, is, Platt, Conn. urston, 
a Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Depew, Hoar, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. les, 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mallory, Sullivan, 
Bacon, Deboe, Mason, Turner, 
Baker, Gallinger, Penrose, Warren, 
Bate. Kenney, Pettigrew, W. 
Butler. _ Kyle, Proctor, 
So tae amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments 


to the text of the committeeamendment? If not, the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama Mr. MoRGaN] is in order, which is 
e as a substitute for the entire amendment. It will be 
read. 

; The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


First. That it is the fixed policy of the United States to pay. and clear off 
the national debt as nan as justand equal taxation and the accumulation 
of other reyenues of the Government will permit, with constant regard to 
the rapaci of the people to respond to this national duty. 

Second. That the cie basis, consisting of gold and silver coin, isthe only 
true, just, and constitutional basis of the issue of bank bills to circulate as 
money. 

Third. That it is an unjust and unconstitutional burden on the taxpayers 
of the United States that Con should agree to change the terms of the 
national obligations, even with the consent of the bondholders, so as to de- 
prive the people of the right and privilege of oa e obligations in coins 
of coe. or miyor according to their necessities or the requirements of the 

eneral welfare. 
S*rourth. That it is contrary to the policy of the United States that the 
national debt shall be made perpetual, or that it should be maintained or 
increased for the benefit of the national banks, or to regulate the commercial 
value of gold or silver bullion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I transfer my 

air with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] to the junior 
8 from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and vote nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I transfer my 

air with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the Senator 
Ben Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and vote “nay.” 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 27, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bate, Daniel, McLaurin, Sullivan, 
Berry, Harris, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Money, Teller, 
. 5 
A ones, Nev. ettus, oy. 
Cockrell, Kenney, Rawlins, Vest. 
Culberson, McEnery, Stewart, 
NAYS—4. 
Aldrich, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Allison, Fair Lodge, uarlem, 
Beveridge, Foraker, McBride, 
Burrows, Foster, McComas, Scoti 
Caffery, Frye, McCumber, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, McMillan, Shoup, 
been Hale, thomas Simen, 
Clark, 0. Hanna, enrose, mer, 
om, j Hansbrough, Perkins, are 
vis, wiley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Deboe, oar, Platt, N. Y. Wolcot 
Depew, Kean, Pri d. 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Allen, Butler, Mallory, Turner, 
Gallinger, Mason, Warren, 
Baker, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellington. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be a to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided 
the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the limi- 
tations and provisions of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender qualit: 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be re 
ot nae y certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now pro- 
V. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. BERRY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Ponary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was ed). 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia . BACON] 
and the transfer of that pair to the Senator from [Mr. 
BAKER]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 28, nays 47; as follows: 


lam paired with 


YEAS—28. 
Bate, Culberson, McEnery, Stewart, 
Berry, Daniel, McLa Sullivan, 
Butler, Harris, Taliaferro, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Money, Teller, 
Clark, Mont. J Ark. Morgan, 
Clay, Jones, Ney. Pettus, Turley, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Rawlins, Vest. 
NAYS—47. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Lindsay, Pritchard, 

m, Fair odge, uarles, 
Beveridge, Foraker, McBride. 
Burrows, oster, McComas, Scot 
Caffery, ve, McCumber, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, c Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale, Mason, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Nelson, Spooner, 

lom, Hansbrough, Penrose, urston, 
vis, awley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Depew, Kean, tt, N. T. 
NOT VOTING—1L 
Allen, Gallinger, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Kyle, Pr P; Wellington. 

Baker, Mallory, Turner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
North Carolina is a very elaborate bill, proposing a new system 
of finance in the United States. I suggest that it be printed in 
the Recorp and acted upon without being read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. BuTLER] be printed in the 
RECORD without reading. Is there objection? 
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Mr. BUTLER. That is sa to me. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Chair hears no objection, 
and that order will be made. 


The amendment proposed by Mr. BuTLER was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That the unit of account shall be dollar, and the fractional parts thereof 

shall be cent and mill; the cent shall be the one-hundredth part of a dollar, or 

sh: dth of a dollar, or unit; and 

Go the public offices thereof and 

in the courts of the United States shall be keptand stated 
onal parts thereof, namely, dollars, cents, and inills. 

Sxo. 2. That the money of the United States shall be manufactured or 

coined out of gold, silver, T, or copper. The gold coins shall be manu- 

factured out of analloy of which nine parts by welght shall be pure gold and 

one part by weight shall be copper or copper and silver, and shall be known 

The silver coins shall 3 sao ad maps ee out o on 

W. pure silver and one part by 

3 as standard silver. The copper 


ry. 

Sxc. 3. That no piece of money coined or manufactured out of gold, silver, 
or paper shall be greater than twenty dollars or anite saa each piece of 
money manufactured by the United States out of gold, silver, or r shall 
be a legal tender for debts, public and vate, at their no. or face 
value. The or coins shall be a legal tender at their nominal or face value 
baie all debts, public and private, in amounts not to exceed one dollar or unit 

any e 

SEO. 4. 


each to be twenty d- 
lar or unit each to be ten dollars or units, and to contain 
pag By or unit pieces, each to be five dollars or units, and to con- 


Sec. 5. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of standard silver 
coins pee of money: namely: Dollar or unit 
unit e aoan ts be caus Baill A A ATA 
a 
10 each to bo r of a dollar or unit, 
o contain ; 


: = each to be one-tenth of a dollar or 
; and to contain 41} grains, $ 
oe That . the United States shall be a 5; cent 


contain 40 grains, eA 
tothe mints of the United States gola 
„and the same shall be coined into 
ly upon receipt of the same at the 


is now owned or which may hereafter 
stoi be immediately coined 


be coined out of material purchased by 
and the 
thesame 


come into the 


same shall be coin 

All gold and silver bullion which 
possession 

into money. 


or units, dollar or unit, or half dollar 
of the eagle shall be omitted from the t piece. 
bear the same inscriptions as the other coins, except 
the cago shall be omitted, and each pieco shall bo designated as 5 cents or 1 


manufactured 

ing of the United States, the fo kinds 
-dollar or unit pieces, 
ollars or units; ten-dollar or t pieces, each to be ten 
each to be five dollars or units; 


or units; one-dollar or unit 
be one 


or unit. 
12. 76 r money that shall 
stamped, namely, 8 g devices oF logonds s bo printed =e 
n n num- 
= (and err denomination shall be 5 
5 ed ; the words“ United Statesof 
pression of the Goddess of Liberty 


it. U 
eco shall be printed or stam: 0 
Pub 9 


or coined out of Raper, at the 
owing 


„with 
reverse sides of each 
tender for all deb 


vices and 


of paper money under this act for the purpose of 


ignating it from other prcon and which may be pertinent for that purpose, 
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

EC. 13. That peate shall be engraved under the direction of the Secre 

of the Treasury for the purpose of printing or coining the various denomi- 
nations of money out of N herein provided for. The engraving and 
the printing be of the highest art, and the paper shall be of the best 
character and quality that can be obtained for t p The pieces of 
paper money coined under this act shall be uniform in , and the engrav- 

g on the plateson which they shall be ted or coined shall be 6 inches 
and seven-eighths of an inch in length and 3 inches in width. 

Sec. 14. t there shall be coined out of paper an amount of money of the 
various denominations herein provided for sufficient to cover th tal 
amount of the 8 o tions of the United States, namely, bonds, 
principal and interest, United States notes, old demand notes, fractional cur- 
reen ai e silyer certificates, certificates of deposit, 
no 


T money, 
various obliga- 


mature, 
SEOC. 15. That whenever any of the bonds of the United States shall be pre- 
sented for payment at the Treasury thereof before the same shall become 
due, the Treasurer of the United States shall pay to the owner thereof tha 
nominal or face value of the bonds presented, and interest thereon to the date 
of presentation, in coined paper money, dollar for dollar; but if when pre- 
sented for payment as aforesaid, gold or silver coin be demanded, the Treas- 
urer aay pay the same either in gold or silver coin, or both, as he may elect. 
All bon Paid by the United States as herein provided for shall be immedi- 
ately canceled and destroyed. 

SEC. 16. That each national bank organized under the laws of the United 
States shall, within nman. asye from and after the passage of this act, for- 
ward to the of the United States an amount of money equal to the 
amount of notes issued and put into circulation by it; on receiptof which the 
bonds held by the United States as security for its circulation shall be deliv- 


ered to it. 

Seo. 17. That if any person, after tho of this act, shall bring gold 
or silver bullion to the mints of the United States to be coined into money, 
there shall be delivered to him, at his option, the coins coined out of his but 
lion, or an equal amount of coined paper money, dollar for dollar; and there 
shall be coined and kept on hand a sufficient amount of coined Paper money 
to meet any demand that may be made upon the Treasurer for ed paper 
money in ex for gold or silver bullion. 

SEC. 18. That whenever gold or silver bullion shall be 8 for coined 
paper money the bullion so exc shall be and become the property of 
the United States and shall be immediately coined into money and used in the 
payment of the debts and obligations of the United States as they mature. 

Bro. 19. That the Treasurer of the United States shall under no circum- 
stances exchange one kind of money for another kind with any person, per- 
sons, or corporation. 

Sec. 20. Phat in 8 out of paper as provided for in this act, 
the follo rule shall observed, namely: For every twenty-dollar or 
re shall be coined 2 ten-dollar or unit 4 five-dollar 
and 20 one-di 
be coined 2 five-dollar or unit pieces, 


dollar or unit piece there 

Sec. 21. That any of the money that may be coined out of paper under this 
act that shall become 3 so as to become unfit for use shall. 
when presented to the Treasurer of the United States by the owner thereof, 
or when the same shall come into the Treasury of the United States, be taken 
ap and destroyed, and in lieu thereof shall be issued new money coined out 
0 


ao 2 That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. Z. That the title of the act shall be amended to read as follows: An 
act to establish a unit of account and to provide for the coinage of money, 
and for other purposes.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on ae 
ing to the amendment in the nature of a substitute repo: by 
the Committee on Finance as it has been amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill is in the Senate and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
still to amendment. 

Mr. IN. I desire to offer an amendment as an additional 
section, to come in as section 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 5 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new sec- 
tion the following: 

Sec. 10. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: 

SEO. 5138. No association shall be organized with a less capital than $100,- 
000, scop that banks with a capital of not less than $50,000 . ap- 

tho Secretary of the bo o in any the popu- 

tion of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and 9 that banks with 
a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Secretary of 
the „be in any place the population of which does not ex- 
ceed 4,000 infabitan: No association shall Te organized in a city oe pore 
lation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than $200,000." 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, Ihave no desire to submit any 
remarks upon the amendment, except simply to state the proposed. 
change in the existing law. The only change is that under the 
amendment national ks with $25,000 capital will be 3 
to be organized in places having a population of 4, 000 or less. It is 
to meet an urgent want in the West that the amendment has been 


offered. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not object to that amendment. 
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The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Tu PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass 

555 JONES of Arkansas and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas 
and nays. 

9 8 ma and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
e roll 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. ALLEN’s name was called). I wish 
to announce again, on the final passage of the bill, that on this 
bill and all amendments which have heretofore been voted upon, 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired with the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If the Senator from 
Nebraska were present, he would vote “nay” on this a Se i 
and the Senator from New Hampshire would vote ‘‘yea. 

Mr, CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). If my col- 
8 Had Mr. Bacon] were present, he would vote “nay.” 

UTLER (when his name was called). While I have had 
ageneral ri with theSenator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] 
on this bill and on all votes which have been taken heretofore, 
that pair has been transferred to the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW], who, if present, would vote ‘‘nay.” I vote 
éi na * 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). J again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. If he 
ware, present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. Y (when Mr. TurNER’s name was called). The 
Senator from Washington 57 5 TURNER] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by reason of sickness, he were present, he would vote nay.” 
ae has a general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 

ARREN 

Mr. WARREN (w 8 en his name was called). As announced by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington . TURNER]. If that Senator were 
present, he would vote “nay,” and I should vote „ea.“ 

Mr. WETMORE (when is name was called). I again an- 
nounce that I have a 7 5 9 pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]; but I transfer that pair to the Senator from 

sas . BAKER], and vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 46, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—46. 
Aldri 
a Foraker, Nel aue. oe 
Beveridge, Foster, McComas, Scot 
Burrows, Frye, McCumber, Se 
ery, Gear, Me: Shoup, 
Clark, W. Hans Nelson Spoons 
rk, o. anna, e r. 
om, z Hansbrough, Pe: = ‘urston, 
vis, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Deboe, oar, tt, n. Wolcott. 
Depew, Kean, Platt. N. X. 
Lindsay, ql 
NAYS—2. 
Ba Culberson, McLaurin, Taliaf 
Berry, Daniel, tin, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Money, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Morgan, Turley, 
Chil Jones, Ark. Pettus, Vest. 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
d Kenney, Stewart, 
Cockrell, McEnery, 5 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Allen, Gallinger, 3 Warren 
Kyle, Pr ¥ Wellington. 
Baker, Mall 4 Turner, 
So the bill was passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: A bill to affirm the ex- 
isting standard of value, to maintain the parity in value of all 
amet of money, to refund the public, debt, and for other pur- 


25 ‘ALDRICH, I ask that the bill may be printed in the 
RECORD as it has been amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island 7 the bill is not also to be printed in separate form 
as it 

e ALDRICH. Yes; I ask also that the bill may be printed 
ately. 
PRESIDENT protempore. Thatorder will be made, in the 
absence of objection, 
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83 until all the bonds rege aa pir] 8 
any o Nas 1 8 bonds N pe ousa for payment in rest thereon shall 


Bd . 7. That ut 2 de t with the Treasurer of the Ag States. b 
any national be deponit wit any bonds of the cy tha 
manner provided by law, associa anal he nie toe. 
... the’ Curre „ reg- 
istered and countersigned ae amoun 
value of the bonds so now 


!.... ˙ ww ĩ . ̃⅛²•-H N 
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having bonds on d. t for the security of circula’ which 


an frav iaei of circulating notes has been issued less — e of the 
bonds, shall be titled see, upon dus due $ plica: concn 3 the pe Commerc er vot the Cur- 
rency, ive additional — dhe * amount which 
will the circula held by suc mingr anan the par value 
of the bonds 3 Pone nonas to be oe and 1 in the 

associations heretofore 


additional de Epi 


of pag circulating notes outstanding f ‘or which such bonds may be 
as 8 A; Further, That the circulating notes furnished to 
national banking associations under the provisions of act shall be of the 
denominations prescribed by law, ex: 1 that no n associa- 
tion after the passage of this act, be entitled to receive or to issue or re- 
ting notes of a less denominati 
shall the total 


inconsistent wi 


panak ee association ha PEREAS 

vided by law, bonds of the United States corre 

cont per ane annum to secure its circulating notes, the Treasurer of 
nited States in the months of January and Jul, Ln frye one-fourth of 

1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of such of its circulating 

notes as are based u meng las ppd o said 2 per cent bonds, and such taxes 

taxes on its circulating notes imposed by section 


red 
nations of the world at Bhs Bh which shallinsure 
value between gold and silver. 
Szo. 10. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 


tion shall be with a less capital than 
$100,900, 388 banks with a capital of not less than sino may, with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in any place the 
of which does not exceed 6,000 bitants, and | except that ba) 
miu a capital of not less than 000 may, with the sanction of the 


be — . any ae hy the — — — of which does not 
exceed ean abitan No associa! ized in a city the pop- 
ulation E atan anA DA a wit E A of less than 000.” 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive b 

Mr. CULLOM. My motion is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from [linois 
moves that the Senate pr to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Pending which motion, I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

. Will the Senator yield to me for e 
ness 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
9 his motion until the Hawaiian bill can be placed before 

e Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is not worth 
while at this late hour, after a somewhat tedious day, to under- 
take to determine now what business the Senate will; proceed to 
take 17 to-morrow. 

Mr, CULLOM,. There is a full Senate present, 

The PRESIDEN’ — 5 tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive ess, 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. I — Beco the vote may now be taken on the 


question of proceed ete 8 of the Hawaiian bill, 
the title of Which has 
The PRESIDENT Coe The question is on the motion 


of the Senator from Illinois, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 222) to 
provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PETTUS. If it be in order, I ee that the Senate adjourn. 

I may be permitted, to say 

that there are a large number of 


Mr. hte ieee ae I should like, if 
to the Senator from Alabama 


post-office nominations, as to which requests have been made by 
many Senators that they be reported to-day. 

Mr. PETTUS. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT ge tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcort]. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the çon- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
80 ee m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 16, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1900, 
COMMISSIONER TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


James Allison, of Kansas, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 

Maj. William S. Stanton, Corps of egret to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 7, 1900, vice Benyaurd, deceased. 

Capt. George W. Goethals, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 
8 7, 1900, vice Stanton, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be captain, 
February 7, 1900, vice Goethals, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank C. Boggs, jr., Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant, February 7, 1 vice Keller, promote. 

Subsistence Department. 


Capt. David L. Brainard, commissary of subsistence, to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank o major, February 12, 1900, 
vice Smith, retired from active service. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenants. 


Maj. John M. Craig, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
olunteers, February 12, 1900, vice Toncray, pro- 


Battalion Ser; 
United States 
moted. 

First Sergt. Israel F. Costello, Company K, Thirty-sixth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900, vice Davis, killed 
in action. 

Sergt. John A. Huntsman, Company E, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
va States Volunteers, February 12, 1900, vice Bowman, pro- 
mo 

Q. M. Sergt. George F. Young, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
8 Volunteers, 8 12, 1900, vice Wing, deceased. 

rgt. Maj. George J. Oden, Thirty: -sixth Infantry, United States 
oei ban February 12, 1900, vice McGowan, promoted, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 


Lieut. Col. Albert S. Cummins, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
colonel, February 4, 1900, vice Bell, appointed brigadie:-general, 
United States Volunteers. 

Maj. George L. Byram, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, February 4, 1900, vice Cummins, promoted. 

Capt. Louis C. Scherer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be major, 
February 4, 1900, vice Byram, promoted, 

First Lieut. Zan F. Collett, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, February 4, 1500, vice Scherer, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Brewer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, February 4, 1900, vice Collett, promoted. 


THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY, 


Second Lieut. Edward McGowan, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first e February 7, 1900, vice 
Toncray, deceased. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1900, 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1837 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 15, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
wees titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7739. An act to amend an act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
eae and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 

H. R. 5288, An act relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SMALL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of important business, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER, 


Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill No. 4006. 

The bill (H. R. 4006) authorizing the Union Railroad Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River 
was read, with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to know whether the bill has the 
approval of the War Department. 

. DALZELL. The bill is in the ordinary form of such bills; 
it has been 8 by the Secretary of War and unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

here being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ANNUAL CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 


Mr. BULL. I am directed by the Committee on Accounts to 
present a privileged report. I report back favorably the resolu- 
tion which 1 send to the desk. 

The following resolution (introduced by Mr. LouDENSLAGER 
on the 5th instant) was read: 

Resolved, That a clerk to the Committee on Pensions is hereby authorized, 
at an annual salary of $2,000, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House until such salary is provided for in the 1. tive, executive, and 
judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 

The resolution was 5 to. 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT CLERKS TO COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BULL. Iam also directed to present another privileged 

report. I ask that the report be read. à 
he SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that there are several 

resolutions, for which the committee report a substitute. Does 
the gentleman wish to have the substitute read? 

Mr. BULL. The report covers the whole ground, It is very 
brief. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to Whom was referred House resolutions 
numbered 60, 63, 93, and 119, for the a pas of assistant clerks to the 
Committees on Public Lands, Claims, t 
red the same, and beg 1 


hey inv. 
oral and written evidence, and recommended to the full committee the allow- 
i to the committees above named, and an assistant 


per month each, gunn the sessions of the present Congress, in which 
mendation your co ttee concurred. 

The Committee on Claims was granted an assistant clerk in the last and 
many pero Congresses. That committee has jurisdiction of all civil and 
miscellaneous 3 and its work, which is voluminous, justifies the nt- 
ing of the additional clerical help requested. The Committees on blic 
Lands, District of Columbia, Rivers and Harbors, and Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries have never had assistant clerks, but we think the work of those 
committees warrants the allowance at this time, and we therefore recom- 
mend the adoption of the following resolution in lieu of resolutions num- 

red 60, 63, 93, and 119, namely: 

Resolved, That an assistant clerk is hereby allowed to each of the follow- 
ing-named committees during the sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress, to be 

id out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $100 per month. 

wit: Public Lands, Claims, District of Columbia, Rivers and ‘bors, and 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask whether the original res- 
olutions have ban returned? 
es, sir, 


BULL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If I caught correctly the reading of the 
report, thisis aprivileged resolution. Tunderstand that the salaries 
of these clerks are to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House. Is that correct? 

Mr. BULL. Les, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that that fact 
makes the resolution privileged, and therefore I can not object to 
its consideration. But I do protest 5 the adoption of this 
resolution. As I understand, it provides for the appointment of 
five additional assistant clerks to committees of this House- five 
different committees. Now, I do not understand that these com- 
mittees, at least some of them, have heretofore had these clerks, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
at that point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. During the last Con the Committee on 
the District of Columbia was honored by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as a member of that committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is always an honor to be associated 
with my friend. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And we had an assistant clerk during the en- 
tire session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, and the chairman of that 
committee had to pay the clerk $100 a month out of his own pocket 
during the entire session of that Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, after what the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin has said, I will say I did not know that 
the gentleman had made that contribution to the public service 
during the last Congress. 

I know that his committee considers quite a number of billsand 
does a t deal of work; but, Mr. Speaker, take the Committee 
on Claims. This resolution gives that committee an assistant 
clerk. Now, that committee may have and doubtless has a num- 
ber of bills referred toit. But I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
nearly three months of this Congress have expired and that com- 
mittee has not even asked consideration of a single, solitary bill 
on a Private Calendar day. 

That committee and the Committee on War Claims are given 
Friday of each week. They have not even asked this House to 
consider bills from that committee. Of course, it is in the power 
of the majority of this House to multiply clerks. It seems they 
are doing it. Isee the able chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations there, and heis not raising his voice against thisincrease 
in the clerical force. 

Mr. GRAFF rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. I desire to state, in reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that the Committee on Claims are ready at any time 
that they are permitted to do so to call up for consideration the 
claims which are on the Calendar. 

In addition to that, I will say that that committee have been 
holding two meetings a week, commencing at 9 o’clock in the 
morning, and have been devoting themselves energetically to the 
performance of their duty, and they have attempted to give these 
claims actual consideration, and we desire to have them considered 
in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Now, Mr. Speaker, I have made no criti- 
cism of the committee, as to what they are doing. 

Mr. GRAFF. And I desire to say further to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that I have been compelled to employ an addis 
tional clerk, who has been actually engaged in docketing some 
700 bills which are before that committee. Every day I receive 
communications from the members of the House, desiring to have 
the different bills assigned. 

In addition to the assignment of these bills to the different sub- 
committees and the docketing of them, proofs of the bills which 
are to be considered have to be supplied, and that requires a gen- 
tleman who is competent to perform the task with some intelli- 
gence. This committee has always been granted an additional 
clerk, at least since the Fifty-fourth Congress, since my coming 
to the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to take 
issue with the gentleman further than to say that this is the first 
time that I have heard the chairman of that committee raise his 
voice in this House in behalf of claims of any kind. 

The gentleman knows that, under the rules, every Friday is set 
apart for the consideration of bills from his committee, together 
with the Committee on War Claims, Friday after Friday has 
passed during this Congress, until nearly three months have gone, 
one-half of the session, and I have not heard that committee un- 
dertake to claim the Friday that is given them under the rules 
for the consideration of their measures. 

Mr. OLMSTED rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am about through, I am not here to 
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take care of the majority, if they are determined to increase the 
clerical force of the House. 
Mr. OLMSTED, Will the noman ina to me for a question? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If they are g to add these extra 
officers, they have the power to do so. Isimply want to say, with 
reference to these committees that have not had assistant clerks, 
that we do not think they ought to be given. Committees that 
have had them, committees that 3 need them, ought to 
have them, and there will be no objection to it. Now, I do not 
care to take any further time. 

Mr. OLMSTED, I will ask the gentleman if he does not know 
that, instead of providing an increase, this resolution, so far as 
the Committee on Claims is concerned, cuts down the salary which 
has usually been paid to the assistant clerk of that committee 
from $6 a day to $100 a month? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That may be true as to that committee; 
but then the gentleman must notice that the resolution gives ad- 
ditional clerks to other committees that have never had assistant 
clerks before. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And in every instance the chairman of that 
committee has come before the Committee on Accounts and 
stated that owing to the increased business of his committee, he 
was Sg to page additional assistance out of his own pocket. 

Mr. BARTL Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the 5 from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Butt] Py, to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BULL. Y 


es. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, representing the minority upon 

the Committee on Accounts, I desire to say that I would not have 
to the favorable report of this resolution if I did not be- 
lieve it was a proper one. Wi S 

Mr. Speaker, a great many propositions have been submitted to 
and considered by the Committee on Accounts, and we have care- 
fully investigated them. TheCommittee on Accounts are simply 
desirous to give to the various committees of the House haying 
charge of the business of the House, and to the chairmen of those 
committees, that assistance and aid in the way of clerical help 
that they absolutely need, We must remember, Mr, Speaker, 
that all of us have private secretaries to do our own work as mem- 
bers, except those who are chairmen of committees haying annua’ 
or session clerks. 

So it happens that all of the committees for which assistant 
clerks are provided in this resolution, and in the resolutions passed 
by the House on the other day, are committees that have a great 
deal of work to do, and the chairmen under the law not having 
any secretaries to do their work as individual members, have been 
compelled to pay out of their own pockets for the services of the 
secretaries, stenographers, or clerks to do their private work. 

Now, much as I am in favor of economy in the expenditures of 
the public money, much as I believe that we should not extrayva- 
gantly axpend the public money, I for one stand here to say that 
the msmbers of this House in the discharge of their public duty, 
whether they be Republicans or Democrats, whether the House is 
Republican or Democratic, are entitled to receive and shall re- 
ceive at my hands so long as I am upon that committee = con- 
sideration and necessary assistance where it is req for the 
transaction of the public business. : : 

And, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I am not in favor of having a 
condition of affairs where the chairmen of important commit- 
tees are to be mulct out of their private pockets by the payment 
of money to secretaries to do their work as individual members, 
simply because they are prominent enough and distinguished 
enough to be chairmen of t great committees. 

We have investigated this matter very carefully. We appointed 
a subcommittee to investigate the question. Thegentleman from 
eee ee , chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, stated to us that all last year and even now 
he has been paying money out of his own goos to a secretary to 
assist him in his business as an individual Representative. Other 
gentlemen, chairmen of committees, have done the same thing, 
and this resolution gives to these chairmen additional committee 
clerks only when we believe it is necessary. It simply gives to 
the chairmen of the committees named a clerk each at a hundred 
dollars a month, the same as every other member of the House 
gets for clerk hire during the session of Congress. 2 : 

, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts are unanimous in 
their decision that this resolution is right, and that it does not call 
for an unnecessary nditure of the publicmoney. They believe 
it is an expenditure in the interest of the public business, in the 
effective discharge of the duty of a Representative to the House 
and to his constituents, and it is an effort on the partof the Com- 
mittee on Accounts to put those gentlemen who are chairmen of 


important committees upon an equality with other members. 
. SIMS. I with what the gentleman from Georgia says, 
but I want to ask this question: Is there any use in providing 


facilities for a committee to report bills, if those bills are never to 
be considered in the House? 


Mr. BARTLETT. I will answer the question of my friend. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, because there happens to be one committee 
upon this list that has not been able to secure a day for the con- 
sideration of its business in the House, I do not think it just that 
the chairman of that committee and other committees should be 
denied the clerical aid to which he is entitled. . simply 
from information which I have obtained from the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF], I believe 
that the assistant clerk which is provided for in this resolution 
should be allowed. It is true that committee have not been able 
to secure a day in this House, because a majority of the members 
of the House have voted to adjourn on Friday, or have voted to 
take up other business, but that is no reason why an injustice 
should be done to the chairman of that committee, 

The committee have gone on with this work; they have under- 
taken the 8 of the duty; they are doing it; and the chair - 
man appeared before the committee and said that he had paid out 
of his own pocket money in order to eRe E duty as chair- 
man of that committee, and therefore asked that he be given this 
additional clerk. 

Mr. SIMS. If the work is worth nothing to the country, why 
do it? Why havea committee at all, if you are not going to insist 
upon the rights of the committee before this House? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Way, as. Speaker, if we are to measure the 
work of a committee by what we think it is worth to the country, 
we will in many instances not allow them any clerks. I believe 
in a great many instances a great many bills are reported to this 
House which are injurious tothe country. Some of the largest 
committees report bills which I think will do harm to the country; 
but for that reason I can not deny to the committee, as a member 
of the Committee on Accounts, the money to do the necessary 
clerical work of that committee or to furnish them the necessary 
clerical hire, especially when they have stated to us and demon- 
strated to us itis absolutely necessary to enable them, with fair- 
ness and with equality and with justice to themselves and with 
justice to this House, to discharge their duties. As a member I 
am ready to vote for this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
ä the committee. 


o whom does the gentleman from Rhode 


Mr. BULL. Lyield to the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman t me to yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia . OTEY]? 

Mr. BULL. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak for one committee of 
which I have the honor to be a member, and that is the Commit- 
tee on Claims. As all of y may perhaps know, that is a com- 
mittee that has a great deal of work to do. ‘We have over 700 
bills now before that committee. We have been meeting at 9 
o’clock in the morning on Tuesday and 9 o’clock on Thursday and 
a subcommittee meeting on Mon at 9 o’clock, of which lama 
member, and we need all the work and assistance that a clerk 
can give us. Weare endeavoring to bring the claims to a con- 
FF T 
versely repo: or favorably re an „and withou 
an assistant clerk to that committee it can not be done, 

Mr. SIMS. Do you know why the chairman of the committee 
does not demand his rights here every Friday? 

Mr. OTEY. Isuppose the chairman has 3 his rights. 
I do not know of any reason why he should not do so. He desires 
to get rid of these bills as well for the House as the patrons of the 
bills „ and we are doing all we can to accomplish it; and the little 
question of whether we shall have assistance to carry on this work 
is a mere bagatelle. We had better have two assistants and have 
ho work done. From one session w 1 these Blaan ee 
ably reported or not reported, an ey on for twenty or 
twenty-five years. Some of these bills nee bear: before the House 
for twenty-five years; and itis the duty of Congress to get rid of 
them, and not let them stand on the calendars ad infinitum. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the committee, I de- 
sire briefly to define my own position in regard to the resolution 
before the House. Et has become the custom of gentlemen when 
they address the House to say that such and such a report is the 
unanimous a es of the committee. In many instances, I sup- 
pose, that is of the members who were present. Gentlemen must 

ow that I never favored a resolution of this character. I was 
not present when it was adopted, and I do not desire to betray 
any of the confidences of the committee; but I would like the at- 
tention of the House for a moment in order that they may under- 
stand what the committee has had to contend with. This ques- 
tion has been before the Committee on Accounts for something 
like six or eight w 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
We can not hear what the gentleman is saying. 


1900. 
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The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. LOUD. This question, as I was saying, has been before 
the Committee on Accounts for six or eight weeks; in fact, ever 
since Congress has met. We have adopted resolution after reso- 
lution. I think I betray no confidence of the committee in 
stating that, because it is a fact, some time ago the committee 
adopted a resolution to give all committees that had an annual 
clerk an additional clerk at $100 a month. 

Now, I stated at that time, and I may as well do the same here, 
that, so far as the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
is concerned, which is one of those committees, I do not need and 
do not ask for any clerk. Iwould even be willing and would urge 
that every committee of this House having an annual clerk have 
a clerk tothe chairmanof the committee. The committee hardly 
thought that was fair, and they included them all. The resolu- 
tion came back and was reconsidered, and reconsidered, and re- 
considered. We have since then been acting on this matter piece- 
meal. There are chairmen of committees in this House who are 
too modest to come here and ask for assistance, and the result is 
favoritism. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. LOUD. I will. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why can not the whole difficulty be reme- 
died by bringing in here a resolution providing that the same clerk 
hire shall be allowed to all gentlemen who are members of com- 
mittees during the session of Congress that is now allowed to 
them who are not chairmen? 

Mr. LOUD. The difficulty about that is this: The committee 
determined on that course at one time, and we reconsidered that 
action and then came back and took the matter up by piecemeal 
and gave the Military Committee, the Naval Committee, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and, I think, perhaps some others who were particularly 
urgent, clerks at 86 a day. They have taken so many out of the 
list for important committees of this House and given them clerks 
at $6 a day that it has Laie sag the matter, and unless you re- 
peal the action you have taken the time has gone by for any recon- 
sideration—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Could you not except those instances? 

Mr. LOUD. It is not an act of justice, permit me to say. 
From my experience in this House, extending over a few years, 
and association on several committees, I do not believe there is a 
committee in this House having a competent man as its clerk but 
what can get along with one clerk. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, 
that incompetent men are appointed as clerks of committees, 
Now, there is a proposition contained in this resolution for a 
stenographer for the Committee on Invalid Pensions, because they 
have not got a stenographer. In the year 1900, a committee in 
the House of Representatives having two or three clerks and have 
not got a stenographer! Why, stenographers are the cheapest 
article in the market to-day. You can get stenographers at $50 
and $60 a month. Let it be known that you want one and you 
will have 500 here in an hour. 

Now, because the chairmen of committees propose to appoint 
John Smith or Thomas Jones as clerks of committee, incompetent 
to 8 the work, they come to Congress and seek relief. Here 
is the Committee on Claims, and let us see what injustice is being 
done. While I believe this is doing well enough for the Com- 
mittee on Claims, let me say that after having served on that com- 
mittee four years, there is not a committee in this House, except- 
ing none, that has the same work to do that this Committee on 
Claims has, and yet 1 5 give to the other committees assistant 
clerks at $6 a day and break through the custom which has ex- 
isted here for years. And you say to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, You can have a clerk at $100 a month,” and 
because some one else is more persistent he shall have a clerk at 
$6 a day. As a rule the clerk of chairman receiving $100 a month 
during the recess is turned over to a six-dollar-a-day clerkship 
during the session of the House. This question is going to aggra- 
vate you until you settle it. We have got to the point now where 
you have given clerks to all standing committees having annual 
clerks, except three, four, or five, and you may just as well take 
this matter up now and dispose of it as to come in here by piece- 
meal and give clerks at $6 a day. 

Mr. BULL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED}. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we all know the reputation of 
my distinguished friend from California [Mr. Loup] for economy, 
but it seems to me that, in the language of a popular minstrel 
song of the day, he hasn’t got his habits on” this morning. He 
opposes this resolution which proposes a session clerk for the 5 
committees named at $100 a month, and he op it because we 
do not give clerks to the chairmen of 21 committees instead of 5. 
Indeed, my distinguished friend advocated giving to the chair- 
man of each committee having annual or session clerks $100 per 
month for his own clerk hire during the sessions of the House. 
Now, there are 21 committees haying annual clerks by law, and 


17 committees having session clerks by law, so that my friend 


favored appo ting 38 additional clerks at one fell swoop, and now 
e ting of 5. 
. LOUD. The 33 is neither truthful nor fair. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Iappreciate the extreme politeness of the gen- 
tleman’s remark, coming from an old and distin ed member 
of the House. I would not have referred to what occurred in 
the committee if the gentleman had not already done so. I say 
upon my word that he did vote in favor of a resolution giving the 
Ehud n of each committee which had an annual or session clerk 
my Pep ee clerk hire at $100 per month during the session, making 
38 in all—— 

Mr. LOUD. That is not true. 

Mr. OLMSTED. When upon my motion that resolution had 
been reconsidered and defeated, the gentleman from California 
made the motion—— 

Mr. LOUD, I made a motion that the committees having annual 
clerks should have assistant clerks, but that applied only to 21 com- 


mi s 
Mr. BARTLETT, I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. This discussion is out of order. Gentlemen 

will proceed without disclosing the work of the committee, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Let us see how unfair this would be. The 
Committee on Elections No. 1 has a $2,000 annual clerk. It would 
give that chairman an additional clerk at $100 a month during the 
session. How would that work as between Elections Co ttee 
No. 1 and the Committees 2 and 3, which have no annual clerk at 
all? The Committee on Elections No. 1 would pays ye vally 
$3,200 a year for clerk hire, while the Committees Nos. 2 and 3 
would have no . We thought—and I am proud that I was 
largely responsible for the defeat of the othermeasure—we thought 
it wise to take up each committee and judge of it upon its merits; 
so we have recommended that these 5 committees—not the whole 
21 committees—be allowed each an additional clerk, at the rate 
not of $6 a day, but of $100 a month. 

Now, the chairman of each of these committees has, under the 
law, while Congress is not in session, an allowance of $100 per 
month for clerk hire. Theyreceive this allowance while Congress 
is not in session the same as members who are not chairmen of 
committees; so that if this resolution be adopted, each of these 
chairmen of these 5 committees will have, during the session of 
2 his regular allowance of $100 a month for clerk hire 
besides the assistance of a $2,000 clerk allowed to the comzait- 
tee. We thought that the $2,000 clerk now allowed by law ought 
to be able to do the work of the committee and that the chair- 
man as a member of the House could get along with his allow- 
ance of $1,200 a year the same as other mem So, in the 
interest of economy—in the interest of the taxpayers—we recom- 
mended the adoption of the resolution reported in place of a more 
sweeping one granting a larger number of clerks. 

The question being taken, the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee was to. 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the original resolutions for 
which the resolution just adopted was reported as a substitute 
will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. BULL. I have one more report to make. I have been 
peg sa? to report back favorably the resolution which I send to 

e desk, : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
authorized to appoint a sten her for said committee, whose shall 
vepe out of the contingent fund of the House and shall not exceed $100 per 

Pd SULLOWAY, I have an amendment which I desire to 
offer. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island yield 
to allow the amendment to be offered? 

Mr. BULL. Yes, sir. 

1 Tha amendment sent to the desk by Mr. SULLOWAY was read, as 
ollows: 

Amend striki: x a 
N ing gsi — — $100 a month“ and inserting in lieu 

ihe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this amend- 
men 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I desire to say č 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island yield 
to the tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire only a minute. 

Mr. BULL. I desire first to yield to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, if he desires to be heard in support of his amendment. 

Mr, SULLOWAY. I desire to say in f of this amendment 
that the resolution now pending was introduced, I think, nearly 
five weeks ago. At that time the committee were hopeful that 
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they could secure a competent stenographer for$100 a month; but, 


developing under the an process, we have found, during 
these four or five weeks, that it will be absolutely impossible to 
secure for amount of money a man competent for this busi- 
ness—familiar with the medical dictionary. In asking for astenog- 
rapher at $6 a day we are not asking any expenditure in behalf of 
this committee beyond what has heretofore been allowed. In the 
Fifty-second Congress there were two assistant clerks at $6 per 
day; we have but one. In the Fifty-third Congress there were 
two assistant clerks at $6 per day; we havebutone. In the Fifty- 
fourth Congress there were three assistant clerks at $6 a day; we 
have but one. If $6a day be allowed us to enable us to obtain a 
competent stenographer, we shall have aclerk and what might 
be termed two assistant clerks; andif you gentlemen who have 
bills pending in our committee, where there are 3,000 to-day, a 
thousand of which it has been impossible for the clerk, up to this 
time, to docket—if you want your bills considered and reported, 
then we must havethisstenographer. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to rise in 
opposition to any of these recommendations of the Committee on 
Accounts. But Inow rise for the purpose of emphasizing the fact 
that this committee is now asking something that no other com- 
mittee has ever asked for or had. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The gentleman will allow me to correct 
him, We have had stenographers, and we have had additional 
assistant clerks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
an assistant clerk, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And you have a special man deputized 
from the Pension Office 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Which this committee has always had. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thus there are now three clerks for that 
committee. Now, I say that when the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions come to this House and ask in addition a stenographer 
they are asking what the House has never authorized before. 

. SULLOWAY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would not undertake to put my recol- 
lection against that of the gentleman on a matter of this kind; 
but I have no recollection that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
has ever had a stenographer. 

There is only one other t to which I wish to call attention. 
Gentlemen on the other side have the right to make these increases 
if miey want to do so; they have the power. Iam opposed to giv- 
ing this committee a stenographer, because they already have 
three clerks, and I also o increasing the pay, as recommended 
by the committee, from $100 a month to $6a day. I believe that 
$100 a month will secure an efficient sten pher for that com- 
— 55 — 18 a res eat one, Si erefore . Tote 

f: o ms, and most earnestly against the amend- 
ment . — the amount of the proposed salary to $6 a day. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Does the gentleman know of a competent 
ae gay familiar with medical phrases who can be employed 
for less that $1,600? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I take it that the member of the com- 
mittee who may be dictating to the stenographer will furnish to 
him such information about medical terms as he may require. 
Of course the member must himself have the necessary 1 
ance with such terms; he can not expect to depend upon his ste- 
n her for information of that kind. 

. DINSMORE. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New Ham . SULLOWAY], the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 

Mr. SuLtoway] yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

2 for a 8 

Mr. 8U WAY. Certainly. 
= Mr. 8 ; Is the clerk of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons a steno er 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No, sir; he is not. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Is the assistant clerk a stenographer? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No, sir. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Neither one nor the other? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Neither of them. t 

Mr. DINSMORE. Could not all this be obviated by having one 
or the other of those clerks a practical sten pher? 

Mr. SULLOWAY, No, sir; it is a p cal impossibility for 
any two men, no matter who selects them or where they come 
from, to do the work in that committee, and have these bills ex- 
amined, docketed, and cross-docketed. 

In the first place, you can not docket a bill that comes from the 
Senate in less than n minutes. Here are 3,000 bills, and we 
had no clerk up to the ist of January. When he got here there 
were 2,000 bills piled up in the room for him to assort, separate, 
docket, and so that when an mtleman in the House 
came down there and looked for his bill he could find it and tell 


I understand you have now a clerk and 


him where it was. 
never can be. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I should like to ask the gentleman if it does 
not add to the efficiency of any clerk or any assistant clerk of any 
committee to be a stenographer? 

Mr. SULLOWAY., I dare say it might. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then, may I ask, in the interest of the busi- 
ness of the House, not with any agit to interfere with the 
affairs of the committee of which the gentleman is the able chair- 
man, if it would not be in theinterest of the business of the House 
to have freee appointed as clerk and assistant clerk in- 
stead of the people who are there, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, It would not be a disadvantage, but in this 
particular case I do not see that it would be an advantage. The 
work of the clerk is different from the work of the stenographer 
employed in that committee room. There is a ial examiner 
that goes through all of this evidence which is filed in these dif- 
ferent cases and makes a condensed statement of the facts 

Mr. DINSMORE. And I believe a man is detailed from the 
Department to do that. 

. SULLOWAY. This al examiner has to go through 
this evidence and dictate a brief statement of it to this stenogra- 
pher, and that forms a great portion of the work which a stenog- 
rapher has to do. 

. SIMS. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions a question for information only. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions if the business before that committee is in- 


9 
Mr. SULLO WAT. I think it is as large or will be as large as 
in any previous Congress. There is every reason in the world 
why it should be. 

. SIMS. There is no decrease? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. As long as there are old soldiers to-day 
who are shivering with cold and gaunt with hunger and not on 
the pension rolls there is no reason why they should not come to 
our committee. 

Mr. SIMS. There is no decrease as I understand it? 

ide] SULLOWAY,. I hope not. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

The SPEAKER, The 3 is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New 


The work never was done by two men and 


. RICHARDSON. This is to increase the compensation to 
$6a day as I understand it. 
The SPEAKER. This is on the amendment offered by the gen- 


zanan Eron New Hampshire to the report of the Committee on 
ccounts. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that in the 
opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 44. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Resse, Gio Epeakee maruuoet ist bis sown npheacen (t Hikes 
amen e er announ © noes a ave it. 
Mr. BULL. Division, Mr. er. ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
AsI understand the situation, the resolution, if passed now as 
amended, provides for $6 a ae of the recommendation of 
the Committee on Accounts, for $100 a month, 

Aray SPEAKER, The gentleman is correct in his understanding 
of i 

Mr. BARTLETT, I want gentlemen to understand it. 

The question being taken on to the resolution as 
amended, on a division there were—ayes 113, noes 45. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. er. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina that there is no quorum. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the gentleman did not make the point that there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. TALBERT. I meant that by implication, and I now make 
the point that there is no quorum present, if that will satisfy the 
gentleman any better. 

The SP , having counted the House, announced 197 
members, a quorum, present. 

Accordingly, the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for a re- 
rint of the bill (H. R. 7572) extending in the district of Alaska 
the placer-mining lawe to lands reserved from sale in sections 1 
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and 10 of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled An 

act extending the homestead laws and providing for right of way 

for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other p Tis 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 7572. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
express and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 

tles: 

On February 7, 1900: 

H. R. 6272. An act fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ies Se City, D. C.; and 

R. 947, An act to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district in the State of Tennessee. 

On February 8, 1900: 

H. R. 5042. An act to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments of the District of Columbia. 

On February 9, 1900: 

H. R. 6237. An act making appropriations to supply argens de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

FY R. 5491. An act toamend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes; 
an 

H. J. Res. 6. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use $60,000 of the 8 for the support of the ar 
and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for 
the construction of a modern military hospital at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans, 

On February 10, 1900: 

H. R. 6073. An act toamend section 4 of the act of Congress 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 5076. An act to amend the first section of an act to chan 
the time and pee for the district and circuit courts of the north- 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; and 

H. J. Res. 136. Joint resolution providing for the distribution 
of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

On February 13, 1900: 

H. R. 284. An act granting permission and authority to the 
Orleans Levee Board to move, without cost to the United States, 
the existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital prop- 
erty in New Orleans, La. 

n February 14, 1900: 

H. R. 5066. An act to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to log entry of collisions; and 
a H. R. 3718. An act for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 

ion. 

On February 15, 1900: 

H. R. 4000. An act to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 

y to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber 

iver within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C. 


, MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requ : 

S. R. 10. Joint resolution 2 for the printing of 3, 000 
copies of House Document No. 141, relating to the preliminary 
examination of reser voir sites in Wyoming and Colorado; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 19: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives EET Thatthere 
be printed and bound 20,000 copies of the message of the President transmit- 
ting the treaty of peace with Spain and the Sapir garg Shep pees in 
one volume, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 7,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 10. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 3,000 
copies of House Document No. 141, relating to the preliminary 
examination of reservoir sites in Wyoming and Colorado—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 19: 

Resolved by 5 the House of Representatives 8 That there 


ing documents, in one 
House of Represent- 


1900. 


to the Committee on Printing. 

S. 68. An act granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the sig of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
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and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for a public 
park to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 41. An act to authorize the President to place Andrew Geddes 
on the retired list with the rank of captain to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BURKE of South Dakota, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And then, on motion of Mr, Hemenway, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8347) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901, and for other purposes, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


en Pas is recognized. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty- 
five minutes to o age Saar from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. S. er, before the gentleman from 


Massachusetts sits down, will he, as a member of the committee, 
answer me a question? 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the 


tleman from Georgia that I am not on the subcommittee which 
in charge this icular bill. 

Mr. BAR . I merely want to ask the gentleman if in 
this bill provision is made for the payment of salaries due to 
members who have died during this Congress? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am informed 
i the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] who is in charge 
of this bill that that subject properly belongs to the deficiency 
bill and is not, therefore, upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that an equal distribution of the time 
between the two sides would leave seventy-eight minutes to the 
Republican side and thirty-two minutes to the Democratic side, 
considering the time that was used on yesterday. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] yields to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] forty-five minutes. 


[Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix, | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a moment, if the tle- 
man from Alabama please. How much time would my colleague - 
like—thirty minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has but three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. There are others who want to 
speak, and I will not take further time. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. 2. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr, Chairman, how much time have I 


= CHAIR 

The MAN. The gentleman has thirty-two minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. _I thought I had thirty-eight minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
the gentleman from Alabama to occupy that entire time? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield to him such time as he wants. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I intro- 
duced a resolution in favor of the re of the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. Idonot know what 
fate that resolution may meet with in the committee to which it 
is referred; nor do I know that there ever will be an opportunity 
in this Congress to discuss that resolution directly on the floor of 
this House. I therefore take advantage of this oupa to 
give some reasons why I believe the time has come when it is not 
only right, but t that the people of the United States 
should seriously, without partisan prejudice or political strife, 
consider this great question of limitations or the rights of limita- 
tions of the franchise in the United States, 

In his Farewell Address to the people of the United States 
George Washington, in speaking of our Government, said: Re- 
spect for its authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in 
5 5 ark are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of 

ue Ay 

In a republic the keystone in the arch of government, above 
all other questions, must be a love of liberty by the citizens of the 
Republic, and the mental capacity and desire to discriminate be- 
tween “true liberty” and personal license; for if the latter is 
allowed to go uncontrolled it must result in the subversion of the 
rights and liberties of others. 

o the people of the United States belong the sovereign power 
to make and control the fundamental principles of government, 
and first among these must always stand the power to regulate 
and control the suffrage. 
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We therefore must face the problem as to how we can best 


grant the privilege of the ballot to those who will understand 
and uphold liberty in its truest and highest sense, together with 
the other t principles of government, and at the same time 
allow to the citizen the fullest share of civil liberty and freedom 


of action that can be Take without danger to the Republic. 

The only true guide that we can use in determining how to 
solve this vexed and difficult question is that which is the best 
for the greatest number of people, and we must not be misled by 
our sympathies and prejudices for individual or particular classes. 
We must never forget that the duty of preserving civil liberty in 
this country is intrusted to the people as a sacred heritage from 
our Revolutionary forefathers, and the ballot is the weapon by 
which it must be preserved if properly exercised, for if subverted 
it will become the tool of base, ignorant, or unscrupulous men, 
by which the liberties of the people will be finally overthrown. 

It has been said that the right of s is at the fonnda- 
tion of our Government; that it is the moving power and first 
pinap that puts it in motion, and sustains, operates, and gives 

t direction in all its parts.” 

It is evident that when the power of the ballot is given to unfit 
or unscrupulous men it will in the end corrupt both the voters 
and the officeholders, and produce bad laws, dishonest legislation, 
a corrupt judiciary, and tyrannical executive officers. It will 
corrupt the people because it gives greater opportunity for bad 
men to succeed by dishonest methods, and a greater temptation 
and opportunity,to resort to them; and it will produce corruption 
because honest men will abhor the means n to attain suc- 
cessand leave those men who do not scruple as to the methods to 
be Sore in sole possession of the political field. 

On the other hand, if the privilege of the ballot is only granted 
to those who act from patriotic motives, with honesty and intelli- 

nce, it elevates the right of the franchise, it makes it a privilege 

t every good citizen will guard with care, political power will 
emanate a pure and uncorruptible source, dishonest men 
will not dare to enter into the contest for office, and the principles 
of liberty and good government will become perpetuated in our 
political institution. 

Whenever an effort is made to elevate the right of franchise or to 
seg greed unfit persons from the right of the ballot, the demagogue 
and time server is sure to at once assail you with the often misap- 
plied and misquoted maxim ‘‘that all men are born free and 
equal.” So they are in some respects. All men are entitled to 
equal freedom of action and thought: all men are entitled to stand 
on an equality before the law, and all men are entitled to equal 

rotection from the Government. But it_can not be contended 

hat one who is being consumed by a hereditary disease is the 
physical equal of the robust young man who has never known 
sickness, nor can one who has been ushered into this life an idiot 
be said to stand the intellectual equal of the great, liberal, and 

ust statesman who wrote the Declaration of Independence. If 

efferson had believed that all men were his mental, moral, and 
intellectual equals, he would have.returned home and freed his 
slaves, and insisted that the privilege and duties of government 
be put in their hands; but he did not do so. 

Asa matter of fact, nowhere are men endowed with equal po- 
litical rights to-day. Somemenare exempt from jury duty, work- 
ing the public roads, and serving their country as soldiers. An 
educational qualification is required for one to practice medicine; 
only those learned in the law are allowed to hold judicial posi- 
tions; men are excluded from the exercise of the elective franchise 
on account of moral 8 and in most of the States 
women, no matter whut may be their intellectual qualifications, 
are denied the right to vote on account of their sex; and through- 
out all the Union men are denied the right of the ballot until they 
are 21 years of age, in order to secure, to a certain extent, a con- 
stituency of matured intelligence. 

When the quator is raised as to who should be entitled to ex- 
ercise the right of suffrage, the public safety should be the gov- 
erning test. It should not be sufficient to say that a man may in 
time, or his descendants may ultimately, acquire sufficient intel- 
ligence and moral character to authorize them to take part in the 
government of the State; but the question is, Do they possess now 
those qualifications that justly entitle them to exercise the power 
of government, and can they safely be intrusted with the high 
privilege of governing themselves and their neighbors? 

I contend that no greater crime can be committed against the 
people—yes, against the Government itself—than to prematurely 
thrust the powers of government upon a people who are morall 
and intellectually disqualified to exercise this high privilege. It 
is incompatible with the public good and has a tendency to 
weaken and ately! Bers Constitution. 

I donot believe that any gentleman on this floor will controvert 
the proposition that the public good must determine what quali- 
fications must be placed on the right of suffrage, and that any 
limitation that is placed on this right for the benefit of good gov- 
ernment is not an abridgment of the liberties of the citizen. 


With these principles to guide us, let us take up the question 
of suffrage as it is affected by the fifteenth amendment tothe 
Constitution of the United States. It reads as follows: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 

In Ex parte Yarborough (110 U. S., page 665) the Supreme 
Court says: 
ne al constitutional right was mainly designed for citizens of African 

ut. 

As construed by this and other decisions of the Supreme Court, 
the negro race is given a privilege under the Constitution that 
is not accorded to citizens of other nationalities. You can ex- 
clude the Mongolian, the Indian, or the white man on account 
of his race, but you can not exclude the black man, The Indian 
and the Chinese are to-day excluded from the right of suffrage in 
some of the States, regardless of the personal qualifications of the 
individual citizen. is being the case, is it just to the great 
body of American voters to insist that the fundamental law of the 
land shall grant this protection to one class of our citizens when 
y imor : ted to other races better qualified to exercise the right 
of the ot. 

On the 18th day of March, 1870, when the fifteenth amendment 
was adopted, the country had just emerged from a bloody civil 
war; the South was crushed by defeat and devastated by war; 
the North was triumphant and flushed with the success of victory; 
the Southern States were about to take their pace once more in 
the councils of the nation; and it is probable that the politicians 
of the North feared thatif political power was placed in the hands 
of their late foe the contentions of war might be revived and re- 
newed, and for this reason they desired to confer the right of suf- 
frage on a class of people whom they believed they could control 
and direct. 

The unwisdom of their actions, viewed in the light of the past, 
must be apparent to all fair-thinking men, when we know that 
the people of the South under no terms and conditions would re- 
turn to or countenance slavery in this country or any of its de- 
pendencies; when we have seen the soldier of the South fighting 
in the same battle line with the soldier of the North for the honor 
of our common country and the glory of the flag of the nation. 

You have tried the experiment for thirty years, and it has failed. 
Instead of its e source of strength to the Republican 
party, it has proved to be a badge of weakness. You can not by 
your laws contravene the laws of God. The Almighty, in His 
divine wisdom, has made some frail and others strong, some races 
weak and others 2 and powerful. 

Ever since the day when the Aryan (or white) race came down 
from the Caucasian Mountains and overran Europe, though they 
were barbarians, no other race of people have been able to stand 
against them. They acquired the civilization of those they con- 

uered, but retained the power to rule. They embraced the 

hristian religion and carried the banner of the cross to Pales- 
tine at the point of their swords. They have dared the dangers 
of an unknown ocean and cleared the path of civilization through 
the trackless forests of America. They are the only race who 
have ever known the art of self-government and who have been 
able to maintain the liberty of the individual citizen. In this 
country, whether their ancestors landed with the Pilgrim fathers 
at Plymouth Rock or with the Cavaliers at Jamestown, the same 
blood flows through their veins. They have never bowed to the 
domination of an inferior race and never will; and the man who 
seeks to make them subservient to an inferior race is not only a 
traitor to his own blood, but is foreordained to failure by a law of 
nature that the legislation of man is powerless to change. 

Nothing but reckless brutality will array the weaker race against 
the stronger, for in the end the weaker must give away, Instead 
of the helping hand he should receive from the stronger toward 
his intell and moral development, it forces a strife that can 
only result in the further 8 of the weaker race. 

In many of the Southern States immediately after the war the 
negro was in absolute political control. What was the result? 
Government became a farce; bribery stalked in the legislative 
halls; justice was purchased at a price, and corruption held the 
reins of power; the rights of property became insecure; life was 
endangered every hour, and anarchy reigned, clothed in the robes 
of ignorance. 

In my Statein four years a debt of twenty millions was created; 
negro legislators were bought and sold at the price of a suit of 
clothes; and the women dared not walk the streets in broad day- 
light without armed protection. Men of the North, would you 
submit to such a condition, would you have abandoned your 
homes and your property, or would you have snatched the brand 
from the burning, the government of your State from dishonor, at 
whatever the cost? As long as this condition remains do you ex- 
pect to see anything but the solid South? Can pn expect an 
political question to me more dominant than the right of self- 
preservation? 
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After thirty years the great bulk of the negro population of the 
South is no further advanced than if was when the fifteenth 
amendment was passed, and yet it is not because they have not 
had the opportunity. In the State of Alabama they do not pay 5 

r cent of the taxes, and yet they have their own schools, theirown 

chers, and receive an equal share of the school money in pro- 
portion to population. There is not a State in the Union where 
the negro has a better or fairer opportunity to work at any trade 
or employment he may desire under the protection of the law than 
in Alabama, 

As arace he has not advanced morally or intellectually because 
he has been forced prematurely into political contests with the 
superior white race, I do not believe the negro race can ever be- 
come the equal of the white race, because the Creator of the uni- 
verse did not so intend it, but he can develop under the protection 
and guidance of his white neighbor to a point where he will reach 
@ proper understanding of the rules of government and good mor- 
als, when he will respect good government and know that liberty 
does not mean license. 

But this can only come by removing the continued political con- 
tests that now exist and 1 the right of sulfrage a high 
8 to be attained by him, rather than a useless right that is 
not valued or understood. 

Some may say you can accomplish this fully by an educational 
6 but I say that you can not accomplish the result in 

way in the South. I have known many young negroes in the 
South who could read and write as a parrot can talk who had no 
conception of the rights of others or the necessity of good govern- 
ment and probably never will have. On the other d, I have 
known honest, law-abiding, property-holding white men, who 
have not had the benefits of an education and could not read and 
write, who understood the theory of our Government as well as 
you or I, whose votes are absolutely above any price, and who are 
far more capable of exercising the right of suffrage than many 
men who have had an education. 

There can be no doubt that the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution is a mistake. It has failed in its object, and it can 
not advance the material and moral development of the negro 
race. On the contrary, it has a tendency to array one race against 
the other, and, as I have already stated, a conflict must inevitably 
result in injury to both races. 

Let us then face the question fairly and honestly; let us repeal 
the fifteenth amendment and allow the States the untrammeled 
privilege of regulating the suffrage without conflict with the Fed- 
eral Government. The tendency in all free governments is al- 
ways toward an enlar ent of the franchise, and it can be 
depended upon that the sovereign power of the States, vested 
in the people, will never deprive any man of this high privilege 
in whose hands it can be intrusted without endangering the Goy- 
ernment and the true principles of liberty. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cannon). As no one addresses the 


Chair—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous 
consent to extend the debate until 4 o’clock, thirty minutes to be 
used on this side and thirty minutes on the other side. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know of anyone who wants to use 
any time on this side, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend general debate until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. e-half of the time to be given to this 
side and one-half to the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the better way is to let 
the committee rise, because the House has made an order that de- 
bate shall close at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mitteo rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. HEPBURN, the Speaker 
pro tempore, resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate be continued until 4 o’clock, one half to 
be under the control of the gentleman from Indiana and the 
other half to be controlled by this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that the general debate be extended until 
4 o'clock, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from Indiana 
and the other half by the gentleman from Georgia. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the further 
consideration of the appropriation bill. - 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MIERS]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the question of our new 
possessions is higher than a party question. It ought not to bea 
pariy question, In matters of fundamental policy, where the true 

octrinesof Americanism haye been called upinour hearts, we have 
always forgotten that we had ever been partisans, and remembered 
only that we were patriots, Mr. Chairman, I am proud that I wasa 
member of this House when, with magnificent unanimity, we voted 
for a declaration of American principles and to perpetuate those 
principles among the suffering people of the island of Cuba with- 
out fear of the result or hope of reward. . Chairman, that was 
a glorious day in American history. I want to read again that 
resolution: 

First. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, 
free and independent. 

Second. That it is the duty of the United States to demand, and the Goy- 
ernment of the United States does hereby demand, that the Government of 
Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in the island of Cuba 
and withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban waters. 

Third. That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, directed 
and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces of the United Sta 
and to call into active service of the United States the militia of the sever: 
ran to such extent as may be necessary to carry these resolutions into 


s Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise authority, jurisdiction, or control over said island except for 
e ee thereof, and asserts its determination when that is accom- 
plished to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

What a magnificent spectacle, a strong nation stretching forth 
its arm to protect and not to subjugate the weak. It was a mag- 
nanimous people who in the name of liberty proclaimed to the 
world that their brothers should be free at whatever cost and with- 
out benefits of any kind to acerue in return. Our hearts were afire 
with a patriotic glow, and as we returned to our homes the streets 
were bedecked with flags and we listened to the plaudits of the 
multitudes. The press, without regard to politics, applauded our 
act. We were Americans. We had inherited from our sires the 

irit of 76. We remembered the deeds of our fathers in far-off 

ew England and in the sunny South. The words of the Declara- 
tion of Independence were to our minds as though they had been 
written but the day before. All men were equal under the law; 
all men were, and of right ought to be, free, 

We poured out our treasure of blood and gold, and the Stars and 
Stripes carried freedom with them wherever they floated. The 
cause of freedom met with not a single reverse. The boys in blue 
performed deeds of valor and heroism which gained for the Ameri- 
can Army the admiration of the entire civilized world. That was 
true Americanism, There was no Republicanism in it, there was 
no Populism in it, there was no Democracy init. It was a ques- 
tion which shook to the very foundation the American Republic, 
and I do not believe that there was then a single traitor at heart 
to be found in all America. 

The war was fought, and at its conclusion we found ourselves 
bound to carry out the purposes of this resolution and provide for 
Cuba an ind dent government. We found that we had also 
freed, in f g the Cubans, the other colonists of Spain. The 
colonies of Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands were ceded to 
us to do as we pleased with. Americanism had commanded of us, 
with respect to Cuba, that we spend millions of money and thou- 
sands of valuable lives in order to give them an independent gov- 
ment. The war was su beyond our dreams. In addition 
to being able to confer this boon of independence upon the island of 
Cuba, we were able also to confer it upon Puerto Rico andthe Phil. 
ippines. We had not only carried the flag of freedom across the 
narrow channel which divides Florida from the Pearl of the An- 
tilles, but we had carried it 7,000 miles across the Pacific and 
claimed for liberty a part of the Orient where liberty had never 
before been known. 

Mr. Chairman, this war was not fought as a business invest- 
ment in order that we might make money. This war was not 
fought in order that we might subjugate other lands, This war 
was fought and America expended blood and gold in order to 
make other ome independent and free, as we are independent 
and free. But, Mr. Chairman, instead of the flag we must not 
raise the standard of the dollar, and hold the dollar so close to the 
eyes that it hides the flag from view. 

Have we heard upon the floor of this House any discussion as to 
what would better the conditions of the people of Puerto Rico or 
serve to enable them toestablish theirindependence? Has anyone 
intimated that this bill will enable the Filipinos to form a stable 
and independent government? Not one word, Mr. Chairman. It 
is all reduced to a cold, mathematical calculation. We bought 
the islands of the ria mg Archipelago and paid $20,000,000 for 
the privilege of establishing an independent government. We 
paid two dollars and a half a head for men who, under our Decla- 
ration of Independence and our American system, are as much 
entitled to independence as we are. Shall we shoot down and kill 
all of the men who object to being sold to the United States for 
two dollars and a half? 
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Mr. Chairman, we hear the wails of the people from Puerto 
Rico. They tell us what they need in order to make them self- 
supporting and happy. They tell us from what financial disease 
they are suffering. Shall we arise to the emergency of the occa- 
sion and give them the remedy? Itis a question with the House, 
What is the humane thing todo? It is what is best for Puerto 
Rico, and not what will bring the most money into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

We hear the opinion planir expressed that Cuba, Puerto Rico, 
and the Philippines will be parceled out for the benefit of indi- 
vidual Americans. This must not be so. As a result of the grand 
war for humanity, I protest against even the expression of such 
an opinion. If subsequent events prove the assertion to be true, 
it will cause the blush of shame to mantle the cheek of every true 
American. I make no charges, because I still hope that patriot- 
ism, which I know is not dead in any man upon this floor, will 
triumph. We are still Americans, but different interests incline 
and warp the judgment of some. The islands are wealthy, and 
this fact aroused greed and avarice. Greed andavarice should 
“ted be allowed to have a place in the dictation of national legis- 

tion. 

The principle 7 — which the American Government is founded 
is stated in the laration of Independence in the following 
language: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure 
these aly end rere are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers e consent of the governed, that whenever any form of poy: 
ernment becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to 
alter or to abolish it. and to institute new government, laying its founda- 
tion on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to them 
shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness, 

The Declaration proceeds to enumerate the grievances against 
the Crown of Great Britain. The principal ones of these are that 
King George kept an army in the United Colonies in times of 

and that the colonies were taxed without representation. 
there ever been aconsent by the people of Puerto Rico or the 
people of the Philippines to a government by the United States? 
Are we not 5 g military authority in Puerto Rico in time 
of ? Is not this very provision a taxation for the benefit of 
the United States of the people of Puerto Rico without in any way 
pias them a representation? Not a word in the entire la- 
ration of Independence must apply to us in our treatment of the 
people of Puerto Pico, Cuba, or the Philippines. 

The colonies had ample cause for rebellion. Every American 
is proud of the fact that his forefathers did rebel and that liberty 
was established upon the Western Hemisphere. That spirit of 
the equality of men and the rights of the governed to their own 
self-government, the spirit of liberty, breathed through every 
— Ge the declaration of war with Spain. The war of the Revo- 
lution and the war with Spain were fought upon the fundamental 
American principles. And now it is advocated upon the floor of 
this House that we abandon the American principle in our treat- 
ment of these peoples and adopt the principle Great Britain ap- 
plied to us when we were her colonists. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that the gentlemen in this House will 
pause and deliberate before they so act. There is not one of us 
who, if he can cast aside all consideration of money and look at 
this question not from a partisan but from an American stand- 
point, will deny these ple their liberty and will vote to give 
these people either admission upon terms of equality or independ- 
ence in the matter of their own government. 

I want to read to this House a paragraph from the Farewell Ad- 
dress of President George Washington: 

The uni 


pen 
our saf of your ity, of t very liberty which you so hi hly 
. — itis to . that from ‘different causes and from er- 
ont quarters much will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken 
in your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the t in your politi- 
— fortress against which the batteries of internal and external enemies will 
be most yap gs aa actively (though often covertly and insidiously) di- 
rected, it is of infinite moment that you should properly estimate the im- 
mense value of your National Union to your collective and individual happi- 
ness; that you should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment 
it; acens: fyourselves to think and speak of it as the palladium of 
your political safety and prosperity: watching for its preservation with jeal- 
ous anxiety, discountenancing whatever may su t even a suspicion that 
it can in any event be abandoned, and indignantly frowning upon the first 
dawning of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the 
rest, or to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 


It is a national maxim: United we stand; divided we fall.” 
Mr. Chairman, President McKinley is rted to have said in 
a speech at Pittsburg that Puerto Rico and the Philippines were 
as much ours as Louisiana or Texas. Granting this to be true as 
ainst Spain, the United States could not under the Constitution 
either Louisiana or Texas by a treaty. They could not sell 
of Europe deal in 
them, they sell them, and they trade them. 
form of government we have in the United 


Puerto Rico or the Philippines. The nations 
islands; they buy 
the peculiar 


Under 


States this Government can not go into business as a real-estate 
ok hr with a view to profit and loss. This Government is a 
chain of States, and it is only as strong as is the weakest link, 
For us to have a republican government on the continent, a 
eg te sultanship in the island of Sulu, a military government 
in Puerto Rico, a protectorate in Cuba, an aristocracy in Alaska, 
and possibly a monarchy in Hawaii isto entirely destroy the foun- 
dation of the Union, and it will be impossible for us to hold these 
discordant elements together. 

I do not wish to be severe in my criticism of those who do not 
agree with me, but I warn them t this new policy will disrupt 
the Union and make the words of Lincoln in his first inangural 
address apply nearly as strongly to-day as they did when spoken: 

We are not enemies, but friends. We must not be enemies. Though pas- 
sion may have strained it must not break our bonds of affection. The mystic 
chords of memory, stretching from every battlefield and patriot grave to 
every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land, will yet swell 
the chorus of the Union when again touched, as surely they will be, by the 
better augels of our nature. 

We have been termed by the press Septet ea and antiexpan- 
sionists. The terms are misnomers. Noone would call it expan- 
sion to add these little bits of islands scattered thousands of miles 
apart, the aggregate of which would not result in as much expan- 
sion as did the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the 
controversy concerning what is known as No Man's Land.” 
That decision expanded this 8 more than these conquests 
did. There was never auything said or thought about this deci- 
sion. There was more expansion in No Man's Land because there 
was more room for expansion. It is impossible for the United 
States to expand in Puerto Rico, because the islaud is over popu- 
lated now, as are the islands of the Philippine Archipelago, and 
in both instances there is no room for expansion, but only room 
for contraction. 

There are no anti-expansionistsin the United States. The United 
States have expanded in territory, wealth, and population more 
rapidly than any other country in the world. e settled policy 
of the United States has been to add contiguous territory as rapidly 
as such territory can be assimilated into the Union. No one is 
trying to overturn this wise policy. The State of Texas alone has 
enough ees land to supply our needs for many years to 
come. When all of the States of our Union have become so de- 
veloped that new lands are necessary the opportunity will arise, 
as opportunities have arisen in the past, for us to still further 
extend our boundaries. We want the Stars and Stripes to float 
over none but freemen. We want America for Americans. We 
don't want Americans that can not be Americanized. We want 
to exert our great strength in bestowing the blessings of freedom 
upon the people of other lands and to encourage the cause of lib- 
erty throughout the world. We have been a world-power for 
good ever since the Declaration of Independence was signed, and 
we want to continue to be a world-power for good until the end of 


time. cee) 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that we will deliberate upon this bill as 
Americans, and not as partisans. I hope we carry out the 
spirit of the Declaration of Independence and of the resolutions de- 
claring war with Spain. Let us not lessen the dignity which we 
now have in the eyes of the world on account of our noble war 
for the sake of humanity by a party squabble as to how to make 
the most of the spoils of the conquest. I want to deal with this 
question under the broad principles expounded by the Declaration 
of Independence and perpetuated by the stars and stripes of the 
American flag. I do not want to wave the dollars. I want to 
wave the principles. I do not care whether the Philippines were 
worth $20,000,000 or nothing at all. If, with the expenditure of 
$20,000,000 or any other sum, we can carry out the principles of 
i and glorious war and enable struggling peop e to be free, 
I will consider it money well spent; but to try to make a profit out 
of the liberties of our brethren in any part of the world is beneath 
the character of the American people. e 

We have no internal dissensions. The flag is revered by all. 
The South and North stand together, guarding the sacred charge 
of national and unity. This wonderful Republic of ours, 
unparalleled in its onward and upward career, has expanded from 
13 States, with a population of 3,000,000, to a gigantic power of 
45 States, with a population of 80,000,000. Let the blood of the 
heroes of the Revolution, of the war of 1812, of 1861, and of the 
Spanish war incite in all Americans the true spirit of the founders, 
Let us read anew the Constitution and the famous Declaration of 
Independence, and not forget the patriotic devotion which led 
these men to the field of mortal ict,and emulate the spirit of 
self-sacrifice which animated these heroes to the strife for perpe- 
tuity of the Republic. We should always bear in mind the terse 
and significant saying of Jefferson: Eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty.” It is a price which must be paid or liberty 
must be lost, substantially at first and formally at last. Lib- 
erty flourishes not like the weeds in the field, without labor or at- 
tention, but like the useful grain, which requires painstaking cul- 
ture to maintain its life and perishes by neglect. 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. é 


1845 


The new A pronon now upon us call for a wise and speedy solu- 
tion, Casting away the bonds of mere partisan feeling and prom: 
dice, let us apply ourselves to the task of working them out for 
the highest interests of our country. The nation’s heroes died 
forit. Let us accept their legacy of honor and live for it. Let 
us not neglect our means of salvation. We have these at our com- 
mand; the destiny of the nation is inour hands. The world is 
waiting the issue of their final decision, 
We have a weapon firmer set 
And better than the bayonet; 
A weapon that comes down as still 
As snowflakes fall upon the sod; 
But executes a freeman's will. 
As lightning does the will of God. 

If we employ it against the powers of evil, we can make our na- 
tion the joy of all the earth; and in every latitude and clime, 
whether at home or in distant lands, it will be the highest boast 
of 3 I am an American citizen.” [Applause.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from . [Mr. SHOWALTER]. 

Mr. SHOWALTER, Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of 
this appropriation, and, believing that there is no doubt of its 
passage, I will, under the rule prevailing in the House, devote my 

e to the consideration of another subject. 

Mr. Chairman, in the summer of 1898 I was invited to make an 
address at a presentation of the flag, by the young ladies of my 
town, to the public school. I said in part: “I congratulate the 
young ladies upon the result of their labors. They have wrought 
a beautiful work. I congratulate them because of the patriotic 
spirit that prompted them to this service. It is the same spirit 
as exhibited by their mothers in earlier days, a spirit of devotion 
and love of country, and why not? For who has sacrificed more 
for the dear old flag than the mothers, wives, and sisters of our 
land? For it they poured out their heart’s richest treasures; for 
it in silence and alone they endured untold anguish for loved ones 
battling that it might float in freedom’s air. For it they have 
suffered, for it they have trained their sons to die if n in 
its defense. All honor to the noble women of America for their 
devotion to the flag of their country. That flag represents the 
hopes and aspirations of millions of our race. It is the emblem 
of freedom. It represents more to-day than ever before in its his- 
tory. Under its beneficent folds has recently been fought to a 
successful issue the most holy war ever waged—a war for humanity. 
Under its shining stars the immortal Dewey and his brave sailors 
won the greatest naval battle ever fought and placed the flag of 
their country and the American eagle in the far distant Orient— 
there, let us trust, to remain forever. 

I for one am in favor of keeping what we have conquered, and 
neverreturning tothe blighting, damning rule of Spain one foot of 
land wrested from her by the courage, the valor, and the blood of 
American heroes. When we declared war we deliberately de- 
clared to the world that we did not desire any new territory, and 
we meant it. But a power higher, greater, than the American 
Congress ordained otherwise. ithout intent upon our part, we 
have been irresistibly swept, as by an avalanche, into a position 
from which we can not in honor recede, We have become a 
world power. The God of nations has awork for us to do. Boys 
and girls, prepare yourselves for the great work. No greater or 
more golden opportunities were ever offered to the educated, in- 
telligent young men and women than will be offered to you upon 
your uation. 

With rich opportunities at home for advancement, the acquisi- 
tion of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines waiting with 
outstretched arms for your coming to colonize, educate, Chris- 
tianize, and govern, will give you advantages and opportunities 
undreamed of in times gone by. May you be ready and prepared 
for the high duties that await you; may you ever maintain as 
your fathers have the dignity, honor, and glory of the flag!” 

I quote this part of my address upon that occasion that you may 
know that Iam no recent convert to the doctrine of expansion. 
At that early day, long before the signing of the treaty with 
Spain, when few public men had expressed their views, when 
nine-tenths of the pag tek are press were opposed to the perma- 
nent retention of the Philippines, I was a firm believer that the 
God of nations had a duty for us to perform and that duty could 
om be performed by permanently retaining Puerto Rico and the 

ippines, 

What else could we do with these islands? We could not turn 
them back to Spain; we could not leave them, unarmed for defense 
and untried in statecraft,to the horrors of domestic strife or to 
partition among European powers. We had assumed the respon- 
sibilities of victory, and wherever our has gone, there the 
liberty, humanity, and civilization which that flag embodies and 
represents must remain and abide forever. The civilized nations 
of the world and wise and patriotic men of all partiesin our own 
land now see that there is but one course for us to pursue, and 
mas course is being pursued by our able and wise Chief Magis- 

te. 


Once and for all time let it be known that we are in lawful pos- 
session of the Philippines, with a double title, that of conquest 
and that of treaty—a title as indisputable as that of California or 
Alaska. Let it be known that that generation is yet unborn that 
will ever see them abandoned to another power. America acquires 
territory; she never surrenders it. And how shall we govern 
the Philippines? Govern them as Jefferson governed Louisiana— 
under the Constitution, which grants the power to acquire terri- 
tory or other property anywhere, and govern it as we please, the 
inhabitants having the constitutional guaranty of civil rights 


and such political rights as Congress may confer under that pro- 
ph es of the Constitution which says, Congress shall have power 


of and make all needful rules and regulations 3 
the territory belonging to the United States.“ This constitution 
power is not longer seriously doubted by anyone save the con- 
stitutional lawyer.” 

The La pacers ce of constitutional authorities, headed by Gou- 
verneur Morris, Daniel Webster, and Thomas Benton, and an un- 
broken tendency of decisions by the courts of the United States 
for the last fifty years, from Chief Justice Waite and Mr. Justice 
Miller down to the most recent utterance on the subject, that of 
Justice Morrow, of the circuit court of appeals, sustains this power. 
We are in the Philippines as we are in the West Indies, because 
duty called us and we responded to the call. Shall we now prove 
recreant to the opportunities that are showered upon us? Never 
in all history has such opportunities been thrust upon any nation. 
Are we saua to the occasion? The two richest archipelagoes in 
the world are in our possession. 

The largest ocean on the globe is in our hands—the ocean that 
is to bear the commerce of the twentieth century. The Philip- 
pines are the gateway or foothold for our trade with China. They 
command China, India, the Orient, the whole Pacific for the pur- 
poses of offense, defense, and trade. China's foreign commerce 
in 1897 was $286,000,000, in round numbers, of which we had less 
than 9 per cent. In ten years we will havə 50 per cent. China 
only has 350 miles of railroad for her 400,000,000 people—less than 
a mile to the million of population. In ten years she will likely 
have 10,000 miles. Her trade is the most powerful commercial 
factor in our future. 

The 400,000,000 American citizens of the twentieth century de- 
mand that we retain the Philippines and the command of this 
great trade for them. Shall we prove recreant to the duty that 
posterity imposes? Shall we yield to the demand of the unpatri- 
otic so-called anti-imperialists and surrender this rich possession 
with its command of this vast trade? Shall the historian record 
that at this unexampled crisis in our history we were timid and 
short-sighted and were unequal to the duty of the hour? Shall 
we prefer, with the the teeming population that the century will 
bring us, to be a “‘hibernating nation, living off its own fat,” a 
“hermit nation?” Not to do our duty now means the perpetual 
isolation of this continent. We will do our duty now, as we ever 
have in the past. Every pledge made by the Republican party 
has been redeemed. 

Many stirring events have transpired since the 4th of March, 
1897. Our party, led by its matchless chieftain, William McKin- 
ley, has gained new victories and won fresh laurels. It has proven 
itself, as it ever has from the day of its birth down to the present 
hour, able, patriotic, prompt, and fearless in the discharge of 
every duty. When it came into power the country was strag- 
gling for existence, handicapped, burdened, and ff eee by the 
1 of the obnoxious tariff law of the last Administration. 

nder the malign influence of that law, our mills and factories 
and forges were closed, 2,000,000 American workingmen were 
thrown out of ge has and idle; every industry languish- 
ing, business of all kinds paralyzed, with the national debt in- 
creased in a time of absolute peace to the extent of $262,000,000. 

The Republican party came into power and was equal to the 
occasion. It promptly redeemed its pledge and gave to the people 
a new tariff law, every line of which is American, and under the 
benign influence of which every N except. that of the ‘‘soup 
house“ has revived. Work for the workingman, business for the 
business man, good prices for the produets of the farm, with more 
than a sufficient revenue to run the Government on a peace basis, 
and prosperity for all has been the result of this wise enactment. 
The party redeemed its pledge on the money question and main- 
tained the national honor. The passage through the United States 
Senate by the Demo-Populists of the TELLER resolution, providing 
for the payment of our bonds in silver, was overwhelmingly de- 
feated in the House of Representatives by a united Republican 
purana, thus maintaining and preserving our national honor. 

hat day, January 31, 1898, was a momentous one in the history 
of our country. 

To the minds of many the situation that confronted the Amer- 
ican Congress on that day was of krenta: moment, freighted with 
more evil consequences and peril, than the situation that con- 
fronted the country in the dark days of the early sixties, Thenit 
was a question whether the Government handed down to us by 
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our forefathers should be maintained as a single ublic or 
whether we should have two republics in these United States. It 
Was a question of union or on. On the 81st of January, 1898, 
it was a question of honesty or dishonesty, whether we should be 
honest with our own people and the people of other lands, or 
whether we should be dishonest with our own people or the 

le of other lands. It was a question of honor or dishonor, The 

nited States Senate had passed the resolution declaring in favor 
of g our just and honest obligations in 44-cent dollars, It 
Lale eclared y for repudiation of 56 cents on every dollar 
of our debt. The ublicans of the House of Representatives 
deserve the thanks of the American people for preventing this 
great nation from bema lunged into the vortex of national re- 
pudiation, dishonor, and disgrace. 

May that policy never prevail which will sully our fair fame 
and make usa reproach among the nations of the earth. The 
Republican party established our finances on a sound and solid 
basis, and it intends to keep them there. The country can rest 
assured that as long as the Republican party is in power the 
national credit will be maintained, and not only will our national 
bonds be paid in 100-cent dollars, but also will our workingmen 
in factory, 55 field and everybody else receive their pay 
in 100-cent do The wild theories of our misguided free-silver 
Seng oe find no Bae in our pi adl kml y) paloa thas 4 

e American e et an oppo they em 
under an 8 da so deep that they never peal fh will 
be resurrected. 

The Republicans of the House of Representatives deserve the 
thanks of the nation for their patriotic stand on the Cuban reso- 
lutions. From the day that our noble battle ship with her 266 
brave sailors went down to deathin the dark, sullen, and mysterious 
waters of Habana Harbor, victims of cruel, treacherous Spanish 
hatred, I knew, everyone who felt the public pulse knew, that 
nothing but armed intervention in the affairs of Cuba, to the end 
that the struggling patriots fighting for liberty and independence 
should be free, would appease the just and awful wrath of an 
aroused, awakened American conscience, but it was important 
that no false or unsound position should be taken. © were 
making history, we were writing legislation for the emulation of 
the nations of the world. To take a false or uncertain position 
a =x create dissensions at home and annoyance and interference 
abroad. 

How wisely the Republicans of the House of Representatives 
acted during the strain and excitement of many long and weari- 
some hours of continued session let history and a grateful ple 
tell. We entered upon a war for 1 the most holy War 
ever , the result of which no one ever doubted—the freedom 
and independence of Cuba. We entered upon this struggle to 
rescue and succor starving childhood and outraged womanhood, 
over 300,000 of whose starved and outraged bodies had enriched 
the soil of Cuba in the past five years. That we did right every 
patriotic citizen believes. We expected no recompense except the 
approval of our own consciences and the smiles of an approving 

That we are to be recompensed by the acquisition of valua- 
ble territory is now certain. 

The proper government of these territories for the time being 
devolves upon the Republican party; upon its wise and patriotic 
leader, the President of the United States, whom to know is to 
honor and to love. The American people, the civilized world, are 
looking to us, 8 demanding, that we restore peace and 
order in the ippines, and they shall not be disappointed. 
Peace and order sh revail there even though it takes our last 
dollar and last gun. Theinsurrection must be effectually crushed, 
50 tnat or ps tranquillity, and freedom shall be established and 
maintained. Under the flag of the Republic and the honest ad- 
ministration of wise laws these beautiful islands are destined to 
become the abode of a contented, prosperous, happy people, loving 
and revering the Stars and Stripes, enjoying a liberty and free- 
dom undreamed of by their wildest enthusiasts. 

I deplore the attacks upon the Administration on account of its 
Philippine policy, because of the encouragement it gives to the 
Filipino insurgents, great encouragement; and hope and a de- 
termination tocontinuefighting has been theresult of these attacks. 
These are well-substantiated facts, as witness the statements of 
the lamented, co us Lawton, of General Wheeler, and many 
others in the Philippines. Every such attack coming from the 
Senate or House rings the death knell to an American soldier, 
Let us as patriots forget that we are partisan and rise above such 
detractions; let us 5 instead of censure, until every armed 
insurgent lays down his arms and acknowledges the sovereignty 
of the United States, [Loud applause. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, 
and a half to the gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I did not think twenty- 
four hours ago that I would ever again address the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the subject of the civil-service law and its admin- 
istration. I have stood in my place on this floor, a good deal of 


eld seventeen minutes 


the time almost alone, at other times with eloquent and able sup- 
port, and have pointed out to the House of Representatives, and 
indirectly to the country, some of the fallacies and errors of civil- 
service literature and arguments. But we had a committee ap- 
pointed at each Congress since 1883, nominally called The Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service,” and had in the two 
branches of Congress introduced and referred to that committee 
and its kindred committee in the Senate bills running upin num- 
ber to the thousands, bills for the repeal of the law a lutely, 
bills for every form of modification that genius and statesmanship 
could devise, and yet up to to-day there has never been in this 
House a report on a single one of those bills. 

That which has suggested itself to my mind during all this period 
of time has been that that committee has always been so consti- 
tuted that it hovered with patriarchal anxiety over this bantling 
of mistaken education, and was afraid to trust the representatives 
of the people with any measure upon which it might ingraft an 
amendment that would have expressed the views of the House of 
Representatives. And so we have had the door locked and the 
Rigsoubole stuffed full of measures and no reports. The facts 
which have changed my own views about again speaking to the 
House happened here on yesterday, when the distin ed gen- 
tleman from Indiana, in charge of the pending bill [Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY], representing, as I assume he does, the views of at least a 
majority of that great Committee on Appropriations, had courage 
enough to tell the country something of What is going on under 
tas psig administration of the civil service of a great country. 

plause. 

Por once there has been some light thrown in, and the people 
of the country have an opportunity now to see the open door 
hind which there is a vast amount of information not yet brought 
to the knowledge of the country. 

Now, in the very brief time I shall cones, I shall attempt to go 
back to the civil service of the country at the time of the adoption 
of this measure in 1883, and I shall put into my address extracts 
from the speeches of Governor Morton and the speech of Senator 
Ingalls, and from the declarations of the Secretary of the Treasury 
at that date, all of which I will putin, with the names and quota- 
tions properly given, in support of my proposition that at the 
date of the passage of this law in 1883 the civil service of this 
Government was a model in the estimation of every honest man 
and in the estimation of the people not only of this country but 
of the world. 

I will show you that by the framers of this measure, the utter- 
ances in favor of the effi of the then civil service, it was so ad- 
mitted on the record of both Houses of Congress, No man lifted 
up his voice to say that so far as benefiting the civil service of the 
Government there was the slightest necessity for this bill. Ichal- 
lenge any man on this floor to put his finger on an utterance of 
the character to which I have referred. Not only that, but the 
great leaders in the debate in both Houses, of both parties, the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the heads of the Departments, came 
forward with one voice and said that so far as their Departments 
were concerned they were run in the most efficient and valuable 
manner. What, then, was the demand? It came confessedly for 
a single purpose. We had had a long line of Republican admin- 
istration, beginning in 1861. 

Mr. L GSTON, Will the gentleman allow me one sugges- 
tion? He will find that in the hearings before the Appropria- 
tions Committee the declarations from the War Department and 
other Departments were that those temporary clerks were doing 
just as efficient service as those on the permanent roll, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithank the distinguished penseman I 
7 have come to that. But I am very much obliged, never- 

eless. 

What, then, was the object? We had had, as I was proceeding 
to say, à long line of Republican administration, and partisan- 
shi d assumed control, in effect, of all the Departments. We 
had gone from 1861 to 1883 without any Democratic administra- 
tion; and Mr. Pendleton, the author of this bill, frankly said that 
his whole object was to bring about a division of offices between the 
Democrats and the Republicans. Nobody thought of any other 

roposition. 

p These gentlemen who to-day are exercising a power in this Gov- 
ernment dangerous to the very principles of the Government never 
had a dream at that time that there was a necessity for anythin; 
else than a division of the offices. Mr. Pendleton so declared; an 
further than that, he was so uncertain in his own mind as to the 
efficacy of his bill that he put a limit upon the number of offices 
that it should cover, saying that not over 10,000 at the ontside in 
the whole United States would be covered by it; and in urging 
the measure he advocated it as a tentative measure, saying that 
he hoped it might work well, but did not know whether it would 
or would not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. One su ponton, if the gentleman will 
allow it. The gentleman from Ohic was about as much respon- 
sible for the St. Louis platform as any other man in the country. 
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I should like to know why he consented to put in that platform 
a declaration in favor of the extension of the civil-service system? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, why has the tleman 
from Tennessee acted the fool a t many times in the matter 


of platform making? [Laughter. 
eG RICHARDSON. I confess I can not answer an argument 
ike that. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Nor can I answer your question in any 
better way than that. í 

I have very often said on this floor that the details of these con- 
vention platforms make no impression upon anybody. There 
were two things at St. Louis that we were looking after; and 
when we had got those into the platform we cared but little about 
the declarations which might be made by the little fellows who 
went about Resorts J — 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman’s remark, as I under- 
stand, implies that he is wiser now than then. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was as wise then as I am now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman is wiser now than then, 
he must admit that the platform upon which Mr. Bryan made his 
campaign four years ago was founded in wisdom, because that 
platform did not advocate the extension of the civil-service sys- 
tem. Sothe gentleman can now be welcomed to a position on 
the Bryan platform. l- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. God only knows whether that will be of 
any avail when the next campaign comes. [Laughter.] 

But I do not want to consume my time on any extrinsic matter, 
as I have only seven minutes and a half left. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will remember that the 
President in his letter of acceptance and in his inaugural address 
approved this civil-service system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That straw has been thrashed out here so 
many times that my friend will allow me to say it is unworthy of 
him to bring it up again when there is so much new straw that 
could be thrashed out just as well. 

Now, I have pointed out that it was never claimed by the friends 
of the original civil-service bill, first, that it was needed because 
of the condition of the public service, or, second, that it was any- 
thing but a tentative measure for the purpose I have indicated. 
Now what is the condition? We have gone from 1883 down to 
the present time, and here comes this great committee of the 
House, and, ing through the gentleman in vera be of this bill, 
lays before the country a very faint and modest description of 
what we have come to. [heard a high officer of this Government, 
holding a position nearly up to a Cabinet position, say not very 
long ago that he would take a contract, and give bond to carry it 
out, to pay all the expenses of 8 these Departments in the 
city of Washington for 50 cents on the dollar of what they are 
costing to-day, and would grow to a millionaire’s position every 
year that he could have the contract, 

I quote the following from the debate of yesterday on this bill: 


Mr. Crumpacken. I should like to have a little more information about 
the condition of the public service in the various Departments. I would ask 
the gentleman if he knows or can approximate the number of incompetent 
op oyees in any one of the Departments? 

r. HEMENWAY. I should say that in the office of the Auditor for the War 
Department the statement shows that 10 per cent of the employees are—well, 
you mgit say, incompetent. 

Mr. RUMPACKER. Ten per cent? 

Mr. Hemenway. Their efficiency is very low. 

Mr. CrumpPacken. Is there a like percentage of incompetency in all the 
other Departments? 

Mr. Hemenway. In the General Land Office the Commissioner, Mr. Her- 
mann, estimates that 40 out of 400 are incompetent. 

Mr. CruMPACKER. That is 10 per cent. 

Mr. Hemenway. That is 10 per cent. Here are two d competent om- 
cials whom I have selected from the list—the Auditor for the War Department 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office. Their estimates show 10 
per cent of incompetent pees: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And the chiefs of these various Departments make that 
admission in letters addressed to your committee, do they? 

Mr. HeMENWAY. Well, either in hearings before our committee or in letters. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And dothey confess their inability to correct that evil? 

Mr. Hemenway. They confess their inability to correct the evil. 

Mr. CruMPACKER. Under the operation of the civil-service laws are they 
not 2 to discharge incompetent men from the public service? 

Mr. NWAY. They are, but like all of us they are human, and while 
I have no desire to criticise Members of the House or Senators of the United 
States, when a number of Senators and Members of Con; 
gentlemen and insist that an employee shall not be 
man can readily understand how cult it is. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill reported by the gentleman carries an appro- 
priation for the payment of these incompetent employees, I presume. 

Mr. Hemenway. It certainly does, because the committee has no way of 
ascertaining who these persons are. 

Mr. ORUMPACKER. And no power to discharge them, of course. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No power to rge, and we are simply brin. 
fact before the House that they may understand the conditions. 
mittee on Appropriati by inse 


s come to these 
rged, the gentle- 


g this 
o Com- 


ons. g the provisions found in section 4, on 


page 124 of the bill, has undertaken, by r gs eigen is now the law, to call 
attention to this condition and to bring about the discharge of these incom- 
petent employees. 
* + * * + * * 

Mr. Snarruc. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the tleman d to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. Hemenway. In just a moment. I will read section 4 of the bill. 

That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and persons 


aes in the public mr ead shall bend 7 ee tar — 5 compensation 
of any kaos you emote neapaci or performing such service.” 
Mr. San Missouri. Whers is that provision to be found? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Taaa ronal DARS IT beh The committee seeks by 
this provision to call attention to what is now the law, and thereby to prevent 


n 
aid him in pìc 
Mr. SHATTUC, 


e have got to have some legislation 1 this ques- 
eo 


our opinion, ts 
should dismiss these men and put in the men that Con men and Senators 
recommend, that the Senators and Congressmen would not ask them to keep 
these incompetent people! 

Mr. Hemenway. I have no doubt that is correct, because when you give 
them the right to employ another man they would recommend competent 


men. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Would it not be better for spoilsmen to recommend men 
who would be et rather than to keep the incompetent men in the 
way 2 are now 

r. Hemenway. In reply to the K mg ans oe question, I can only say, with 

t has been employed, it is tted b 
those who favor civil service and are at the heads of the different De N 
ments that this temporary force, placed there within the last two or eo 
ears, is a 1 of Boer tent force; that they are more competent than the 
orce secured through the civil service. They are younger men, men better 
ualified for the particular service to which they are assigned, and all along 

e line more efficient than the force secured through the civil service. 

Mr. PEARRE. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: Does he 
think it likely that the heads of the Departments and bureaus will appoint 
more competent men to the tions than those recommended by Members 
of and Senators; in other words 

Mr. Hemenway. In Tepi to that, I will say that when they ask for tho 
appointment of any particular class, they d te the kind of a man they 
want. they want an accountant, they say to the gentleman, ** Will you furn- 
ish me an accountant?" and if they want an accountant you would not send 
them alaborer. Itis the experience that Members of Congress and Senators, 
A a the opportunity to furnish a particular kind of man, furnish that 


* * * 


* * * 2 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That being the case, does not the gentleman 
think there ought to be established an age limit, on attaining which employees 
should be retired, gassas there is an age limit in the Army and Navy? 

Mr. MooDY of 'husetts. I do. Although I believe in the} present 
civil-service system, yet I will say that if we do not do something to meet 
this question of superannuation the service will break down. 

Mr. WACHTER. I should like to know if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] can inform us what percentage of these incompetent employees 
are females? 

Mr. HemenwAY. We have no information on that subject. 


00 
the re places with persons of his own selection he could 
thereby = benefit the service. Now, does not the 
that the oner of Pensions can not do this under the beautiful, far- 
reaching administration of the civil-service law; that where the removal of 
incompetent employees is desired there must be a trial before a sort of cow 
witha par set of rules, to act upon each one of these individual cases 

Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio I 
will say that I believe the provision to which he ers, but which I do not 
und to go to the nt he describes, was unwise provision. But 
Ido not understand that there is any difficulty in the way of the head ofa 
33 — any of his subordinates if he will certify that they 
are incompetent’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there not an Executive order forbidding that iden- 
tical thing being done? 

Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts. I do not so understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was not such a provision inserted within a year upon 
the demand of the civil-service tion 

. Moopy of Massachusetts. I do not so understand. I do understand 


an 


eard. 
. GROSVENOR. Very good; that is just what I said. 
Mr. Moopy of Masch i 


And nobody doubts that any business concern in the country 
could take this entire concern under its administration and for 
50 cents on the dollar do all that is done now and do it in a much 
more sati ry manner. 

Let us see. Ten per cent in the War Department; 100 worth- 
less clerks in the Pension Office; 10 per cent on an average through- 
out the entire Popara a And now comes the Committee on 
Appropriations. ould any of these gentlemen go upon the wit- 
ness stand and testify that 10 per cent of worthless clerks is the 
limit? Far from it. And yet when we come to cross-examine 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman from In- 
diana we find, first, that the Departments refuse to report the 
names of these inefficient clerks; second, they refuse to obey the 
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law which requires them to discharge such clerks; and third, that 


there is no system by which they can be discharged without a 
proceeding that is mortifying to the helpless clerk and disgusting 
to the chiefs of Departments, 

The order of the Executive that compels written charges and a 
hearing is equivalent to a trial in every case, and he who turns 
off a clerk on any ground other than that violates the statute of 
his country. That is all there is about it, and that order was made 
u the demand of the civil-service organization of the United 
States. I have their address, in which Mr. Carl Schurz and others 
declared that without that order the civil-service law was inoper- 
ative, because the heads of Departments might discharge without 

iving the reasons for it. And so at last that, as one of the im- 
provements of the organization, stands across the pathway of any 
removal except for cause, that cause to be stated in writing and 
bei pariy to have a hearing upon that question of cause, 

ow, what is the answer to all this? Why do they not discharge 
them? Foravery reason, gentlemen. No chief of a bureau 
would consent, with his eyes wide open, to-day, to discharge even 
an inefficient clerk who had some knowledge of the routine of the 
office and trust to an academic competitive examination to fill the 
place. That is the whole of it. That is where the whole evil 
comes. It comes of the fact that these Departments are unwill- 
ing to hazard the result of an application to this Bureau that has 
the patronage of the Government by the throat and is administer- 
ing it in a way that ought to be condemned by every honest man 
in this country. [Applause.] 

That is the reason why the Departments suffer the evils that 
they have rather than fly to others that they know not of.” 
That is the whole of it, and we must come forward as the repre- 
sentatives of the people and abate this nuisance or we will never 
have it abated. is the answer toitall? Istand upon the 
platform of the Evans bill of the last Congress, a measure that 
covered all the clerical service of this Government here, covered 
all the clerical force in the Railway Mail Service of the United 
States, covered all the great post-offices and custom-houses of the 
country, and bara provide for a tenure of office such as you 
have, a tenure of office such as the President has, a tenure of 
office such as the Senate has, and then provided at the end of the 
four or six years the young fellow might go out and go home, 
unless the chief of his bureau or his Department desired his reten- 
tion, and provided for a bureau to examine as to his fitness. 

It is true, as the 8 from Georgia has said, that there 
never was a more efficient set of clerks ever put into the Depart- 
ments in Washington than the tempo: clerks under the Army 
bill. There is no more efficient service in all this country than 
these men have made here. Why does not the Civil Service Bu- 
reau, that has made war upon these clerks in every ible way, 
and tried to drive them out, tried to prevent their promotion, 
done everything to humiliate them that they possibly could—why 
do they not come forward and point out to the people of the coun- 
try some failure in that service, which came upon the recommen- 
dation of en and went into the Departments to rescue 
the Government from the hands of the inefficiency that had cursed 
the Departments for lo, these many years? y did they not 
point out where some of these men have failed? 

I tell you, my countrymen, I shall not agitate this question very 
much longer. I do not care very much about it. I care nothing 
about it from a personal standpoint, But when I see 25 per cent, 
80 per cent, 40 per cent, 50 155 cent of this enormous expenditure 
of my country’s money paid out to uphold a mere theory that has 
no foundation in practical justice or practical effect, I am dis- 
gusted with the whole subject of the administration of the Civil 
Service Bureau, and the people of this country will inquire into 
it some of these days, and they will sure into itin a way much 
more effective than the passage of the Evans bill would have been, 
and the time will come when the advocates of this measure that 
has thus ruined the administration of these Departments will wish 
that they had accepted the Evans bill as a just compromise, rather 
than to have made war and carried on this devastation against 
the best interests of the country. [Applause. ] 

Under the permission to extend my remarks, I 8 4 in sup- 
pos of my argument here portions of a speech which I had the 

onor to make upon this subject in the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress on the 19th day of July, 1897: 

THE ORIGINAL CIVIL-SERVICE LEGISLATION—THE PRESENT PRACTICE A 
WIDE AND UNJUSTIFIED DEPARTURE. 

Mr, Chairman, I come now to discuss, in connection with the 
aggressions and growth of this bureaucracy the original idea of the 
1 of this legislation. Had there been a suggestion to 

mgress in 1883 that this law would have been construed as it 
has m and the power of the Civil Service Commission have 

own until it denounced the President and Cabinet officers and 

son „it would not have received 10 votes in either branch of 

the legislative body, and I make this statement in the light of the 
proof before us. 

The original effort, following the law of 1853, was the effort of 


Mr. Jenckes, who played to the public galleries in 1866-67. He 
struggled on and on, and encountered defeat in the Thirty-ninth 
Congress Pra vote of 72 to 66 in the House, 52 members refusing 
to vote. is chimerical system, which has since grown into an 
enactment, was spit upon by the distinguished members of Con- 
gress of that day, and itis pleasant now to consider that among 
the great statesmen of the hour who voted to table the whole 
business we find the names of Mr. Blaine; Mr. Kasson, Senator 
Wilson, Secretary Windom, Senator ALLISON, and Mr, Boutwell, 
while Conkling and Garfield refused to vote. 

At that time Mr. Jenckes was challenged over and over again to 
bring forward any reason why such a law was to be passed. He 
was never able to do it, and finally, after his defeat, as above 
stated, he abandoned the field, so far as Washington and the De- 
partments were concerned, and undertook to try and reach ineffl- 
ciency, as he called it, in the customs and internal-revenue service. 
After the defeat and death of Mr. Jenckes, Mr. Schurz, who has 
never refused an office from any party, no matter what its princi- 
ples were, brought the same bill into the Senate, but it was side- 
tracked by a production of Senator Trumbull, entitled An act 
to prevent importunity and to maintain the independence of the 

partments.” Senators wanted one thing,“ as has been well said 
by another, but the civil-service ‘reformers’ wanted another, 
and finally they both joined hands, but for different objects, to 
reach the same result.” 

Mr. Ham, a most able and lucid writer upon this subject, has 
recently published a small pamphlet in which he reviews, with 
historic accuracy, the rise and promotion of this heresy. The 
Albany (N. Y.) Evening Journal quotes Mr. Ham with the fol- 
lowing indorsement: 

Mr. Ham treats the subject of civil-service reform, modeled after the 
English experiment, intelligently and candidly. 

This candid writer says: 


DENUNCIATION OF SPOILSMEN. 

At this juncture the most alarming statements were made in the 
press and onthe ee eer the condition of the civil service. 
alleged to be corrupt, inefficient, and wholly under the control of Congress, 
and the country was flooded with untrue, unjust, and most malicious allega- 
tions and insinuations. The le were told that the country had come 
under the yoke of an office-holding oligarchy (Grant) and that its power was 
poisoning the vitals of the Republic. Every man who failed to fall down and 
worship at the British “competitive” shrine set up in the market places by 
Dorman B. Eaton was denounced as a spoilsman,“ and the very air was preg- 
nant with the clamor of the 2 and the applause of those who inno- 
cently followed in the wake of ambitious peo pee cloaked in the garb of 


ublio 
t was 


the needed revenue, obtain supplies, and distribute them 
promptly to vast armies called into the field a large number of officeholders 
not needed in time of peace. Contractors were a necessary evil, and coming 
in con the peace contingent in office, abuses outside the Depart- 
ments may have come to infest the public service. The impetus of the war 
force was so great, and the peril so imminent, that the final result found the 
Government generously tardy in coping with evils which had creptin and 
attached themselves like es to p inves with more or less 
power; millions of war and other claims remained to be adjusted, and the 
new system of internal-revenue taxation had become necessary. 

Heavy amounts of revenue were and would long require to be raised, not 
only to repair losses, but to reward Epp iy and to pay our indebtedness. 
A large force must be kept bay oe „and, for the reasons stated, it was not 
entirely clean. This abnor tuation brought to the surface a lot of 
theorists, ambitions demagogues—reformers, some of whom were jealous of 
the civil and mili personnelin 8 in Congress and at the front, 
had carried the nation successfully through a great war. The conditions 
became ripe and the moment favorable to commence an agitation for any- 
thing that promised reform.“ 

Only a month or two after General Leo's surrender a select committee on 
“retrenchment” was din the House to investigate matters, and there 
Was a su tion in the resolve that the inquiry extend to the subject ot ap- 

intments to office, to the examination of persons for place, and to the pol - 

cy of continuing them in office for afixed term. That was the original idea, 
and, aside from Mr. Jenckes's effort, that was the starting point of the pres- 
ent civil-service law. 

A train of abuses is the inevitable result of a civil war; they would have 
been ually removed without competitive“ examinations, because the 
trouble was not so much in the Departments as outside of them, but civil- 
service reform " was sprung opus the le who were bearing heavy bur- 
dens, and they were made to believe—by diligent efforts—that the remedy 
lay in this pretended reform. Petitions were circulated, editorials written, 
and speeches made which finally resulted in an educated clamor for the civil- 
service scheme that was eventually foisted upon the people. Public men 
who had labored hard during the war in Congress and grown Weed be- 
gan to gradually favor something—anything—which would relieve them from 
the “importunity "of those whodesired places. These men were not brought 
to take this elixir because they either deemed the competitive idea neces- 

or that it contained the elevating, eradicating, and purifying qualities 
claimed for it by the civil-service reformers. It simply furnished the ma- 
chinery to relieve men from importunity.“ 

For five years—from 186% to 18/1—the House of . 
refused to accept the civil-service idea, but the people had been plied wit 
all sorts of statements relating to the public service, and the 8 took 
alarm. Not one in ten thousand, however, comprehended what the * reform“ 
meant. Some interpreted it to signify a decrease in taxation and the purify- 
ing of the public service and as much more as an active and imaginary mind 
could be wrought to conceive. But Congress refused to move, until finally 
the competitive“ idea was hitched on asa rider!“ to a sundry civil appro- 
priation bill during the last hours of the session of 1870. 

To attach this scheme to an epee bill smacked of unfair method. 
The motion to lay it on the table escaped defeat in the Senate by barely 1 
vote, and it was ted by the House under protest from General Logan 
and by a minority vote. It is known as section 1753 of the Revised Statutes, 


1900. 
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and remains in force. It thrust upon the President a responsibility which he 
did not desire and in a form which he did not suggest. The President had 
felt the oe of importunity“ and wished to get relief therefrom, but 
above all he regarded the real evil to be the ess recommendations of 

rsons for place by Senators and Representatives almost inevitable during 

e war. 

In December, 1870, President Grant said that in mercantile pursuits “the 
business man who givesa letter of recommendation toa friend to enable him 
to obtain credit of astranger is regarded eee Ais. E ee for the integ- 
rity of his friend and his ability to meet his obligations. A reformatory law 
which would enforce that principle against all indorsers of persons for pub- 
lic place would insure great caution in making recommendations.” 

here wasassuredly no competitive“ idea conveyed in that suggestion” 
no indorsement in it to prevent importunity even; no intimation that it 
was necessary. 
TACTICS OF THE REFORMERS. 


But the scheme had obtained a footi 


nouncing every man who declined toaccept their civil-service elixir or com- 
titive “ com begun 
reports to the President. 
upon the country something which the people did not want nor understand. 


JACKSON AS AN EXAMPLE. 


Even the idea of using the word “reform ™ in the manner stated was not 

. That word was just as encase rep dina ap? a during the Adminis- 

trations of Adams and Jackson by politi to secure J m’s election, 

and to excuse his removals from office, as the modern civil-service reformers 
used it to bring the competitive“ idea to the statute book. 

Some modern “reformers” there were who ho the cry would capture 
Republicans, tear them away from their party, up the Liberal“ move- 
ment, perhaps make Carl urz President. ey were simply handling the 
word “reform” asit had been used in the days of Benton, Clay, and Calhoun; 

ust as Mr. Benton raised a “select committee on executive patronage” in 

826 under cover of a desire to reform the civil service. He and his friends 
then pretended to believe that the ship of state was about to go to pieces on 
the rock of BY soy rad e and danger signals were hoisted on every hilltop 
and kept b tly burning. The ople were told that unless something was 
done the nation would surely go e demnition bowwows withont confes- 
sion or yer. The cry went up that the President had too much power; 
the civil-service reformer of more modern times tells us that the average 
Senator and Representative had too much influence. 

The Jackson adherents wanted their man and their principles and policy to 

provan, and they raised the civil-service “reform” war Jackson came 

0 power in 1829, and six years later, in 1835-35, Clay and oun combined 
and raised a select committee on civil-service reform. Calhoun had fallen 
out of line because of his stand on nullification; and, if ambitious, he also 
desired to punish Jackson. 

The wording of the ee Cing resolve was so similar with that known 
as the Jenckes resolution in 1 7 that it seems easy to divine whence the 
latter came. Cursory examination will convince the most skeptical that the 
civil-service reformers of 1866-1883 drew all their inspiration as to pretended 
need and necessity for civil-service reform in this country from the reports 
made by Benton in 1826-27, and Clay and Calhoun in 1835-36. 

The Calhoun-Clay report in 1 alleged that honest and capable men 
were dismissed to make room for the base and corrupt; the offices were 
made the spoils of victory, the reward of partisan service, and the means of 
substituting man worship for patriotism, To these allegations the reformers 
of 1806-1883 added but two ideas: That the civil service was inefficient and 
the importunity of constituents exasperating. Benton met theattack of 1835 
by saving that it proceeded from political animosities and was unfounded; 

t the charges emanated from barnacles who had been removed by Jackson. 

Mr. Calhoun pointed out to Benton that his position was quite inconsistent 
with the language of his e report in 1826, when the latter and his 
friends were ing Adams, and the point made by the South Carolina 
Senator was well taken. ee anne was on the floor of the Senate and 
mete i Spork. yi 7775 fears exp in the Clay-Calhoun report leveled at 

ackson. He ‘ 

How are most of these officeholders appointed? Upon the recommenda- 
tions and petitions of Pao paapa themselves, upon certificates of character, 
respectability, and moral worth, made by those who are neighbors and 
friends of the candidate, who know him personally and intimately, and most 
usually on the recommendation of the Representatives here of the person 
appointed. Are we, then, to assume that offices are bestowed as rewards for 

tisan service, without respect to merit!“ 

William L. Marcy's familiar remark, which the advocates of civil-service 
reform so delight to recall from its slumbers, viz, that “to the victors belon 
the one W contained a very essential appendage, whichis awaye suppressed: 
Mr. Wrig t added, * but I do not mean to 1 that the victors should plunder 
their own camp.” A very important qualification, indeed; one that carries 
a complete refutation of the construction generally placed on his original 
remark by the civil-service people: 

in other words, while the tical party which succeeds has a rightto the 
offices—in order to enforce i licy and its principles upon the country, if 
it can—the . — Was, and is, that its appoin have generally been 

r, honesty, and merit, not only that they might best serve 
the public interests, but to accomplish the purpose indicated; andin the very 
nature of things the best, the strongest, and most positive men were, asa 
rule, appointed. No political party will “plunder its own camp,” and thus 
endanger its power by selecting dishonest, corrupt, or inefficient persons to 
hold office in time of peace. 


COLLAPSE OF THE ORIGINAL IDEA. 

The original law of 1871 provided that the President might 
tí prescribe such regulations for the admission of persons into the 
civil service of the United States as may best promote efficiency,“ 
etc. Following the passage of that act came the zealous efforts of 
the reformers to prepare rules and regulations to make the scheme 
work out their theories. They failed, and the competitive idea 
finally collapsed in 1875-76. The President, General Grant, said 
distinctly in his message of December, 1875, that— 

If Congress adjourns without positive legislation on the subject of civil- 
service reform, I will regard such action as a disapproval of the system and 
Will abandon it. Competitive examinations will be abandoned. 

Congress, wisely and deliberately, and with its eyes wide open, 
did adjourn without any“ positive legislation.” Now, in this con- 
nection it is important to see whether or not the allegations of 
corruption and inefficiency alleged against the Republican Admin- 


istration of that day were true or false. This child of d tism 
was born of those declarations; whatever there is of it now had its 
birth and origin because of the declarations made that in 1875-76 
there was a condition in the Departments at Washington that re- 
quired an enactment of this character, 

There was not one officer of the General Government, nor bu- 
reau, that did not denounce as an outrage the slanders upon which 
these proceedings were based, and it was not strange to the men 
of those days that slanders should emanate from certain of the 
sources promoting this alleged reform. The Third Auditor of 
the Treasury said that the clerks appointed by competitive exam- 
ination were not superior to those appointed in the old way. The 
Supervising Architect said that the civil-service law had led to 
demoralization, rivalries, and intrigues, and that no examination 
was of any value compared with practical tests, and he advised 
the repeal of so much of the law as had at that time been 
into enactment, to wit, section 1753 of the Revised Statutes. 

The New York naval officer said that the examinations resorted 
to under the old system were the means of introducing into the 
service appointees equally as efficient as any appointed under the 
civil-service law. 

The First Comptroller of the Treasury said ‘‘the evils from it 
exceeded the benefits.” 

The Third Assistant Postmaster-General said that the law fell 
short of properly or satisfactorily filling its mission;” but, as this 
writer has well said, this fusillade was sopi up, and the words 
“spoilsman,” “henchmen,” *‘ patronage,” and ‘‘reform” were sung 
and echoed throughout the halls of Congress and throughout the 
air which surrounded politicians out of jobs, who had traded on 
their influence in the campaign preceding 1877. 

Then came a determined effort, which unfortunately failed, to 
get rid of this whole business and go back to the simpler and more 
effective terms of the law of 1853, as amended. In 1872 Senator 
Carpenter, of Wisconsin, one of the great leaders of the Repub- 
lican „moved an amendment to an appropriation bill to re- 
peal that law. It failed by a slender majority of 8. But in 1874 
the House of resentatives did attach an amendment to repeal 
the civil-service law of 1871. The Senate refused to concur, but 
moved to amend by striking it out and to give $15,000 to enforce 
the law, and in conference the action of both branches failed and 
civil-service reform substantially came toadead stop. The effect 
was, is, and remains that the competitive system was abandoned 
and denounced all along its pathway up to this date, 


THE REAL OBJECT OF THE LAW. 


The real object of the law, it was claimed at the time, was to 
make men in public stations accountable for their recommenda- 
tions, and Senator Morrill said that he desired to prevent intoxi- 
cation among employees; and yet, as Mr, Ham has well said: 

The average civil-service reformer of to-day will say that the one great pur- 
pose of the act of 1871 was to bring greater efficiency to the service; to de- 
stroy the ene yr power of the Pe tician. With this contrariety of ideas 
it is little wonder that the com tive idea of 1871 came to an untimely end. 
Senators did not concede that there was corruption or inefficiency in the 
grades which the law would reach. 

No greater scandal or outrage was ever perpetrated upon the fair 
name of the American people than at the beginning of the civil- 
service law. There was no necessity for greater efficiency or 
poe morals in the Departments at Washington or in the great 

ureaus in other cities, À 

The Senators of 1871 made swift progress to denounce the whole 
business, and addressing himself to the Trumbull bill in that year 
Senator Morton, of Indiana, one of the great leaders of the Repub- 
lican party, said: 

It is said that there are a large number of incompetent and worthless 
clerks employed. Is that true? I believe the clerks here are as competent 
and as well qualified, and men of as character, as can be found in any 
country. I believe our civil service is now conducted as well if not better 
than at any former period of our history. We have gone on improving and 
reforming, and the civil service is getting better from year to year. 

Senator Cameron, the great champion of the party in Pennsyl- 
vania, said: 

Take them all together, I do not believe there isa more efficient, a more 
honest, a more useful, and a worse paid body of people than these clerks, 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Richardson, who was ap- 

ed to and who was in that year a man of courage, who was 
n that year a man who was not afraid of the babble and bluster 
of the noisy element in the country, said: 

The business in the Treasury, upon the whole, is not only done in a satis- 
factory manner, but it will compare in accuracy and efficiency with the 
n the country generally which is carried on by corporations and 


He also affirmed that the removals were no greater than was 
needed to insure vigor and infuse new life in the Department.” 

At that time the high priest, who, I believe, had not yet de- 
serted his political party, although he was, 3 making ready 
and looking out for later engagements, said: 

Whether the Departments at Washington are well or badly managed was 
an insignificant question. 
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Baffled and completely ronted in his assaults upon the Govern- 
*. service in W , he said 
that it was a matter of insignificance whether they were well or 
badly run. were to be reformed whether there was any re- 
form needed or not. In this connection it is well to quote what 
Representative Baker, of New Hampshire, said recently in aspeech 


in House: 
tlemen, years had the honor of serving in one of these De- 
paren I know what i personnel was from 1865 3 se actual con- 


their duties as during 
Then came a little tinkering of the law in a legislative appro- 
praon bill of August 15, 1876, and then came the great struggle 
create public sentiment, and Mr, has so well stated the 
unjust and libelous efforts that were made in that direction that 
I reproduce his remarks: 


This only seemed to whet the keen aj 
ic 


ite of the reformers, who com- 
and f 


years in public t, in conven- 
3 2 3 
of sufficient proportions 72 2 j 
N 8 Accord- 
Mr. Eaton to show how 
and here. That tlo- 
ths, at a good salary, going to tho Sian ot er terion te 
mon ata ` 
rise, and causesof abuses in the British Empire, desiring, of 
t thai yeride pa, from the rails of Eng- 


31 members 
sons foisted on the Government and se were fi ab- 
solutely incompetent because of old age; titled barnacles, spoken of by Mr. 


Many others of the 50 were found 3 unqualified for divers other 
reasons, such as bad character, ill health, and some could neither read nor 
write. Of 200 persons examined under the old system in 1855 in England, 285 
were rajonaa use of ignorance in spelling and arithmetic. ere was 

y need of education in England—even if it had to come under the 
guise of “competitive” e; tions. But the scholastic effort to draw a 
between the situation tbere and here was devoid of truth in its sug- 
— — etaa 5 r 

But this did not succeed, and no civil-service law grew out of 
it. A well-known and distinguished civil-service reformerassailed 
Mr. Dawes, a Senator from Massachusetts, to know why thelawhad 
not been passed, and Mr. Dawes said, How can you expect a law 
to be passed by Congress when the constituents of Congress do 
not want it?” And one of the theorists of that day said: ‘Of 
course I know that it is true that no law which is very much in 
advance of the prevailing tone of public morality is ever effectu- 
ally executed. It will not execute itself.” 

. Dawes said, in that connection, We can not get the legis- 
lation and make it permanent unless our constituents bebind us 
will support us init. Wenever rise higher than the fountain;” 
and thereupon a cheap-John stereotype system of printed headings 
and the old, old style of petitions, signed promiscuously in coun- 
try stores and ffices and everywhere, poured in upon Con- 
gress as an evidence of a growing public sentiment. 

Now came the sanction of the civil-service-reform move- 
ment. It did not ori te in the House of Representatives; it 
never came from any ediate representatives of the people, but 
it had its origin in the Senate of the United States. Its progenitor 
ostensibly was Mr. Pendleton. It has been well said, and is true, 
that the bill containing the 8 scheme was handed to 
Mr. Pendleton, and was reported favorably, devoid of sections 8, 
9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14, Which really contain all of reform there 
is in the civil-service law. 

The Senate amended the bill as reported by adding the above 
sections; 11, 12, 13, and 15 coming from Senator HAWLEY, who 
now has views on this great question, and section 14 from the late 
Senator Beck. Mr. Pendleton never drafted a line of the experi- 
ment. As Senator Miller said: 

The bill is the joint work of a number of educated gentlemen who are 
organized for the purpose of promoting a reform in the civil service. 


Senator Ingalls said: 


and wise men out- 

of either of the political 

ies in this body. [ know who drew up this bill; I know who sent it here, 
and I know the motives and the incentives that are being used to pass it. 


And he added: 


This bill a to be each for the of chea; 
ge Wis maana Po ane water ne proms Ba ore antes 
adverse to those on which it is supported by „and it will end by 


And who will say that to-day the intelligent, far-seeing, and 
shrewd men of all political parties do not recognize that they have 


and their constituents have and the country has been ch 
this bill? ay. N 


Senator Logan said: 

I do not protest against certain Senators constantly discussing this ques- 
tion, based upon the ti £ the clerical f 
3 open Pm 8 on of the clerical force of this country, because 


But Mr, Pendleton then and there waved a flag of compromise 
which alone saved the bill, by declaring: R z 


It has been said that the abandonment of the spoils system will retain in 


office the appointments of the Republican I do not think so. Th 
i no proposition to extend the term of office nor anywise to limit the coer 
remo’ 


But to-day the Civil Service Commissioners demand that the 
powe of removal shall be limited by an Executive order which tho 
ecutive has no constitutional power to issue, and in a recent arti- 
cle inthe Forum thechairman of theexecutive committee of the Na- 
tional Civil Service Association says that the weak in thelaw 
as it stands to-day are, first, that there is no power of removal and, 
in fact and by inference, that no Presidential order can limit the 
power of the ‘appointing heads of the Departments from making 
removals with or without cause, excepting in so far as the Presi- 
dent can coerce the judgment and action of his Cabinet; and sec- 
ond, that there is no provision for the disabled; that is, there is no 
civil-pension list. As I have already said, that will be the next 
step needed. The step has already been taken by the honorable 
chairman of the Civil Service Committee of this House. 

I shall here incorporate some of the pertinent discussions when 
this bill was pending. These choice excerpts are collated from 
speeches of HAWLEY, Pendleton, and Sherman, and has been well 
expressed by Senator Morgan in the following: 


Is not “importunity ™ the great evil against which we have to contend? 
So it appears that— 


The object of Senators on both occasions was relief against the Imnportunt 
ties of those who desired places. The competitive scheme would w all 
the — office yo upon the Civil That ac — that 
competitive examinations were necessary. ea wou! urnish 
tho machinery which wonli aitain fi lier desired ramit. And the conse 
quence was y e ently © com vo ts 

would defend men from “importunity.” vi = cai 


That is to say, distinguished Senators who had risen upon the 
waye of results achieved by the working men of their party at 
home wanted to put a legal barrier between the importunities for 
reward of their constituents who had made them great. This was 
the declared ition; but General HAWLEY, the gallant old sol- 
dier, hero, and statesman of Connecticut, has said, as stated by Mr. 
Ham, and I quote a considerable amount of the collation of that 
indefatigable writer: 


Nine-tenths of those who do the headwork in the great political campaigns 
at home, in town and county and State committees, and who are at the polls 
distributing ballots, serving as counters, running out to in voters, and 
attending to correspondence are men who serve with no care for, no thought 
nor Spores of ever holding a political office. Nine-tenths of the men 
who subscribe money for the honorable uses of a campaign are of the same 
8 There ad unlimited and nonsensical abuse on 
subjec' 

Why should Senators and Representatives erect a barrier between them- 
selves and these men and the public service, seek the labor and financial as- 
sistance even of party friends, and then be able to turn about and say, in 
answer toa request for a on, Oh. I can't 1 2 LA all the places are 
under the civilser vice.“ They ought toadd—even if it isina whisper—‘which 
I helped to enact and now vote to continue.” Ex-Senator Vilas gave the sna; 
away when he said on the floor of the Senate April 7, 1896: “ The relief w 
has n enjoyed by Senators and Representatives, not to speak of those in- 
trusted wi the offices of the Government, is in itself a socond item of great 
consequence.“ 

It may be of great consequence for a Senator to be able to turn a constitu- 
ent down with the leverage of a law of his own creation, but the Senator who 
gloried in it has himself been retired, and the people are ready to retire more 
who may think as he does. 

But in what way are Senators and Representatives advan y 
so far as it may tend to relieve them from “importunity?” ithout a civil- 
service law they would be asked to secure * 8 Under the law 
they are importuned to keep persons in and to secure reinstatements. 
We think the law increases the volume of ret ie) oven 

It is by and through political parties that this Government has worked ont 
its 5 ang eee all a egg Date 3 

an existence! By an rough parties come cation, e o 
,and economies. Destroy one of the inountives which a SSinli percent: 
age o rty workers have—reward for fidelity and zeal—and a republican 
form of government will gradually lapse into a state of coma. Political par- 
ties are the vitalizing forces of our gore They consist in part of workers 
and organizers not one in a thousand of whom seek Federal positions! 

The strife between the comparatively few who do develops the unobjec- 
tionable and qualified person. Tho assumption is that unless competitive 
ex ation is resorted to we get incompetents. The whole country is full 
of qualified persons! Would Mr. Gage or any other bank president want: 

a teller, cashier, note clerk, or other officer go to some “competitive” sch 
for such an officer? And why not, as well as for a clerk in the Treasury? 


So now it becomes pertinent to ascertain what was the real in- 
centive of the Senators to pass the Pendleton bill. Was the civil 
service inefficient? I have already more than once commented; I 
shall continue to comment. 

President Arthur said in 1881: 

I declare my dissent from the severe and almost indiscriminate censure _ 
with which the present civil servants of the Government have been recently 

. That they are, as a class, indolent, precision ane corrupt is a 
statement which has been often made and widely credited; but when the 
extent, variety, delicacy, and importance of their duties are considered, the 


by this law, 
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great majority of the ros of the Government are,in my judgment, 
mp l — of 2 > vos st the extreme denunciation of the existing sys- 
tem of this country,” said Mr. HAWLEY. It has become a fashion very 

sly, among a class of men who have or claim for themselves a superior 
culture to the average, to speak of the whole public service of this country 
ascorrupt. They havenoright tosuch * è + {have an unutter- 
able contempt for the man who ees is neglect of his public duties by 
talking about the dirty waters of politics.” 

So the law was passed in fraud. It was conceived in sin and 
brought forth in iniquity, for it is always iniquitous to intend to 
pass a law for one purpose when covertly and secretly you intend 
it shall operate for another purpose. It went through the House 
in fraud of the rights of the members of the House and the people 
whom they represent. It was never intended to cover anything 
but the Departments in Washington, and that alone in its mpe 
cation to clerical force. Had any man in those days said that 
that law would be tortured to affect the appointment by the Presi- 
dent himself of an assistant messenger in the White House, there 
would have been no vote in favor of it on the floor of the Senate. 
It was an experiment to be tried upon the clerks in the cay 1 5 
rc pa The whole line of debate shows it. Mr. Pendleton - 

says: 

Isaid that this was a tentative effort; that it was intended to be an experi- 
ment; and it is because it is tentative, because it is intended as an experi- 
ment, that the committee thonght it advisable to limit it. 

Limit it to what? Why, to the very subjects that we say to-day 
it is limited to. Pendleton, its author, understood it so; Pendle- 
ton, its putative father, knew what it meant. 

In 1888 Mr, Cox said that when the Pendleton bill came over 
from the Senate the House was about to take up an im t 
shipping bill, and he at once proposed to Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, 
that a vote be taken on the Pendleton bill without debate, and it 
was passed in that way, or, as Mr. Cox expressed it, ‘on the tidal 
wave of an emotion,” and that emotion has emotioned out of office 
every Administration that has touched it with a single item, and 
its baneful effects are just being felt in this country; and here I 
quote from Mr. Ham what this experiment has cost the people 
of the United States: 

Asan “experiment” it has been used and abused as has no other law on 
the statute books. Specific details or cases to sustain this assertion will 
doubtless be forthcoming in due time; itis sufficient to now sa this has 
been done through the ee rules, the special rules app to each De- 
partment, and the regulations, for be it known that thecivil-service “ trust,” 
commission, or board of control of the Federal patronage, the three bosses” 
over 87,000 places, and their predecessors, have erected a machine“ under 
those rules that would startle Tweed himself. Its 


pointment rules, special rules for each ent, rules for transfer and 
romotions, and its regulations, and that d table semipolitical machine 
f the ry for special or noncompetitive examinations, cover 53 


of small type! Is it any wonder that rs and resentatives w 
up their hands” when they attempt to discover what it all means? 

The Departments were “ blanketed” under civil-service reformer Cleve- 
land to such an extent in the reach for jurisdiction that farmers and black- 
smiths on Indian reservations and employees in sawmills, and cooks, even, 
are said to come within the rules. In fact, a doubt has arisen whether there 
are enough places excepted" to satisfy even the very few remaining appli- 
cants from the State of Ohio! 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirteen min 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I yield it to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Dricas}. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DriaGs] is recognized for thirteen minutes. 

. Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I have been a member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions for three years, and I desire tosay 
during that time I have not seen in that committee one particle 
of partisanship. Every bill brought in there, whether introduced 
by a Democrat or Republican, has been fairly, honorably, and 
squarely treated and considered. The Democrats have received as 
much consideration as have the Republicans. I believe the time 
has come when the country should understand what we doin the 
House at the Friday night sessions. The ne pers of the coun- 
try pe „The pension mill in tne House is 3 at work grinding 
out bills.“ . 

Mr. BELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELL. I should like to know how that committee 
works—— 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will come to that. 

Mr. BELL. I should like to know how it is that some of us 
who have introduced a number of bills and who have made the 
proof in the very beginning of this session have not yet got a bill 
on this Calendar. I made my proof before the committee in the 
case of 75 bills; yet I have not been able to get one bill on the 
Calendar. 1 should like to know how that occurs. 

Mr. DRIGGS. It is a pleasure for me to answer the gentleman. 

At the commencement of this session the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions sent a notice to every member of this 
House that if he had any special preferences for any special bills, 
those bills would be given consideration in Gaon fot with the 
request of the member. 

Mr. BELL. Now, may I ask the gentleman again 


utes, 


Mr. DRIGGS. I would rather not yield just now. 

Mr. BELL. In the very beginning 

Mr. DRIGGS. I decline to yield now. I am coming to the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

There are in this committee members assigned to examine bills 
from the different States; and if any Representative on this side 
of the Chamber does not get his bills reported he will understand 
the reason, The committee meets on Monday and Friday of each 
week; and we go through the bills without any regard as to 
whether the member interested is a Democrat or a Republican, 
There are fifteen members of that committee when they are all 
present; and when the State of Colorado, for instance, is reached, 
the Representative having charge of bills from that State takes 
up those bills and gives them consideration after their examina- 

on by the pension expert sent us by the Pension Department and 
bases his report upon this expert evidence. I will ask the gentle- 
acne from Colorado [Mr. BELL] whether I have answered his 
question. 


Mr. BELL. I think you did. 
Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. , the bills are then reported to the 
committee as a whole, acted upon, rejected or accepted, and placed 


upon the Calendar for the future consideration of the House. 
Fach bill, sir, passes over five steps before going to the Senate, 
viz: Pension expert, subcommittee, whole*co ttee, Committee 
of Whole House, and then the House. No bills considered in 
Congress pass through so devious and fair a course as those from 
our committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to send to the Clerk's desk and have 
read this editorial from the New York Times of February 12. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


THE PENSION ATTORNEYS’ WORK. 


It is well to remember that the enormous amount of ponos tion 
now being pressed in Congress is not the work of the soldiers as a 
even of a very great proportion of the soldiers. In very large part, the 
sons recei or pensions now are not soldiers, but the relatives of 
soldiers. and have none of the sense of pride that generally is felt by 
those who have been in the military service. 

Another considerable number of the present applicants for 
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gressman who stands in their way. Probab! 
ons voted in e Sans aa this sort of blackmail, in which 


pension sharks are eo. e only check on them is wholesome pub- 
nh yen ge mainly that of the real soldiers, and this is not sufficiently direct 


we at present to have a decided influence. There has never 
been a time when Congress was so reckless and shameless in this direction. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, this editorial of this great met- 
ropolitan gd is one of the most outrageous attacks upon Con- 
gress, upon the representatives of the people in Congress, and 
upon the members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that I 
have ever read or heard of under the head of pension legislation. 
It is written with the p to deceive and mislead the Amer- 
ican people on the subject of pension legislation. AndIdo not 
propose, either at this late hour of this day’s session or in this late 
year in the history of our country, to on the subject as to 
whether on 1 tion is advisable or unadvisable. But Ido 
say this: That as a ocrat I believe in the volunteer soldiery of 
this country, and I believe the only way that we are going to be 
able to maintain and keep up the volunteer force of this country in 
any future wars that may occur is by standing by the pension 
principles laid down by the fathers when they established the first 
act providing for pensions, some five or six weeks (August 26, 
1776) after the signing of the Declaration of Independence. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the first part of this editorial states that it 
is well to remember that the 1 legislation which is now be- 
fore us is not the act of the old soldiers, but largely that of their 
relatives and re a who have no real right to pensions under the 
law. I say that during the three years I have served on this Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions every single case that we have con- 
sidered has been that of an old soldier, his widow, or some one 
directly dependent upon that soldier—aged father or mother or 
helpless children. Desertion are not considered by us. It 
continues by stating that the pension attorneys appear before our 
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committee, and that we members of Congress are pushed forward 


to bring about this legislation in their behalf and nat of the sol- 
dier—sort of a system of blackmail. 

I say now that there has never been one single, solitary pension 
attorney before that committee to talk to or consult with us or to 
ask anything about any special pension legislation; and I say now 
that I, for one, if a pension attorney were to ask permission to 
appear before that committee on any special bill, would be one of 

e first to vote in the committee against giving him the privilege 
to appear there, because the old soldiers themselves take up the 
time of that committee. Our fellow-Representatives of this House 
come before us on behalf of this soldier and that soldier; itis their 
datg and their right to come; it is our pleasure to listen to them 
as they stand up to defend old soldiers who ask nothing but simple 
justice and fair treatment, 

Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Certainly. I am always willing to yield to so 
courteous a member as my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. SIMS. As a member of Congress, is it not you experience 
that the applications coming to you to file bills for private pen- 
sions are usually accompanied by a letter of some pension attor- 
ney, who has told the man that he can not get a pension under the 
law and that he must go to Congress? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Most emphatically, no, sir; that is not my expe- 


rience. 

Mr. SIMS, That is my experience, and I have the letters which 
will show it. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I have never received a letter like that, and I 
have received letters from a great many old soldiers. I do not 
know the experiences of other members of this House, but k- 
ing for myself, I do not recall that I have ever received a letter 
cons 1 attorney in reference to one of these private pen- 

on bills. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not mean a letter to the member, but a letter 
to the applicant, which he files with his letter. 

Mr. DRIGGS. That may be, but they never come to me. 

Now I will goon. They say this is a system of blackmail, that 
the old-soldier vote is held over the head of every Representative 
on the floor of this House if he does not vote for liberal pensions. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to go se | back to one of the earl 
Congresses and read to you the resolution which organized an 
authorized the establishment of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. It was found away back in 1830 that Congress had not the 
time to consider all pension claims which came before it; there- 
fore in this Gongress—that is, the Twenty-first Congress—in the 
second session, it decided to do away with one committee on pen- 
sions and erect two, and thus a resolution was passed under which 
this Committee on Invalid Pensions was organized. In that Con- 
gress Mr. Trezevant, a member, moved the following resolution 
on the 5th day of January, 1831: 

That a committee shall bo added to the standing committees, to be ap- 
pointed at the commencement of each session, which shall be called the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and whose duty it shall be to take into consider- 


ation all such matters respecting invalid pensions as shall be referred to them 


by the House. 


That resolution, then adopted, has continued in force from that 
on to this, very nearly seventy years, and during all that time it 
has been the duty of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to con- 
sider—what? Toconsider claims where an applicant for pension, 
not able, through some peculiar technicality in the law or some 
very singular decision of the medical referee, or the impossibility 
of 1 sufficient evidence to prove his case, was to have the 
right to come to Con as acourt of last resort and ask our re- 
lief for their disability thus placed upon them in the Pension 
Bureau; and as such a committee—committee of last resort—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has done their duty to this House, 
to their constituencies, to their country, and its Treasury. Were 
we to report a bill favorably to this House at any one of these 

ension sessions which we had not investigated and considered 
oroughly, and considered earnestly, and considered justly, we 
would not be entitled to the fair consideration of this House or 
the nation, because we would not have been performing our duty 
either capably or honestly. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that the members of this House find it 
almost impossible from the reading of the reports as they are 
read from the desk, to understand all the different salient features 
of each one of these measures. I know, and I repeat, in our com- 
mittee no bill can possibly pass through unless it has first passed 
the eyes of the expert examiner from the Pension Bureau, and 
after passing his eyes it then goes to the subcommittee, and the 
subcommittee carefully considers the brief which the pension ex- 

rt has drawn, and then we decide in accordance with the reso- 

ution which established the Committee on Invalid Pensions as to 
whether the applicant is entitled to relief or not. 

In every case reported to this House in the Fifty-fifth Congress 
the committee unanimously reported, and the reports were ac- 
cepted and adopted by the House of Representatives without the 


2 amending of a single report, and when they went over 
to the other end of this Capitol there were but 26 or 27 bills that 
went to a conference, showing that the two committees had done 
their work and that the Senate and the House had agreed to pen- 
sion measures almost absolutely and unanimously. So blackmail 
or threats here, sir, for many members have no bills before us. 

I would say, in addition, Mr. Chairman, we realize that these 
applications to Congress for relief are increasing, that in each 
year there are more and more of them. I desire to show, Mr. 
Chairman, why it is that these applications that have been coming 
into Congress are increasing. 

I would say first, however, in reply to the conclusion of the 
above-quoted editorial, that not one private pension bill has up to 
the present time been enacted into law during this session, al- 
though a few have passed the Senate and House independently, 
but have not been acted upon jointly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
oe Bonz of 4 o'clock having arrived, the Clerk will read the bill 

y sections. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I desire to ask unanimous consent that I be per- 
mitted to proceed with my remarks. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DRIGGS. No; I have that consent, given last Friday 
night. I would like to ask for five minutes more time. 

heCHAIRMAN. It can not be done in the committee, the order 
of the House being that general debate should close at 4 o'clock, 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may be 1 to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, Lask that that leave be ex- 
tended to all who have icipated in the debate, for ten days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen who have participated in the 
debate on this bill may have leave to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House A 5555 of the United States 
of Americain Congress assembled, That the following sums be, and the same 
are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the uxy not otherwise 


n in full compensation for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 50, 1901, for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely. 


Mr. DRIGGS. To resume, Mr. Chairman, I find, according to 
a most carefull preparo report of the ex-chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, Hon. GEORGE W. Ray, that in the 
Fifty-second Congress there were 217 special acts passed; in the 
Fifty-third Congress there were 119 special acts passed; in the 
last Congress there were 693 special acts passed. 

Now, then, what is the reason for this ies increase? It is not 
difficult of explanation. Shortly after (October 15, 1890) the en- 
actment of the act of June 27, 1890, the following order, known 
as No. 164, was issued by Commissioner Raum: 


ORDER NO. 164. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., October 16, 1890. 


ot manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a se! in such a degreeas 
would be rated under former laws at or above $6 and less than $12, shall be 
rated thie same as like disabilities of service origin, and that all cases showing 
a pensionable disability which, if of service origin, would be rated at or above 
$12 per month shall be rated at $12 per month. 

GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


CYRUS BUSSEY, Assistant Secretary. 


This order created, as events and time proved, an extremely 
liberal and generous construction of the act of June 27, 1890. It 
is well to remember that at the date of issuance of Order No. 164 
no person in or out of public life knew anything as to the probable 
increase of expenditures for pensions under the law of June 27, 
1890, So great, however, became the increase in the pension rolls 
that on June 9, 1893, Order No. 225, which follows, was issued: 

ORDER NO. 225, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 9, 1893. 


As to adjudicating and fixing rates of pensions under the act of June 27, 


1. A claim for pension under the second section of the act of June 27, 1890, 
can only be allowed upon proof of mental or physical disability of a perma- 
nent character, not the result of the claimant's own vicious habits, incapaci- 
tating him for the performance of manual labor in sucha degree as to render 
him unable to earn a support. 

2. No specific injury or disability can, as such, have a pensionable ratin; 
under that act, nor be considered otherwise than as it affects the capacity o 
the claimant to perform ordinary manual labor. 

3. Proof that the disability is not the result of the claimant’s own vicious 
habits is 1 isite; and therefore the causes and circumstances of the ori 
of the disability should be shown by the evidence furnished in support of the 
— for pension, so far as can be done,and by persons other than the claim- 
an 


4. To give the claimant a pensionable status under this act the disability 
must be such as to incapacitate him for the performance of manual labor in 
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such a degree as torender him unable to earn a support; yet the act recog- 
nizes differences in the degree of such pensionable disability, giving $12 per 
month in case of the greatest and $6 e lo 


The 17 75 — 


rules 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


This order continues in force to the present day. While Order 
No. 164 was too liberal, Order No. 225 was and is too severe, for 
it practically leaves all cases considered under its provisions to 
the judgment and almost absolute authority of the medical 
referee. It makes him almost in reality the absolute dictator of 
the Pension Bureau as far as the act of 1890 is concerned. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not desire to attack the medical referee, but solely 
the great power given him, or, more properly speaking, his office 
under Order 225. A 

It is this order alone that has created the necessity for almost 
all the special bills introduced in Congress, and so long as it con- 
tinues in force Congress will be flooded with special pension bills. 
It is un-American, because it is unjust and unfair to those of our 
people seeking relief at the Pension Bureau. It isa thorn in the 
side of every member of Congress, for it keeps us busy calling up 
cases that would otherwise have been seals adjudicated at the 
Pension Bureau. Born in a Democratic, continued in a Repub- 
lican Administration, it has been tried and found wanting. It 
should be modified, amended, or repealed, and some order, a fair, 

uitable, and just medium between it and No. 164, issued. 

respectfully submit in emphasis to the above the following de- 
cision of Assistant Secretary Davis, of the Interior Department, 
in the case of Charles Norbury (Senate Document No. 1, Fifty- 
sixth Congress, first session, page 36): 

Order 164 was an extremely liberal construction of the law as to ratin 
under the act of June 27, 1890; indeed, it could not be consistently maintain 
when the terms of the act were compared with former laws. On the other 
hand, Order No, 225, as put into effect and as formerly construed, went to the 
other extreme, and in many cases resulted in great injustice to claimants. 

his was remedied in a large measure by a more liberal construction of said 
order, which on its face is not regarded as objectionable, properly construed, 
but much depends u how itis construed. * * + 

It will be observed that in the last clause of order 225 the question of rat- 
ing is left largely at the discretion of the medical referee, subject to the ap- 
proval of the oner of Pensions, 

As already indicated, much depends upon the construction given to the 
law and the order (225) now in force. 

It should be borne in mind that the average age of the surviving soldiers 
who were in the war of the rebellion is 63 or upward. It is not an unreason- 
able presumption that nearly all are in some degree mentally or physically 
disabled. The spirit of the law and the circumstances attending its enact- 
ment certainly warrant the conclusion that a liberal interpretation should 
be given and relief granted, at least at the minimum rate, if an appreciable 
5 which impairs ability for self- support by manual labor is shown to 
exist. 


The repeal of order No. 225 needs no additional or stronger argu- 
ment. 

Mr, Chairman, another reason for increase of special pension 
bills is that the laws as they now exist can be construed in any 
manner desired, and I quote from Commissioner Evans's personal 
statement when being examined by Senator GALLINGER (Senate 
Document No. 1, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, page 9): 

Commissioner Evans. In my annual report for 1898 I said: 

“Since the passage of the general law of July 14, 1882, there have been 
numerous laws amendatory, special and general, with the many rulings and 
decisions interpreting the laws, until the whole system is a most complex and 
wonderful network or labyrinth of laws and legal opinions, to the end that a 
precedent may be cited for any action of this Bureau. 

The importance of the work is such and the demands upon the revenues 
of the Government so great, with a prospect of much greater in the future, 
that I am of the opinion that in order to secure reliable, intelligent, and uni- 
form practice in the future a commission should be appointed on the revision 
of the laws, rules, and regulations governing the issuance of pensions.” 

‘hat was the statement on that subject in my annual report of 1898. In 
my report of 1899 [ add this: 

“This should be done, 3 to meet future conditions. With our 
eye laws and established practice there can be no uniformity in pension- 

g. The beneficiaries are dissatisfied and there is general criticism.” 

Revision of all the pension laws has become essential, the sooner 
the better. Revision unquestionably will be a tremendous and 
expensive task; but is it not better to commence the twentieth 
century with a feeling of general satisfaction in the justice and 
fairness of the pension laws and their administration instead of 
a feeling of general dissatisfaction? 

ha he TT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, am I recog- 
nize 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized in op- 
position to the amendment. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the question 
of civil service was so thoroughly thrashed out in the last Con- 
gress, one year ago, that I did not suppose it was necessary to touch 
on it in this Congress, but the words which have been spoken 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in regard to the 
new information given here 5 requires a moment’s an- 
swer. The gentleman from Ohio stated that, as reported from the 
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Committee on Appropriations, there were 10 per cent of inefficient 
employees, and he gaye as the reason that the Departments did 
not get rid of those 5 was that they did not dare to trast 
an application to the Civil Service Commission for new clerks, 
because they would get such poor ones, and they preferred to keep 
the old ones, 

Now, if the gentleman had listened to the statement made by 
the Appropriations Committee yesterday, he would have heard 
them say that the reason these useless employees were retained 
was not for the reason he suggests, but was because Members of 
Congress and Senators went to the heads of Departments and in- 
sisted that these men. friends of theirs, should not be 8 
In other words, the system of patronage, the old system, Which 
the gentleman says created such a model service up to 1883, that 
same system of patronage, of keeping friends in office, is respon- 
sible for the vay retention of these useless employees to-day. 
And we are asked, when studying how to get rid of useless em- 

loyees, to resort to the very system which retainsthem. If mem- 
bes of Congress would not exercise patronage, these men would 
be discharged. My colleague made the suggestion yesterday of 
one case where the Pension Commissioner said he would be glad 
to get rid of 109 men, but the members of Congress would not 
allow them to be discharged. In other words, it isin this case, as I 
think it isalmost always where the civil-service system is attacked, 
it is attacked, not for its inherent faults, but for imperfections 
which the relics of the other system cause. 

If in this case of decrepit employees the patronage system was 
done away with, we would have no trouble in getting rid of the 
old clerks and getting in good ones. There is one comparison we 
easily make right before us. It is claimed that 10 per cent of the 
clerks now employed are inefficient. I remember very well inthe 
last Congress when one of the most influential members of this 
House,one who knows as much about the subject as anyone, said 
that of the employees in this House, where there is no civil serv- 
ice, but all are under the service which the gentleman so eulo- 
gizes, 33 per cent were unnecessary and useless, but they were 
employed because of the necessity of having patronage. We have 
here no limitations of civil service, and so just because we want 
the offices we create useless offices, and there are 33 per cent use- 
less ecmployees in this House against 10 per cent under the civil 
service. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman to another 
point, which he referred to yesterday and which he repeated to- 
day, and where I think he is obviously mistaken. He says there 
is not the free right of removal, but there must be a trial and hear- 
ing, and that is one of the troubles of the service. I would like to 
read the rule formulated by President McKinley: 


No removal shall be made from the competitive classified service except 
for just cause and for reasons given in writing; and the person sought to 
removed shall have notice and be furnished a copy of such reasons, and be 
allowed a reasonable time for personally answering the same in iting. 


Does that put any limitation upon the officer in regard to re- 
moval? All it requires is that the charge shall be made against the 
man, that he s be removed for cause, and that he shall have 
an opportunity to put in his answer. But after he has put in his 
answer, the head of the Department may remove or not at his 
pleasure. It is not required that the man have any hearing. The 
officer is under no compulsion; he has absolute and free discre- 
tion, if he wants to discharge him. Of course the reason for that 
rule is obvious; it is to prevent any superior clerk, on account of 
petty spleen or any miserable little personalities, making false 
complaints and causing a removal when, if the clerk complained 
of had a chance to answer and the truth were known, he would 
keep his place, and also to prevent political removals, 

. GROSVENOR. Mr. i n, I moye to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending amendment. 

ice GROSVENOR. Then I move to strike out the last two 
wo 

It appears now, Mr. Chairman, that we have come to this: That 
we have put a farce on the records of this country—have said that 
no man shall be removed unless charges are preferred against 
him, and until he shall have a copy of those charges, and until he 
shall have opportunity to disprove them; but he may be removed 
whether those charges are true or false. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, Exactly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, is not that the most monstrous posi- 
tion that ever was taken? Why do you require the making of 
charges? Why do you require a trial? The gentleman says there 
is no trial about it. In other words, a poor fellow may be charged 
with some delinquency; he comes forward and answers that the 
charge is not true, that he is ready to disprove it, and he does dis- 
prove it; but this does not operate in the least as a protection from 
the power of removal. Notwithstanding all that he may doin 
the way of proving his innocence of the charges, he may be turned 
out regardless of whether they are true or false. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Does not the gentleman find 
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= limitation in the law? Does he not agree to the fact of its 
existence? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The plain construction of the law is that if 
5 reat are pe re Sera 8 not be 8 That cor 
uction is put upon every Department of the Government. 
ILLETT 6 Massac 


Mr. G. husetts. Does the gentleman give that 
as his construction as a lawyer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do most clearly. Suppose I am indicted; 
I have a right to see a copy of the indictment, to know what I am 
changed with; and if I prove myself not guilty, I have a right to 
go acquitted. 

But let us see what else was said yesterday. 

Mr. Pearre. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: Does he 
think it likely that the heads of the Departments and bureaus will appoint 
more competent men to the positions than those recommended by Members 
of and Senators; in other words—— 

Mr. AY. In ly to that, I will say that when they ask for the 
appointment of any 8 class, they designate the kind of a man they 
want. If they want an accountant, they say to the gentleman, * Will you 
furnish me with an accountant?” and if they want an accountant you would 
not send them alaborer. It is the experience that Members of Congress and 
Senators, if given the opportunity to furnish a particular kind of man, fur- 
nish that kind. 

In another place the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] 
says: 

In reply to the gentleman's question, I can only say, with reference to this 
tempor: force that has been employed, it is admitted. by those who favor 
etvitearyios and are at the heads of the different Departments that this tem- 
vany force, placed there within the last two or three years, is a very com- 
A aT hee ae TOA nail. ment DELTAN AGAAT tor the uae 
ticular service to whicli they are assigned, and all along the line more eff. 
than the force secured through the civil service. 

There is a testimony that every chief of division in this great 
city who knows about it will make, I think, whenever the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts wants to get the information—that that 
great body of clerks who did the great business of this Govern- 
ment, who handled the great service of the Government during 
the extraordinary demands of the Spanish and the Philippine war; 
that the service of that force has been more efficient n any- 
thing ever obtained under civil-service procedure in this country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand that 
the statement just made by the gentleman from Ohio is signed by 
every head of a Department? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay that it will be verified by every bu- 
reau chief. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, 
read—by whom is that statement made? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By the 1 from Indiana [Mr. 
HAHN Wax] in charge of this bill. ua 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then itis not the state- 
ment of any chief of a bureau. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said that it would be confirmed by every 
bureau chief in the city who had these men in his division. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. How do you know that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know it from constant, everyday con- 
tact with those tlemen, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does not the gentleman 
know that the efficiency of the Railway Mail Service hasincreased 
tremendously within the last ten years since that service was pro- 
tected by civil-service regulations? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [have no doubt about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That service is better 
now than it ever was. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is better now than it ever was; and 
have I not always voted to retain this system in that branch of 
the service? 

Ko F of Massachusetts. I do not know anything 
about 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you are talking about something 
else not now under discussion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman par- 
don me a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is occupying my time, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But the gentleman was 
arguing that the service of clerks appointed without reference to 
civil-service requirements was better than the service of clerks 
appointed under civil-service regulations. Ido not agree with 

e gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam stating what the record shows; and 
the ge of every bureau chief in this city will back me up, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That testimony is not 


ere. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This testimony is here, coming from a 
member of this House who has this bill in charge and who says 
it is the testimony of these men who know. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Was it given beforeany 
committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman know any better tes- 
timony than this? 


ent 


The statement just 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I want straighter testi- 
mony than the best which the gentleman seems to be able to give. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I read the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana 9 5 HEMENWAY]. 

Mr. HEME AY. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 
We had before us Capt. C. H. Davis, of the Naval Observatory, 
who called attention to the fact that he had recently sent to the 
Civil Service Commission for an engineer, and they sent him a 
Methodist parson and a negro at that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. A happy illustration of this 
whole thing, and I thank the gentleman for the information. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dricas] is recognized in opposition to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, another reason for the increase 
of special pension bills is the ever-increasing misunderstanding 
between the medical referee and the local boards of medical ex- 
aminers. 

I would like to add right here that in the report of Senator GAL- 
LINGER in response to a question asked the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions by the Senator, twice repeated, so that there could be no mis- 
understanding, as to the desirability of omitting from future appro- 

riation bills the provision that the ratings made by the medical 

rd shall be considered by the Bureau in reaching conclusions, 

he replied that he was emphatically in favor of omitting these 

ratings. Mr. Chairman, these medical boards come from all of 

our districts. Many of them are made up of the best physicians 
that can be found in our localities. 

Mr. SIMS. You mean the local boards? 

Mr. DRIGGS. I mean the local boards, for I judge Commis- 
sioner Evans so meant. I say the local boards have the very best 
physicians throughout the district. The soldier appears before 
them, and yet the medical referee in this year's report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, says that there are but very few of these 
boards who are able to draw an adequate pen picture as to the 
disabilities of the soldiers who have appeared before them. I con- 
tend that the local medical boards are far more able and compe- 
tent to judge of the disabilities of the soldiers and sailors, of men 
entitled to a pension, than some man in the Pension Bureau who 
acts as a sort of referee on that case. They are the most peculiar 
kind of referees I ever saw or heard of. They know nothing 
whatever about the applicant except from the evidence which is 
put before them, never having seen the soldier at all, and surely 
the physicians who personally examined the applicant for pension 
are far more capable 1 the disabilities than a physician 
not having had an actual eye study of the case. 

I contend that the local boards are as careful in their examina- 
tions as are the examiners in the division of the medical referee, 
Why, sir, in hundreds of cases considered by our committee dur- 
ing the past three years we have found local board upon local 
board agreeing upon various disabilities and their reports after- 
wards rejected by the division of the medical referee. In nine cases 
out of ten we would overrule the referee and allow the claim, 
accepting the testimony of the local board as conclusive on the 
questions raised. 

Ido not believe such language as the following, taken from 
page 94 of the Report of the Commissioner of Pensions for 1899, is 
justifiable, viz: 

It is the experience of the medical examiners and reviewers of the division 


that too mang s have very little appreciation of their duties and ve: 
little re or the interest of either the claimant or Government. It 


whole system of empl f examinin, 
surgeons is faulty in this, that it fails to guarantee the best talent for these 
places. d so long as influence shall alone determine who shall be ap- 
pointed, the Bureau will fail to secure the best results. 


This is pet of report of medical referee. 

I do not believe local boards are infallible, but I do believe their 
errors are no more numerous than those of the division of the 
medical referee. I desire to cite one case, and others could be 
shown had I the time. The case referred to is from Senate Docu- 
ment No. 1, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, page 37, to wit, the 
witness before the committee a Mr, Patrick: 


But the second case was that of Born, to which Ihave referred. The med - 
ical examination in that case showed that this applicant was disabled to the 
extent of 50 per cent inthe use of his right sh er from crepitus, and the 
disability was rated by the examiner at nine-eighteenths. He was also re- 
ported as suffering from hemorrhoids and si r troubles, for which tho 
medical board had rated him at six-eighteenths disability. Forjsome other 
infirmities that I do not recall he was rated as having been disabled to the ex- 
tent of six-thirtieths. This claim had been rejec' and it seemed to our un- 
professional view that it should have been allowed the disabilities been 
properly combined. 

At our request the medical referee was sent for, and he came in and we 
discussed at considerable length the first disability which he thought did not 
establish a oF tee eerie status. But when we to the second he very 
peepee ted that when combining the effects of the first and second dis- 
abilities, and taking into consideration perhapsalso the third, the application 
ought to have been allowed. He also stated that two months prior to that 
time ho had placed a competent and careful member of his in charge of 
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such cases to overlook them after they had been passed 
examiners in his office, so as to see that no in eros 
disa! es 


case 
cial whom he had so 


gp ena d the temporary absence ot the placed 
charge; and I think that he expressed the opinion that but for such ab- 
sence that claim would doubtless have been allowed. 


Mr. Chairman, I believe in fair play, and also in the theory that 
there are two sides to every question, i therefore quote each of the 
above. I contend that in the Pension Bureau at the small salaries 
paid it is an absolute impossibility to obtain the best medical tal- 
ent for the examination or review of cases or for the pen pictures 
or portrayal of the cases, and the best examinations are those made 
by the local boards and not by the Pension Bureau. And so long 
as influence shall alone determine who shall be appointed in the 
division of medical referee in Washington in the Pension Bureau 
the Bureau will fail to secure the best results, 

Mr. SIMS. I understand the gentleman to say that the best 
medical talent is found on the local boards. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Yes, I do say so. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, in your city of New York can the best medi- 
cal talent be obtained to work for $10 a day? 

Mr. DRIGGS. By no means. 

Mr. SIMS. That is all they can get on a local board. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. SIMS. But they can not get more than $10 a day, because 
if they examine more than five cases they do not get paid for it. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Thatisthe case. But they have their own pri- 
vate practice; they are largely not political appointees; they are 
all good physicians and surgeons; certainly 90 per cent of them 
are. I believe that a very decided reform or even a revolution of 
the methods of examination now in vogue in the divisions of med- 
ical examination (referee and local board alike) would be pro- 
ductive of very beneficial results to the pensioner, to the country, 
and to the Treasury of the United States. 

From all the above argument taken collectively I have endeay- 
ored to show how and why a committee of Congress can pass upon 
a pension claim as fairly, honestly, and wisely as the trained ex- 
perts of the Pension Bureau. 

The pension question has ever attracted the attention of our 
Republic. Many debates have occurred in Congress upon the sub- 
ject, and thousands of columns have been printed in the Annals, 
Globe, and RECORD recording for all time these debates. Why, 
sir, in 1820 the agitation was so t that Congress the 
famous alarm act,” which provided that every pensioner shall 
exhibit a schedule of his whole estate and income, clothing and 
bedding excepted.” 

In 1830-1835 more discussion; 1850-1855 more agitation: soit has 
continued to the present day. How much have we paid out for 
pensions? 

It is impossible for me to deal with more than our four great 
wars while considering amount of pensions paid. 

I. REVOLUTIONARY WAR. 

In all 278,000 soldiers served during the struggle for freedom. 
Of this number 87,918 received pensions amounting to $49,000,000, 
and to this day we see from the following table that some of their 
rerit ai are on the list. (Pension Commissioner’s Report 1899, 
page 6l. 


Names of surviving widows and daughters of Revolut soldiers on the 
pension rolls June 80, 1899, with their ages and places of residence. 


Name. 


Barrett, Hannah 
Newell.* 


S N 2 8 


m 
Slaughter, Philip Vi 


a. 
Snead, Bowdoin GO. access Parksley, Va. 
Thompson, Thad. New York .....Woodbury, 


Bridge port, 


88 8 


Daughter; pensioned by special act. 


Hiram Sron mno served with the troops from New York, is the only sur- 
viving pensioned soldier of the war of 1812. He is 99 years of age, and resides 
in northwestern New York. 

Dani . Bakeman, the last survivor of the war of the Revolution, was 
born in Schoharie County, N. X., September 28, 1759; died in Freedom, Catta- 
raugus County, N. Y., April 5, 1869, aged 109 years 6 months and 8 days. 


To the widows of the Revolution were paid about $20,000,000, 
making a total of $69,000,000. 


II. WAR OF 1812. 
Total enlistments were 527,654. Of this number 296,916 served 
sixty days or more, and 31,000 of them have been pensioned, and 
85,000 widows have been pensioned. 
IIT. MEXICAN WAR, 
Total enlistments were 73,260. Of this number 7,560 were pen- 
sioned as invalids prior to the act of January 29, 1887. Since the 
of that act I have been unable to find any statistics show- 
ing greatest number of pensioners on account of Mexican war, but 
as the number of surviving pensioners is 17,379, the percentage of 
pensioners to enlistments must have been very great. Taking the 
total number of pensioners in the Mexican war, viz, 32,000, the per- 
centage would be over 43 per cent of the enlistments. The expend- 
iture in money, or total disbursements, is shown in the following 


table (page 52, Report Pension Commissioner, 1899): 
WAR OF 1812, 
Total 
Fiscal year. bursemerfts. 
$2, 555.05 $511.00 „039.05 
1,977, 415. 84 335,993.63 | 2,313,409. 47 
2, 078, 606. 98 689,303.59 | 2.767, 910.57 
1,588, 832. 95 616,016.40 | 2, 204, 849. 35 
1, 355, 599. 86 533,000.21 | 1,888, 600. 07 
1, 089, 037. 18 445,772.95 | 1,534,810. 13 
984, 657. 82 381,548.91 | 1, 296, 206. 73 
768, 918, 47 204,572.05 | 1,063,490. 52 
„014,525.68 | 2,192,699.54] 3,207, 225. 20 
790,710.39 |  2,658,058.14 | 3,448, 768.53 
621,612.80 | 2,881,800.95 | 3,008, 413.75 
478,274.85 | 2,024,207.63] 2,502,482. 43 
857,834.81 | 1,882,542.41 | 2,239,877. 22 
278,888.85 | 1, 686,302.09 | 1, 985, 190. 94 
207, 782.80 1.518, 0 1,725, 985.19 
144,389.59 | 1,488.88. 44 T, 603. 288. 08 
105,837.01 | 1.75.50] 1,871, 419.37 
73,659.48 | 1,596,604.98 | 1,670,284 44 
52,800.27 | 1,897,487.09 | 1,450, 287.38 
38,847.09 | 1,263,230.87 | 1,302, 086.46 
22,504.64] 1,040,284.41 | 1,062, 789.05 
11, 908. $3 827, 080. 53 838, 989. 46 
10, 494.27 721, 060.32 731, 554. 59 
5, 312.20 645, 207.46 650, 609. 68 
8,583.27 541, 923. 48 545, 508. 75 
1, 972.27 456, 847. 61 458, 819. 88 
1,440.00 388, 291. 95 389, T31. 95 
791.08 347, 070. 15 347, 861. 21 
193.33 293, 097. 48 293, 290.81 
„018, 487. 72 30,363,295.50 | 44,381, 783. 22 
WAR WITH MEXICO, 

, 148.68 , 458. 08 , 606. 76 
1.84.05 8 28 2 741.5 
1,796, 899. 30 693,572.45] 2,490, 471.75 
1, 728, 027. M4 695,054.90 | 2,423, 082. 44 
1,622, 114.75 695,314.52 | 2,317, 429. 27 
1,425, 258. 18 686, 733.57 | 2,111,991. 75 
1, 896, 392. 38 738,173.41 | 2,132,565. 19 
1, 388, 707.07 803,345.91 | 2, 192, 052. 98 
1,433, 696. 86 802,082.96 | 2,235, 723. 82 
1, 368, 685. 95 814,096.14 | 2,182,782. 09 

279, 188.31 818,563.78 | 2,097, 752.09 

1, 213, 508. 63 846,560.26 | 2, 080, 088. 89 

1,107,594. 68 818,067.58 | 1,925, 662. 21 

EY re Ne EEE Ere 17, 674, 972.85 | 8, 995,029.84] 28, 670, 002. 19 


IV. CIVIL WAR. 


Total enlistments, 2,778,304; died in battle or of wounds, 349,944, 
On account of the tremendous magnitude of the civil war the 
pension disbursements resulting from that war have been enor- 
mous, amounting to over $2,300,000,000 since 1865, while the num- 
ber of pensioners on the roll to-day is 991,519 (there were only 13,000 
on the roll in 1850). Collectively there have been 2,271,705 claims 
filed, 1,616,391 allowed, leaving 655,314 rejected. Deducting 
991,519 from 1,616,391, we find over 625,000 of those pensioned have 
passed over the dark river. 

The e e shows number and class of pensions pend- 
ing June 30, 1899: 

Number of claims pending under the acts of July 14, 1862, and March 3, 1878. 
: 26, 408 
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While this seems a great number, the decreases have exceeded 
the increases, as shown by the following table: 
NET DECREASES. 


War 1812, survivors.. 
War 1812, widows 


i 
Navy invalids 
MOV WAAGWE wataiss cima coe seas’ ban naps OsckcrcnnenSsantecwateshupebes 195 
War with Mexico: 
WE SRE opto . . E 82 
War with Spain: 
Ne a N E E A EA AE E tour 117 
. L PAR E RE A A ES S O A A D AE E T A 165 
ET NEN ER DA EOE E SAE EE IRS A S 6 
ORY. Ea a SE AEAN S O O S E A E E I EA A 11 
TTT... . ˙ w o a E 11,871 


While the decrease is only 2,195, it is nevertheless a decrease, 
and I believe we have, notwithstanding our Spanish and Philippine 
war claims, hight-water mark and are now on the ebb tide. 
I believe, too, from 5 77 8 and from the average life of man, that 
in 1915 the pension roll, as it now is formed and exists, will amount 
to less than $80,000,000 per annum. 

Many people think the nation’s pension roll is heavy with fraud. 
Strange, indeed, would it be were there not some fraud; but, all 
in all, I believe that that roll is honest and almost without re- 
proach. Take, if you please, and consider this report of criminal 
cases in the various Departments of the Government—possibly you 
have not noticed the last annual report of the Attorney-General. 
If not, get one, and look at the subhead Criminal prosecutions,” 
which shows convictions, acquittals, etc., on account of violation 
of different laws, as follows: 


Convic- Acquit- | Nol. pros., 

tions. tals. etc. 
Internal-reyenue laws 4,021 825 1, 698 
Post-office laws 770 92 3H 
Customs laws 136 21 59 
Pension laws -- 109 17 88 


Of the prosecutions still pending July 1, 1899, 4,889 were for 
violation of internal-revenue laws, 755 post-office laws, 112 cus- 
toms laws, and 196 pension laws. : 

It occurs to me that there is food for thought in the foregoing, 
in view of the fact that in the papon in Washington, surely, and, 
so far as I have observed, in the metropolitan press everywhere, 
there has been but little notice of the frauds, indictments, and 
prosecutions generally going on throughout the country except 
those relating to pensions, These have been regularly ground 
out 2 day to day and week to week, as you have doubtless all 
noti 

I freely confess that before my election as Representative to 
Congress I believed in the pension- fraud“ cry. Since my ad- 
mittance to this House my views have entirely changed, for such 
reports as those of the Attorney-General are bound to appeal to 
any fair-minded person. I believe the pension roll is in many, 
many ways a roll of honor, and one to be respected and not uni- 
versally condemned. The cases of suffering relieved are many; 
the cases of fraud few. z 

Mr, Chairman, in conclusion, I realize that pension payments 
have been almost inconceivably stupendous, but the service per- 
formed has been equally great. Had it not been for the soldiers 
of the Revolution, we would have had no Republic; had it not been 
for the soldiers and sailors of 1812, we would not be to-day free 
upon the high seas; had it not been for the soldiers of the Mexican 
war, we would not have remained the great North American 

wer; had it not been for the boys in blue of 1861-1865, we would 

ve been a disunited Union, while the soldiers and sailors of 1898 
established us firmly as a world power. 
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The pension roll has increased during the past seven years more 
largely from the fact that the soldiers of the 1861-1865 straggle, 
through advancing age, are less able to earn their daily suste- 
nance by manual labor. In their days of strong young and mid- 
dle manhood, when each succeeding day dawned upon continued 
ambition for old-age competency, their thoughts dwelt not upon 
pensions, but upon work. Old age has now overtaken many of 
them; thestruggled for competency has not been poured into their 
coffers by Dame Fortune, and at their thoughts have turned 
a Uncle Sam to make their declining years easier and a trifle 

appier. 

Pensions are not a question of dollars alone. To carry out the 
letter and spirit of the pension laws should be one of the objects 
in their administration. Fairness, based on justice, ought to actu- 
ate the Interior Department in their execution. No worthy case 
should be passed over as unworthy; neither under any circum- 
stances should an unworthy spplicant be given consideration. 
There should be no petty quibbling and hairsplitting over minor 
details of no material importance, causing delay, annoyance, and 
bitterness. 

If the case is just, grant it; if unjust, reject it. Through lapse 
of years, the death of comrades, or a weakened mental or physical 
condition the applicant for pension frequently finds it impossible 
to furnish all the proof required by the Department and his claim 
is rejected. Construe the laws fairly for the benefit of the sol- 
dier and the United States alike and no one complains; construe 
them differently and press, people, and soldier shout aloud their 
denunciation of the pension laws. (Loud applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be noobjection, the formal amend- 
ment will be considered-as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SENATE. 

For compensation of Senators, $450,000. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr, Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] is recognized for five minutes on the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I wish to say a word re- 
garding the statement which was made here a moment ago, com- 
ing from the gentleman in charge of the bill before the House 
fe HEMENWAY], regarding the certification of persons for dif- 

erent positions in the United States Government, 

1 have never heard of any such experience as the gentleman 
has related, and I do not think any such thing has occurred in 
our section of the country. He stated that a head of Department 
asked for an engineer, and a Methodist minister—and a negro, at 
that—was certi I can not understand how any gentleman 
who may be a Methodist preacher could pass an examination as 
an engineer if the examination for engineer in the particular sec- 
tion of country that this gentleman came from is of the same sort 
as is required in the New England States. Iam a firm believer in 
the civil-service law as far as this law applies to positions above 
the grade of mechanics and laborers. 

As I stated a few moments ago, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
statements made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
I have seen it repeatedly stated in the public seni and in the re- 
ports of the Post-Office Department that the efficiency of the Rail- 
way Mail Service has increased greatly since this department 
came under the civil-service law; a very small fraction of 1 per 
cent of mistakes are made by the clerks employed in that service 
compared to the large percentage of mistakes that were made 
before the operation of a civil-service law. I wish at this time to 
indicate to the members of this House how the civil-service lawis 
carried on for positions in the United States Government depart- 
ments in the city of Boston. 

In the post-office department there every man who takes an 
examination for a position in the post-office, whether it is for the 

sition of letter carrier or clerk or for any other position, is given 

is appointment in the order of the percentage that he receives. 

Beginning with the administration of General Corse, under Mr, 
Cleveland when he served his first term, the man who passed the 
best examination for letter carrier and clerk was appointed. 

There is a list exposed in the post-office, and if five men, for in- 
stance, have been appointed within the last few months, it will 
be found that the names of those five men are the names of those 
who are first on the list. It is the same way in the matter of the 
appointment of clerks. The same ctice was followed by the 
gentleman who succeeded General Corse, Hon. Thomas M. Hart, 
who is now the mayor of Boston. 

His course was followed by the Democratic postmaster who suc- 
ceeded him, and he in turn by the Republican postmaster, so that 
in the appointments in the Boston post-office service—and I think 
the same thing obtains in the Boston custom-house—the poor boy 
has as much chance as the boy with political influence, if he shows 
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from his examination his capacity and his ability to meet the re- 
quirements of the position. x 
I think this condition of affairs reflects the sentiments of the 
ple of our section of the country on this question, as the dif- 
erent postmasters in taking this action felt undoubtedly that 
the people of Boston demanded that the civil-service law should 
be enforced in letter as well as in spirit. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that I believe in that practice. In these 
days, when trusts are getting control of private businesses and 
thousands of men are thrown out ofemployment, itis a gratifying, 
and, I say, a wise arrangement, and a necessary and proper precau- 
tion, that the Government takes in giving out and apportioning 
55 places within its gift to exact a civil-service examination for 
the place, 

It is proper to exact an educational test and then appoint the 
men in the order of their merit and fitness for the position as 
shown in their examination. 

In this way the boy and girl who, through the advantage they 
obtain in the great public-school systems of our country, become 
proficient in education and learning and fit themselves for posi- 
tions of trust and responsibility in the Government service are 
enabled to secure positions on fitness and merit rather than 
through favoritism or political consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 
of compiling, „and indexing the Con 
rectory. to be expondo n of the Joint Commi 

g, . 

— HEMEN WAT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
men 


mal Di- 
on Print- 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 10, line 20, after the word the,“ insert the word “present.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under Architect of the Capitol: For chief engineer, ; 2 assistant en- 


700; 2 
gin at $1,200 each; 4 conductors of elevators, at $1,100 each, who shall be 
under the supervision and direction of the Architect of the Capitol; laborer, 
gao; 5 firemen, at $900 each; electrician, $1,200; laborer, $i 000; laborer toclean 
tatuary Hall and watch statuary therein, $680; in all, $15,630. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to pa e 12 and offer the following amendment. 

The CHA N. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 12, Is there objection? [After a 


pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. NWAY. I offer the following amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On 12, after the word “each,” in line 6, insert: Document and bill 


clerk under resolution of February 2, 1900, 81.600; and in line 18 strike out 
“eighty-six thousand seven“ and insert eighty-eight thousand three.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clerks and 8 to committees: For clerk to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; , $1,200; janitor. 
$720; clerk to the Committee on Appropriations, ENS assistant clerk and 
3 $2,000; messenger and assistant clerk, $1,200; clerks to Commit- 
tees on Accounts, Agriculture, Banking and cama Claims, District of 
Columbia, Elections, Forei Affairs, Interstate an Foreign Commerce, 
Indian Affairs, Invalid Pensions, Judiciary, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Public Buildin 
and Grounds, Public Lands, Rivers and 2 War Claims, and clerk fo 
continue Digest of Claims under resolution of March 7, 1888, at 5 each; 
and for assistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,200; in 920. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I offer the following amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 13, at the end of line 19, insert pensions; and in line 24 strike 
out “fifty-three” and insert “fifty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For 18 clerks to committees at $6 each per day during the session, $13,068, 


ae HEMENWAY. Mr. Chair.aan, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, line 25, strike out “eighteen ” and insert in lieu thereof “seven- 
teen;“ and on page 14, in line 1, strike out ‘$13,068 and insert $13,342." 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For furniture, including partitions, screens, and shelving, $30,000. 


0 Mr. HEMENWAY,. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
ee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, SHERMAN, irman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, re that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8347 and 
had come to no resolution thereon, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GAMBLE, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. WHITE, for Friday and Saturday, on account of impor- 
tant business, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The Committee on War Claims was discharged from the con- 
sideration of Executive Document No. 432, being letter from the 
Acting Secre of the Treasury, transmitting communications 
from certain officials of the Treasury relating to claims of em- 
ployees for work done overtime during the war with Spain, 
ai the same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—PEARSON AGAINST CRAWFORD. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the 
resolution that was adopted at the time of filing the majority re- 

rt in the matter of the contested-election case of Pearson against 
Crawford, iving the minority of the committee ten days within 
which to file their views, I desire to file the views of the minority, 
and ask that they be printed. 

The SP. Š e gentleman from Indiana submits the fol- 
lowing 5 report, pursuant to order of the House, which the 
Clerk Will 


er 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Case of Pearson against Crawford. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be ordered 
printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
Lee motion to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.) 

e motion was a and accordin at 5 O clock p. m. 

the House iowa ey 5 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
ows: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Paymaster-General and draft of a bill relating to relief of 
Pa; F. S. Dodge—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 


to be printed. 
A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation rela to the estates of American citizens 


dying abroad—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally ey Sere from committees, delivered to 
en ee. and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SHELDEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7740) to amend section 
8 of the act of Con entitled“ act to authorize the Fort 
Smith and Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Choctaw and Creek nations, in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 837); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2931) to provide for sub- 
mitting to the Court of Claims for determination the rights of the 
Delaware Indians in the Cherokee Nation, the Mississippi Choc- 
taws in the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw freedmen in the 
Chickasaw Nation, and intermarried persons in the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, and Cherokee nations, and for other purposes, repo: 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 340); 
which said bill and rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred House bills 5024 and 905, reported 
in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and confirm an 
ment with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians 
in Oklahoma Territory, and to open their reservations for settle- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 842); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union. 

f from the Committee oa Ways and Means, to 
which was referred House bill 4727, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
Sa R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States, relative to internal-revenue tax on 
fermented liquors, accompanied by a report (No. 343); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 7322) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick E. Vance, of Clay Center, Kans., late of Company A, First 
Minnesota Cavalry, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 341); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: È 

Dp WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8585) to amend chapter 313 of 
the United States Statutes at Large, entitled An act to prevent 
3 5 on the public domain to the Committee on the Pub- 

c Lan 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8586) for the erection of a 
Po ic building at Lawrenceburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 

ic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8587) to abolish 
the office of e of Wills, and for other purposes to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8588) for the extension 
of Eighth street NE. (West Railroad avenue, Brookland, D. C.) — 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8589) giving the 
Secretary of the Interior discretionary power to extend the time 
for ing final proof in desert-land entries—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, : 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: A bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Okla- 
homa Territory, and to open their reservation for settlement—to 
the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Ways and Means: 
A bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to internal- revenue 
tax on fermented liquors—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) provid- 
ing for the authorization of the Secretary of War to purchase 
lands necessary for and to proceed with the works recommended 
by the California Débris Commission—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A concurrent resolution (H. 
O. Res. 18) ping for a preliminary survey for a canal from 
cg to Grays Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A resolution (H. Res. 149) 

calling on the Secretary of State for certain information—to the 
Ir RICHARDSON: At 

By Mr. RI N: A resolution (H. Res. 150) relating to 
accounts in the War De ent—to the Committee on Rules, 

Also, a resolution (H. 151) relating to accounts in the Treas- 
ury De ent—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LESTER: A resolution (H. Res. 153) for examination 
of Savannah Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
87 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8591) for the relief of the 
estate of Raphael Segura, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to 
5 Me PERRY bin . 8592) ting a pension to Eliza- 

5 = Š granting a on 
beth J, Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ey Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8593) for the relief of the heirs 
of C. C. Spaulding, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8594) ting a pension to Ma- 
tilda Rapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8595) for the relief of the legal 
owners of the Columbia Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bin (H. R. 8596) to appropriate $10,000 


to inclose ahd beautify the grounds and r: © monument on 
Mo oaro Creek battlefield, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the % 


By M. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Pat- 
tick G. Meath—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8598) for the relief of Eu- 
genia M. Allen, née Rossman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8599) granting a 
pension to Ellen J. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8600) granting a pension to 
Edward S. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8601) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Middleway, Jef- 
ferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 8602) for the relief 
of Theophilus Fisk Mills—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8603) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to place upon the retired list of 
the Army Sergt. Patrick S. Cleary—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. FLEMING: A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of Eli 
Frasuer, of Wilkinson County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8605) granting a 

h Champlin Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. NRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief 
of the estate of Jesse Mabry, deceased, late of Rankin County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8607) granting an increase 
of pension to Chancy J. Poore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8608) for the relief of David A. Cornell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) granting bounty to William H, South- 
well—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8610) granting a 
pension of $50 per month to Abner S. Crawford—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Joseph S. 
Gillon—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of Mary A, 
Bell, of Emanuel County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8613) for the relief of the Chatham Artillery 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8614) to muster Franklin V. 
Ayres—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) granting a pension to Ettie E. House 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 8616) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Mrs. L. L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8617) 
to James W. Wick—to the Committee on Inv 
By Mr. TERRY (b: 
pension to Clarence 


ion to Jo- 


ting a pension 

t): A bill (H. R 80189 6 ranti 
request): . granting a 
. Haney—to the Committee on Invalid pe 


sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8619) granting a pension to 
James B, Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8621) granting an increase of 


on to Beckwith A. McNemar—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 

By Mr. PEREA (by request): A bill (H. R. 8622) for the pay- 
ment to Bart. A. Nymeyer of the balance due him for surveying 
public lands—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8623) granting a 
pension to Florence Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8624) for the relief of Frank 
Gammon—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS: Letter of the secre of the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation, in relation to the consular service 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of George D. Case and other 
druggists, of Milledgeville, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Building Trades Council of 
America, against the e of the bill prohibiting ticket broker- 


age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BELL: Resolution of the National Live Stock Associ- 
ation, held at Fort Worth, Tex., in favor of the of House 


bill No. 3988, to reorganize the Weather Bureau—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 
Also, Boulder Branch, No. 642, Letter Carriers’ National Associ- 
ation, favoring the of House bill No. 4911, to increase the 
ay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


ost- 
By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of J. B. Mercer, D. L. Gove, and 
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other citizens of Brunswick and New Hanover counties, N. C., 
including the Chamber of Commerce and Produce 
Wilmingto: 
Lockwoods Folly River, Nor 
olution No. 12—to the Committee on Rivers and Har 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of R. P. Kelley, of Eureka, 
Kans., asking that the Government continue the manufacture and 


m, N. C., for an appropriation for the improvement of 
th Carolina, to ming ocd joint res- 
rs. 


distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Remonstrance of John P. 
Tenold and other citizens of Flandreau, 8. Dak., against the 
cels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oads. 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany House bill relating 
s the claim of Eugenia M. Allen—to the Committee on War 


ims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8316, 

ting a pension to Harry E. Fillmore—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions, 3 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolution of McPherson Post,“ No. 33, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, for the 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1782, 
for the relief of D. B. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, affidavits of Dr. J. W. Ramsey and others, to accompany 
House bill to increase the — of Beckwith A. McNemar—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Racine (Wis.) Trades and Labor 
Council, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 5067, 
concerning the boarding of vessels—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of John P. Tenold and other citi- 
zens of Flandreau, S. Dak., protesting against the passage of the 
eo bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. KNOX: Paper to accompany House bill relating to the 
claim of Joseph S. Gillow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of General Hancock Post, No. 22, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the 

e of House bill No. 2583, giving veterans preference in em- 
ployment—to the Committee on orm in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Resolution of the Young Men’s Business 
League of Charleston, S. C., in favor of an amendment to the in- 
terstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7704, 
granting a pension to Maggie M. Myers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Farmers’ Institute of Ne- 
braska, protesting against any change in the present tariff law 
with regard to products of Puerto Rico and other tropical islands— 
to the ttee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
4673, for the relief of Josiah Standley—to the Committee on In- 
0 AE ts House bill No. 7170, grantin. 

i accompany House o. „gran a pen- 
gion to . Seton te the Committee on Invalid pyre ik NA 
By Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No, 4827, 

ting a pension to Emily M. Gillespie—to the Committee on 
favalid ensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
7794, in the matter of granting spon to John Conter, of Tiffin, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of Elwood, Ind., in relation to the 
reclamation and settlement of public land—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of the Congregational Church of 
Oriska, N. Dak., for the passage of a bill limiting absolute divorce 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of Hans L. Ugland and 184 other citizens of the 
State of North Dakota, in favor of the Pettigrew amendment to 
the homestead law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the State prison directors of 
Connecticut, against the bills restricting or forbidding the inter- 
AA „ of prison-made products - to the Committee 
on or. 


By Mr. TERRY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 


a to James B. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 
Also to 


, pa to accompany House bill 13 a 
va 


Clarence E. Haney—to the Committee on ensions. 


granting a pension to James W. Wick - to the Committee on 


By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of Louis F. Haffen and other 


of | citizens of New York, to authorize the Secretary of War to con- 


tract with Charles Stoughton for the construction of the Harlem 
Kills Canal, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Link-Belt 
Engineering Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of Senate 
bill No. 1159, for improved facilities in the Patent Office—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, a of Schandein & Lind, Philadelphia, Pa., for the 
repeal of thestamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumery, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John Rhoads Company, in relation to the rev- 
enue tax on warehouse receipts—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

Also, petition of the Dorsey Printing Company, of Dallas, Tex., 
for the improvement of Trinity River from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the city of Tex. to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


S O TORAN of 33 POARI 5 “= ogen 85 
ennsylvania, opposing the passage of Senate bi 0. , esta 
lishing a division for the regulation of insurance among the several 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


FR Ax, February 16, 1900. 


The proceeded to read the Journal of y’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAIRBANKS, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di with, X 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 8 


PUBLIO RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement showing the receipts 
from customs, postal service, internal revenue, and miscellaneous 
sources from the date of the occupation of Cuba by the military 
forces of the Government, January 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba, and ordered to be printed, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope that motion will not be adopted. We 
have so many important matters that we ought to be in session 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not open to debate. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnowxixd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 4006) to authorize the Union Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the 1 tempore: 

A bill (H. R. ) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels; and 

A bill (H. R. 7789) to amend an act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
mavea and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 

K i 
THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Wednesday next, immediately after the routine morning business, 
I shall ask the leave of the Senate to submit some remarks upon 
the various bills and resolutions relating to the Philippine Islands, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Sunday school of the 
First Christian Church, of Olympia, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
alcoholic liquor in the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Homer Hill, president, 
and Miss M. E. Pike, secretary, on behalf of the Woman Suffrage 
Association of Washi , praying for the adoption of a six- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfran- 
chisement of United States citizens on account of sex, and 
remonstrating against the insertion of the word ‘‘male” in the 
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suff 


rage clause of the constitution to be framed for the govern- 
ment of Cuba, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 8 5 


Mr. QUARLES presented the 5 5 on of Henry Halverson and 
40 other citizens of Dodgeville, Wis., praying for the establish- 
ment of an Army veterinary corps; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ne- 
braska, raving for the establishment of an Army veterinary 
corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MoBRIDE. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Seattle, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to t pensions to veterans of certain Indian wars. I ask that 
the petition be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

There being no objection, ia te was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and orde: to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: - 


To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 


the rie 
wars of the nation. These men rene Downe of the country. y 
blazed the way for those who came later. ey cleared the first land; they 
built the first houses, opened the first schools, inaugurated the first business 
ventures, and were first to make the country habitable for men and valuable 
fortheGovernment. Here,in what was then Oregon, when the United States 
all but spurned and rejected them, they formeda little Republic of their own, 
made their own laws, their own money, their own postal caps b, and, in de- 
termined tion to a t and ag: ve foreign power, held the coun- 
try for the American nation and people. It was a wonderful thing for such 
a dful of people todo. The worth of what they did was beyond calcula- 
tion or estimation. The lesson of patriotism they taught was priceless, in- 


The nation can not be too grateful nor say nor do too much in return. 
These e had the experience of all American pioneers. The Indian race 
and the white race clash There was war between them. In that war, or 
those the settlements of the white men were destroyed. Their houses 

their domestic driven off and slaughtered, their own 
lives taken whenever and wherever ble in the merciless effort to ex- 


on and W. 
ed—nay, been 
received ungratefully—is beyond comprehension ee far from creditable to 


survive are now old men and women, from 60 to 90 years of age, most of them 
needy, some of them living upon the charity of the public, and all deserving 
of the best the nation has to give to its most honorable sons and daughters. 

The Seattle chamber prays for the passage of Senate bill No. 340, to grant 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars from 1817 to 1856. 


The memorial f was presented to the chamber of commerce at 
its regular meeting February 7, 1900, and adopted by vote of all members 


t. 
Pr ISEAL] THOS. W. PROSCH, Secretary. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called oleo- 
margarine bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Batavia, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of beer and intoxicating liquors in buildings and 

ounds owned 5 Government, and also to suppress gamblin, 

the District of Columbia and the Territories; Which was 8 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


HENRY W. LEE. 


Mr. THURSTON. I have here certain papers transmitted by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the Indian Affairs Committee, 
easier oe the case of Henry W. Lee, together with a letter 

the Secretary of the Interior, in which he states that they are 
additional papers submitted in answer to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of January 9. A portion of the papers were transmitted and 
ordered printed, and were printed, and I present these papers and 
et Ab J they also may be printed to accompany those formerly 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the certain claims of the State 


Treasury to pay 
of Indiana, reported it without eee and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


Mr. HOAR. I am instrueted by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3131) to amend section 4438 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the officers of 
steam vessels, to ask that that committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. The bill came from the Attorney-General's Office, 
where I suppose it was drawn; at any rate, it came to us from 
were, aad was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary inad- 
vertently. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Inthe absence of objection, the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. BAKER), from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Lochard, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. BAKER), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to 
William Blades, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3200) ting a pension to 
John P. Hinsley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8201) to correct the military record 
of James 8. Coyle; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3202) to correct the military record 
of John Green; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3203) for the 
relief of the widow of Chaplain John R. Mathews, deceased, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin eres referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3204) for the relief of L. A. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

nying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

‘ost-Roa 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3205) for the relocation 
of certain tracks of street railways in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 8206) granting an increase of 
pension to Moses King, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3207) approving a revision 
and adjustment of certain sales of Otoe and Missouria lands in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON, In connection with the bill I present a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting it to the Indian 
Affairs Committee, which I ask may be printed with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The letter will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. py rare introduced a bill (S, 3208) for the erection of a 
public building at Green Bay, Wis.; which was read twice by its 
ue, aoa referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8209) providing for the 
execution of new bonds and release of sureties; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3210) authorizing the appointment 
and retirement of David McMurtrie Gregg as a captain in the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3211) to authorize the con- 
struction of an addition to the public building at Hartford, Conn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 8212) to grant certain lands 
to the city of Miles City; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr, CLAY introduced a bill (S. 8218) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Jerome; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8214) for the relief of the 
Central College; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing toincrease 
the salaries of the Second and Third Assistant Secretaries of State 
from $4,000 to $4,500, intended to be proposed by him to the leg- 
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islative, etc., appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. THURST N presented an amendment intended to be pro- 
d by him to the bill (S. 1639) making ap A ate as to pay the 
judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the New York Indians, 
and providing for distribution of same; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


SEIZURES OF COTTON, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask that Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 23, Forty-third Congress, second session, being a report 
of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury in answer to a Senate res- 
olution of December 18, 1873, in relation to the number of bales 
of cotton seized under orders from that Department after the 
close of the civil war, be reprinted. I will state that this docu- 
ment is frequently asked for, and I understand the copy I have in 
my hand is the only one in the Capitol. There should be a re- 

rint of it. 
2 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks for a reprint of the document named by him. Without ob- 
jection, the order to reprint will be made, 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION IN CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the vacancy on the part of the Senate u the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Centennial of the Establishment of the Seat of Government in 
Washington be filled by the President pro tempore; and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McMILLAN, 
THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to introduce a resolution for reference 
to the Committee on Rules. Perhaps I may be allowed to read it 
instead of having it read at the desk. It is merely a resolution 
for reference. 

If I may be permitted to make one statement, the Senate has 
formed a habit for its own convenience of dispensing altogether 
with the reading the Journal. Heretofore, that has only been 
done under great pressure of business near the close of a session. 
Now, at nearly every session sometimes important errors or omis- 
sions are discovered in the Journal at its morning reading and 
corrected by the Senate, but there is no opportunity for that if 
this practice continues. It seems to me either that it would be 
the duty of some Senator to object always to these requests or to 
have some understanding that where the Journal is not read 
there shall be a subsequent opportunity to call attention to any 
error in it. I desire to move this resolution: 

Resolved, That when on any ga the reading of the Journalor of any part 
thereof shall be sed with, it shall be in order for any Senator, When 
the Journal shall be read on any su uent day, to call attention to any 
error therein, and to propose any correction thereto. 

The 5 tempore. As the resolution has been read 
by the Senator, it will be referred without further reading to the 
Committee on Rules. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and it hereby is, au- 


thorized to employ an assistant clerk to be paid from the “ misce eous 
items” of the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum. 


SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to reexamine the account between the Uni States and the State of South 
Carolina, growing out of the claim for moneys expended by said State for 
1 in the Florida war of 1836 and and to report to the 
Senate of the United States, as follows: 

First. What_ amount was paid said State by the United States on said 
claim, stating date of payments and under what acts of Congress said pay- 
ments were made. 

Second. What amount of interest would have been due said State on the 
amounts paid June 8, 1854, and September 30, 1855. Pyne United States at 
dates of Fezment, and what amount of interest would be due on said amounts 


June 30, 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R, 4006) to authorize the Union Railroad Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


‘ 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the following resolution, coming over by agreement from a 
former day. 

The SECRETARY. <A resolution, by Mr. ALLEN, providing for a 
special committee to make thorough and complete investigation 


of all dealings and transactions between the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the Treasury Department and the National City Bank 
and the Hanover National Bank, of New York, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. That resolution, of course, will be debated, 
and the Senator who introduced itis not present this morning. 
I do not think it should be taken up in his absence, and 1 suggest 
that it go over without prejudice. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, The Chair also lays before the Senate the follow- 
ing resolution, which will be stated. $ 

e SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PETTIGREW, expressing 
8 for the South African Republic and our best hopes for 

e full success of their determined contest for liberty. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from South Dakota is not here. I 
ask that that resolution take the same order as the other, that it 
go over without 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. The Chair also lays before the Senate the following 
resolution, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. ALLEN, extending the 
sympathy of the United States to the people of the South African 
Republic in their heroic struggle for liberty and popular govern- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the same request, for the same reason, in 
regard to that resolution. 

he PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


LIEUT. HORACE P. M’INTOSH. 


Mr. McENERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Louisiana will permit 
me, I should like to ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S, 854) for the relief of Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh. It 
is a brief bill which passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. McENERY. Very well; I yield to the Senator from Indi- 
ana for that pu paee; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. It will be read to the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to place Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh, of the 
United States Navy, on the retired list of the Navy, at a salary 
equal to 75 per cent of the sea pay of his grade at the time of his 
retirement, to take effect January 1, 1899. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


QUARTERMASTERS’ SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY, ETC, 


Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Loui- 
siana yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. McENERY. Les, sir. 

Mr. SEWELL. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs a bill from the War De ent which the Sen- 
ator from Maine Fai Hate] wished to investigate. He has now 
satisfied himself it is perfectly correct, and I ask that the 
bill be put ap its ge. 

The ESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey asks for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6267) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to suspend the 
operation of certain provisions of law relating to ‘the War Depart- 
ment, and for other purposes.” The bill was read yesterday and 
objected to by the Senator from Maine. The Senator from New 
Je informs the Chair that the Senator from Maine withdraws 
the o 3 he made to the consideration of the bill yesterday. 

Mr. LE. Yes, Mr. President, I have examined the bill, and 
I find that it is aa continuation of the suspensions of last year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the ole. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENT FOR LOST COUPONS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to me for a moment? 

« Mr. McENERY. Certainly, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask leave to call up the bill 
(S. 392) to pay the General Marine Insurance Company of Dres- 
den the sum of $1,434.12 for certain coupons detached from 
United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the Cunard 
steamship on, sunk at sea March 14, 1886. It is a bill that 
will excite no debate whatever. 
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The PRESIDENT pro 
Senate in full for its eee e 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. onThere i is a single amendment to it. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


tion. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask one question. Is that 


mopon The bill will be read to the 


an American company or a foreign company? 
3 PLATT of cut. foreign company. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then ought not the securities to be resi- 
dents of the United States? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the „ and there is an amen 
which makes the security twice the face value of the coupons. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 8, 
line 3, after the word ‘‘indemnity,” to insert in double the 
amount of the face value of such coupons;” so as to make the 


proviso read: 


Provided, That before the redemption of a. coupons the said General 
ce Company of Dresden shall e or cause to be exe- 
t with the of the TRESTA — 7 of indemnity, 


cuted, and deposi: Secretary 
in double the amount of the face value of N pon 


good and su 
cient security, ae ea to a approval of sai i ip secure the 
United States against loss or damage in . of the redemption of 
coupons, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me the securities ought to be 
residents of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Secretary of course would in- 
sist on that. 


The bill was ss gad the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
M The bill ordered to bo engrossed f third reading, read 
e was or a 
the third time, and passed. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. McENERY. I now ask that the joint resolution (S. R. 45) 
Tans the p of the United States with reference to the 
ine Islands be laid before the Senate. 
‘RESIDENT pro tempore. The e lays the joint reso- 

lation before the Senate. It will be read 

The joint resolution (8. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, introduced 
by Mr. Bacon December 18, 1899, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the ros and people af the United States have 
not waged ‘the recent war with Spain for conqnest and for the acquisition of 
foreign terri „but solely for the purposes set forth in the resolution of 
rho pes making) ang gs of — the acquisition a such reer 

or bors as ma necessury for governmental purposes gno 
deemed inconsistent the same. 

Sec. 2. Thatin demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands i pi Fade not the purpose of the Government ot the United States tosecure 
and mai od re casero over the-same asa part of the territory 
of the United ently Topaas the inhabitants thereof 

5 inhabitants as vassals or sub- 
jects of this Government; the Uni 


ted States hereby 8 any dispo- 
sition or intention to exercise permanentsovereignty, jurisdiction, or control 
over said islands. 


SEC. 3. 8 States ee e ye — ger EEEE 


Spain, and having by force overthrown all orga: 
Bear mir — and tion to the I gres i tho: United States therein, 
the duty = obligation rest upon ogi United States to restore 


tain order e ee 3 rotect in said islands the 3 
property an E and 


ment of lifo and the pursuit of lawful a to con- 
tinue such 8 until a our and — 1 to maintain tain said protection 
shall have transferred an by the United States an a govern- 
ment of the le of said islands. deemed capable and worthy 
9 L 8 

4. That when pees > 3 to the 9 = the oe States 
shall h have wi id islands, and 


and inde 
United States to the people of Cuba. 
SEC. 5. That whena stable government shall, by 8 eer aforesaid, have 
erected in said islands. 


been duly formed and . competen in the 
fedgrnent of the United States, to exercise the powers rE an inde nt 
ernment and to preserve peace and maintain order within its jurisdic- 

it is the pa and intention of the United States, ry Raped them- 
selves only such bors and tracts of land as may be needed for coaling sta- 
tions or other 11 purposes, to transfer to said government, upon 
terms which 1 be reasonable and just, all rights and territory secured in 


said ee ee —.— the treat 5 — npa, — 5 to thereupon leave the domin- 
eg orig a the islandato their people. 

6. That Seong said government has been thus formed and set up in 
ine. Philippine Islands and approved by the United States, it is the design 
= intention of the United States, through such meansand measures as may” 

deemed most efficient and appropriate, to secure the guaranty of the con- 
bcos independence of the same. 


Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the 
Senate with a lengthy discourse on the Philippine problem. It is 
VCC erything in those 


islands is chaotic. We know but little about the geography of 
the country, its inhabitants, their social, political, and moral con- 
ditions, and we are not prepared to say whether they are in all 
respects equal on the inhabitants of the republics south ze us when 


they declared independence. All of these people who have tried 
self-government hase no conception of liberty r ted by law, 
but their appreciation of it is in disorder and revolution. 


The Spaniards, when they quit the Philippines, knew as little 
about them as we 8 Our military commanders can give no 
idea of their social and political condition in peace, as they have 
been.confronted with a state of war since our precarious possession 
of the islands, Order is established and a government organized 
one day, to be succeeded the next by anarchy andrevolution. Men 
there accept offices and make a solemn declaration of patriotism 
and allegiance to the Government, to be broken at the first oppor- 
tunity which they thinkis favorable for a defiance of the authority 
of our Government. 

We know just about what is contained in some newspaper al- 
manac; that the Philippine group numbers some 2,000 islands; 
that the land area is about 140,000 square miles; that the island 
of Luzon is about the size of the State of New York; that Min- 
danao is nearly as 5 oa the p er is from 75 600,000 to 
10,000,000, and that racially the population is Malay; that of this 
population probably 2,000, 100 are civilized, or, it would be mora 


accurate to say, semici ed, and the rest of the ulation is 
as ignorant and savage as the ebari — ery little is 
known of the resources of the archi They produce cotton, 


hemp, rice, sugar, tobacco, and fruits, all of which will, if the 
islands are annexed, come here and 05 our industries in these 
agricultural roducts. Of cotton, w not now produced, it 
is said enough was at one time raised for domestic consumption. 
The islands, so it is said, are as well adapted to cotton culture as 
are the fields of Georgia and Mississippi. If annexed and tariff 
broken down, it will be brought here 8 of the che pro- 
duction, and cotton mills will be established there and cotton 
raised and manufactured near the demand for the manufactured 
articles, thus interfering with the establishment of cotton mills 
> TA South and damaging those inthe New England and Mid- 

e States. 

The all-absorbing question is, What are we to do with these 
islands, and what policy shall the United States pursue toward 
them? I think it unfortunate that the results of the war with 
Spain have thrown them upon our hands. I do not believe that 
they were ripe fruit and through providential aid were dropped 
into our lap. They are to us Dead Sea fruit. It would have 
well if Admiral Dewey had been ordered to leave Manila after his 
victory and 3 and the Filipinos left to fight it out. All the 
papers in the e eee people of the United States, were 
silent as to Dewey's course and the of the Adminis- 
tration after the announcement of the great achievement of Admi- 
ral Dewey. His departure immediately after the destruction of 
the 8 fleet would have been declared an abandonment of 
the fruits of his victory. All remember with what enthusiasm the 
people received the announcement of every ee of the great 
Admiral when he remained there guardin approaches to Ma- 
nila and warning away “yt whom he e der, intermeddlers. It 
was said he was as great in ae paps macy as in battle. On February 
4, 1899, Aguinaldo attacked the American defenses at Manila. 
From that time until now there has ver war with the Tapas 
out o 
estroyed 


Orient 
a 1 acres this 
him in power. It is not likely to do this, Events te followed 
ra ene eee the declaration of war. They have not shaped them- 
ves as we wished. Results have followed that no one foresaw, 
and we are now confronted with conditions which we did not 
make, but which have come to us as all events in history come. 
Social and political forces move silently and as poweraly as the 
glacier. e crash may come, the valleys may be destroyed, but 
Who could detect the silent disturbance of the equilibrium that 
carried death and destruction? So it is with the moving forces 
in history. Weare unconscious at the time of some small but 
momentous fact, something that escaped the attention of the 
masses, but years after they become apparent to the historian. 
Who . t that the war with Spain would have brought such 
o believed that when Dewey sailed with orders to 
destroy the Spanish fleet that from a single victory the world’s 
history and geography would be c „an empire dismem- 
bered, and a new one erected in its place; that the traditions of a 
liberty, home-government, loving people would be disregarded, 


the policy of a great Republic changed, with tendencies to erect 
it into an imposing empire? Who is now responsible? On whose 
conscience rests the war with Spain? for from that has resulted 
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the consequences which some of us now deplore, although we ac- 
tually aided in bringing them about. 

If the Filipinos were our allies and in hasie and without cause 
ina ated a war that is disastrous to their hopes of e ae, 
ence in the near future, who has helped to destroy the high hopes 
which these people once cherished? The C of the United 
States, irrespective of party, with unanimity declared war against 
Spain; with unanimity and with enthusiasm it voted supplies, 
raised money, and built ships, and with the same unanimity has 
voted supplies, ships, and money and men for the subjection of 
the Filipinos to the authority of the United States. Why, then, 
when we have voted all these requisites of war, should we inter- 
fere and prevent their effective use? Why embarrass an Admin- 
istration that is endeavoring to carry out the will of Congress? 

In my opinion, under existing circumstances, it is the duty of 
the Government to assert its authority over those islands. I do 
not know of any one in this Congress who asserts that we ought 
at this time to withdraw our tr from the Philippines, There 
is, I think, a disposition to vote all the supplies, men, money, and 


ships that are needed to establish the authority of the United 
States over the Philippines. I believe this to be the universal 
sentiment of the people of the United States. 

Jam opposed, Mr. President, to expansion. I am oe to 
this Government annexing territory beyond its natur: da- 


ries. I reiterateeverything I said in my speech during the session 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress in opposition to receiving into our do- 
main the Republic of Hawaii. Nature has set boundaries for 
nations. They are marked by oceans, rivers, and mountains. 
It has given them voice and language to mark also the distinctive 
places of their dwelling. They are homes set apart for them by 
the Almighty, and no nation has a right to trespass upon them. 
There is a relation between the land and the people in the charac- 
ter of their intelligence, their physical organization, and their 
faith. I do not think we have the cp to dispossess the Filipinos 
of the home given to them by the Giver of all things. Ido not 
think we ought to disturb their faith, destroy their intelligence, 
or alter their physical conditions, We are not, and no other na- 
tion is, the evangelist of the gospel of truth and justice. God 
made the world and the people in it according to His liking, and 
He has not commanded this nation to disturb His plans and pur- 


es. 
P The moment the white man came in contact with this infericr 
race the assertion of his supremacy began, and itis only a ques- 
tion of time when he will exterminate and destroy the inferior. 
He has accomplished thisin Hawaii. Three hun thousand 
natives of those islands have dwindled to 40,000 of poor, diseased, 
helpless humanity. It will take a longer time to destroy eight or 
ten million of people, but time will efface them when in contact 
with the Anglo-Saxon race, and as it goes on disease and corrup- 
tion will increase. The white man may get rich, his government 
from his accumulations may for a time be prosperous, as i 
was at the zenith of her colonial power, but the evils of foreign 
conquest, of crime and corruption, of debauchery and misman- 
agement, will sap the foundations of government, and the home 
people and government will, if not so corrupt and debauched, ive 
way to indolence and indifference to the high and ennobli 
teachings of liberty and become a prey to the ambitious and the 
unscrupulous. Long possession of the Philippines, with an alien 
government over them, the inhabitants subjected to the arbitrary 
sway of a military dictator, preyed upon and defrauded by men 
who go there for that purpose and who make law the instrumen- 
tality for oppression, will not only affect those unhappy people, 
but in the course of time will become the rule of conduct of our 
own people. 
The warning of this condition of affairs in those distant islands 
comes to us from the repeated assertion that their continuous pos- 
session by the United States is ey for the enrichment of 
our people in the extension of trade. hile adventurers there 
will thrive, prosper, and get rich, our home people will be the 
sufferers. They will export to the United States hemp, tobacco, 
rice, and cotton, and we will send nothing there that will profit 
us. r p raiseeverything and manufacture everything they 
eat and drink and wear. You may send to them reapers, plows, 
machinery, cotton gins, and sugar mills, but you will be furnish- 
ing them with the means of increased production of agricultural 
roducts which we produce here, and, with machinery and chea 
bor, they will drive from the markets our farm products an 
manufactured articles. There are new phases to be introduced 
into our economic conditions by the annexation of foreign ter- 
ritory. 

Free trade is to take the place of protection. Foreign posses- 
sions Which will have unlimited agricultural products for export 
will destroy to a great extent the farming interests of the coun- 
try. Fruits, tobacco, vegetables, sugar, and rice will be produced 
by the new territories and e in quantities, and deprive 


the farmer of his share of the er the tariff law. 


Reciprocity treaties have already been negotiated which will 


injure the farmer and will favor some manufacturer. Reduced 
tariff with Puerto Rico against the interest of the farmer and for 
the tion of the manufacturer will extend to Cuba, to the 
Philippi to all the possessions we may hereafter acquire in the 
Pacific and in China. I contend that the protection we offer 
the farmer under the system of protection will yield greater wealth 
J77)VVVVVVTVVVVVVT SAGE WL Sho 
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cry of humanity will be raised in behalf of Cuba and the 
Philippines, as it has been done in the interest of Puerto Rico. 
Why go abroad to relieve distress while in doing so we bring it to 
our own doors? Our farmers would soon be calling for relief; 
vacant farms, idle hands, distressed sons and daughters will ap- 
peal for help in loudertones than come from across the sea. 
bor is unsettled, restless, and dissatisfied and threatening, 
The cities of the Union are crowded with the idle from no. fault 
of their own. There is cold and hunger, disease and death, from 
want of work. It is in the W of the Government to give it. 
The sums which are expended for the military, for ships, for trans- 
portation, reach into the millions each year. This sum wisely ex- 
pended would reclaim the arid lands of the country to an extent 
ten times the area of the fre affording homes and employ- 
ment for more than 42,000, le. The reclamation of the 
lands in the Mississippi Valley mons would bring greater wealth 
than all our foreign possessions. Fifty millions would accomplish 
77 d oe aceqane hates 
or temporary ents, we are going into foreign 
lands to reclaim them, to educate the ple, to build for them 
schools and hospitals—in fact, everything that a maudlin senti- 
ment of humanity can suggest, costing fifty times more, when we 
get through with it, than would give this country a prosperity and 
grandeur and a power the world never witnessed. ith the small 
appropriations for our welfare we were rapidly becoming the 
greatest among nations. On land we are the strongest among na- 
tions. We are dividing our strength and transferring a part of it 
to the sea, neglecting home interests and home security. I do not 
object to the bnilding of a great navy suitable to our needs, the 
protection of cities and coasts and commerce, but I think it un- 
wise to go 7,000 miles away from home and float an immense navy 
to protect a country that will not give us in return the cost of the 
ships that anchor in its harbors. 
arden ge annexation of the Philippines or any other ter- 
ri yond our natural boundaries is fraught with danger to 
this ablic. It will involve us in all the disputes and conten- 
tions of foreign governments. We can not be neutral. This 
danger has been emphasized in this Chamber more ably than I 
can describe it. On a former occasion, on July 24, 1896, I said on 
the joint resolution annexing the Hawaiian Islands: 

It was stated by the premier of England. in the selfish interests 
of Great Britain, that an alliance with the U States would become a ne- 
cessity on the t of Great Britain because of her complications with other 
European na That met with a response in thiscountry, and the appeal 


h 
taken up from one end of the land to the other. The only 
that w came Irish voices de- 


be adverse to ours. Conflict may co: and 
t Empires, and our only hope and our 


an ce With our ce across the sea. 

lat t etallic policy? What mes of the ery of 
16 to 17 It will be heard only in that dark abyss, in that gloom which will 
overhang country, as a dirge, a moan, a weeping, for the loss of the liber- 
ties of the people and for the destroyed prosperity of the nation. 

Events have come thick and fast since that time. There was 
no declaration then that we would add more territory to this 
country, It was urged that the annexation of Hawaii was neces- 
on for military purposes, as a protection to our Pacific coast, 
and we thought the appetite for more domain, for further expan- 
sion, would be satiafied 

We have a great many serious questions at home to engage our 
attention—questions which must be solved and settled before we 
are sure of the permanent establishment of representative gov- 
ernment. We passed through one great crisis, and the dismem- 
berment of the Union was averted. That was section against 
section. Armies struggled not against liberty but in favor of 
liberty and democratic government. The contest was simply on 
one side to preyent the breaking up of the Union by States which 
adhered to democratic government. Every representative prin- 
ciple in the Federal Constitution was incorporated even with 
greater extension in the Confederate constitution. 

Inmy opinion, greater issues are now at stake. Every day re- 
veals some defect in our system of government which will re- 
quire the ability and patriotism of statesmen to remedy. Con- 
tests for office, ending in force and violence; the reckless use 
of an army to sustain a contending faction; the dispersion of a 
legislature by military force; the dissatisfaction of laboring 
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people, which more than once has broken into revolt and threat- 
ened revolution; the criminal organization of trusts controlling 
every product of field and factory, destroying industrial enter- 
prise and the hopes of the young for advancement in life; the en- 
slavement of the people by the aggregation of capital; the consoli- 
dation of great railroad enterprises, controlling legislation and 
the disturbance of economic conditions in trade and travel and 
transportation to the extent that theissue will be presented whether 
the state shall take charge of them and manage them in the inter- 
ests of the people. Only as a last remedy will be this resort, but 
the issue will be forced. 

All these matters demand the attention of the people of the 
United States, and foreign conquests will only serve to complicate 
the issues and make them more difficult of solution by the added 
strength given to great consolidated interests. 

We do not yet thoroughly understand our own form of govern- 
ment: beyond the fact that it is a representative government. 
Many constitutional questions remain undetermined. Matters 

rtaining to the operation of the Constitution are yet in their 
rst stages of interpretation, Able constitutional lawyers in this 
Chamber are doubtful as.to the mode and manner of filling va- 
cancies in the Senate, one of the very essentials of the Constitu- 
tion. Many are doubtful as to the extent of the powers of this 
Government; how far its laws and Constitution will extend to 
Territories acquired by the United States; the line of demarca- 
tion between State and Federal sovereignty in interstate com- 
merce and matters affecting the welfare of the great body of the 
people in quarantine and sanitary regulations and laws. I might 
mention other questions which present themselves. Our form of 
government is not so firmly fixed, as it has experienced dangerous 
conditions, which may occur time and time again. We have passed 
through conditions which have repeatedly occurred, and which 
are not unlikely to occur again, of usurpation in office, a defiance 
of the public will, and the inauguration of a a arg directly 
op’ to all the teachings of democracy. e have arrived at 
that point in our history where corporations are exercising the 
functions of government and the masses of the people are helpless 
to protect themselves against corporate power with its share in 
government, 

Would it not be wise ee dar straighten out and bring 
under the subjection of the people that power which now, by an 
almost universal belief, is oppressive; to establish our form of 
government on enduring principles; to have every constitutional 

ispute which has threatened its perpetuity definitely fixed; to 
adjust the differences between capital and labor; to educate and 
prepare for the exercise of self-government the vast number of 
ignorant and almost semisavage people in our midst before we 
rush to other lands to teach the principles of self-government, 
which, if we know, we do not fully practice; to undertake, through 
an indefinite time, the education of millions of barbarians and 
savages, when we have millions of the same class among us who 
demand all the attention we can give them? 

The resolution under discussion is predicated upon the fact that 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands are not capable of self- 
government. The Government of the United States must of ne- 
cessity, under the terms of the resolution, establish and maintain 
a government over these people until peace and order shall have 
been restored. And thereafter it is the intention of the United 
States, so soon as it can practically be done, to provide the oppor- 
tunity and 1 tay the method for the formation of a govern- 
ment by and of the people of the Philippine Islands, to be inde- 
pendently exercised by them. 

Section 5 of the resolution leaves it to the United States to exer- 
cise their discretion whether the government erected by the Phil- 
spone people shall be competent and worthy in the judgment of 

e United States to exercise the power of an independent govern- 
ment, etc. It is evident that the resolution contemplates an exer- 
cise of sovereignty over said islands until they are able to establish 
an independent government neang the power to 8 order. 

The resolution embodies the following ideas: t the people 
are now incapable of self-government, that they shall not be in- 
corporated into the citizenship of the United States, and that the 
islands shall not be permanently annexed to the United States, 
and that the Government of the United States reserves the discre- 
tionary pone to determine whether the government established 
vib ng y by the Filipino be competent and worthy to be inde- 
penden 

The Democratic Senators almost solidly voted for this resolu- 
tion in the Fifty-fifth Congress. As I interpret it, it embodies 
correct principles. Practically it is too restrictive in not allow- 
ing for future contingencies. Noone can tell what the future 
may bring forth and what relations this Government will have to 
maintain toward the Philippine pecple. That they are unfit for 
self-government, as we understand republican institutions, I do 
not admits of a doubt. That they can and will be fitted for 
self-government is a question to be yet answered, I do not think 


they will be unless it be in a distant age when their intellect and 
their racial condition shall undergo a change, not until they shall 
approach Saxon intellect and Saxon characteristics, There is in 
these islands no nationality; there are thirty different languages 
spoken by as many tribes who are at war with each other. There 
are savages and a partially christianized ple. There are Mo- 
hammedans with polygamy and slaves. There are Chinese with 
chop sticks and joshes. ere is all the sensualism, all the cor- 
ruption of the East. There are conditions there which should 
never be incorporated into our national life. 

No sentimentalism should enter into the discussion of these 
questions. Our love of liberty, law, and order should not drive 
us into relations with other people which will disturb, possibly 
destroy, our love of liberty, law, and order. 

Reason should control in all seme affecting our interest, 
and no mawkish sentiment should carry us beyond our borders to 
meddle with the affairs of others which do not concern our ma- 
terial interest or affect our national honor. 

Daring the Fifty-fifth Congress I introduced a resolution which 
passed the Senate. In its essential features it corresponds with 
the resolution offered by the senior Senator from Georgia. 

In the discussion of the resolution he criticised the word ‘‘in- 
tegral” because the word „integral, in his opinion, was a word 
of limitation, and the purpose was to commit us simply to the 
proposition that in holding the islands it was intended to hold 
them as an outside piece of property, not entitled hereafter to be 
admitted as one of the organized Territories of the country. If 
organized territory means a part of the United States, that part of 
his criticism is correct. I am not willing that the Philippine 
Islands shall, in any event, become a part of the territory of the 
United States—an ‘‘integral” part thereof, 

8 resolution adopted by the Senate during the last session is 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House 9875 resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That by the ratification of the treaty of peace 
with Spain it is not intended to incorporate the inbabitants of the Philippine 
Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to perma- 
nently annex said islands as an integral part of the territory of the United 
States, but it is the intention of the United States to establish on said islands 
a government suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhabitants of said 
i ds as will best promote the interests of the citizens of the United States 
and the inhabitants of said islands. 

This resolution declared, and it was affirmed by the Senate, that 
there was no intention to make the Philippine Islands a part of 
the United States; that it was not the intention to incorporate 
the inhabitants of that country into the citizenship of the United 
States; that when armed resistance shall have ceased and peace 
and order shall have been restored it is the intention of the United 
States to establish a government suitable to the wants and con- 
ditions of the inhabitants, to prepare them for self-government, 
and in due time to make such 8 of them as will best pro- 
mote the interests of both countries. The words when peace 
shall have been restored,” etc., are not in the resolution, but they 
are there . inference, because the United States can 
not establish a government until those conditions shall happen, 
This resolution and the one introduced by the Senator are in 
many respects similar. Both extend the authority of the United 
States indefinitely. But in the resolution of the Senator from 
Georgia the United States, if it relinquished its sovereignty, must 
do so absolutely and unqualifiedly, with all the right of sover- 
eignty of an independent people, and the United States guarantee- 
ing the continued independence of the same. 

ut in the resolution adopted by the Fifty-fifth Congress the 
United States is authorized to dispose of them as will best pro- 
mote the interests of the United States and the inhabitants of the 
islands. This is a check, andasalutaryone. It gives the United 
States the power to prevent them from doing anything inimical to 
the interests of the United States. It gives the Government the 
power in its relinquishment of sovereignty to make any stipula- 
tion that will prevent injury to the commercial interests of the 
United States and to protect the citizens of the United States dom- 
iciled there. It is not likely that they will for more than a century 
have any kindly feeling for the United States. Many generations 
will pass away before the inhabitants of the Philippines can even 
be benevolently assimilated. ing their unnatural connection 
with the United States I believe they should be kept away from 
us. These inhabitants should not be permitted to come here to 
disturb our labor and make it more restless because of the.degra- 
dation that would be heaped ape it by the introduction of the 
cheap labor that the islands will send here. Our agricultural and 
manufacturing interests should be protected from the products of 
that country produced by cheap and degraded labor. 

Mr. President, in discussing the problem of the Philippines I 
think that nothing can be gained Dya recital of the facts that an- 
tedated the war now going on in the islands. What advantage, 
what profit, to us to inquire whether the Filipinos have a govern- 
ment when it is acknowledged that it has been overthrown and 
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destroyed and none now exists? What matters it whether Dewey 
recognized the flag of that government? Why argue that it is the 
declaration of the people of the United States that all government 
must rest upon the consent of the governed when we have imposed 
governments upon peoplein the past history of this country with- 
out their consent, and now impose a government upon Cuba to 
which the people have in no Yoy oven their consent, and we pro- 
pose to establish one in Puerto Rico, where the people have had 
no opportunity of expressing an opinion? Why clamor for the 
protests of Aguinaldo when his voice has been hushed in the 
dreadful shock of battle? Why assert that we have no constitu- 
tional right to govern these people when we are governing them? 
These facts have gone into history. They may be recited hereaf- 
ter in an arraignment of this country in the forum of public opin- 
ion and before the bar of nations. 

In legislation we must deal with facts as they confront us. We 
arein the 3 Archipelago and we ought to get away as 
soon as we can do so, just as soon as our interest and our honor 
and our obligations to the inhabitants of those islands will permit, 

No sentimentalism can extricate us. We must deal with hard, 
unyielding facts and so direct them that the least possible injury 
can befall our people and inflict as little injury upon the people 
of os as a state of war and its horrible results Will 
permi 

The members of the Senate in the Fifty-fifth Congress, voting 
for the resolution introduced by the Senator from Georgia and a 
resolution introduced by me, affirmed that it was not the purpose 
of the United States to permanently annex the Philippine Islands 
and to incorporate the inhabitants of these islands into the citi- 
zenship of the United States. The final disposition of the islands 
depends upon the subjection of the inhabitants to the authority of 
the United States. The establishment of law and order, the in- 
stitution of civil government, are desired results which can only 
be brought about by force exerted by the United States. The most 
effectual way, in the economy of life and money, will be to sustain 
the Government in its active efforts to establish order by the em- 
ployment of force, and when this shall have been accomplished, in 
the efforts to establish a civil order employing the military only 
in the exercise of the police power of the Government; until the 
final and complete subjection of these people to its authority I 
haye no e for them. They are now enemies of the United 
States, and there is no . for sympathy. 

In the future, when they show capacity and ability to take care 
of themselves, then 9 may play its part and a righteous 
judgment may demand the recognition of their independent exist- 
ence. The inhabitants of these islands had formulated a govern- 
ment on paper. There was no evidence of nationality, no external 
or internal sign of sovereignty. They displayed force and over- 
ran territory. The mob has done and can do the same thing. If 
they had been left alone they could not have protected themselves. 
This is admitted, as the ed for the tection of the United 
States. They were helpless from attack from abroad, and, like all 

ople of their race and their intelligence, they would have been 
the victims of internal strife, pronor by afew ambitious men 
possessing intelligence above the masses, In ee itis an 
absurd proposition to contend they are now, or will be for some- 
time to come, capable of maintaining an independent government. 
I wish it were so and that to-morrow they could be turned loose 
from any connection with the United States of a political charac- 
ter. The President is now endeavoring to organiza a civil govern- 
ment in the Philippines. No one, I apprehend, doubts the wisdom 
of this effort. 

Throughout the archipelago the government, I understand, is to 
be by communities and provinces, running through all local con- 
ditions, even to that of tribes. The early establishment of civil 
government may induce the inhabitants to go to peaceful pur- 
suits, It will, if they spprociata the effort, bring them hope of an 
independent governmen 

I haye no high appreciation of the intelligence and character of 
the people of the Philippines. From all that I can learn they are 
not above the negro on this continent in either morals or intelli- 
gence. The percentage of negroes, excluding former slaves, who 
can read or write is greater among the negroes in the United 
States, They have more learned men than the inhabitants of the 
Philippines. To say that the Filipinos are fit to be trusted with 
electoral power is to affirm that the negro is entitled to its exer- 
cise. We of the South know what the experience of the negro 
was in the science of government. 

When aided by white men, and to some extent restrained by the 
presence of disfranchised whites, they made a farce of govern- 
ment, If they had been left exclusively to themselves they would 
have literally cut each other’s throats, and would have wrought 
entire destruction, instead of partial ruin and devastation. It 
would be so with the Filipinos if intrusted immediately with the 
exercise of electoral power. No one can predict how long our 
political connections with the Philippines will last. So long as it 


does, I hope that the Government of the United States will treat 
them humanely, and, as affirmed by the Senate, endeavor to in- 
struct them in self-government, in the institution of a civil order, 
suitable to their wants and conditions; but during this probation 
of the inhabitants I hope to see them and their products so treated 
as not to injure our own pecs and their industries. 


Mr. President, it is contended by some that the instant the treaty 
of peace was ratified the Constitution of the United States im- 
mediately took effect in the islands which we required from 
Spain. this be a fact, then there was not, nor is there, any oc- 
casion whatever to declare that it is the intention of this Govern- 
ment not to annex the Philippine Islands to the United States or 
3 their inhabitants into the citizenship of the United 

If the Constitution of the United States took effect immediately 
on the ratification of the treaty of peace, as is contended, then 
the people of those islands can come here at liberty; Chinese who 
have gone there can not be restrained from coming to the United 
States any more than we can restrain Chinamen who are citizens 
or who are inhabitants of any other State or Territory of the 
Union in going from one section of the country to another. 
Therefore, I think it would be exceedingly unfortunate if those 
islands should be considered as being at this time a part of the 
territory of the United States. 

If they are territory of the United States, as is contended, and 
the Constitution and laws of the United States operate there, then 
the United States is without power to transfer them or to place 
them beyond the jurisdiction of this Government. So, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the contention against the resolution which I introduced, 
that the Government of the United States should dispose of those 
islands in a manner to promote the best interests of the people of 
this 5 of the inhabitants of the Philippines, has no force 
or effect whatever, because if we intended to transfer them toa 
foreign people we necessarily would have to change our organic 
law by an amendment. 

But, Mr. President, there is another danger. By incorporating, 
this large number of an inferior race into citizenship of the United 
States a sentiment will spring up in this country, just as it did in 
the interest of the negro, which will demand for those people a 
protection from supposed abuses, and it will give them a protec- 
tion and it will givethem privileges which are denied to the white 
people of this country. You will find that the fourteenth amend- 
ment, under the tender consciences of our judges, will extend to 
those islands for their protection, and it will be interposed in order 
to prevent the due execution of justice. That has happened in the 
State of Louisiana, 

The fourteenth amendment never intended to give the negro 
any additional privileges; it never intended to give him rights 
which were not accorded to the white people of this country; but 
by torturing that amendment it has been made to extend to the 
negro privileges under the law which are not accorded to the white 
people of this country. He can go into the courts of justice; he 
can employ some obscure lawyer, whois hunting up notoriety and 
who can get up a hypothetical case and carry it to the United 
States courts, and thus indefinitely postpone the execution of the 
criminal laws of the country. 

Mr. President, the interruption of the execution of the criminal 
laws under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States has tedly occurred. On more than one occa- 
sion criminals tried for the most serious and the vilest offenses have 
been saved from a just and merited punishment by the 33 
tion of the Federal judiciary; and as an evidence of a case which 
has recently occurred in the State of Louisiana, I ask that the 
editorial from the New Orleans Picayune, dated February 10, 1900, 
which I send to the desk, shall be read by the Secretary and made 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 


a! 
e Secretary read as follows: 


NEGRO RAVISHER SAVED FROM THE GALLOWS, 


been violated. 

In this way the condemned criminal is able to secure a stay of proceedin 
often amounting to years, and Capper Sa in all such cases in recent years, the 
cause has been y sent back to the State courts, the result of such un- 
n interference with justice has been greatly to 2 a distrust, 
already common, of the efficiency of the State laws and the ability of the 
State courts to punish capital crimes 8 n with the effect 
— each pi poet distrust isat the bottom of all the lynching that is com- 

e $ 

Some time ago the people of the town of Gretna, in the suburbs of this city 
were thrown into a fever of excitement at the announcement that, in the la 
hours of the night, the residence of a respectable citizen had been forcibly 
entered and a violent assault made upon his 12-year old daughter by a negro, 
The culprit was caught in the midst of his crime, and but for the fact that, 
le who were aroused by 


at the hour when the e was committed, the 
happened, the ravisher 


the outcries of the victim did not know what 
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would have been promptly done to death: 


peared on the scene, fearing 

ot safety, where he was bey: „„ 

left to the with the result that a conviction was 
Parish, and gray to the supreme 

court of the State finally ended in the affirmation o 


The case was then 


Petition been made to the United States court that the constitutional 
rights of the condemned had been violated in the fact that he had been con- 
victed under the laws and constitution of Louisiana made in 1898, and that 
this constitution and these laws.contravene the Constitution of the United 
States. The Constitution of the United States is so sacred a thing that every 
United States court is bound to protect it ate peril, and, under the cir- 
cumstances, Judge Parlange had no alternative but grant an des to the 
Supreme Court of the —.— States, and he afflxed to the petition of the 


condemned the follo: er: 
“Theforegoing order is considered an a tothe honorable United States 


Supreme Cor and is hereby granted applicant, returnable according 
io law upon pe er giving bend in the aur cf 
7 ES PARLANGE, 
“United States Judge, 


“New ORLEANS, LA., February 9, 1900." 


This document was 1 in the greatest haste to Gretna, wherethe ex- 
ecution was just about to and 


can A 

Picayune y doubts if any State official of Lo a e governor 
down to lowest, w w o to carry out an execution for a capital 
crime m the — 1 2 ol it was protected by an appeal to the highest court 
in the land. There is in this State avery profound respect for the mandates 


set them at nought. 

In the 3 the life of a ravisher is safe under tho ægis of the United 
States, and, if his case should be fully into by the Supreme Court of the 
nation, it will involve an inquiry into the entire status of the constitution of 
Louisiana, and no man can say how it will end. 

Altogether, the case isa 8 one, and it may have very far- 

mences. No invidious or injurious reflections can refer to 
lange, who isa by birth and inheritance, a citizen of 


Jud; is 

th fi hest character, a la of distinguished ability, and a jurist who is 
devoted to the establ; ot just and righteous judgment. He is here toen- 
force the Constitution laws of the United States, and in a case calling in 


question the guaranties of the Federal Constitution he must give it consid- 


the State law in this case if the perpetrator of a most hideous 
crime had been a white man; but, being a negro, the entire power of the 
United States can be invoked to save him. This is the case, no gers ere 
siana, but in other States of the South also, and it is, therefore, no Ə 
that the lynching of negro ravishers has become the rulein those States when 
peop le —— work their will on 8 ETURA 

wheoro there is a negro pop) ion, and where the negroes 
are made to understand that can secure from the United States Gov- 


ernment special protection which is not available tothe white population, it 
is notstrange that the whites should resort toextrao ry means to secure 
some adi te protection from the criminality to which the n seem to 
be invi oe ee ee ane ee ese are matters that should be 
taken into tion in the discussion of race questions in the United 
States. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, no amount of fault-finding, 
protesting, or remonstrating will prevent the fulfillment of the 
manifest destiny of the United States. On the 11th of January, 
1871, a resolution was pending in the Senate to appoint a commis- 
sion to go to San Domingo and examine the condition of the coun- 
try and the people and report as to the advisability of ratifying 
the-treaty of annexation. In discussing that resolution I said: 


page 427. 
chooses te events have strengthened me in the views I then 


While it is true that the opposition to President Grant’s Admin- 
istration mustered over one-third of the votes of the Senate, and 
defeated the treaty, the ies who engaged in the defeat were 
overwhelmed at thenextelection, Theird te effort to defeat 
President Grants reelection, by a combination with the Democrats 
to elect Mr. Greeley President, illustrates the unpopularity of that 
partisan attempt to limit the growth of the Republic, 
THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 


Whatever of despotism, imperialism, or disregard of the consent 
of the governed there may be in the acquisition of the Philippines 
or any other territory which may add to the wealth and power of 
the country and furnish new and greater opportunities for our 

ve and enterprising youth, the principle of such acquisi- 
tion is Jeffersonian Democracy. the author of the 83 
tion of Independence doubled the area of the United States, Loni- 
siana alone contained a population of over 49,000, with an organized 


oes | annually more than $250,000,000 to 
tropi 


and established government, while the vast territory included in 
the purchase outside of Louisiana contained hundreds of thousands 

dians equally entitled to consideration with the savages in 
the interior of many of the islands of the Philippines. It never 
occurred to Mr. Jefferson that it was necessary for him to consult 
the le of Louisiana or the Indian tribes of the West before he 
made that vast area a part of the United States. 

The government established for Louisiana by Jefferson has fur- 
nished the model for every Territorial government which the 
United States has since established, and the denunciation, fore- 
bodings, and warnings against what was termed imperialism and 
disregard of human rights which the Louisiana purchase inspired 
have also furnished a model for all subsequent denunciations 
whenever new territory has been acquired. There was nothin 
new in the ravings of the Whig py against the acquisition o 
California and New Mexico which had not been said against the 
Louisiana purchase. Polk was abused during his term of office 
with y as much vehemence and acrimony for the annexa- 
tion of New Mexico and California as Jefferson was for the 
Louisiana Bp easy 

The parallel did not stop there. The policy of the Federalists 
who opposed the Louisiana purchase destroyed that party, and it 
never again elected a President of the United States; but it se- 
cured the supremacy of the Democratic party for more than 
twenty years. The election of John amarg Adams by the House 
of Representatives in 1825 was the first break in Democratic power 
after the narrow, anti-expansion policy of the Federal party was 


adopted. 
THE ACQUISITION FROM MEXICO. 

The Democratic party again came into power under Jackson 
in 1829, and continued in power under Jac and Van Buren 
until 1841. So strong was the prejudice against the name of Fed- 
eralist on account of its narrow and illiberal policy that a new 
name was adopted by Henry Clay and his associates, who were 
opposed to Jackson’s Administration. They called their new or- 
ganization the Whig party, and achieved power in the memorable 
contest of 1840 on account of the financial crash of 1837, which 
was attributed to the Democratic party. 

William Henry Harrison was ‘elected President, and on his 
death, ashort time after his 3 Tyler became President. 
In 1844 Polk of Tennessee was elected President. Whatever may 
have been the merits or demerits of the Administration of Presi- 
dent Polk, the acquisition of Texas, California, Nevada, Utah, 
New Mexico, Arizona, and part of Colorado attest the wisdom of 
its policy. The abuse against Polk’s Administration by the 
leaders of the Whig party equaled, if it did not surpass, the 
efforts of the Federal in the beginning of the century to 
destroy Jefferson for his alleged disregard of justice, humanity, 
and the rights of sovereign States of the East. 

The disappointed ambition of the 2 leaders of the Whig 
party, on account of the disapproval of the le, embittered the 

ast days of the great men of that party, w. brilliant oratory 
and matchless logic adorn the history of their time. No matter 
how brilliant or influential they were, they could not withstand 
the irresistible aspirations of the American people to expand, pro- 
gress, and achieve, 
THE ISLANDS ACQUIRED FROM SPAIN. 

The acquisition of the Philippines and other lands from Spain, 
in a war waged for humanity and against the cruelties of a bar- 
barous and decaying monarchy, is one of the most important 
additions to the territory of the United States since the adoption 
of the Constitution. The islands we have secured are essential to 
our financial independence. The le of the United States pa 
oreigners for cal and semi- 

calcommodities. The United States can never be thoroughly 
self-sustaining until the poopie can produce what they consume, 
The Philippines, Puerto Rico, and Cuba would mitigate to some 
extent the evils of the gold-standard folly, 

With the ition of these islands everything consumed in 
this country might be supplied from our own natural resources. 
Such acquisition would enable us to enter upon the inevitable 
struggle for the commodity gold on equal terms with other 
countries. It might do more. It might 1 5 us some advantages 
which no other country would enjoy. o gold- gambling law 
under which we must live until we can break the chains of finan- 
cial bondage with which the gold syndicate has bound us will 
compel the United States to buy the fluctuating commodity gold 
at any cost. If we can not supply ourselves with tropical and 
semitropical products in our own country, we must buy them of 
foreigners, who will demand gold in exchange. If we must pay 
$250,000,000 in gold to foreigners for commodities which we could 
produce with the acquisition of these islands, such acquisition is 
most important. 

With the islands, the contest to save this country from impover- 
ishment which must necessarily follow the contraction of the 
volume of the ci ing medium to gold alone, will besufficiently 
severe, but without them the struggle may become hopeless, But 
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e consume and the Secretary of 


if we can produce everything w. 
1 be e and not load us too heavily with 


the Treasury wil 


foreign debt by the sale of bonds, we may suffer less for the fetich | sel 


folly of the gold standard than other nations who bow down before 
this false god. We must be pre to contend with the world 
at large for gold, because the ruling money syndicate will not al- 
low the United States to stamp its legal-tender authority upon any 
other commodity. This struggle for gold upon which to stamp 
the law of legal tender, if the gold syndicate remains in power, 
will bea contest among the nations for the survival of the fittest. 
There is some hope that with the additions of these islands to our 
vast national resources, coupled with the skill and en of 
our people, the evil day of serfdom may be pos for a 
time, although the shadow of feudalism already visible in the Old 
World may in the near future become total darkness. 
OPPORTUNITIES AFFORDED BY NEW POSSESSIONS. 

The prognostications of evil arising from the annexation of 
terri so often ought not to deprive the people of the 
United States of the opportunities held out to them by our new 
acquisitions. Why should not the present generation enjoy op- 
portunities similar to those furni our fathers by the acquisi- 
tion of Louisiana, Florida, Texas, New Mexico, and California? 
Why should not the wealth, power, and enterprise of the Ameri- 
can people be increased and encouraged? May not the uisi- 
tion of the islands of the Atlantic and the Pacific wrested from 
Spain place the United States in the near future foremost as a 
manufacturing, commercial, naval, and political power? 
ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY NOT IMPERIALISM. 

ion that the acquisition of territory is imperialism 
is ref by the fact that neither Jefferson, Monroe, Jackson, 
— nor any a upc Fe ara neg as yer apres 

© imperialism they advocated made homes for patriotic, liberty- 
ing citizens, whose loyalty to the Government 


The 


loving, self- 
of the United tes is unsurpassed by the people of any of the 
thirteen original States. 


If to assist the people of the Philippines to establish local self- 
2 after the plan adopted by Jefferson is imperialism, 

en Jefferson was the pioneer imperialist of the United States. 
The Philippines will never be dependent colonies. They will be 
allowed to conduct their own affairs with the assistance of such 
officers as it may be necessary to appoint to aid them in establish- 
ing local self. ‘They will not have a voice in the leg- 
islative councils of the nation until shall ascertain and 
determine that their admissi 


PAST FOREBODINGS OF CALAMITIES. 

No person occupies a seat here to-day but myself who was a 
member of the Senate in the Thirty-eighth, Thirty-ninth, Fortieth, 
Forty-first, and Forty-second Congresses. Iwas 5 aye 
that time with the anxiety of many Senators for the future an 
their forebodings of calamities which they contended would nec- 
essarily follow if the opponents of the Union in the civil war were 

in allowed to participate in the pores of the co z 
They assumed in their arguments that future Congresses could 
not be trusted and that the Government was in danger of being 
utterly subverted. How they misjudged the future let the heroic 

iotism and valor of the soldiers from every State in the Union 
in the late war with Spain and in the far-off Philippines bear wit- 
ness. The patriotism and fidelity to the interests of the whole 
country exhibited in both Houses of Congress by members from 
the South as well as from the North prove that a reunited people 
now enjoy a more perfect union than ever before. I have faith 
in my country and in the American people that they can extend a 
helping hand to the Filipinos and enable them to peacefully as- 
semble and perfect in due time local self-government where life 
and property will be as secure as it now is in any State of this 
Union. I have seen order grow out of confusion in that vast ter- 
ritory acquired from Mexico, until the 8 of the far 
West are as efficient in protecting life, liberty, and property as 
the best-governed State of the East. 

EXTENSION OF FREE INSTITUTIONS OVER NEW ACQUISITIONS. 


No one pretends that the Filipinos are now fit for statehood, but 
I repudiate the suggestion that they are not fit for just such gov- 
ernment as Jefferson extended to the Louisiana purchase and 
Monroe to the acquisition of Florida. There may not be eno 
Americans in that country to organize a State government with- 
out Congressional or Executive action, as in the case of California; 
but if the same Congressional and Executive care that was ex- 
tended to all other acquisitions of territory except California is 


enforced the laws, customs, and regulations of the former gov- 
ernment, with such changes only as were necessary to conform to 
the new conditions. Co gave him all the power needed, and 


from time to time the necessary laws for the establish- 
ment of complete Territorial governments as fast as they were 
required, 


HOW CALIFORNIA WAS GOVERNED. 


The territorial contractionists, now finding the sentiment of the 
country in favor.of expansion, are attempting to hedge de- 
that the acquisition of the Philippines is imperialism, 

They do not seem to r ize the distinction between extent of 
country and form of government. A country may be very small 
and its government 5 or it may be very large and 
its government very li Free republican government is 
the Birthright of the people of the United States, and wherever 
a necessity exists they organize self-government after the model 
of the free institutions with which they are familiar. They need 
not necessarily wait for ional action, or even Executive 
authority. en Commodore Sloat, at Monterey, in July, 1846, 
FTT ees ae 
mation to the people informing them o eRe governmen: 
and ing them that il, ani igi 


assuring their political, civil, aps FF ‘hts 
would be protected. From thattime until the arrival of Brigadier- 
General Riley, onthe 12th of April, 1849, the country was governed 


varions military officers assuming bo 
— These military officers caused the Mexican laws, so 


which the courts ted and enforced, and the reports of the 
8 court of Knri airb and the surrounding Territories con- 
= a system of common law which grew up amon: 


THE PHILIPPINES. 


Thus it will be seen that the American people carry with them 
their institutions wherever they go. The same will be trueof the 
Philippines. Americans will go there and aid the natives in ex- 
ecuting their locai laws, and all that will be necessary in assisting 
bar pe of the archipe in maintaining local self-government 

be to appoint a few officers, make a few n changes in 
their laws to adapt them to the changed condition, protect them 
from foreign interference or domestic violence, and they will be- 
come useful and law-abiding people. They should also be al- 
lowed to send Delegates to Congress, not to legislate, but to advise; 
not to interfere with the institutions of our country, but to learn 
our form of government for the benefit of their constituents. The 
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whole matter is very simple. It will develop and can not be in- 
terrupted. 

The President has acted wisely in selecting an eminent jurist in 
the pa of life to assist the natives of the Philippine Islands in 
establishing local Sere gorannn after the models which our 


country so abundantly hes. All liberty-loving people, when 
they attempt to establish a government, look to our country for 
models for their guidance. Constitutions similar to our own 
have been adopted in Mexico and in various States of South 
America, Although the Republics to the south of us frequently 
fall short of the high standard of legislation and administration 

revailing in this country, still they are progressing in the right 
5 The Filipinos themselves already look to the United 
States for models for constitutions and laws in their own country, 
as evidenced by the proclamations and publications which we read 
in the newspapers. 

We want very little legislation for the Philippines. We want 
their leaders to come here and see how we govern ourselves, so as 
to enable them to do likewise. We wish for the Filipinos peace 
and good order, and they will have them with very little assistance 
from us. The absurd charge that there is any intention on the 
part of the Administration or the Republican or the Democratic 

rty to govern the Philippines or any other territory which we 
have acquired or may acquire as colonies by the strong arm of the 
military power is entirely without foundation. There is no more 
doubt that the Philippines, with our assistance, will have good 
government, and that they will be beneficial to us, than there is 
that good government has been secured under the American flag 
wherever it has floated, 

Besides, we have assumed the responsibility of establishing civil 
government in the Philippines for the protection of the lives and 
property of the foreign as well as the American residents there, 
and to see to it that the relations of the islands with foreign coun- 
tries are such as the law of nations require, 

PROTECTORATE INCOMPATIBLE WITH FREE INSTITUTIONS. 

In the e to suggest something in opposition to the time- 

honored methods of treating new acquisitions, some advocate a 

rotectorate and in the same breath proclaim againstimperialism. 
They do not define what they mean by a protectorate—whether 
they mean to govern the islands by a Cromwell or a Warren Hast- 
ings, or whether they mean to subject the islands to the intrigues 
and aggressions of foreigners and go to war with all the world to 
maintain the rights of the Filipinos to violate the laws of nations. 
No protectorate has ever existed which was compatible with free 
institutions or in accord with the principles of our Government. 
After having undertaken to establish law, order, and good gov- 
ernment in the Philippines, we can not abandon them without 
disgrace to the United States. If we allow them to set up their 
own local self-government under our Territorial system, we can 
guide and protect them without any danger of foreign complica- 
tions. 

When the opponents of the acquisition of territory meet a grow- 
ing sentiment of the country in favor of doing our duty toward 
the Philippines, as we have in all other cases, they say that the Fili- 
pinos are not as enlightened as the people of Massachusetts or Ver- 
mont, and consequently we must abandon the acquisition. We 
reply that if such a rule had been adopted with regard to Louisiana, 
Florida, Texas, California, or New Mexico, the boundary of our 
country to-day would be the same as it was when the Constitution 
was adopted. Itis very doubtful if any acquisition can be made 
hereafter if the rule is adopted that people of the land to be ac- 

uired must be equally intelligent with us to become a part of the 
United States. I have no doubt that the Filipinos are the most 
intelligent people we have ever annexed, although the barbarians 
in those islands are numerous. If we expand, we must take the 
world as it is and the people as they are, as we have always done. 


IMPOST DUTIES ON PUERTO RICAN PRODUCTS PREGNANT WITH EVIL. 


Iam aware of the suggestion of an impost duty upon the prod- 
ucts of Puerto Rico, which, of course, would be one of the worst 
forms of a colonial policy. This suggestion is pregnant with evil, 
and, if carried ont, would furnish substantial groundwork for the 
charge of imperialism. It would be too much like the exactions 
which imperial Rome made upon her conquered provinces, and it 
might furnish a parallel to some extent of the imperial poue of 
monarcnical countries in recent times. I am glad the sident 
of the United States has not made that mistake. On the contrary, 
in his last annual message he says: 

Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

The recommendation of the Secretary of War, contained in his 
last annua] report, describes in 5 the injustice of 
erecting a tariff barrier against the products of Puerto Rico. 
Since the transfer of the island to the United States Spain has 
erected such a barrier; and if the United States does likewise, her 
markets will be cut off and the people will be in a deplorable con- 
dition. I will print as an appendix to my remarks a portion of 


the report of the Secretary of War and commend it to the careful 
consideration of Congress. 
PRECEDENTS AGAINST TARIFF ON PRODUCTS FROM NEW ACQUISITIONS, 

Iam glad the President in his recommendation and the Secre- 
tary of War in his report are governed by the established policy 
of the United States in treating with the people of newly acquired 
territory. Their recommendations are in harmony with the fol- 
lowing precedents: 

On the 25th of November, 1803, and contemporancously with 
taking possession of the Louisiana purchase, Congress passed an 
act removing restrictions of trade between the United States and 
the Territory of Orleans, thereby fully recognizing the new terri- 
tory asa part of the United States entitled to the privileges of 
American customs and revenue laws. 

On the 7th of May, 1822, the customs laws of the United States 
were extended over Florida. 

The military officers governing California, previous to the pas- 
sage of any law of Congress, enforced the customs Jaws of the 
United States and collected over $600,000 of duties on imports 
from foreign countries, and when an Pas acted the customs 
laws of the United States were extended to all the territory ob- 
tained from Mexico. 

It was never before suggested that any territory acquired by 
the United States should be treated as alien territory by imposing 
a customs duty on imports into the United States. Iam glad to 
know that the President of the United States fully realizes the 
injustice of an attempt to treat any territory which we claim as 
our own as a en country. His advice against a duty on im- 
ports from Puerto Rico must be followed if we hope to have peace 
and prosperity there with its accruing benefits to the United States. 

The colonial policy of greed, with discriminating duties against 
the products of our own territory, would breed dissatisfaction 
and discord, It might lead to militarism, It might require a 
large army to maintain order and force the people of the colonies 
to submit to such unjust and discriminating policy. It might do 
more. It might involve vast expenditures to maintain armies of 
occupation, which would be dangerous tothe safety of the Republic. 

If we treat Puerto Rico as we treated Louisiana, Florida, and 
California, we people of that island will learn to love the Ameri- 
can flag and will soon be loyal Americans instead of a sullen and 
discontented people, suffering from discriminating laws. The 
mutual advantages of continuing the established American policy 
in the treatment of Puerto Rico will be very great. It will not 
only secure the 5 and loyalty of that island, but it will 
furnish an example which will be most beneficial in our dealings 
with Cuba. The great prosperity which Puerto Rico will enjoy 
will be an irresistible argument with Cuba in favor of joining 
her fortunes with the great Republic. 

Our relations with Cuba areanomalous, Wehaveno precedent 
for such responsibilities as we have assumed toward that country, 
but our relations to Puerto Rico are the same as they were to the 
people of all other territories which the United States have ac- 
ques and afford us an opportunity to furnish an object-lesson to 

e people of Cuba. 


PLENARY POWER OF CONGRESS OVER THE ISLANDS 


The discussion of the constitutional power of Congress in con- 
nection with these islands is unprofitable. There is no doubt that 
Congress has power to rob the territories in a thousand ways and 
render the people of our new acquisitions more miserable than 
they were under the horrible system of Spanish extortion which 
we undertook to abolish, There is no doubt that the people of 
the United States could amend the Constitution and reestablish 
slavery if they were wicked enough to do so. It would be just as 
profitable to discuss whether the people could, if they would, es- 
tablish a monarchy in this country as it is to discuss the question 
whether Congress has the constitutional power to discriminate 
against the people of the new acquisitions by unequal revenue 
laws or any other system of extortion which greed may suggest. 

But it is necessary for those who support and defend the con- 
tinued possession of the vast 8 of territory which we 
have acquired from Spain to ere to the Jeffersonian policy in 
our treatment of the people of these islands. Departure from that 
policy opens a wide field of discussion. While the opponents of 
annexation may give aid and comfort to Aguinaldo and his follow- 
ers by their unpatriotic and intemperate ravings against the war 
now prosecuted at great cost and sacrifice of the lives of our brave 
soldiers, it is the plain duty of Jeffersonian expansionists to main- 
tain our established policy in our treatment of the people inhabit- 
ing the new acquisitions. The country has a mene to know that 
no imperialism or militarism is intended; that the people of the 
islands will be treated in the same manner that the people of 
Louisiana, Florida, and California were treated, and that no army 
will be necessary to make them submit to the local governments 
which we will assist in ordaining and establishing. It may be 
that there are savages in those islands, asin the case of every other 
acquisition, that will require military force to keep in subjection, 
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but the millions of people who occupy those islands who are not 
savages will furnish no excuse for militarism or imperialism. 
TEACHINGS OF THE FATHERS FOLLOWED BY THE PRESIDENT. 

Whatever mistakes may have been made in dealing with the 
Filipinos or in failing to fully acquaint them with the policy of 
our Government, the President’s message recommending equal 
laws for Puerto Rico and the appointment of Judge Taft to com- 
mence the work of instructing and aiding the Filipinos to estab- 
lish and maintain local self-government indicate very clearly that 
the President has no idea of departing from the irre of the 
fathers or establishing an empire on the ruins of the Republic. 
It will be ga ger for the opponents of progress to impress upon 
the minds of the people that the size of a country has anything to 
do with the form of government. If republics can only exist in 
small territories, the United States ones that limit ninety-seven 

ears ago, when the Louisiana purchase was made. The truthis, 
that when the situation is understood and the value of these acqui- 
sitions realized, the le of the United States will be as unwill- 
ing to give up aninch of territory in the EA J ari Islands as they 
are now to give up any part of Alaska. The United States would 
go to war with Great Britain and take the consequences rather 
than to have 10 miles square of Alaska taken from us, notwith- 
standing that when that country was acquired it was supposed to 
be nothing but an iceberg. 

I hope the great financial issue, upon which the happiness of the 
human race depends, will not be buried beneath the rubbish of 
anti-expansion and fault-finding, as it was for many years beneath 
the tariff ee but that it will be — 85 before the people 
until the fetich wo: ipers of gold understand the money question 
as well as the descendants of the devotees of the flat-world theory 
now understand that the world is round, 


APPENDIX. 


From the report of the Secretary of War for 1899, pages 32, 33.] 

The question of the economic treatment of the island underlies all the 
others. If the people are rous and have an abundance of the necessi- 
ties of life, they with justice be easily governed, and will with patience 
be yeducated. If — ava left in hunger and hopeless poverty. 
be discontented, intractable, and mutinous. The principal difficult 
the island of Puerto Rico is that the transfer of the island from 8 


ey will 
now in 
n to the 


change their — 1 5 products abroad. 
coffee, sugar, and tobacco. The prosperity of t 


nish possessions there was snb- 
Cuba. The total exports from 
1897 8 about $16,609,000, of 
which an average of less than one-sixth part ($2,630,000) was sold to the United 
States half ( Tes, ) was sold to Spain and Cuba. 
n to the United States, 
on of Puerto Rican prod- 
led to the erection of a similar bar- 
rier in the tariff cet‘ for Cuba, so that Puerto Rico was debarred from 
the principal markets which she had previous! — and at the same 
try has maintained its erto Rican products 
just as it existed while the island was Spanish territory. The t is that 
ere has been a wall built around the ids of Puerto Rico. 
Even before the hurricane of August 8, 1899, two crops of tobacco lay in the 
warehouses of Puerto Rico, which the owners were unable to sell at prices 
eir sugar shared the vailing ig han 


heir producren is in the of 
e island depends upon their 


equal to the cost of production. Th 


sion in that commodity, arising from the competition of bounty-fed t 
ee z eir coffee was practically unknown in the United States and had no 
market here. 


It is plain that it is essential to the 8 of the island 
that she should receive substantially the same treatment at our hands as she 
received from Spain while a Span: colony, and that the markets of the 
United States should be opened to her as were the markets of Spain and Cuba 
before the transfer of allegiance. Con has the legal right to late 
the customs duties between the United States and Puerto Rico as it pleases; 
a 1 py ore 6 . gopa faith errer ve 
ould no ppo! e confident expectation of sharing in our prospe: 
with which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred thotrallanlence 
to the United States, and that we should treat the interests of this le 
our own; and I wish most 8 to urge that the customs duties 
Puerto Rico and the United States bo removed. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to 
define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all 
forms of money issued or coined by the United States, and for 
other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
OVERSTREET, Mr. Brostus, and Mr. Cox managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on House bill No. 1. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States, and for other purposes, and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 


as 
een 


ment and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. JONES of, Arkansas were ap- 
pointed, 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD, 
Mr. THURSTON, Mr. President, I wish to announce that at 
the close of morning business on Friday, the 2d day of March, I 
will request that the legislative business be laid aside that Senators 
may pay fitting tribute to the memory of the late MONROE L. HAY- 
WARD, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska. Ihaveconsulted 
with some of the Senators having in charge the paramount busi- 
ness of the Senate, and I think that that time is agreeable. 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). The 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr.CULLOM. It is within a few minutes of 2 o'clock. As the 
preliminary work on the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii will be its reading, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed to its consideration now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishould like to have it written down. I did 
not hear what it is. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Alabama refer to the 
bill which I pro tocall up? If he did not hear the announce- 
ment, I will make it in. 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not hear a word you said. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam very sorry; it was my fault, I presume. 
As it is within a few minutes of 2 o’clock, I ask that the Senate 
now, by unanimous consent, proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. HALE. It will come up at 2 o’clock anyway. 

Mr. CULLOM. It vill come up at 2 o'clock as the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not object, but Iam a little afraid of gen- 
eral consents that I do not hear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 222) to providea government for the Territory of 
Hawaii, which had been reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the reading of the bill by the clerks, I will 
ask that the few amendments which are reported by the commit- 
tee may be considered and acted upon as they are reached, if that 
course is e to the Senate. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill, 
and if there be no objection the amendments of the committee 
will be acted upon as they are reached. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
re by the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in section 1, 
page 1, line 9, after the word “ force,“ to insert on the 12th day 
of August, 1898;” so as to read: 


That the phrase the laws of Hawaii,” as used in this act without qualify- 
ing words, mean the constitution and laws of the republic of Haw. li, 
including regulations having the effect of law and the decisions of the su 


reme court in force on the 12th day of August, 1898, immediately prior ta 
e transfer of the sovereignty of the Hawa: Islands to the United States 
of America. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, page 2, line 25, after the 
word That,“ to insert ‘‘except as herein otherwise provided;” 
and on page 3, line 2, after the word “applicable,” to strike out 
“except as herein otherwise provided;” so as to make the section 


That, except as herein otherwise provided, the Constitution, and all the 
laws of the United States locally py ee aa shall have the same force and 
effect within the said 5 as elsewhere in the United States: Provided 
That sections 1850 and 1890 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall 
not apply to the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to have been a word left out. The 
word ‘‘ applicable” ought to be inapplicable.“ The word “not” 
should be inserted between the words States,” in the first line of 
page 3, and ‘‘locally,” and then “inapplicable” instead of appli- 
cable” in the second line; so as to read: 

The Constitution and all the laws of the United States not locally inappli- 
cable shall have the same force, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5 on page 8. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I find myself compelled to be ab- 
sent during the reading of the remainder of the bill and I wish to 
have some little understanding about it. I see that the amend- 
ments are being voted upon as we go along. Some of them might 


S 
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meet my approbation and some might not. I should like to know 
whether it is intended to go further to-day than the reading of 
the bill and the amendments which the committee proposed, I 
sup that after that the whole matter will be open to amend- 
ment and that the amendments which have been voted on will, 
when the bill comes into the Senate, be still open to consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that Senators are a little anxious 
fora EE EET early adjournment to-day on account of some mat- 
ters, and I did not suppose that I would be able to get the Senate 
to consider the bill much beyond the reading and adoption of the 
amendments of the committee, and then some little amendments 
that I desire to offer myself in behalf of the committee, that will 
not be disputed, I think. They are rather corrections of the chap- 
ter that has just been read; that is to say, putting in the word 
“inclusive” in certain places where it ought to be inserted in 
order to make sure just what is meant. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply wish to know that the 
bill will not 1 — to-day and will be open to amendment hereafter. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, it is not likely to pass to-day. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There are some matters, as we 
come along in the bill, which, it seems to me, should receive more 
carefulattention than has been given. Thismay all be premature, 
but, for instance, I find that we have repealed the law with re- 
gard to other Territories, requiring them to submit their laws to 


NETEss. 

Mr. HALE. Not in this bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; we have, in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. That can not be. 

Mr. TELLER. It would be the case if the bill passes in that 
shape. It is section 1850. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have already passed the pro- 
viso that section 1850 shall not apply to the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the phate, Oe allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to inquire whether this bill is on 
are I understood that it was simply the formal reading 
0 


Mr. CULLOM. That is all at this time. 

Feu TELLER. I have several amendments that I propose to 
offer. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was agreed that the com- 
mittee amendments should be acted upon as they are reached in 
the reading of the bill. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill will be open for action by 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to know what are the committee 
amendments. This is a Senate bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER, What are the committee amendments that we 
are to consider at this time? Are any amendments to be consid- 
ered that did not come from the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. All the amendments of the committee are 
printed in italics. 

Mr. CULLOM, The committee itself reported some amend- 
ments when they brought the bill back. 

Mr. TELLER. There are no committee amendments except 
what the bill contains. 


Mr. CULLOM. No, except 

Mr. TELLER. Then that is all right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There are other amendments, I 
Saray i from the committee besides those which are printed 
in the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have stated that in the chapter which the 
Secretary has just been reading a number of sections have re- 
pealed the laws, and there are places—— 

Mr. HALE. The local laws of Hawaii? 

Mr. TELLER. The Hawaiian laws. 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, the Hawaiian laws. And there are sec- 
tions cited here where the word ‘‘inclusive” ought to beinserted 
between numbers, and that I thought could be done this 
afternoon, 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, there is no objection to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing in those amendments except 
to make that change. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If we are going no further than 
that, the whole matter will be open another day. That is all I 


desire. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish tosay that I am very anxious to get this 
bill passed as quickly as we can, and yet I do not desire to inter- 
fere with our friends on the other side this afternoon, who I 
understand wish to have a conference of their own. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say a word to the Senator who has 
the bill in charge. I do not want to delay the passage of the bill, 
but there are some provisions in it that I am going to suggest 
some changes in. 2 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will have ample opportunity to 
move to amend the bill. 

„Mr. TELLER. I have had some experience in living under Ter- 


ritorial law, and there are some things in the bill that I do not 
think ought to be enacted. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will have an opportunity to pro- 
pose See eae he desires to have made. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator isnot going to railroad it through 
there will be time to examine it. 


Mr. CULLOM. I am not special haste about it be- 
yond what is reasonable in the premises, and I have not mani- 
fested any such r 

Mr. TELLER. No. 


Mr. FORAKER. The understanding is simply that the bill 
shall be read and the amendments, as they appear in print before 
us, shall be acted upon as reached. That is as far as we shall get 
this afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I apprehend that by the time we get the bill 
read and the few amendments are acted upon which were made 
in the committee before the bill was reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, it will be about the time when I had agreed, 
so far as I was concerned, to allow the Senate to adjourn. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pendi 
bill. I wish to offer it at this time, so that it may be printed an 
we may have printed copies at the earliest moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived and go to the table. 

e 3 Let it be read, so that we may know now 
What it is. 

35 pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
1 

TheSecretTary. Insert, on page 25, after the word “language,” 
in line 2, the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That the legislature of the Terri! of Hawaii may at 
any time after January 1, 1908, submit to the lawful; voters of such 
thoy sal ses Ae and the sue being adopted Sa majorie rote taken i 
e prescribed by the legislature, shall be Valid and bin as law. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment willbe printed. 
The Secratary will with the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in section 14, page 9, line 14, after the word ‘‘ November,” to 
ake out 1899“ and insert 1900;“ so as to make the section 
read: 

That a general election shall be held on the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November, 1900, and every second year thereafter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, page 10, line 7, after the 
name Hawaii,“ to strike out including notaries public and 
agents to take acknowledgments;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 17. That no 8 holding office in or under or authority of the 
Government of the United States or of the Territory of walt be eli- 
gible to election to the legislature or to hold the position of a member of the 
hile holding said office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, on page 10, line 25, after 
the words convicted of,” to strike out ‘‘larceny, serpent eae 
cheat, or of;” and on page 11, line 3, after the word ing,” 
to strike out two years ” and insert one year;” so as to read: 


criminal 
for a term Semana — year, eee fine, 8 
to vote or mal — — hold a. in 3 eo 
restored to his civil rights. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 42, on page 17, line 22, after 
the word “other,” to insert house, so as to make the section 


read: 
Suc. 42. That neither house during any session for more than 


a shall adjourn 
three days, or sine die, without the consent of the other 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 62, 
on I et a the ifications of voters for senators.” 
. MONEY. Would it be in order to make an inquiry for in- 
formation about the qualifications of voters for senators, I ask 
the Senator who reported the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator that there is an un- 
derstanding that nothing shall be done to-day except formally 
reading the bill and acting upon the amendments reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. I was not aware of that, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in section 73, on page 
32, line 4, relative to the Commissioner of public lands,“ after 
the word Provided,” to insert: 

That all sales, grants, leases, and other disposition of the public domain 
and agreements concerning the same, and all franchises gran: by the Ha- 
waiian Government in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the ith 
day of September, 1599, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 75, 
on page 33, relative to the Investigation of land laws.“ 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1871 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois 
in charge of the bill if he does not think it would be more appro- 
riate to place the charge of the public landsin Hawaii under the 
retary of the Interior, rather than the Secretary of Agriculture? 
Mr. CULLOM. One or two Senators have made inquiries re- 
garding the provisions of the bill, but I will say to ‘the Senator 
there was an understanding that the bill should only be read this 
afternoon and the amendments of the committee acted upon. I 
should prefer to defer any explanation of the provisions of the 
bill until the reading shall have been completed and the Senate is 
more fully attended than it is at the present time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I just came into the Chamber, and was 
not aware that such an arrangement had been made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in section 81, page 36, 
line 18, after the word office,“ to strike out during good be- 
havior” and insert for a term of nine years;” so as to read: 


years, and except the commissioners of public instruction and the members 
of said ead pe whose terms of office be as provided by the laws of the 
Territory of Hawaii. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iask that the amendment may 
be passed over. This whole section proposes to introduce into a 
Territory which we are creating an entirely new system of appoint- 
ment of judges and some other officers, 7 A 

Mr. CULLOM. This is only the reading of the section. It is 


not being copied, 

Mr. P of Connecticut. I want this amendment to be 
passed over, becanse I do not want it even adopted now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. s 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What page is it? 

Mr. CULLOM. Page 36. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Page 36, line 18. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Section 81, to which I refer, com- 
mences on page 35, 

Mr. President, we are giving to this new Territory of ours pow- 
ers and privileges which we have given to no other Territory that 
has ever been organized in the United States. 

In every Territory that has been organized we have reserved to 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
the appointment of judicial officers—judges, marshals, and other 
officers of that character. Here we commit it entirely to the 

overnor of the Territory. If this section passes, neither the 
ident of the United States nor the Senate can have anything 
to say about who shall be judges in that 3 

Now, one single thing more. We have provided that the judges 
of all our legislative courts should have a tenure of office of four 

ars only. This bill not only takes entirely away from the 
President and the Senate the power of appointment of the chief 
justice and justices of the supreme court, but it continues in 
office by legislation the chief justice and justices of the supreme 
court for a term of nine years. We never had a Territory of the 
United States where judges had a tenure of office longer than 
four years. I merely speak of it now. I should like this amend- 
ment to be passed over. I do not want to go into the matter at 
length at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I merely wish to say a word, 
inasmuch as the Senator from Connecticut is to discuss 
as we are only 


. to change, but th 
entirely sa ory and which we propose ge, but the 
i ize the situation asit was so far 
as we could, consistently with the interests of the United States 
allow conditions to remain there that were not entirely out of 
harmony with the spirit of the Government of the United States 
at home. We found a supreme court there, not to administer 
United States statutes, but to administer the laws of the Territory, 
which is preserved in the bill and which is in harmony, as we 
thought, with the general principles and interests of the Govern- 
ment of the United States as well as of that Territory. 

The plan of the bill is to retain the legislature, system of 
local 55 to administer Territorial statutes, and to 
vide a United States judge to administer the United States laws. 
The commission believe that the wisest course for us to pursué is 
to retain in force the laws, so far as they are consistent with our 
ideas of government, and the courts to administer them; and we 
found there a life tenure of judicial officers. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate thought perhaps that that was 
not exactly the right thing to do, and so we limit the terms of the 
ju of the supreme court to nine years and of the circuit judges 
of Territory to six years. 

We believe there is no occasion for camag everything there 
simply because we can and because in the Territories here in our 
own country we have United States judges to administer Terri- 


Pro- | ri of Hawaii 


toriai statutes as well as United States statutes. We believe it is 
wise to allow Shere! ar dg of the local courts there to have entire 
control and jurisdiction over the local statutes of the Territory 
and a United States judge to administer the United States laws. 
I do not know whether in any of our States there is a life tenure. 
I do not remember any; but there are in different States different 
laws controlling the terms and qualifications of the officers. I 
believe myself that while it is a little different from what we have 
in New Mexico or Arizona, yet it is more beneficial to recognize 
the situation there as nearly as we can rather than tear up the 
whole system of their local government and create it anew. 

As the Senator from Connecticut knows, the United States 
judges here, who are appointed to go to the Territories, in per- 
forming their duties there administer the local laws of the Terri- 
tories as well as the United States statutes generally. But as to 
Hawaii, it seemed to the commission that we ought to adopt the 
pe they have there, supplementing it with a provision for a 

nited States judge. The . is to constitute the different islands 
into a Territory and have a judge administer United States laws, 
poe and simple, and officers to execute and administer them. 
= Poe = I want to say now. I did not care to discuss the mat- 

a 

Mr. FORAKER. Would it not be better to allow the amend- 
ment to be over, as the Senator from Connecticut sug- 
gested, until we can take up together all the points that are 
objected to. We may in that way be able to conclude the reading 
of the bill this afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Connecticut insisted upon 
discussing it, and I was trying to answer him a little. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator from Connecticut 
to say that he did not care to discuss the matter now. He merely 
ens to call attention to the point and to have the amendment 

over. - 

Mr. CULLOM. He has been discussing it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was giving reasons why I 
thought the amendment should be passed over. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Illinois 
Poue I was really discussing the matter, I will try to enlighten 
him hereafter as to why I think no such provision as he hasin 
section 81 should be adopted. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment be passed 
over? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to its being passed over, 
and had not in the first place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 

over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in section 85, page 39, line 1, after the word ‘‘ have,” to strike out 
the words = either directly or through such relative;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Src. 85. That no person shall a jud 
nis retire by nla or op g e ee 
ested, either as a plaintiff or defendant, or in the issue of which said judge 
. interest. No judge shall sit on an a or 
new trial in any case in which he may have given a previous judgmen' 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 94, page 43, line 11, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert United States district judge, 
$5,000;” and in line 18, after the word dollars,“ to insert an- 
nually;” so as to make the section read: 

c 

2 e vernor, e 
the Herr $n United States district judge, Sion the United States 
nited district a v. $2,000. 


shall rece anual in addition to Riser. th f $500 for stationery, 
receive annually, on , the sum o ors 
incidentals; also his traveling e 8 while absent from the 


xpenses 
cay on official business, and the sum of $2,000 annually for his private sec- 
retry: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the last ph of section 98, 
page 45, line 10, after the word “the,” to strike out governor” 
and insert ‘‘attorney-general;” in line 11, after the word “ Ha- 
waii,” to strike out may and insert shall;“ in line 12, after 
the word in,“ to strike out “a” and insert such; and in the 
same line, before the word provided,“ to insert as may be;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

That if such right be established, the attorney-general of the Ter- 
proceed, in such manner as may be provided by law 
for condemnation of property for public use, to condemn such private 
right of fishing to the use of the citizens of the United States upon making 
just compensation, which compensation, when lawfully ascertained, shall be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury of the Territory of Hawaii not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The eek of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire, in behalf of the committee, to move to 


ieee out sections 104 and 105 and to insert in lieu of those sec- 
ms; 

Sud. 104 That this act shall take effect sixty days on and after the date of 
the approval thereof. 
The adoption of this amendment I will state is very important. 
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Mr. PETTUS. Is not the phrase on and after the date” mis- 


leading? 

The PRESIDENT o tempore. It is wrong. If the Senator 
from Illinois will look at it he will see that it is wrong. 

Mr. CULLOM. I took it out of the House print. Let it read 
“from and after its passage.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment as modified. 

The SECRETARY. It oF lg sot to strike out sections 104 and 
105, in the following words: 

SEC. 104. That the 1 ture of the Republic of Hawaii may enact laws 
not Fone erate ks with the foregoing provisions prior to the taking effect 


SEC. 105. That this act shall take effect on the 4th day of July, 1900, except 
0 hereof, which shall take effect immediately after the approval of 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 104. That this act shall take effect sixty days from and after the date 
of the approval thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe it was understood that on the com- 
pletion of the reading of the bill there would be an adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator gave notice that 
he wished to insert the word exclusive“ in two or three places. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are quite a number of those places, and 
as I think Senators are a little anxious that the Senate shall now 
adjourn, I will defer that for a future day. I move that the Sen- 


ate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate ourned until Monday, February 19, 1900, at 


12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 16, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
zed ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
rov 
x MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill 
(H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the 
pee of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, 
and for other purposes, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolution; in Which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


the Senate (the House of Representatives 8 That 
rin 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. W. R. Abercrombie on the 
iver exploration expedition to Alaska, transmitted by the Secretary 
of War, of which 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 1,000 for distribution by the War Department. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate resolution of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below: 

tatives 8 That 


rin 1 a rt of Capt. W. R. Abercrombie on the 
e ration e on 
Wer or hic 20 shall be for 
House of Rep: 
to the Committee on Printing. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL, 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Mr. Speaker, House bill No. 1, known as 
the financial bill, has just been returned to the House, and I ask 
unanimous consent t the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendment and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the House nonconcur in Senate amendment to the 
House bill No. 1, fixing the standard of value, etc., and ask for a 
conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment of 
the Senate ought to be printed in the Recorp, and if the gentle- 
man will accompany his motion with that request, I see no 
objection to it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ithink the amendmentisalready printed 
in the RECORD of this morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman thinks it is printed with 
the Senate eco of yesterday? 

Mr. O TREET. Yes 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the gentleman sure that it is the same 


as it comes to the House? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would not object to the request, Mr. 
Speaker, but I am under the impression that it is contained in the 
RECORD of this morning. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the Recorp shows the bill as it 
passed the Senate, and yet I thought it well to have the amend- 
ment printed — bees as a part of the House proceedings. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman adds to his request that the 
Senate amendment be printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
After a pause]. The Chair hears none. The Chair will announce 
the conferees during the day. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

Mr. SIMS. A parliamentary inquiry, . Speaker. If this 
motion is voted down, will it be in order to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider business on 
the Private Calendar, it being Friday? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Sms) there were 76 ayes and 54 noes, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on thestate of the Union (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair) 
for the further consideration of the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the rade Seger bill, the title to which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 8347, making appropriation for legislativ: 


cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year en 
for other purposes. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For superintendent, $1,800. 
For assistants and laborers, under the direction of the Joint Library Com- 


executive, and judi- 
g June 3), 1901, and 


«| mittee of Congress, $12,093.75. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway]. I want to in- 
quire of the gentleman in charge of the bill if this is the total 
expense of the Botanic Garden’ Is this bill the entire expense 
as institution, or are there other items carried in some other 

K 

Mr. HEMEN WAV. I am informed by the clerk of the commit- 
tee that on the sundry civil bill there is an appropriation of $5,000 
for the 3 : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are not the appropriations for the Botanic 
Garden carried on still another bill, is not that the rnle? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iunderstand on the sundry civil bill there 
is an appropriation of about $5,000 in addition to the appropria- 
tion carried here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And no other? 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. Not that I know of, and I think I am 
correct. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

For contingent expenses of the Executive Office, including stationery 
therefor, as well as record books, tele telephones, books for library, 
miscellaneous items, and furniture carpets for offices, care of office car- 
riage, horses, and harness, $12,000. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. If I thought that a motion to strike out the appro- 
priation providing for the Civil Service Commission would put an 
end to that commission and its work, I would make that motion 
before this House, and ask for its consideration and a vote; but I 
am persuaded that even if this clause in the bill should be extir- 
pated by a vote of this House, this commission would continue in 
existence and in the performance of its functions, and that the 
money needed for its payment and sustenance would be furnished 
out of other appropriations of the Government, or supplied subse- 
quently by the presentation of a deficiency. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do desire, in the presence of this House 
and of the country, to register my unqualified and unequivocal 
See to every feature of the civil-service law of 1883, sup- 
plemented by the act of 1871 in its present application and admin- 
istration. My reasons for the opposition to that law are funda- 
mental. They go to the very foundation of the theory upon 
which the law is based. 

I shall first, sir, consider the first objection that occurs, and 
that is that the passage and application of this law to the various 
branches of the public service without requiring examinations 
to test the fitness of the then incumbents in office of the public 
service was pernicious and vicious partiality. If this law can be 
p upon any theory, it is upon the theory that in 1883 the 

partments of the Government of the United States were filled 
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with incompetent people. If that were not true, then there was 
no necessity for the of the civil-service law. 

If that were true, then the test of examination should justly 
have been applied to those who then filled the offices in the Execu- 
tive Departments of the public service. That was not done; and 
therefore the inevitable conclusion is that hundreds, yea, thou- 
sands of incompetent clerks and other officials were kept in the 
public service by the civil-service law of 1883. 

It is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, to rely upon inference alone 
for that statement, because it has been stated by those in charge 
of this bill that the public service to-day is filled with incompetent 
officials. That being the case, where, I ask, do you find the effi- 
ciency of this law? This law 3 said, The public sery- 
ice is filled with incompetent clerks“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. orth expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed to continue five minutes. 

Mr. PEARRE, I would like to have ten minutes more. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I ask that the gentleman be allowed 
ten minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr, PEARRE. Those in favor of this law, its advocates, prac- 
tically said to the people of the United States: The public service 
is filled with incompetent clerks; we must have a law to put them 
out; we must have a law to purge the public service and make 
competency the test of eligibility to that service.” Yet that law 
contained no provision which would test the qualification of the 
man who was in—whoseincompetency must have been the reason 
and justification for the passage of the law—but only placed Con- 
prom in the inconsistent position of requiring a test of qualifica- 

ion for those who are trying to get in. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why I am opposed 
to the civil-service law in its present operation and administra- 
tion, and that is that its provisions apply solely to the lower 
offices in the public service. Heads of Departments, heads of 
bureaus, the men who control the affairs of those Departments, 
are subjected to no test of qualification. It is a discrimination 
against the poor, the humble, the uninfluential, and places a pre- 
mium upon political favoritism or upon the political hack, who, by 
handlin ries or manipulating political conventions, has in- 
pratinti Himself into the favor of some political boss. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it not apparent from the gentleman’s exam- 
ination of this matter that the question of the efficiency of the 
civil-service law 8 0 almost entirely on the head of the partic- 
ular Department who undertakes to administer it? 

Mr. PEARRE. I quite with the gentleman as to that, 
and that is my argument—that if you put at the head of the De- 
partments men of proper qualifications, men of efficiency, men 
of probity, men of honesty, who are determined to see that the 
public service is purged and kept free from incompetent subordi- 
nates, you have every guaranty that the safety of this nation and 
the good of mo pone service requires. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
allow me a question? 

Mr. PEARRE, Iyield fora moment, but I do not want it taken 
out of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is there any single De- 

tment of the Government where inefficiency has resulted 
om the operation of the civil-service system? any head of 
a 8 ever complained that the inefficiency of clerks in 
nm goa aii was due to the operation of the civil-service 
system 

Mr. PEARRE, Ihave heard numerous complaints in regard 
to clerks, But that would not make any difference so far as the 
argument of the gentleman is concerned unless he is prepared to 
2 the instances of inefficiency arising before the passage of 

s law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. There were thousands. 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes; and there are thousands vie 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Where are they? 

Mr. PEARRE. Where were they before? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In every Department of 
the Government, 

Mr. PEARRE. I reply to the gentleman in the same way. In 
every Department of the Government the complaints of ineffi- 
ciency are so common that any specific or special cases are not 
necessary to be referred to. So far as that is concerned, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana said yesterday that in the Departments—in 
one Department, at any rate—there are to-day 10 per cent of in- 
competent clerks; and the complaint is made that it is impossible 
to get those incompetents out. 

r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the 
gentleman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 


PEARRE] yield? j 
Mr. PEARRE. Yes, if it is not taken out of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN, lt must be taken out of the gentleman’s 


time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is there anything in the 
civil-service law to prevent heads of Departments from discharg- 
ang ee tent men? 

. GROSVENOR, Les; in the Executive order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Iam asking the gentle- 
man from Maryland. 

Mr. PEARR. I will answer the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts without any suggestion, egret I am very glad to have 
suggestions from the gentleman from Ohio. The provision which 
interferes with the power of removal in the heads of Departments 
is in the order of the President, which says that they shall not be 
removed except upon pr made in writing and for just cause. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. As my colleague stated 


I do not yield further. I shall be ready to hear 
the gentleman fully on this subject when he has the floor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If the civil-service law 
were out of the way, the gentleman from Maryland, residing so 
near Washington, would just fill this town with Marylanders oc- 
aufging public office. 

r. PEARRE. 1 fancy that the patriotism of Massachusetts is 
not superior to that of other States, because I heard read in this 
House the other day a list of members of Massachusetts regiments 
that never smelt powder in the Spanish war and who are now ask- 
ing pensions. 

Ir. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield further? 

. Mr. PEARRE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 1 declines to yield further. 

Mr, PEARRE. Sir, the Massachusetts regiment, that never got 
near Santiago, has filed to-day, according to the statement of a 
responsible member of this House, applications for pensions to the 
number of 500, or nearly half of their whole number. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am further opposed to this law, because 
Ido not believe that examination is a test of fitness for the par- 
ticular work. It has gone into history, sir, that the valedictorian 
is never heard of after commencement day. 

If you will go through the annals of the bar of this country— 
and I think this statement will commend itself to the recollection, 
judgment, and approval of every member of the bar in this House 
you will find, sir, that those students of law who have given the 
best promise of success by standing high in their studies while at 
the law schools and pence the best examinations, in many in- 
stances, when brought to face the practical problems of the pro- 
fession and apply the principles to the practice, have become 
absolute failures, ; 

Look at the Army in every war in which this country has been 
engaged. Some of the most distinguished successes have been 
gained by men who had not the advantage of the technical train- 
ing of the West Point Military School, the latest illustration of 
which, sir, is the magnificent career of that soldier of the people, 
taken from its loins, Lawton, who died so gloriously in the Phil- 
ne the other day. E 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at the medical profession, and you 
will find that colleges are filled with professors who have scientific 
knowledge of the principles of their profession, who, when faced 
by the application of those pins to the ills of mankind, have 
proved utter and complete failures, 

Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to go that far, because it has 
been admitted in this debate that the temporary clerks provided 
by the deficiency acts of 1898 in the War Department have given 
as cone satisfaction in point of service and efficiency as any 
men taken from a certification of the Civil Service Commissioners, 
and better in many instances. If this be the case, where is the 
need for such a law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARRE. I should like to havefive minutes more, Iwas 
ol ih seyeral times. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I have no objection—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man have five minutes’ time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
WAY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maryland 
may proceed for five minutes longer, Is there objection? 

here was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE. ow, Mr. Chairman, thatis admitted upon this 
floor in this debate, that the temporary clerks in the War Depart- 
ment have given ample satisfaction and have performed every 
duty the public service requires. Why, Mr. Chairman, as a fur- 
ther illustration that examinations are not conclusive tests of fit- 
ness, nor even 3 good tests of fitness for the particular 
work, I may be pardon or calling the attention of this House 
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to a case which came within my own 
lady applied for a position in the Census Office and was required 


personal observation. A 


to pass the examination. She was 50 years of age. She been 
teaching school to my personal knowledge for twenty-five years 
en in literary pursuits during her whole 
life, a woman of fine intellect, of great qualification, a woman 
who had devoted her life to the technical matters of education. 
Yet, sir, in the face of that examination she failed; whereas to-day 
I am prepared to say to this House that there is not one jot or tit- 
tle of doubt about her eminent qualifications for any position to 
which she might have been appointed had she passed t exami- 
nation in that Bureau. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these are not the only objections. This law 
is full of inconsistencies and inequalities in its operation. Why, 
there is an attempt made in the act of 1871 to lead the people in 
this country to believe that some sort of preference is shown to 
the old soldier in these civil-service laws, but if you will look at 
that law you will discover that in order to have that preference 
he must show an injury in the service, traceable to the service, 
and then the President’s order requires that he shall pass the ex- 
amination and attain a grade of 65, no matter what his service 
may have been, no ma how oe he may have been to his 
country, no matter at what personal sacrifice of comfort and pros- 
pects he gave his services to his country. He has no-preference 
unless he can trace his disability to the service. And yet, sir, in 
the succeeding section you will discover that those who were not 
injured in the service are kindly recommended to the tender mer- 
cies of the banker, the manufacturer, and the merchant for pref- 
erence in securing employment. 

If this be not a lie written upon the statute books of the United 
States, then re this law and give to every loyal soldier of the 
Government of the United States preference for employment to 
which he was entitled. [Applause.] | 

Mr. Chairman, this law is un-American and unnecessary. It 
reminds one and savors much of the old laws of primogeniture 
and entailin England. It is unnecessary, for the reasons that I 
have given. 

During the whole period of this country’s history it was never 
found necessary until all the issues between the parties seemed to 
have been thrashed over and fought out and statesmen were look- 
ing about for some sort of new itical emotion. Then they 
turned to this grand reform in the civil service of the Government. 

Why, sir, these colonies, when but 3,000,000 people, waga 
inst the stro; t nation then upon the earth. All the 

ents the Government of those colonies were 
the utmost, and yet, sir, the autonomy of their Gov- 
ernment and their success was never interfered with by the fact 
that we had no such civil-service law. 

In 1812, sir, this nation, a little bit stronger, 
yersy with Great Britain again, and whipped out of that nation a 
recognition of the principle, which has since become a principle 
of international law, that the American flag on an Ameri- 
2 2 protected any man who rested beneath the shadow of its 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 8 

Mr. PEARRE. I should like to have five minutes more. I will 

one the gentleman from Indiana that I shall not ask for fur- 
er time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for fiye minutes. Is there objection to 
the request? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PEARRE. As I said, sir, in that war we whipped out of 
Great Britain the recognition of the principle, which has since be- 
come a principle of international law, that the American flag on 
an American tected any man who rested beneath the 
shadow of its fol And, sir, at that time, as in every case of 
war, every civil Department of this Government was stirred and 
strained to excessive activity, yet no need was felt for reform in 
the civil service, and the success of our arms was in no way inter- 
fered with, 

In 1848 we took into our arms appealing Texas, with her mag- 
nificent domain, and Florida afterwards. Prior to that time we 
had made the Louisiana purchase, and we have managed and ad- 
ministered the affairs of that vast territory, bringing portions of 
it in as States at different times, without destroying the autonomy 
of our Government or feeling the need for reform in the civil 
service. 

In 1861, sir, brothers in this land were engaged in a controvers 
which could only be settled by the arbitrament of the sword. 1 
the branches of the civil service of the Government were un- 

y stirred, and yet, sir, we went through that war and 
reached a sati settlement of the enormous questions in- 
volved without the aid of a civil-service law and without feeling 
any necessity for it. During that war, sir, billions of money were 
spent and the armies of the United States were o i with 


t into a contro- 


more than a million of men. Yet the civil branches of this Gov- 


ernment did not suffer by reason of the fact that we had no civil- 
service law. 

The United States Government has been the pioneer, under God, 
in the progress of civilization, and to-day, sir, she has planted her 
flag in the Orient, which is the day star of hope and the pole star 
to the nations of the earth, to the haven of itical regeneration 
and redemption. There we find the boys in blue and the boys in 
gray, under Grant and Wheeler, marching to the blended strains 
of Yankee Doodle and Dixie e to advance the landmarks 
of civilization and to retain the flag of this nation where it has 
been once justly planted. [Applause.] That flag, sir, has ever 
been and will ever be the panoply of freedom and the talisman of 

ual rights to all men under the law. 

ose boys who are fighting there to-day, sir, are considered ca- 
panio by the people of this country to guard this nation’s flag and 
onor and to advance the landmarks of civilization. If they are 
fit for that, in God's name, I ask, should they not be recognized as 
fit to administer, without examinations, at least the minor civil 
offices when that insurrection has been Supposed and civil gov- 
ernment restored? [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I think 
there is some reason, judging from the criticisms we have seen in 
the public press at various times during the past four years of 
the manner in which the civil-service laws are administered by 
the present Administration, for the criticism of the civil-service 
laws in general which has just been made by the gentleman from 
Maryland. Ithink the real reason that actuates the gentleman in 
making this attack is the fact that Maryland is so close to Wash- 
ington, if the civil-service law should be repealed, all the gentle- 
oeoa constituents would flock here and take possession of the 
offices. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit me? I permitted 
the gentleman to interrupt me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. I just want to assign a reason, one reason only, 
on this subject. The Con ional platform upon which I was 
nominated declared for the repeal or modification of this law; 
and further than that, when an amendment to the constitution of 
Maryland was suggested and submitted to the people in 1897, pro- 
viding for a civil-service law in Maryland, it was Baton by 
60,000 votes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That only confirms the 
statement that I made, that the gentleman’s constituents in Mary- 
land, as a general rule, are in favor of the lof the law, so 
that they could get on of offices in the District of Co- 
n the other portions of the country would not get their 
proper share. 

. WACHTER. I desire to say, as a member from Maryland, 
that it gives us more trouble also, by reason of being so close to 
the ieee 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appreciate that fact. 

Mr. WACHTER. But we are against it. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. You are so close that 
the rest of the country would not get recognition at all if the 
civil-service law is repealed. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated 
yesterday on the floor of the House, the civil-service law is car- 
ried out nearly to perfection, if I might put it that way, by those 
who are the responsible heads of the different de ents of the 
National Government in the city of Boston; and, as I stated yes- 
terday, for the past fifteen years, since Mr. Cleveland first as- 
sumed the office of President, the women and the men who have 
taken the examination for service under the National Govern- 
ment in that city are appointed in the order of merit. On the 
walls of the Boston post-office to-day is e d a list of those 
men and women who have taken the examination in the past year, 
and I challenge the gentleman who has just taken his seat or an 
other member of this House to show where a single individual’s 
name has been passed. Politics has not interfered in the ap- 
pointment, and every man and woman who has been appointed 
can thank his own brains and industry rather than charge his ap- 
pointment up to some one with a political pull. 

I donot know, Mr. Chairman, how the law has operated in other 
sections of the country. I know that it is not lived up to in the 
city of Washington at the present time, and the Civil Service Com- 
mission has protested against itsevasion morethanonce. I know 
it is not lived up to in other sections of the country, and the atten- 
tion of the President has been called to that fact by the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission. The attention of the President of the United 
States has been called to the fact that the civil-service law has been 
violated in the matter of levying assessments upon officeholders 
for the success of the Republican party in the Ohio campaign last 
qer [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is a notorious fact, 

r. Chairman, that almost every postmaster and every employee 
under the United States Government, in our State at least, re- 
ceived a circular letter from the chairman of the Republican State 
committee of Ohio asking for an assessment to benefit the Repub- 
lican campaign in the State of Ohio, 
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Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
uestion? 
x Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. WACHTER. Do you mean to say that that was not done 
under the Cleveland Administration? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I never knew of any 
circular being sent around, and I do not believe any such practice 
was indulged in. 

Mr. WACHTER. Do you mean to say that it was not done 
under the Cleveland Administration? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Neyer done that I have 


ard. 

Mr. WACHTER. It was done in the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. challenge the tle- 
man to produce evidence in order. Now, Mr. Chairman, the rec- 
ords of the Railway-Mail Service here—— 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZG of Massachusetts. The records of the 
Railway Mail Service here in Washington show the efficiency of 
the civil service in that branch of the Government work. he 
reports of that office tell us that since the civil service has been in 
operation that great department of the Government has increased 
its efficiency tremendously, to that extent, I believe, that only a 
very small ion of 1 per cent of mistakes are made in that 
Bureau now. i 

When boys from my district and my State have written to me 
and asked me to do something toward getting them appointed, 
I have told them in every instance that the appointment would 
be made in the order in which they appeared on the list, and I 
believe there never has been an exception to that rule. Now, I do 
not know what State the lady who, according to the gentleman 


from Maryland, has been teaching school for twenty-five years | San 


came from, who could not pass a civil-service examination, but in 
my own State of Massachusetts we have the list crowded with the 
names of those who these examinations without any trouble 
twice every year, and I will cheerfully excuse the ignorance of my 


friend from land upon this great question if that is the char- 
acter of school-teaching that he has been compelled to submit to. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


way and attack the Massachusetts r 
ment that men in these regiments ha 
had never smelt wader, 

Mr. PEARRE. I did not make that statement. I referred to 
it as a statement made by a gentleman on the floor of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just going to ask if the gentleman 
from Massachusetts heard the speech on his side of the House 
jee As the tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. 

Mr. FITZGER of Massachusetts. Idid not hear the speech 
or I would have answered it on the spot. Iwas in my committee 
room, and I never knew anything about the matter until a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be well to answer the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I intend to do that. I 
will answer the gentleman from Tennessee before I take my seat. 

Mr. GROS OR. He said that there were six or seven hun- 
dred applications for a ion from one regiment in your State 
that never heard a gun 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I intend to answer that 
statement if the gentleman will give me time. : 

Mr, WACHTER. That was only a repetition of the statement 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 
Maryland said that neither of these regiments smelt any powder. 
He seems to be as familiar with the records of Massachusetts sol- 
diers as he is with the working of the civil-service law. Now, 

af i , have the Spanish-American war record, taken 
from the Office of the Adjutant-General, in which the Second Mas- 
sachusetts had 1 officer killed in action and 3 officers wounded; 4 
enlisted men killed and 41 men were wounded, and 4 enlisted men 
died of wounds received in the service. Two officers and 86 men 
died of disease contracted in the service. 

I will now present the record of the Ninth Massachusetts, the 
other regiment referred to by the gentleman from Maryland. I 
will say at this time that the gentleman from Tennessee who made 
the original statement concerning these regiments stated to me 
before I took the floor, when 1 asked him his authority for his 
facts, that the table which he read the other day was prepared by 


iments. He made a state- 
applied for pensions who 


the Pension Bureau, and he gave out the statement just as it was. 


resented to him from the Pension Bureau. This action of the 
on Commissioner confirms the iroh that I made against 
ostile to the just claim 


him the other day in the House, that he is 


ow, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has chosen to go out of his 


of the Spanish-American war veteran, and when he submits a~ 
table to this House in which it is stated that no deaths resulted 
from the service of the Ninth Massachusetts Regiment, he cer- 
tainly displays a lamentable amount of ignorance or betrays an 
evident 8 to do a great injustice to this regiment. The 
record of the Ninth Massachusetts Regiment, taken from the 
Adjutant-General’s Office, shows that there were 3 men wounded, 
4 officers and 110 enlisted men died from disease contracted in the 
service. 

Mr. WACHTER. From what cause? 

Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts. From disease contracted 
by the inefficiency and neglect of this Government. 1 
on the Democratic side.] ow, I wish the members of this House 
to understand that no other State in this Union has a prouder 
record than Massachusetts in this war, and when the gentleman 
says that neither of these regiments smelt power he says what 
is not true. I wish to say that the Second Massachusetts was 
about the first, if not the first, volunteer regiment that landed in 
Cuba, and that the Ninth Massachusetts followed a short time 
afterwards, and that the State of Massachusetts has the proud 
record of being the only State that furnished two regiments in 
the memorable campaign of Santiago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it was not necessary for men to die of 
wounds in the Santiago campaign to show that they were valiant 
and to entitle those depending upon them for support to apply for 
a pension. Disease in the Crimean war created more havoc 
among the English soldiers than bullets, We all know what oc- 
5 in the San campaign, and we all know the conditions 
that existed there. I have seen it stated somewhere that when 
the British army, under the Earl of Albemarle, landed on the 
Cuban coast and attacked Habana in 1762 it lost nearly half of its 
efficiency 2 sickness in less than four weeks. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. CORLISS. I want simply to remind the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that Michigan had two volunteer regiments at 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Thatistrue. I accept 
that statement. The a from Michigan is correct. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. And the Seventy-first New York 

iment was there. 

. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The Second Massachu- 
setts Regiment was on the firing line and icipated in the fight 
at El Caney and San Juan, and the Ninth Massachusetts arrived 
just after these battles and indulged in slight skirmishing until 
the peace treaty was signed. This regiment held the trenches in 
front of the city of Santiago, and if hostilities had been resumed 
would have been directly in front of the enemy. Both these regi- 
ments were armed with 8 rifles and used black powder, 
e 

u or a vernment, were provi 
the most modern gun known to civilized warfare. Two of the 
three majors of the Ninth Massachusetts died on Cuban soil as a 
result of their service within a month of the landing of the regi- 
ment, and the colonel of the i t, who was ordered north 
after contracting this insidious fever that prevailed there, died 
two days after his arrival in Boston. 

It was the duty of this Government, the richest in the world, to 
provide these with every safeguard that medical science 
could suggest; but how lamentably the Government failed in this 
direction is known to the House. 


When the reports of men d by the score every day from dis- 
eases in Cuba was flashed to this country, our President, Mr. 
McKinley, tel hed General Shafter for the reason. 


This is 
what General S] replied. General Shafter telegraphed that 
75 per cent of his command had been disabled by fever, and eight 
general officers of the Fifth Army Corps were signing a round 
robin in which they declared that if the army was not immedi- 
ately moved it must perish, 

8 also said, e ke g 
tion were the twenty days of this campaign when they had noth- 
ing but meat (fat m), bread, and coifee, without change of 
clothes and out any shelter whatever.” Shafter e ee 
e 3, There has never been sufficient medical attendance or 
m ne for the daily wants of my command.” 

One of the magazine writers, speaking of the situation from 
personal observation, made this criticism of the 3 in Cuba: 
The marines observed the laws of health and lived according to 
the dictates of modern sanitary science, while the soldiers, through 
no fault of their own, were forced to violate almost every known 
law of health and to live as though there was no such thing as 
sanitary science in existence.” 

I was at Montauk Point when the Second Massachusetts Regi- 
ment arrived from Cuba, and I saw those boys (the t major- 
ity of them not able to walk the short distance of half a mile to 
the detention camp) fall by the roadside—not by ones and twos, 
but by the tens—and I saw them ten days afterwards, just able to 
walk to the boat which conveyed them to Massachusetts and home. 


nt condi- 
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I saw the Ninth ment land at Montauk Point a few days 
after the Second, and I helped them in every way that I could to 
get sustenance, The incapacity of the Government at that time 
to furnish these men food and rations was such that I was com- 
poeg to fight with the commissary down there before I could get 

ose boys milk and bread and beef five or six hours after they had 
landed upon that island. There were no overcoats there; the 
were not provided with proper tentage; they had no stoves to coo 
food. And when I went to the Quartermaster-General and asked 
for overcoats and uniforms and stoves, he said they were not on 
hand. And those boys, after they came from Cuba—and I was 
with on for a week—lay in their tents upon the cold, damp 
ground. 

But with all the care that was od given by private individuals, to 
these boys, after their return, died by the hundred. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, because these men did not receive wounds, 
because their legs were not shot off, because they were not hit with 
missiles fired from Spanish guns, is that any reason why they should 
be deprived of their right to a pension? If this Government, b 
its incapacity, its inability to furnish those men with food, wit 
propri sustenance, rendered able-bodied men unfit for employment, 
made it impossible for them to support their wives and their chil- 
dren, their fathers or their mothers, is it to be said that they are 
not entitled to exact from the Government that which is theirs? 

Mr, Chairman, I do not believe that the gentleman from Mary- 
land holds any such doctrine as that. I can not believe the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee meant to make any charge against the 
patriotism of Massachusetts soldiers. The statement which he 
presented he took as a record given him by the Pension Depart- 
ment; and, as I stated a few moments ago, the Pension Commis- 
sioner of the United States has no sympathy at all with the 
Spanish-American war veterans. I know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I would like just two 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts continue his remarks for two minutes 
more? The Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I know that among 
25,000 applications pending for pensions there are some that are 
not warranted, are not justifiable; but I know that there are 
hundreds of worthy claims lying in the Pension Bureau now, ac- 

to the statement of the Pension Commissioner himself, 
that have never been investigated, but await the first scrutiny of 
an official of the Pension Department, 

I know of instances where these boys attempted to go to work, 
and did work for a few per 45 but they were 5 to give up. 
1 have heard employers of these men say that they did not know 
what was the nature of this disease contracted in Cuba by these 
men—this malarial fever and typhoid fever and dysentery—but 
that the disease was more insidious than any of which they had 
had experience; it simply left these men unfit for duty. 

They went away full of animal life and vigor—in the prime of 
manhood. They came back physical wrecks. I do not know what 
may be the number of pension claims that have been presented at 
the Department, but I will say on this floor, Mr. Chairman, that 
those boys from Massachusetts who served in the campaign in 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Islands did their duty hero- 
ically, and that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has every 
reason to be proud of the grand and noble record that her sons 
made in this struggle. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I was very 
glad that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PRARRR]J, who is a 
good lawyer, recognized the futility of making the usual annual 
motion to strike out this appropriation. I do not believe the 
House wishes to waste its time in debating this question, which 
we all see is not coming to any issue. I do not want to discuss 
the question erally. I would not say anything but for the fact 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. . yesterday, 
in a confident and rather pugnacious way, a statement which I 
think demands a reply. He said that when the civil-service law 
was enacted 8 that the existing service was poor, and 
that Senator Pendleton, who had charge of the measure, took the 

ound that it was introduced simply fo make a division of offices 
833 the two parties. And,“ said the gentleman from Ohio, 
“I challenge any man on this floor to put his finger on any utter- 
ance of the character to which I have referred.” 

Now, unless somebody responded to that it might be thought 
that that statement was correct, and therefore I wish simply to 
read the following sentences from the debate at that time. 

In the debate on the civil-service bill in the United States Sen- 
ate in 1883, Senator Pendleton said: 


I repeat, Mr. President, that the civil service is inefficient, expensive, and 
extravagant, and that it is in many instances corrupt. Is it necessary for 
me to prove the facts, which are so patent that even the blind must see and 
the deaf must hear? 


Senator Beck said: 

Secretaries have said officially to Congressional committees that they are 
obliged to take poopie they do not want: that they have to supply places to 
people for whom have no use; and one Secretary came before a com- 
mittee at the last on and said he was obliged to keep 17 persons in his De- 
partment whom he did not want, when one man would do the work better 
than the 17; and still such places are kept for political purposes, 

It seems to me that that answers the challenge which the gen- 
tleman threw out yesterday. 

And now one word concerning the remark that the two Massa- 
chusetts regiments in Cuba never smelt powder. 

The Second Regiment came entirely from my section of the 
State. It was, I think, the first volunteer regiment in the whole 
country that was mustered into the United States service. It not 
only smelt powder—which the gentleman denied—but it smelt 
and used the old-fashioned powder on the firing line at El Caney 
all day beside the regulars with their smokeless powder and 
modern guns. It showed a gallantry and steadiness which have 
been repeatedly praised by the regular officers and of which we 
at our home are very proud. Just how many were killed I do not 
know, but I do know the number mentioned there is far too small, 
for we brought back from Santi to my own city, where there 
were only three companies, the ies of thirteen boys, and nearly 
fifty for the whole regiment; and I think it ill becomes any mem- 
ber of the House to sneer at the services or the losses or the re- 
quests for pensions from that gallant regiment. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, yesterday, in a 
9 9 57 W the policy of the Administration in reference to 
the Filipinos and Puerto Ricans, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BOUTELL] discussed at ign the constitutional prerogatives of 
the Federal Government. ə burden of his speech was regret 
that anybody should call in question the absolute sovereignty of 
the Government of the United States. The gentleman seems to 
entertain the opinion that the Federal Government possesses the 
same powers as have immemorially been exercised by the mon- 
archy, and to regard as anomalous the contention that in this 
country governmental agencies are restrained, limited, and cir- 
cumscribed by the Constitution. : 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the fundamental difference between the 
republic and the monarchy is that in the republic the powers of 
the government are limited, while in the monarchy they are not. 
By our Constitution the Federal Government is invested with cer- 
tain enumerated powers and prohibited from exercising others. 

The Congress can not enact ex post facto laws. It can punishfor 
treason, but can decree no attainder of blood. It can impose taxes, 
but taxes must be equal and uniform throughout the country. It 
can preserve the peace, but the people shall not be prohibited from 
bearing arms. 

But evidently the framers of the organic law were unwilling to 
ie upon thesespecific curtailments of the sovereignty of the Gen- 
eral Government. The amendment, which was doubtless intended 
to preclude the growth of the nation’s doctrine of “inherent pow- 
ers ” and “absolute sovereignty,” now for the first time preached 
by an American President, declares that all powers not delegated 
to the Federal Government are retained to the people or to the 
States. And yet we hear gentlemen express surprise that any- 
body should claim that this Government does not possess all the 
powers exercised by the governments of the Old World. 

It is said that if we can not obtain and hold as vassal states 
Setar islands thousands of miles from our shores, then this 

vernment is shorn of a power exercised by all governments 
throughout the world’s history. Why, Mr. Chairman, if we are 
to accept the history of the monarchy as a guide for our foot- 
steps, if we are to accept as a criterion the powers exercised by 
foreign governments as the correct interpretation of the powers of 
our Government, this will be indeed the abandonment of the Con- 
stitution and the end of the Republic. £ 

Mr. Chairman, the new and strange doctrine upon which the 
imperial policy of the Administration rests is at variance with 
the teachings of all the great statesmen of past generations and 
with a score of decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Even the Federalists ot the generation that framed the 
Constitution, the earliest and sturdiest defenders of centralization 
and extension of the powers of the Federal Government, declared 
that it could only exercise the powers expressly or by fair impli- 
cation delegated by the Constitution. Webster and his contem- 
poraries were of the same opinion. And the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States coincide with the views held on 
this side of the Chamber as to this as well as every other proposi- 
tion upon which the Administration stands. a 

Mr. Chairman, not only in their interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion, but in their demand for the establishment of arbitrary gov- 
ernments over distant colonies the President and his supporters 
are at variance with all the great statesmen who in the past have 
written or spoken upon the subject and with the decisions of the 
Supreme Court. If the Philippines are to be annexed, it must be 
with the understanding that then and thereby they will become 
a part of the United States, and as such entitled to the safeguards 


1900. 


of the Constitution. Over and over again the Supreme Court has 


unanimously affirmed that the Government of the United States 
extends to all territory belonging to the United States, no matter 
how acquired. It has held that the term“ United States“ means 
not merely the States of the Union, but all territory belonging to 
the United States. It has distinctly held that when territory is 
annexed to the United States the safeguards and all the provisions 
of the Constitution extend to that territory. 

Alexander Hamilton, an avowed monarchist and most ultra 
advocate of centralization, laid down this rule for determining 
the constitutionality of proposed legislation: 

If the end be clearly ap eb poet within any of the specified powers, 
and if the measure have an obvious relation to that end, and is not forbidden 


by any provision of the Constitution, it may safely be deemed to come within 
the compass of the national authority. 


Chief Justice Jay announced the same doctrine, and Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall, in the case of Martin vs. Hunter’s Lessees (1 Wheaton, 
804), declared: 


The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution; and the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given, or given by necessary implication. 

In Gibbons vs. Ogdon (9 Wheaton) he said: 

This instrument contains an enumeration of the powers expressly granted 
by the people to the Government. 

Daniel Webster asserted the same rule, In the Reply to 
Hayne” he said: 

The National Government possesses those 
the people conferred upon it, and no more, e 8 this Govern- 

ê E bs it a Constitution, and in that tution they have 
enumera e powers which they bestow on it. They have made it a lim- 
ited government. 9 9 have defined its authority. They have restrained 
it to the exercise of such powers as are granted. 

It is a Government of strictly limite wers; of enumerated, specified, 
and partic: powers, and whatever is not granted is withheld. 


In his argument in Gibbons vs. Ogden, he-said: 


In confe: powers it Ithe ssi geet e by the way of enumera- 
tion, stating the powers conferred one after another in few words; and 
where the power neral or complex in its nature, the extent of the grant 
acon necessarily be judged of and ted by its object and by the nature of 
the power. 


Chief Justice Marshall thus compactly expressed the same views, 
saying of the Federal Government: 


Its powers are unquestionably limited; but while within these limits it is 
as rect a government as any other, having all the properties and faculties 
belonging to a government, with a e right to use them freely in order 
to accomplish the objects of its institution. 


Daniel Webster said: 


We mislead ourselves often by using terms without sufficient accuracy or 
terms not customarily found in the Constitution and laws. The term! Sov- 
ereign”’ or “sovereignty ” does not occur in the Constitution of the United 
States. It does not speak of the Government as a “sovereign government.” 
It avoids studiously the application of terms that might t of different 
views; and the true idea of the Constitution of the United States is that pow- 
ers are conferred on the legislature, not by Ae. vague description, but 
by enumeration. The Government of the United States holds no powers 
which it does not hold as powers enumerated in the Constitution or as powers 
necessarily implied. 

And again: 

The sovereignty of government is an idea belonging to the other side of 
the Atlantic. o such thing is known in North America, Our governments 
are all limited. In Europe sovereignty is of feudal origin, etc. But with 
us all power is with the people. ey alone are sovere'! gn, and they erect 
what governments they please, and confer on them such powers as they 

lease. Nóne of these governments is sovereign in the European sense of 
he word, all being restrained by written constitutions. 

Chief Justice Taney also pointed out, in Scott vs, Sandford, the 
limited extent of the sovereignty of the United States Govern- 
ment, and in Ex parte Merryman, saying: 

Nor can any argument be drawn from the nature of sovereignty or the 
necessities of government for self-defense in times of tumult and er. 
The Government of the United States is one of delegated and limited powers. 
It derives its existence and authority altogether from the Constitution, and 
neither of its branches can exercise any of the powers of government beyond 
those ed and granted. 


The leading writers, without exception, adhere to the doctrine 
that ours is a government of laws, administered by governmental 
agencies whose powers are enumerated and limited, and that the 
Congress possesses no powers except those conferred by the Con- 
stitution, and can enact no law obnoxious to the Constitution, 

In Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations (page 11) it is said: 

The Government of the United States is one of enumerated powers, the 
national Constitution being the instrument which specifies them, and in 
which authority should be found for the exercise of any power which the 
National Government assumes to possess. In this respect it differs from 
the constitutions of the several States, which are not grants of powers to 
the States, but which apportion and impose restrictions upon the powers 
which the States inherently possess. 


a his Constitutional Law (pages 29-31) the same learned jurist 
states: * 


The Government created by the Constitution is one of limited and enu- 
merated powers, and the Constitution is the measure and the test of tbe 
owers conferred. * * * It is manifest that there must be a difference in 
he presumption that attends an exercise of national and one of State powers. 
The difference is this: To ascertain whether any power assumed by the Goy- 
ernment of the United Statesis rightfully assumed the Constitution is to be 
ex: in order to see whether expressly or by fair implication the power 
has been granted, and if the grant does not appear, the 


wers which it can be shown 


assumption must be 
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held unwarranted. To ascertain whether a State rightfully exercises a 

wer, we have only to see whether by the Constitution of the United States 

t is conceded to the Union, or by that Constitution or by that of the State 
prohibited to be exercised at all. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing new or novel is laid down in these author- 
ities. This doctrine, approved br these leaders of the Federalists 
of a hundred years ago and followed by their successors, the 
Whigs of the last generation, has not until recently been called in 
8 directly by the leaders of the Republican party. The 

octrine that our Government possesses inherentsovereign powers, 
such as are exercised by kings and emperors pretending to divine. 
appointment, isthe hatchling and offspring of a Presidential policy 
which treats the Declaration of Independence as obsolete, regards 
the Bill of Rights as applicable only to American territory, and 
contends that Providence directs that this great Republic shall 
extend its dominion to foreign lands by force of arms. Mr. Chair- 
man, under any circumstances territorial expansion beyond the 
confines of this continent would be madness, but when to obvious 
objections to such a policy, viewed solely from the standpoint of 
our own selfish interests, is added the manifest impossibility of 
doing so without overturning all preconceived theories of the 
meaning of the Constitution and the structure of our Government 
and institutions, certainly the gentlemen who are assuming this 
grave responsibility should hesitate to take this fatal pi e. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not deny thatthe Government of the United 
States might not institute, in territories too eee settled to 

ermit Territorial organization, governments essentially different 

om those existing in more favored sections, but even under such 
circumstances laws for their government would have to be pro- 
vided by Congress, and such laws would have to conform strictly 
to the Constitution. 

The chasm between this view of the constitutional question 
raised by the proposal of the Administration to establish and main- 
tain unconstitutional governments in territory acquired by con- 
quest is deep and wide. 

We challenge and our opponents affirm the doctrine that this 
Government possesses powers not fetes Jonge by the Constitution. 
We contend that under the Constitution all the safeguards and 
immunities guaranteed by the Constitution appertain to aey 
inch of territory owned 175 the United States, and may be invok 
by all who dwell under the flag. Our opponents insist that our 
armies may conquer distant lands and that, reserving liberty and 
independence for ourselves, we may impose upon conquered mil- 
lions any form of government that pleases us, regardless of the 
Constitution. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may have five minutes more, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BourzLLI, 5 to arguments that have been made against 
the policy proposed by the Administration, expresses surprise 
that we should deny the power of this Government to do things 
which may be done by all other governments. My understandin, 
of the Constitution is that it was intended to limit the powers o 
Government. It was intended to deprive our Government of 
powers exercised by others. It provides that the writ of habeas 
corpus shall not be suspended except when, in case of rebellion or 
invasion, the public safety may require it. 

Mr. GA . Will the gentleman from Missouri permit a 
question there? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I should be glad to yield, but I 
have not the time, and I can not do so. 

ae C MAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It provides that no bill of attain- 
der or ex post facto law shall be passed. That no capitation or 
other direct tax shall be laid unless in proportion to the census 
or enumeration herein directed to be taken.” ‘‘That no tax or 
duties shall be laid on articles exported from any State.” 

I might mention other similar provisions contained in the Con- 
stitution as originally adopted. Passing to the amendments to 
the Constitution, we find other limitations upon the powers of 
government imposed. The Bill of Rights is a distinct negation of 
the doctrine of the absolute sovereignty of government; and, Mr. 
Chairman, even more significant than its specific limitations is 
the constitutional provision that— 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor 
ob ited to the States are reserved to the States respectively or to the 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, if the reigning politicians really hope to succeed 
in the programme mapped out at the White House, they must 
assume that the Supreme Court is going to reverse at least twenty 
adjudicated cases, in which every proposition laid down in the 
Administration policy as to Puerto Rico and the Philippines is de- 
clared unconstitutional. That this is their hope was shown early 
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in the controversy by the declaration of a prominent Republican 


Senator in a delivered in the Senate that the Dred Scott 
decision, in which the court unanimously concurred in denounc- 
ing as unconstitutional the very things now proposed by the Ad- 
ministration, long ago became a hissing and a byword.” The 
Senator was paving the way for an assault upon former decisions 
of the Su e Court and took this method of disposing of one of 
them. e Dred Scott decision at the time of its enunciation was 
not criticised erally as illogical or contrary tolaw. The one 
feature of the on which shocked the conscience of the nation 

-was that it defined accurately the helpless condition of the slave. 
It challenged the attention of the American popio to the fact 
that millions of human beings in this country no civil rights 
which white men were bound to respect. 

It served a purpose in the political discussions of the slavery 
question in this, that it did hold up to the American people the 
monstrous proposition that millions of human beings could live 
under the erican flag without the right to resort to the courts 
created by the Constitution for the enforcement of human rights 
and the punishment of wrongdoers. Now, what is proposed? 
The leaders of the great party whose founders pointed to the Dred 
Scott decision as an adjudication, eloquently sna, tao the 
enormity of human slavery in a Republic, propose to place 12,000,- 
000 8 1 5 7 and 1,000,000 Puerto Ricans under a government re- 
strained by none of the safeguards of the Constitution. They 
have declared, and propose to proceed to the end upon the propo- 
sition, that the people of these islands have no constitutional 
rights which the American courts are bound to respect. The 
President proposes that, under such legislation as Congress, un- 
restrained by the Constitution, may enact, rulers by him ap- 
pointed govern these peoples. They are to be treated as 
conquered peoples their islands as vassal states. We are to have 
one standard for ourselves and our children and another standard 
for them and their children. Liberty in our own country—vas- 
salage in our dencies! 

And this is not to be a temporary, but a permanent arrangement. 
These islands are to remain forever the property of the Republic, 
but are never to fully share its blessings. en I asked the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] yesterday whether, if in the 
future the islanders should, by means of education, arrive at a 
standard of intelligence and morality justifying their admission as 
States, he would favor their admission, he replied that he would not. 
Sosay weall. Therefore, the 8 is that eternal slavery 
shall be fastened upon these people. Mr. Chairman, was such a 

Fooie ever dreamed of by the founders of our Government? 
uld such a system endure under the Constitution or laws of the 
United States? No wonder defenders of such a policy find it nec- 
essary to assail the decisions of the Supreme Court. No wonder 
the Senator who acts as the President's mouthpiece sought to 
evade the decision of the main question here involved, made by the 
Supreme Court in the Dred Scott decision, by appealing to preju- 
dices arising out of the antislavery agitation of forty years ago. 
It is not even strange that the Senator forgot to state that as to 
the question now under discussion—the powers of Congress in leg- 
islating for the government of the Territories—the court was, in 
the Dred Scott case, as it has been in half a dozen others in which 
the same question was under consideration, unanimous in declar- 
ing that in all the territory of the United States the Constitution 
applies; that has no power to enact laws applicable to 
territories acquired by cession, or conquest which contra- 
vene in any respect the organic law. Ours is a Government of 
laws, and all governmental agencies are circumscribed, limited, 
and defined by enumeration in a written Constitution, which ap- 
plies to every inch of the dominions of the Republic. [Loud ap- 


plause on the Democratic side.] 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that our discussions here 


sometimes take a very singular course has been illustrated this 
morning. Two or three days ago the gentleman from Tennessee 
IMr. Sps] made a speech which I find reported in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. I find two tables showing the casualties in 8 
Sen volunteer regiments and 8 Southern volunteer regi- 
ments. 


Mr. HEPBURN. 1851. 
tables that the casualties in the regiments from the North aggre- 


There is but one general cause that can be assigned for this t and 
astounding difference in the number of pension applications from the North 
and from South. It must be due to a wide an eee de- 
preved, debauched, and corrupted public 9 that exists throughout 
North and does not exist throughout the South, due to education and 
environment, 

* * * + + + + 

Is it any surprise, then, that the brave young men from the North who 

lately volunteered to go and fight S liberate her oppressed and tax- 
ened subjects, are not restrain y the same noble sentiments when it 
comes to thrusting erican taxpayers and 


b 
their hands into the pockets of Am 


Zobni- therm 0000000000000 

That langzage was used by the gentleman from Tennessee, a 
partisan friend of the pendeman from Massachusetts [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD]; but the gentleman from Massachusetts sat in his seat 
silent when that assault was made—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I was not present. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Upon his constituents, on those 
regiments that he eulogizes, and never a word of dissent from 


him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Or if the gentleman was not 
present, he has seen the RECORD, because he read from it here this 
morning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman. Istated 
a few minutes ago, and the gentleman must have heard if he was 
here, that I was not present in the House when the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sms) made his charges. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And when reading from that 
RECORD, holding it in his hand, he blandly stated to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, ‘‘ Undoubtedly he secured his information 
from the Department.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). The only rebuke he saw fit to 
make; and yet when the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE], 
in the course of a speech in reply to a taunting suggestion from 
him, imputing an ignoble motive to him, made reference to what 
had been said by the genfleman from Tennessee, at once the 
wrath of the tleman from Massachusetts is excited, and he 
calls — amp “3 82 an — upaa the 5 of e 9 
monw' e in part represen Singular, is it not, 0 
without a word of rebuke the assault that is made by his partisan 
from Tennessee, solicitous to construe into affront and as offensive 
a mere allusion to that which has been said without the slightest 
pretense of indorsement? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to have five minutes more if the 
committee will indulge me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he be permitted to proceed for five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 1 1 85 a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PBURN. And while I am upon this subject I want to 
call attention to the unfairness of the usually fair gentleman from 
Tennessee. I find in the tables that he has made this—in the 
tables relating to the 8 regiments from Northern States the 
headings, ‘‘ Killed,” “ Wounded,” Missing,“ Total.“ No men- 
tion of those who died; no mention of that. Let the gentleman 
from Massachusetts tells us that those should have been num- 
bered by the hundreds, The gentleman from Tennessee omits 
those and secures only the meager total of 254 out of those regi- 
ments. Yet when it comes to the other regiments, to which he 


invites comparison 
Mr. S Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. HEPBURN. In a moment. When he gets to the casualties 


that have occurred in the 8 regiments from the South, he finds 
killed in action, 1; wounded, none; died—the number of deaths 
which he has omitted in the other table is here set out in full, and 
together with the 1 killed, no wounded, and the dead, he finds 
a total of 158. If the gentleman had been fair, if he had stated 
all the facts in regard to the Northern regi ts, as he.did with 
regard to the Southern regiments, he would have found no such 
disparity as seems to him to justify this harsh, harsh—other words 
would suit better than that—language. 
Is it any surprise, then, that the brave young men from the North 


Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave told the gentleman once that when I 
got through I Would yield to him. 

Is it any surprise, then, that the brave young men from the North who 
oT volunteered to go and fight Spain, to liberate her oppressed and tax- 

ened subjects, are not restrained by the same noble sentiments when it 
comes to thrusting their hands into the pockets of American taxpayers and 
5 1 of their hard earnings by means of fraudulent and unjust 
pens! 

Which is worse, to perpetrate a fraud upon the Pension Depart- 
ment or for a man in this House, under the protection that here 
is given him, to create by suppression of the facts an apparent 
condition that seems in his mind or might seem in the minds of 
other persons to justify such an assault? 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 
You are making an attack on me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not make any attack on you. I am call - 
sg, osc to what you have done. ; 

. SIMS. Let me tell you what I have done. I ant it to go 
in yourremarks. These papers were furnished me; I did not wits 
a figure of them; I did not make a figure; I simply wrote letters 
for information, and I got the information and the tables, and 
they were printed just as they came from the Pension Office, I 
did not select them; I did not leave out or put anything in. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the gentleman see that these two 
tables that he was holding up for the Bad ye of comparison, on 
which to base his remarks, were not e? That from one table 
there was omitted the great aggregate of those who died from 
disease? 

The VERRAN The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the House will kindly yield 
me five minutes more, I think that will be sufficient. é 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

4 There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, I wanttostate how Icametomake thisinvesti- 
gation. I started out to investigate and see what the difference 
was in pensions between the Regular Army and those volunteers 
of like service, and the two first tables were sent me because those 
regiments served in Cuba at the battle of Santiago, and,if the 

tleman will notice, they are alike. Neither shows any deaths. 
Then I wrote for other regiments coming from farther south. I 
did notname them, There were iy 5 of them, and three of them 
were notin battle. There were no killed, wounded, and died put 
in, and there were no columns of death in either table. I knew 
nothing about it only what a from the 

Mr. PBURN. The gentleman’s explanation has been made. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not know there were any deaths in these other 
regiments. I did not intend to make any statement that was not 
true in every Sense, and I will be glad to correct it, as far as - 
ble, if there is error in it. I got the tables from the Pension Office 
and published them as I got them. 

. HEPBURN. Now that the gentleman's attention has been 
called to the matter, I shall expect the gentleman, and his associ- 
„ to correct it here on the floor to remove this 
condition 

Mr. SIMS. I will be glad to do it, if found to be wrong or in- 
correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Of the wonderful disparity be- 
tween the two regiments that he thought justified him in 
that assault upon the Northern soldiery, the assault which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts listened to when it came from his 
colleague without a word of rebuke 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That is not true, as I 
have ee the gentleman. 

Mr. BU. (continuing), And now in a honeyed way tries 
to apologize for and 3 the way without contr: ion. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

r. SIMS was reco 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 

. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Ohio rise? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not know that the gentleman from 
Tennessee had been recognized. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ohio wishes 
to speak to this matter, I will yield to him, for I may want to refer 
to what the e from Ohio says. 

Mr. GRO OR. IL shall only 25 a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio proceeds now, 
it is in the time of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, then I withdraw my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has alluded to the fact that men on 
this side of the House, after the recent statement of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, were silent. He spoke of the fact that this 
was a debate. I never was able to see the opportunity of debat- 
ing a question in the House of Representatives. Not only is a man 
limited in time, but he is not recognized unless he specially makes 
application for recognition, perhaps weeks ahead. 

simply want to say this: I received from the Commissioner of 
Pensions a statement that there were 27,000 applications for pen- 
sions from men who had seryed in the Spanish war; and I wasnot 
sce Sy at the statement. I say to you that in five years there 

ill be a hundred thousand such applications. And you will find 
most of them to be honest claims. The situation of the Spanish 
war men has never been understood by you people who stayed 
here in Washington. 

The 8 from Massachusetts has given you a bird's- eye 
view of what deer to Massachusetts regiments. I happened 
to be in a parti ly favored ition—not at the front, but in 
readiness to go to thefront. I happened to be with the Ninth 
Pennsylvania in the fever-stricken camp of Chickamauga. And 
what was the condition there? In the company I took down 
there, in four months 2 men were dead and 36 down with the 

hoid fever, so sick that they had to be removed from camp. 
e total result was that in a regiment of originally 1,300 men at 
muster out there were 30 dead, 3 of them captains, and one-third 


of the regiment down with typhoid fever, This was the condi- 


tion, irrespective of the usual casualties. 

Now, gentlemen, this condition of things was due to some cause, 
These men were carefully examined in the pei | A sets of 1898, 
They were then men in tho finest physical condition; for only 
such were allowed to go to the front. Yet, notwithstanding this 
fact, we found at the end of two or three months a regiment ab- 
solutely depleted, so far as its ability to do effective work was 
concerned—fully one-third down with disease. To whom should 
this be attributed? To the men in authority, the men who had 
charge of the United States Army, the men at the top, not the 
men who stood in the ranks and day after day, from 4 o’clock in 
the morning to almost 12 o'clock at night, were trying to keep 
their men in shape. You can not blame it on these humble men. 
The men in authority at the head of the military forces, whether 
of the Army or of the volunteer service, knew nothing 
about the care of men—had not the least idea of ordinary sanitary 
arrangements—yet they supposed themselves to know so much, 
with their fine military education, that they could not listen toa 
civilian accustomed to caring for men by the hundreds and thou- 

ufacturing ind 


sands in the man ustries of the country. 
And I say to you, gentlemen, do not be rised—whether the 
or the gentleman 


eee Tennessee has made a mi 
Maryland has made a mistake they will soon find out their 
mistake. This is perhaps no place to say that because a man is a 
Republican or a Tonoa he has not told the truth. I simpy 
want to call attention to the fact that this question 
come up before yon es by year; and I say that so long as you 
keep up this war in Philippine Islands you will simply pile up 
hundreds and thousands of pension ims, because these 
men are fighting under the most adverse climatic conditions that 
any aray in the world, outside of the British army in Africa, ever 
oug 

So I say, gentlemen, open your eyes. This question will con- 


tinue to come up, and you might as yourselves to 
mest it, ane when you have hunted up your be sure that it 
correct, 


Mr. GAINES, As I understand, the gentleman was in the vol- 
unteer service? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. And had some experience down in Chickamauga? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. <A very terrible experience. 

Mr, GAINES. And the gentleman's observations are based 
upon what he saw there? 

Mr, GREEN of Pennsylvania. Yes; upon what I saw there 
and what I know to be true. 

Mr. GAINES. What was the cause of the condition of things 
oe has described? . x 

. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Because the gentleman who had 
charge of the United States Army furnished nothing at all to pre- 
vent the troubles that arose there. 

Mr. GAINES. The superior officers? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. From the top of the Adminis- 
tration down they had no conception of how to run an army of 
250,000 men. 

Mr. GAINES, When they should have had skilled physicians 
they had horse doctors? 

. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Oh, the horse doctor was one of 
the best men of our force. I will say nothing against him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, with his great zeal in this matter and his great ca- 
pacity for searching through the records of the past, has found 
ad tion by the author of the civil-service law that some- 
thing was wrong in the Departments. I never heard of it before, 
But I stand corrected by the gentleman, and con, te him 
that he found that splendid statement. Now, I put up against 
that statement of Mr. Pendleton, referring back again to what I 
said yesterday—I put up against him the statement of Senator 
Morrill, the statement of Senator Morton, of Indiana; the state- 
ment of Mr. Richardson, of the Treasury; the state- 
ment of Senator Logan, the statement of Senator Hill, the state- 
ment of Senator MORGAN, and all the other gentlemen who par- 
ticipated in the debate. A brief statement of what they did say 
and whether the artments were in good condition or not ap- 
pears on page 1929 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Isubmitthat 
upon a , overwhelming preponderance of evidence Lam right 
in the statements I made, except that Mr. Pendleton did say what 
I did not think he said. I had a better opinion of him yesterday 
than I have to-day. But I honor him, dead or alive. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I shall take the time of the 
committee but a minute. The gentleman from usetts 
[Mr. FITZGERALD] inadvertently, without doubt, left out the 
name of a New York regiment that participated in the e a 
at Santi Ineed not call the attention of this House to the 
fact that it was Captain , of the Seventy-first New York, 
who led two companies up the and was the first man on the 
summit of San Juan. If dead heroes are required to testify to the 
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pan of New York 2 look at the grave of Sergt. Nicholas 
ish, killed at Quasimas. Fish was the dson of President 
Grant's Secre of State, and one of the grandest men, physic- 
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ally and intell y, that ever came from New York. 
might also point to the corpse of William Tiffany, whose doc- 
tor said that he was starved to death on a Government rt. 


Above all else we have a living witness of the gallantry of New 
York in the person ot Theodore Roosevelt, leader of the 
Rough Riders, to-day the governor of that great State, nominated 
and elected because of his rp bravery, and endurance in the 
Spanish war [applause on the Republican side], and the 188 thing 
distasteful about him in my estimation is his politics. [Laugh- 
ter. 


Nw, Mr. Chairman, I deem it due to my State to make this 
statement, so that, neither by indirection nor imputation, any 
stain shall rest upon the gallantry of her soldiers, whether in the 
war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the war with Mexico. the 
civil war, or the war with Spain. New Yorkhas always held her 
place in the line of battle when the interests of the nation were 
threatened. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, my courtesy to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts . FITZGERALD] rather led me to fancy 
that I might be permi to interrupt him and ask a question or 
two and to set myself right about some wrong inferences which 
he had drawn. : 
The gentleman endeavored to impugn my motives of hostility 
1 the civil-service law by stating that I desired that law re- 

pealed in order that the people from Marslaad might come here 
and gobble up all the offices, or words to that effect. In reply to 
that foul imputation, I suggested that if what was said by a Dem- 
ocratic member on this floor a day or two ago, referring to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms], were true, then there were 
also some patriots from Massachusetts who were glad to receive 
assistance from the Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland said that no Massachusetts soldier had 
ever smelt powder. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of chusetts. I ask the gentleman if 
he did not make that statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PEARRE. I will now read what the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sms] said, upon which I base my remarks or my re- 
ply to remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts: 

+ Inthe Ninth Massachusetts Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; deaths, 
none; missing, none; applications for pensions, 645. 

I cast no imputation upon any soldier from the North or from 
the South. any imputation were cast, it was cast 3 gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms], on the other side of this Cham - 


ber. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That statement is the 
statement of the Republican Commissioner of Pensions, who is 
himself from the State of Tennessee, as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee said at the time. 

A Ane SAATANAN; The gentleman has stated that he declines 
o yield. 

Mr. PEARRE, That has been sufficiently replied to by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman—— $ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, 1 think after hearing the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
this House was convinced that the center of the intelligence of 
the universe is Boston. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. There is no doubt about 


that. 

Mr. PEARRE. And that the Athens of the world has at last 
found a new location. 

I may also add, Mr. Chairman, that after the pathetic narration 
of the gentleman’s patriotic services at Montauk Point, this House 
is also convinced that they have an unrecognized hero in the gen- 

tleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter,] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, the men who went to war from 
Massachusetts or Maryland, whether wounded in the service or 
disabled in the line of duty, under pension laws passed by the 
Republican party, with no assistance from that side of this House, 
are entitled to their pensions, if the law so provides. And I call 
the gentleman’s attention to the fact that were it not for the pa- 
triotism, fairness, justice, and devotion of the Republican party 
to the old soldier, the heroes from Massachusetts would not now 
draw pensions and never would. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr, Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland has re- 
peatedly declined to yield. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to reply to something which the gentleman 
has said about me. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir; my time is so limited I can not yield. 

Mr. Chairman, I Will further call attention to something which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] may desire 
to know, and that is that in the troublous times in 1776, when 
Boston was in danger, it was the regiments and the companies 
from Maryland, which afterwards distinguished themselves 
throughout the Revolutio war as the Maryland Line, the 
Tenth Legion of the Armies of the United States, the Old Guard 
of the Continental forces, that marched to the rescue of Boston 
and saved her from attack. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would not rise here to say any- 
thing had not my name been mentioned so often and the gentle- 
a from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] come so near putting me ina 

ole. 

Now, I want to say this, that in a list of 8 Northern regiments, 
to which reference has béen made, there is no heading of ‘‘ died.” 
Iam not responsible for thelist. I knew nothing as to the figures, 
only as the list was turned over to me as sent from the Pension 
Bureau and turned over by me to the Official Reporters exactly as 
I received it from the Pension Bureau. Every word of it came 
from that source. But since looking into this, there is not so much 
in it after all. 

Now, take these 8 regiments, and there are 3,588 applications 
for ons, 80 of them for widows, 303 for dependents. Only 383 
of the whole 3,588 could be on account of death, including killed 
and wounded. Now, there are inyalid-pension applications, 3,175. 
And inasmuch as so much has been said of the Massachusetts 
regiment, the Ninth, I want to say about the Second that there 
were killed, 5; wounded, 40; and the applications are only 467; 
that in the First United States Cavalry the killed and wounded 
are 93, and the applications are only 241. In the Seventy-first 
New York there were 13 killed, 60 wounded, and their applica- 
tions were only 305; but the other five of those regiments—the 
District of Columbia, the Ninth Massachusetts, the Thirty-third 
Michigan, the Thirty-fourth Mi Infantry, and the Eighth 
Ohio—did not have a single man killed or wounded in those bat- 
tles; and yet the table will show by investigation that the fewer 
killed and wounded the greater the number of applications; and 
in the Massachusetts regiment the invalid-pension Piel eer 
are 552, and not one of those applications can be from a dead man. 
They must be from a live man, 4 

Now, I will admit that possibly it is true that it makes a Northern 
man sicker to face bullets than a Southern man, and in all fair- 
ness I ought to say that perhaps regiments north of the Ohio River 
going to Cuba in the summer time might be more subject to cli- 
matic troubles than regiments from Southern States, which I have 
5 but it can not make up for the astounding difference in 
these applications. Either the soldiers of these Southern regi- 
ments have not applied in-proportion to injuries received in the 
service or these Northern regiments have applied out of all pro- 
portion to injuries received in the service, because there are 3,175 
invalid applications out of 8 regiments, while in the 23 regiments 
of oe — Army and 2 batteries the invalid applications are 
only 2,403. 

What is the matter with the soldiers of the Regular Army from 
the North? Does it not make them sick to go to Cuba in the sum- 
mer time? Lock at the applications of the 23 Regular Army regi- 
ments, The e ip from the8 Northern volunteer regiments 
exceed them all, and in the list of the 23 Regular Army regiments 
there is no list of died“ either. But I simply compare the sppe 
cations of these 8 Northern regiments with the applications from 
the 23 regiments of the R Army. You need not refer to 
Southern regiments. You need not make a single calculation. 
You need not go further than to say at once that the applications 
of the volunteer regiments from the North far exceed the appli- 
cations from the soldiers in the Regular Army, and I must submit 
that there is some cause other than military service to account 
for it, and I think it is due to education and environment. 

We see here on Friday nights, and at all other times, that 
Democrats, Republicans, and Populists from the North are almost 
running over each other in their oe to show their loyalty 
and devotion to the cause of pensions and pensioners. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May 1 the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. How much time did you take up last Friday 
ae talking upon a question with no pertinency to the question 
at issue? 

Mr. SIMS. You will not ask me to pass on the pertinency of 
my own remarks? 

. SHATTUC. In my opinion, about half the time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SIMS. I ask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks for 


five minutes more time. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to give all justice to 
these 8 Northern regiments. I did not call for them by name. 
They were sent tome. I want to get a list of the dead, not killed 
in battle, and when I get it I will glad to insert it in my re- 
marks, I will say in reference to the statement of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the widows and dependents of these 
Northern pens are not knocking at the doors of the Treasury 
like those who are alive, the invalids. Further, I contend thatit 
will show that my contention on another matter is right, and that 
on account of the abuse of the pension 3 wrong in itself, 
but on account of its abuse, it costs this coun more money 
to fight a war with volunteers than it does by the Regular Army, 
including retirement pay and pensione: I am in favor of just 
8 but it is the abuse I object to. It will exist in the 

uth as bad as in the North as soon as it has operama there as 
long as it has in the North. I asserted, and as I believe, it is due 
to education, environment, and surroundings, not that the peo- 
pis 55 ed North are not just as good naturally as the people of 
the South. 

I am going to say this to this House, and you shall have the ben- 
efit of it: I have applied for a list, Mr. i , of every volun- 
teer regiment in the Army that served in the war with Spain and 
that was called out by the Government; fora listof killed, wounded, 
and died, and a list o paan applications; and I assert now that 
when it comes in it will prove my assertions in the main are a 
lutely true. 

Mr. GAINES. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 


5 k y- 

Mr. GAINES. You received the tables that you published in 
the RECORD from the Commissioner of Pensions, did you not? 

Mr. SIMS. Icertainly did. 

Mr. GAINES. And you never changed the tables, and they 
appear as you received them, do they not? 

Mr. SIMS. I gave the originals in as I got them from the Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. GAINES. Then they were not of your making. 

Mr. SIMS. Ido not want to do anybody injustice; I want to 
help save my own country and my own section of the country 
from the same trouble which must appear to every thinking mind 
afflicts that section of the country that is getting the great bulk 
of pensions. The taxes have got to be paid, and they are to be 
wrenched out of some people that are not able to support them- 
selves; and while I have no objection to granting just and liberal 
pensions, I think this House ought to rise in its might, have a re- 
vision of these laws, and stop this abuse, because it looks that we 
are going to have rumors of wars and wars without end. These 
men come from every section of the country, and I ask you gen- 
tlemen on the other side to rise in your bravery and help combat 
these abuses and stand by an executive officer when he executes the 
law, and not hound him by trying to drive him out of a place 
which he honors, as you are attempting to do now. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very unfortu- 
nate discussion which has been precipitated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. I have examined these tables, I do not know 
what he asked the Commissioner of Pensions for. That request is 
not here. Probably he got exactly what he asked for. I want to 
say to the gentleman from Tennessee that if he wants a fair test 
let him ask the Commissioner for the number of applications for 
ponon on file for each regiment that served in the war with 

pain. You talk about men dying of wounds—— 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I have done. 

Mr. MAHON. Why, does not the gentleman from Tennessee 
know—and perhaps he was asoldier in the late unpleasantness—— 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Not much. 

Mr. MAHON. That a bullet may strike a young soldier not in 
a vital part, especially a young man, and that wound will easily 
heal and simply leave a mark, and he will remain a sound man 
the rest of his life. The history of all wars shows that it is not 
the bullet that leaves the disability that follows a young man from 
his early manhood to the ve. It is the disease from bivouack- 
ing, camping, and marching, and sleeping on the snow without 
shelter, and sleeping without blanket. Why, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts complained that these soldiers of that regiment did 
not have stoves. Why, the soldiers on both sides would have 
taken spasms if they had run across a stove in any tent in the 
greatarmies of the late war. You can get from the Pension Office 
what applications have been made and see how many there are 
and where they served. Take a regiment of the South that served 
in Camp Alger or at Camp Meade in my State, and a regiment 
from the North that served in Cuba, not acclimated, and it had 
a large number of men with fever put into their system; and of 


course the difference would be much larger between them and 
those born in the South in Cuba than in a regiment from the 
North, and it is not a fair test. 

The gentleman from Tennessee speaks of the Regular Army, 
and the fact that so few applications have been made from that 
force. He forgets that they have been in the service for years, 
and they know how to take care of themselves; and therefore the 
percentage of disease, perhaps, is not one-half as large in those 
regiments as it is in the volunteer regiments. 

Now, I say it is unfortunate that this question should be raised 
at this time in this country. Mr. Chairman, I am not complain- 
ing of our Southern brethern, but I am going to make this state- 
ment, that prior to 1878 the copperhead element of the North were 
too 8 to sustain the Union and too cowardly to go South 
and join their Southern brethern. Their record upon the floor of 
this 3 is reeking with bitter, malignant opposition to the 
pension laws. 

Since 1878, Mr. Chairman, there have been 14 great pension 
bills before this House. Some of the bills were for repealing all 
the limitations on arrears of pensions, increasing war widows’ 
pensions from $8 to $12 a month, the amputation bill, widows’ 
arrears giving ionsfrom the death of the husband, disabilities 
to parents, the dependent pension bill,andsoon. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Democratic party on that side of the House cast in favor 
of these bills but 417 votes, and in the aggregate they castagainst 
it 648 votes. The Republican vote in favor of the bills was 1,066, 
and during all these years from 1862 to 1898 not asolitary Repub- 
lican vote ever been cast against pension bills for the benefit 
of soldiers who saved this nation. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. No, I can not now; I willafterwards, Lincoln, 
the first great war President, never vetoed a pension bill. Johnson, 
who followed him, never did; Grant ve 5; Hayes,none; Gar- 
field, none; Arthur, none; ison, none; McKinley, none, and 
your President Cleveland vetoed 560, [Laughter andapplause on 
the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. L ask that my time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended. there objection? [After a pause.) 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not re- 
member that when the pension appropriation bill was brought in 
here in the Fifty-fifth Congress it was passed in ten minutes with- 
out a solitary vote against it on either side? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; Iam coming to that. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, you did not mention that. Yon tried to 
give the impression that this side of the House was against all 
pension bills, which is not the truth. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, I am saying that the Democratic party of 
this nation can not point with pride to that record which they 
have in regard to the care and welfare of the soldiers of the late 
civil war. When the great army came back from the field, when 
the Confederates had laid down their arms, when a great review 
was had, upon this Capitol was placed a piece of canvas 100 feet 
long and feet wide upon which was written that this nation 
could never pay the debt that we owed to the veterans of the war 
who saved the nation. The Republican party has, in season and 
out of season, tried to keep that pledge. Now, I say itis unfor- 
tunate that when we had got to that point in this Congress dur- 
ing the last ave ha where this opposition had passed away that 
this debate should have sprung up, and I hope this will be the last. 

I say it is unfortunate, when we were all joined as Yeasts peo- 
ple, both great sections of this country under one , that any 
sectionalism should be raised here in regard to pensions or any 
other great question except a purely political one, Here to-day, 
with my approbation, the widow of that great war general, Jack- 
son, is on the pension rolls, and there properly. e find on the 
pension rolls hundreds of men who served in the Confederate 
army, and they were put there by the votes of the Republican 
party under the law with reference tothe Mexican war. I know, 
as I have stated before, that since I have been in this Congress 
the men on that side of the House have been generous to the 
old soldiers, and especially those who met them on the field of 
battle, and I trust that after this discussion ceases this is the first 
and last sectional discussion we shall have in regard to the pen- 
sions of the civil war or the Spanish war. 

There are 69,000 men now who carried a gun forty years ago, 
and their cases are still before the Pension Bureau, undecided. 
The Pension Bureau has millions of applications here to-day, and 
it is trying to do the bestitcan withthem. Iam opposed to mak- 
ing any issue of this matter here in debate. If the pension laws 
are not right, let us correct them. There are many abuses I 
would like to correct, but it must be done by legislation, The 
Spanish-war soldiers should be cared for. It matters not to me 
whether it is a boy from Mississippi who presents a private 
pension bill here. If the evidence satisfies me that he was attacked 
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by fever in the South or in Cuba or in any of the Southern 


camps, I will vote him a ion as ly as I will a boy from 
Pennsylvania. We will do justice to the Spanish soldier, and do 
it without any sectionalism, and when this debate closes I hope 
this is the last we shall hear of this matter, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield a mo- 
ment to me? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is there any remedy the gentle- 
man can suggest by which we can avoid the unfortunate condi- 
tion of 27,000 claims that have been filed and only 400 acted upon? 
What would be the gentleman’s remedy for that? 

Mr. MAHON. I want to say this, that I have from my own 
State 400 men, applicants for a pension because of the ish war, 
and I went to the Pension Office and I found that their cases were 
not completed. It is the same old story. Attorneys take the 
claims and leave them half finished, All they do is to take the $25 
when the pension is pane 

Mr, CLAYTON of New York was recognized. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, 8 i „à parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to ask if there is any amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Literally none. ə amendment and de- 
bate are exhausted if the gentleman from Indiana insists on apply- 
ing the rule. We have been going on by unanimous consent for 
the last two hours. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We have had two days’ general debate on 
this bill, and I think we should proceed with the bill. 

Mr. GAINES, Iask unanimous consent to address the House 
for five minutes, 

WAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gona discussion on this paragraph continue for twenty 
minutes Da d. a we proceed with the bill, 

The C The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
way] asks unanimous consent that the debate upon the Civil 
Se Commission clause of this bill be limited to the next twenty 
minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I lore as 
much as any man on this floor any invidious comparison between 
regiments from different sections of thiscountry. The gentleman 
from Tennessee . Sus] has, I believe, unintenti y done a 
great wrong both to the regiments of the Northern section of our 
country and to the volunteers y. If the gentleman, after 
he gets further information from the Pension Department, will 
make a similar com n between the number of casualties, in- 
cluding all the dea from sickness, wounds, and other causes, 
with the number of applications for pensions, he will find that 
there is no material difference whatever in this proportion due to 
different localities from which the volunteer regiments were 
raised. I know this to be a fact, because I have examined the 
matter; and I know that the figures all run about the same for 
the ditferent sections, when you take into account all the circum- 
stances of the service. The showing was magnificent from all 
sections of our common country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this comparison of volunteer troops with 
the Regular Army is fully as eading as the other which the 
gentleman has made use of. The re soldiers are still in the 
service, Those of them who are sick are being taken care of by 
the Government. The volunteers, though sick and some of them 
have been in the hospitals and some of them have died as the result 
of that very sickness, have been mustered out of the service. 

Ihad the honor in 1898 of commanding a troop of cavalry in 
Puerto Rico, and I know that as soon as I left the United States 
my sick list to grow. I lost no man down there, but the 
proportion of sick men grew very rapidly after we got out into 
the field. We had no equipments; we could not have any. The 
trouble was not due to the incompetence of anybody; it was due 
to the necessities of the service. When I brought that troop of 
cavalry back, 60 cent of them were sick, and at least 50 per 
cent of them had to go to hospitals afterwards or be taken care of 

their families at home. Now, the regulars who went down 

ere when they came back were taken care of and kept in the 

hospitals, while these other men—men of the volunteer service— 
had to be discharged, sick or well. 

Mr. Chairman, an attack has been made upon the incompetence 
of our higher officers. I have no defense to make of any incom- 

tent political appointee. I know there were a great many such. 

t I do say that our Regular Army, as it stood at the beginning 
of this war, and a large majority of our Volunteer Army woul 
compare favorably with the army, regular or volunteer, of any 
country in the world. 2 Show np well when com with 
the British. Our people did not e so many mi es as the 
British army make now in South Africa. 

The battle of Santiago—I do not say an about that gen- 
eral who stayed back behind and was not up when the battle was 
fought—I do say that the subordinate commanders and the sol- 
diers, regular and volunteer, in that battle were the finest in the 
world; and that batile, regardless of the fact that the commanding 


general was not there, will go down in history as a very notable 
and a most successful battle. 

The campa: in Puerto Rico is notable. It was a scientific 
campaign. e did not lose many soldiers down there as killed 
or wounded in battle; but it was use we had one of the best 

enerals in the world in command there. And that campaign 
m to end was planned and executed 

The C The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. I ask two minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to continue his remarks for two minutes, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman having 
an extension of time for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 5 : 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. That campaign in Puerto Rico 
was planned scientifically and executed with the greatest intelli- 
gence and vigor, exactly as planned. In the first place, the gen- 
eral fooled not only the Spaniards, but fooled all the lein this 
country about where he was going to land. While the people 
were expecting him to land on the north side, he fooled them by 
going on the south side and thus got his landing without any 
losses. That eral was General Miles—a great man, to whom 
we should all feel grateful. 

Then By eres successive movement of our troops toward the 
interior the Spaniards were fooled. Every movement on our side 
was a success from beginning toend. It was not because there 
was no to do that there were no losses on our side, but it was 
because of the superiority of General Miles and General Brooke 
and General Wilson and General Schwan and General Henry and 
other commanders on that island. 

Mr. GAINES, May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. I yield for a moment. 

—.— GAINES. Were the people there glad to have your troops 
come 

Mr. CLAYTON ot New York. Oh, yes; the Puerto Ricans were; 
but there were some 8,000 Spaniards who did not welcome us very 


cordially, 

Mr. GAINES. I said “the people;” I did not say the Spaniards, 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Oh, yes; I believe the majority 
of the people were glad to see the Americans take the island, but 
they were not running any chances by taking any active part to 
help either army. There were a few eee SERA who were ready 
to halloo for either the Spaniards or the Americans. 

Mr. GAINES. I was asking as to the feeling of the people. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. There has been much CREE 
tion on this subject. There were people there who were ready to 
shout for either the Spanish or the American side, according to 
which ever side migas be on top. The conservative, intelligent 

on were glad to become Americans, 


Mr. G. . Did the 8 large object to the invasion of 
the island the army of eral es? I was not asking 
whether the ds objected; but my information is that upon 


the incoming of the army of General Miles, that army received a 
hearty welcome from the people who wished that the Spanish 
might be exterminated. 

r. CLAYTON of New York. Yes, that is true; but they did 
not want to undertake the job. 

We all know that in any country at any time there are two par- 
ties, Of course, when the American Army put down the Spanish, 
there were many le to welcome us; but one defeat would have 
turned the current other way, and many would have joined 
the Spaniards to help put us out. All the pene never welcomed 
us. 8 were a great many Puerto Ricans in the Spanish 
army. y called them volunteers. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope 
that gentlemen in talking about incompetents will not include all 
the high officers in our service. There may haye been a few; but 
taking our Army as a whole, it compares favorably with any army 
in the world. And our soldiers of 1898, though the war was short, 
showed themselves, whenever opportunity was given, as worthy 
5 of the men who waged the gigantic and terrific war 
0 1865. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally for a 
sar which will be explained. 

The committee accordingly rose informally; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair announced as conferees on the bill 
H. R. No. 1, Mr. OVERSTREET, Mr. Brosius, and Mr. Cox. 

The SPEAKER also announced as Speaker pro tempore for the 
evening session Mr. HEPBURN, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
resumed its session, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 
Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I desire again to call public at- 
tention to the civil-service law. My experience is that the only 
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wag to correct existing evils and abuses in the public service is to 
call attention to them. J 

I do not complain of the original civil-service law when prop- 
erly 8 I do complain of the extensions of that law b 
President Cleveland and of the abuses of the law under all Ad- 
ministrations; and I want to point out one abuse that has been 
made Pastors to certain members of this House during the last 
sixty days. 

On the 16th day of December last a report from the Deep Water- 
way Commission was filed in this House and ref by the 
Speaker and ordered to be printed. That report was sent to the 
Public Printer. Sixty days have elapsed, and yet, at a hearing of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors on day before yesterday 
that committee were unable to obtain the information contain 
in that report because of the incapacity of the Public Printer to 
poas a document that in my city could be printed in five days. 

am told that the failure to printis because the maps accompany- 
lr ay al had to be sent out of the department to be pre- 
pared. we have a Public Printer who is nape one to 55 8 

ced, I su 


maps to some private institution to have them 
uses that can 


mit that he go West and obtain his printing in 
uce it within a reasonable time. 

I call attention to the fact that the Government Printing Office 
is not gp, oes under the civil-service law, and that the present At- 
torney-General has given his written opinie. that that 
ment was illegally placed within the civil service by the order of 
Grover Cleveland. 

I believe, from my investigations, that 20 per cent of the em- 
2 in all De ts in the city of Washington are abso- 

utely incompetent, are worthless to the public service, are really 
barnacles u the ship of state, and unless Congress sooner or 
later remedies this evil the entire law should be and will be re- 


led. 

1 nae in upholding certain branches of the civil service. I 
think that the postal service 3 the country, the Railway 
Mail Ser vice, the letter carriers, the postal clerks, and that class 
of igs os from which the inefficient ones have been weeded 
out, should be upheld and continued; but I call attention to the 
fact that, in its present form, they are holding life positions, con- 
trary to the spirit of our institutions. No man in this country 
should hold a life office, save possibly judges of the Supreme 
Court; and I think it would be better for our country if all of the 
judges were appointed for a tenure of office. I know some cases 
where there would be vacancies if such a law were in existence. 

I want to call attention to another branch of the civil service, 
and that is the custodian service. I have had a little experience 
in that. I recommended for appointment certain men to be em- 
ployed in the custodian service in my city. Among the appointees 
Was an elevator man, who had run the elevator in the city hall 
at Detroit, where more people are carried up and down than in 
any other building in the city. He had been in charge of that 
elevator for four years. He was an efficient elevator rator, 
with experience. He was put in temporarily, through the cour- 
tesy, I sup , of the Treasury Department, and served for eight 
months. e took the civil-service examination, passed, and was 
on the eligible list, and the custodian desired to appoint him per- 
manently, but the Civil Service Commissioners objected because 
it was discovered in his application that he had stated that he had 
but one leg, having lost the other in the service of his country, 

The CHAIR The time of the gentleman has expi 

Mr. CORLISS. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I shall have to object unless the 
time is also extended on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CORLISS. I was going to call special attention to this 
fact, that the Civil Service Commission put out of office a man 
who had lost his leg in the service of his country, a man who was 
perfectly competent to run an elevator, and who had been in 
charge of a public elevator for years. He was certified to be per- 
fectly competent by the custodian in charge of the building, and 
the Civil Service Commission aos him out simply because he had 
lost a leg. The Speaker of this House, under the civil-service 
laws of our country, could not become an elevator man. 

Mr, GROSVENOR, Could he pass the examination? 

Mr. CORLISS. He could pass the examination, and the man to 
whom I refer did pass the examination; but in his application he 
had to state whether he had two legs or not, and had lost one of 
them. He was porey competent to run an elevator, and yet 
under a rule of the Civil Service Commission he was compelled to 
leaye his position for the reason stated, 

Now, I submit that it is not right, and it is not legal, that the em- 
ployees under the custodian of a public building should be under 
the civil-service law, and I call special attention to that case be- 


y about it. It illustrates the method in 
Service Commissioners apply the law. 


cause I know 
which the Ci 

In my opinion there is another great evil in connection with this 
matter. e hear it constantly charged on this floor that there 
are in this country trusts and organizations of that character. 
The ms instinct of man seems at least to permeate the 
minds of the members on this floor when they are discussing that 

uestion; but I discover in examining the civil-service law and 
the rules applied by the Civil Service Commission that they re- 
serve to themselves absolutely the power to appoint from the 
en ae list. Notwithstanding the fact that men are examined 
and j the examination and are put upon the eligible list and 
are eligible for appointment, the Civil Service Commissioners re- 
serve to themselves the right to select who shali be appointed by 
the heads of the De ents. I should like to ask the members 
of this House how they enjoy a part of it? 


Mr, CLARK of uri. ill the gentleman from Michigan 
allow me to ask him a question? 
The CHAIRMAN, the gentleman yield? 


Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the reason we can not geta 
bill in here to repeal or modify the civil-service law? What is 
e of making speeches about it when we can not get a vote 
on i ; 

Mr. CORLISS. I hope we will have an opportunity to-day; 
and if there is a member on the floor who objects, I am in fine 
of brin in a bill that will fix a tenure of office and limit the 

wer of Civil Service Commission, and try to reform the 

ents of our Government. 

. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask one more question. 
From the speeches that I have heard delivered here I believe that 
a majority of the members, even on the Republican side, are op- 
posed to this civil-service business as it exists, My friend from 

owa [Mr. HEPBURN] and the gentleman from Ohio . GROS- 
VENOR] and the rest of them seem to be opposed to the existing 
condition of things. Now, what is the reason that you can not 
get an opportunity to consider a practical bill here to modify that 


w? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Michigan, I will say that I stated on yesterday or the da 
before that since 1883 innumerable bills of all sorts for the repeal, 
for the extension, for the enlargement, for the modification, for 
the restriction of this law have been introđuced here, They havo 
gone to thə committee, and no bill upon which an amendment 
could be placed has ever been reported. 

— CLARK of Missouri. We want to get something practi- 
cable. 

Mr. CORLISS. That is practicable. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; itisimpracticable. The bills go 
to that committee and sleep until the day of judgment. Whatis 
the reason that this House can not make that committee report 
some bill, either 1 or unfavorably? 

Mr. CORLISS. I think we can, and unless this amendment 
which we propose can be adopted, I am in favor of adopting a 
3 ordering that committee to report a bill on this ques- 

on. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri a question? 

Mr. CORLISS. y. 

Mr. STEELE, You had a Democratic Congress. Why did you 
not amend this law? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you. I was very young in 
that Democratic Congress and have learned a thing or twoas well 
as you since then, and I may as well state it now. [Laughter.] 
I hope I am not to be held responsible for very many of the sins 
committed in that Congress, because I am one of those who helped 
to overrule the Committeeon Rules, the first time it ever was done. 

Mr. CORLISS. I simply want to say, in conclusion, I do not 
think the law in all its effects should be repealed, but this abuse 
should be set aside and the Departments of the Government placed 
in a condition to properly and economically perform the public 
service. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time 
limit be extended for ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks that 
the time limited for debate be extended for ten minutes. Is there 
objection? 

. GAINES. I amend that by saying fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iobject. The gentleman from Mississippi 
ay wants ten minutes, 

ə CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Is there objection to 
the aniye of the ee from Mississippi? 

Mr. GAINES. | i vou declared the motion carried 
before the gentleman rose from seat or said a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana rose for the 
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purpose of objecting, his objection would be admitted although a 
moment late. 
5 ES. Do you object to extending the time for fifteen 
u 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that . from Mississippi only wants ten minutes. 


Mr. GAIN Want five minutes. 

Mr. HEMEN WAT. You may ask it afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will again put the proposition 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the time limit for debate 
be extended fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mississippi that the time limit 
be extended for ten minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, 1 had not thought 
of reer Sol this bill, but am prompted to do so now by state- 
ments that have been made about our civil service. The gentle- 
man from Indiana in charge of this bill told us the other day of 
the great number of incompetent clerks and employees in the 
various Departments here. He read a letter from an Anditor of 
the Treasury, stating that there were a number of clerks in his 
department who were so low in proficiency that they should be 
dropped from the service. We have heard much of this before, 
and all of us know that this undesirable condition of things exists. 

We all know that nearly all the Departments here are loaded 
down with deadwood, and that they could do their work witha 
less force if that force were efficient. And the heads of Depart- 
ments are constantly coming to Congress and asking for an in- 
crease of their force because of the inefficiency of the clerical 
force alread, sag oe While there is no law creating a civil 

nsion list for these le, yet the Government is, by its prac- 
tox pensioning them aen them for work hi are unable to 
perform, Ifor one am op to the extension of the civil pen- 
sion list, 

I am aware that when these people in the Government service 
grow old and become incapacitated for the work they are em- 
eat Se = perform they excite our sympathy, as all old and needy 

e do. 

Peat I know of no good reason why the ote who have not had 
the benefits of Government employment should be taxed to support 
in their old age those who were fortunate enough to get Govern- 
ment positions when they were younger. You sometimes hear it 
said by those who advocate their retention and who adyocate a 
civil pension that they have grown old in the service of the Gov- 
ernment, While this is true, they have served the Government in 

itions they sought on salaries generally larger than are paid to 

ose who do like service in the private walks of life. 

Take the man who, instead of being able tosecure a Government 
job, settles upon a farm and engagesin agricultural pursuits. He 
makes a citizen, pays his taxes, helps raise the products that 
feed and clothe our people at home and that go abroad to give us 
our great balance of e, which makes our country rich and pros- 

rous. He raises manly sons who help fight our battles, and 

ughters who go largely to make up our ee womanhood. 

He and his class are as essential to the welfare and prosperity of 
the country as any Government epi ee. When he grows old 
and incapacitated for work no one thinks of suggesting that the 
Government should pension him on a good salary, Then, with 
what sort of justice can it be claimed that he should be taxed to 
pay salaries to those who appeared to be more fortunate and se- 
cured Government positions at good salaries when they were 

ounger after they have grown old and become incapacitated to 
inl those tions? By the retention of these incapacitated clerks 
we are indirectly pensioning them at large salaries. Iam op 
to either directly or indirectly extending these civil pensions; and 
if I aby inn way I would knock out all civil pensions now recog- 
nized W. 

It is conceded by all who have spoken on this subject that it is a 
wrong that should be righted. But there seems to be some diver- 
sity of opinion as to who is responsible for this condition of things 
and how it should be righted. As representatives of the people it 
is our duty to see that the employees of the Government who are 
unfitted for service should not be borne upon the rolls for salaries, 
The heads of the Departments claim that when they attempt to 
discharge one of these superannuated or incapacitated clerks that 
Senators and tatives come and insist that they should be 
retained, and by their importunities prevent the Department offi- 
cials from doing their duty. 

This, if true, is a reflection on the heads of the Departments 
and Senators and Representatives both. No Senator or Repre- 
sentative should insist that an incompetent person should be re- 
tained in the service, and no head of the Department should yield 
to any such pressure when it is brought to bear. The official 
who justifies his own wrongdoing, or failure to do his duty, 
by claiming that he was influenced by those who have no power 


8 places himself, it seems to me, in a very unjustifiable 
position. 

But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GnosvENoR] comes to the 
rescue and charges this condition of things to the civil-servicelaw, 
and then he proceeds to berate the law and the commission. He 
admits that, as a member of the St. Louis convention, that nomi- 
nated the head of the present Administration, he voted for the 
platform, one of 8 of which was that the civil- service law 
should be maintained and its provisions extended. He is the chief 
spokesman of the Administration on this floor; and while admit- 
ting that the President, both in his letter of acceptance and his 
inaugural address, pled, himself to the faithful execution of 
the civil-service law and the extension of its provisions, I believe 
no one pretends now that this promise of the 8 party 
and the Administration has been kept. I am not the champion of 
the civil-service law or the com: on on this floor; but I am not 
n to sit here and hear either wrongfully accused when the 
guilty pene can be easily ascertained. I deny that the civil- 
service law or rules are responsible for the evil under discussion. 

The rules promulgated by the Civil Service Commission, under 
the direction of the President in 1896, if enforced by the heads of 
Departments, would remedy itself the very evils of which the 
Departments complain and would doit in a way that importunate 
Senators and Representatives could not prevent. Rule 11 of the 
Civil Service Commission provides that a record shall be kept of 
the quantity and quality of work performed by the clerical force 
in the Departments, and that all promotions shall be made on the 
merits of the clerk as shown by an examination of this record, and 
it further provides that whenever an examination of the record 
of any clerk discloses the fact he has fallen below 70 in the quan- 
tity and quality of his work that he is to be dropped from the 
service. 

Gentlemen have said that there should be some law to correct 
the abuse about which we have been talking. Here is the law 
already in existence that would correct the abuse if the Depart- 
ments would enforce it, and would rid the Government service of 
every incompetent or incapacitated clerk in the Departments. 

But one Department of the Government has enforced this rule, 
and in that Department the results have been entirely satisfactory. 
Yet all the other De ents are controlled by appointees of this 
pretended civil-service- reform Administration. They are under 
the control of the President, who has made so many pledges of his 
devotion to the civil-service law. As a member of this House I 
protest against the Departments complaining about this condition 
of things and then try to throw the responsibility off on Repre- 
sentatives and Senators, when the whole trouble comes from their 
failure to comply with the law; and I protest against the gentle- 
man from Ohio are to shift the blame from the shoulders of 
his Administration onto the civil-service law and the Civil Service 
Commission. 

I am told there have been more than 1, 100 reinstatements by 
this Administration of persons who had been dropped from the 
civil service. 

Now, I am informed that the average age of these people who 
have been reinstated is over 60 years. The trouble mainly com- 
plained of is that the a are too old to do the work. 

They are paid their salaries and Con asked to appropriate 
money to employ others to do the work; yet, in the face of this 
well-known fact, this Administration has reinstated more than 
1,100 persons, whose average age is more than 60. What sort of 
a record is this for an Administration that went in with such fair 
promises? 

I will not go into a discussion of the thousands of places that 
have been taken out from the ation of the civil-service rules 
by this Administration, nor do I believe in 
criticism of all the acts of an Administration of the opposing 
party. Butit does seem to meif there ever was an Administra- 
tion convicted on its own showing of broken promises and bad 
faith this one is in its dealing with the civil service. 

I believe the President is at heart a believer in the civil-service 
law. Ithink he thought he meant what he said when he prom- 
ised to execute and extend it; but the only way I can account for 
his failure to see that it was done is that he has not been stron 
enough to resist the pressure of the spoilsmen of his party. 
have thought it due, Mr. Chairman, that this statement should be 
made, lest the country might be misled by some of the speeches 
here as to where the true responsibility rests for an unpardonable 
condition of things. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois ask unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. CANNON. No, Mr. Chairman; I think five minutes will 
suffice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has already limited the time 
of debate on this paragraph. 


artisan and unfair 


Mr. CANNON. Then I will not take any time, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, then, the informal 
amendment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I thought the Clerk was still 
reading on some ge earlier than page 28. I have been waiting 
here until the Chi Service Commission paragraph should be 
reached with a view of offering an amendment. Have we passed 


hat? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; wehave passed that and have reached 
age 31. 
? Mr. HEPBURN. Then I ask unanimous consent that we return 
to page 28 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman indicate what the 
amendment is before we consent? 

Mr. HEPBURN, I think it is an amendment that will be ger- 
mane. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would request 
the gentleman from Iowa to withhold his request until my col- 
league [Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform, comes back to the Chamber. He 
has been here expecting the amendment, but has gone to luncheon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will withhold it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state that by some in- 
advertence the debate on the Civil Service Commission provision 
was begun before that provision was, in fact, read, and as a mat- 
ter of fact it never has been read. At the close of the debate, it 
having been limited by unanimous consent, the next paragraph 
was begun without having read the paragraph relating to the 
Civil Service Commission. That being so, there is no doubt but 
that the gentleman from Iowa can demand the Clerk to return to 
that paragraph and now read it, unless it be understood by unani- 
mous consent that when the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETT] returns to the Chamber the Clerk will then return to 
that paragraph. That will be done if there be no objection. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix 
the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money 
issued or coined pane United States, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, 
on Mr. Jones of Arkansas as the conferees on the part of the 

nate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an act entitled An act 
to amend an act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of 
law relating to the War Department, and for other purposes,” 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk 
to the Secretary. $2,250; 5 $1,800; three private secretaries, one 
to each Assistant 3 at $1,800 each; Government actuary, under con- 
trol of the Treasury, $1,800; one clerk of class 3; one clerk of class 2; two 
clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; four messengers; three assistant mes- 
sengers, and one laborer; in all, $45,330. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. Mr. Chairman, it is more in sorrow than in anger 
that I rise to-day to reply to a few of the insinuations, innuendoes, 
and assaults made upon men who are not upon this floor to defend 
themselves. I make noexcuse for those on thisside of the House, 
neither do I desire to cast any reflection upon that side, but I do 
say fearlessly here to-day that the most that has been said, I 
might say many things that have been said, are absolutely unnec- 
essary to be expressed upon this floor; and I regret that men who 
wore the blue on that side, men who have reached distinction in 
the war of 1861-1865, men who participated in those bloody days, 
find it necessary now in attempting to do something here for the 
maimed and crippled should see fit to assault the Democratic 
party. 

It has been charged here that the Democratic party has never 
laced a line on the statute books looking to bettering the condi- 
ions under the pension laws of the soldiers of 1861-1865. How 

unfair that statement is! Gentlemen here know that every line 
of those laws that has been placed on the statute books 
z Mr. MAHON. Does the gentleman refer to any statement made 
me? 
1 NORTON of Ohio. I refer to a statement made on that 
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side, not by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but, Ithink, by the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

The Democratic party had no power to place anything on the 
statute books; and when by the will of the people they came on 
this floor, the pension laws were already there, placed there by the 
Republican party; and for all that is good in them I take off my 
hat to the Republican party, and honorit for giving us those pro- 
visions. But when gentlemen assail the Democratic party as a 
body that has ever been hostile to the pension laws and to pen- 
sioners, I deny it. I want to call attention to the fact that it is 
not the Democratic party nor Democrats who are appearing be- 
fore the Committee on Invalid Pensions and assailing the pro- 
visions of the pension laws in such bitter terms as almost to make 
one shudder at the details of outrages being committed. Who 
are the gentlemen that come before us? Is Corporal Tanner a 
Democrat? Is General Shaw a Democrat? Is Gen. Dan Sickles, 
who occupied yesterday the seat where I am now standing, a 
Democrat? They arraigned those pension laws and the adminis- 
tration of the pension system more bitterly than any Democrat on 
the floor of this House. 

Why, sir, looking at my colleague across the way, let me say 
that I have heard him all over Ohio declaring on the stump, where 
he could be heard by the people in the excitement of a political 
campaign, that it was the Republican party alone that was the 
friend of the soldier and was maintaining his rights. 

Now, gentlemen, you stand here a majority on this floor. I 
challenge you to the record. Remedy the evils that have been 
complained of, not by Democrats, but by your own illustrious 
men who wore the shoulder straps and fought in thefront. Obey 
the ge of the Grand Army of the Republic. Remedy the 
evils that now exist. 

When I look to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] Iex- 
pect nothing. Why? Honoring him as I do, yet I have never 
seen him let an opportunity or an occasion go by without assail- 
ing, with all the vigor and vengeance of his power, the pension 


Ws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to continue 
Tor a 55 minutes longer. I have not had much time on this 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman occupy- 
ing five minutes additional? 

. HEMENWAY. I serve notice that when these five minutes 
have been occupied, I shall object to any further discussion that is 
not germane to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, in response to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, let me say I am not here to de- 
fend the soldiers of the late war. A distinguished general who 
was in command of one of the regiments from Ohio in the 
Spanish-American war was upon the floor when the statement of 
the gentleman from Tennessee was made, It was for him to re- 
ply. General Dick might have taken up this defense. But I am 

ere to defend the men who fought under General Dick, if he 
speaks no word for them. I say that the homes in Ohio of the 
men who made up that regiment are to-day virtually hospitals of 
the boys who returned from the military service in the Army of 
the Union. 

I have no patience with any man who has not charity, gener- 
osity, patriotism enough in his soul to do something, if nothing 
but a kind word, for the men who defend the flag in the hour of 
my country’s peril. [Applause.] 

ou glorify the South. So do I. Her people are taking care of 
their disabled soldiers and are doing it out of their own means— 
out of their hard-earned dollars, But, sir, you are getting tired 
of that; for before the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day there 
is pending a bill introduced by the gentleman from Texas asking 
the removal of the restrictions on account of service in the Con- 
federate army, in order that those who afterwards served in the 
Federal Army in the war of 1861 to 1865and the Spanish-American 
war may get upon the pension roll of the Government. From the 
State of the gentleman from Tennessee more names are being 
presented for the 8 list by the distinguished gentleman from 
that State [Mr. Grsson] than by almost any man in the entire 
North. Read your record of the Pension Department and say 
whether you will assail the honor and courage and patriotism of 
the Northern soldier. Do you say that it makes him more sick to 
face bullets than it does the men of the South? I hurl that back. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not say that. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I understood that to be your language, 
If it was not, I will take back my statement. 

Mr. SIMS. I said that maybe it made them sicker.” 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Maybe!“ Your people ought toknow 
that at Stone River, Shiloh, and all along the line we left the rec- 
ord of the Northern soldier. It stands side by side with yours. 
I honor both the blue and the gray. May my tongue falter and 
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my lips tremble when I assail the patriotism and . any 


Southern soldier that ever fought in the field. But I 

right to come here with statements fortified either by 
Evans or yourself in order to cast an aspersion u my comrades. 
Go look at the records you have brought here. I hold you blame- 
less upon the statement you made that the Commissioner of Pen- 


H. Clay 


sions gave you this list. If he did, and if he did so knowing its 
character, he ought to be dismissed from his office this day 
and this hour. 


Take the record—in 8 Northern regiments 17 claims for disease 
contracted in the service to 1 where the soldier had been killed 
or wounded. Take 8 Southern regiments, where there were 761 
claims on account of disease to 1 where thesoldier had been killed 
or wounded. 

Mr. Chairman, civil service! Yes, I am looking across this 
aisle now. You cry out ig es us for what ciel To make 
the people believe t in the ublican districts of Ohio that you 
want to repeal that law for the p of giving out more offices. 
If it is 3 that you want to do it, you can do so. But you know 
ey the will boh way between the Executive Mansion and build- 

hot when you dare to attempt it. And I make this 
— now, that no such thing will be, no such thing dare 
8 ee House. If it shall come, I will vote with 
u. —.—— look upon it as an arrant humbug, only exceeded 
its monstrosity by the Aumpage who pretend to want to get 
rid of that law when RNJ know they dare not. [Applause.] 
ere the hammer fell. 
e Clerk read as roos: 

Office of mary oats and 5 For chief clerk, a ee 
SS Re ei a 
for all paniis bu aildings un aaner 5 of the 1 5 e $I S0 hpo; 
clerks o £ class 4 1 clerk of class 4, as bookk gerte 


Im ae aL ae ee, ; storekeeper, SI. 200 telegraph 1 operator, 
engineer, $140) , engineer, gi Ott; $ assistan ee: 
at STD one each; 6 2. 808. Gonductors, a at. $7 Parent at 
es the watch. $I, 400; 2 lieu- 
tenants of the of fot the wa 1 Rasta Boot each 3i Watchmen; 6 special wa en, at $720 
each; f np ono ed laborer, krer Slo: 3 skilled labor- 
ers, male, at n eee 26 rers; 10 eke at ee, 52 
Ia at $360 each; 50 ä foreman of cabinet shop, 1,500; drafts- 
Fe 
r's helper. ‘or the er Bu ngineer, 
Ta condu: —— of elevator, ; 4 watchme: . lof whom, 


when n shall assist and relieve the poe nah nk of the elevator; la- 
poner, — sia; and 6 ô charwomen, For the Cox Building, 1709 New York avenue: 
; and one laborer; in all, $175,700. 


Page j a Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] is recognized on the pro forma amendment. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. ] 
. The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payne). The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed five 
minutes more. Is there objection? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may pro- 
5 the bill, I shall have to object to 
further extensions of time. 
e CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
co of Auditor for War ent: For 2 000; De uđi- 
nai $2,500; — ee $2,000; 6 C of division 550 Wen Wer 
S bi clerks 3 3 fol 2 clerks of cia or 
3 of c - er ; 5 clerks, a 
each; laborer, $900; 3 clerks, at £ 


messengers; and 8 laborers; in all, 
—5 TALBERT. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr, HEMENWAY. I understand there is already an amend- 
ment pen to strike out the last word. 
The MAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from South Carolina in opposition to the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. , I want to say that it is a 
strange statement to be made upon this floor that the head of a 
department should be relieved of his position and discharged be- 
cause, forsooth, he has seen proper to send information here to this 
House in re to the de ent over which he is placed. It 
seems to me that it is the san of the heads of ee to send 
such information here as enlighten members upon questions 
relating to their several Departments, and it seems to me to be a 
strange thing that members here exhibit so much temper and so 
much feeling whenever they strike the subject of ions. It 
seems to me that whenever you mention the w „pensions“ 
they want to raise such a fuss as to drown out all attempts to 
throw on the light in regard to the granting of — the 
Department as well as here upon the floor of the 
ow, it seems to me that we ought to have mberg at a stago 
where we can stand up and discuss pepsions as we do other propo- 
sitions, in a onate manner and as & business proposition, 
without boiling over and heating up in such a manner. 


Now, no man has greater regard for the true and bravo soldier 
than I have, and no man’s goes out more than does mine 
toward our brave boys who have gone to Cuba and Manila; but 
we must recollect 5 fact, that the people at home who have 
these enormous ditures to pay are as much entitled to con- 
sideration as the soldier or his family. You must recollect that 
the people must raise provisions, must furnish money to buy arms 
and ammunition, and to feed and olobo these soldiers, and when 
we come to consider a pension pr ition we should consider it 
as a business p ition, and Shi we consider the bravery of 
the soldier, we should not, at the same time, lose sight of the 
people at home who are the taxpayers, who must foot the bills 
which are being piled u zi here in an enormous way. These pen- 
sion propositions should be investigated as are other propositions. 

Iam glad that the gentleman from Tennessee „Sts! had 
the courage to stand up here and make the speech that he did the 
day before yesterday. There is a great deal of information in it, 
and the Commissioner of Pensions deserves credit for giving it, 
instead of being removed, as some @laim. He has opon the eyes 
of members on both sides of this House. Iam glad he put that 
information before us, notwithstanding it has Fispleased Peter 
the Gréat and some others. I want to say that we should take it 
spans useit and consider it in the light in which it was intended. 

is investigation is an able one and has thrown great light upon 
the subject, and I stand here to defend the gentleman upon whom 
assaults are being heaped, and, while he is able to take care of 
himself, I think it is an injustice for everybody on that side and 
gentlemen on this side to jump upon the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. He has given you nuts that you will never crack; he has 
asked you questions that you can not answer, and instead you hurl 
epithets at Let us take his speech and consider it, and I 
hope it will do some good in stopping the 1 speed. which 
some of you pension grabbers want to make iving pensions to 
soldiers and even to some who never 8 a gun or smelled 
gunpowder. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
vision o 


TTT 
ant chief of division, estimate an gest cler ne 
kkeepers, at $2,100 each; 10 r 


boo Jasa $; Sclorks $2,000each; II clerks of class 4; 
4 clerks of class 3; 2 clerks of class 2; 3 clerks of class 1; 1 messenger; 1 assist- 
ant messenger; and 1 laborer; in all, $67,170. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairmaz, I ask that we return to 
Commission. 


page 28, the Civil Service 
he CHAIRMAN (Mr. PAYNE). The Chair understands that 
ph. The Clerk will read 


it was agreed to return to that 
the paragraph, which the Chair erstands has not been read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


For 3 Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; secre 
$2,000; 8 clerks of class 4; 10 clerks of class 3; 13 clerks of ‘class 2: 13 derten 87 
class l; 3 clerks, at $1,000 each; 2 clerk at $900 each; 1 messenger; 2 laborers; 
en r. $840; 2 wai en; in all, Pigg 
ecessary trave ae 9 those of examiners ve un- 
der the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations and 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $7,000. 


Mr. HEPBURN, I offer the following amendment as an addi- 
tion to the h. 
The Clerk r 


after line 2, 


Insert ey 
“That the term rvice of all clerks, messengers, watchmen, skilled 
laborers, laborers, 


t messengers, and all other emplo des now em- 
ployed in or by any of the Departments shall as follows 8 ‘ollows: 
the 30th day of za 1900. 
„One fourth on the th day of June, 1901. 
“One-fourth on the 30th day of Suns. 1902. 
“One-fourth on ape yet of June, 1903. 
“For the perpen g out the above provision the head of each 
Tene a divide the ate bove-named clerks and employees into four 
the persons whose terms of se 


p. 
as follows: 


expiro 


po minha ca ee eek : Provided, That any person whose term 

above limited, the proper ications, may be rea 
pointed n ut for a od of four years, whi 
period thereafter be the term for which all clerks and other employees 
shall 8 unless sooner for cause, to be de ed by 
the head of the Department.” 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lask the gentleman if he intends that to 
apply to all the 3 
. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I make the point of order 
that the amendment changes existing law. 
Mr. HEPBURN, I hope the gentleman will not make that 
point of order. 
are GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will reserve the point of 
0 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not want to simply discuss the paragraph. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I will repeat my question. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill ask the gentleman to reserve the point 
of order, so that it may be discu 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certa 
Mr. HEPBURN, I think it is fair and iht that this House 
should have an sve An TOROTA some at some time, to vote 
upon a question this. Heretofore 5 thon the legerdemain 
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of rules, through the stifling powers of committees, this House 
has never yet permitted a square vote upon this question. 


When the people were demanding with almost unanimous voice | 29, 


an abolition of the civil-service law, at no time have the commit- 
tee dared to let the people's representatives vote upon this ques- 
tion. There has not been a time,in my judgment, in the last five 
years that if the p ition could have come before us that we 
could not have settled this question by some kind of proper change 
or amendment that would give us a proper civil service. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will repeat my question. Does the gen- 
tleman mean his amendment to cover all the Departments? 

Mr. HEPBURN. All the Departments. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then you will have to change your amend- 
ment, because you have mentioned none except the Civil Service 
Bureau. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Do I understand that the heads 
of the Deparments are to designate such clerks as they desire to 


? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The amendment simply provides that the 
clerks and employees are to be divided into four classes by each 
head of the Department in his icular Department, and that he 
is to determine what force cease their official connection with 
the Government on the last day of this fiscal year, what force 
shall cease their connection with it on the last day of the next 
fiscal year, and so on until all are out. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman think 
that it would be fairer if it were called a speedy method of ridding 
the Departments of Democrats? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is possible, in view, perhaps, of the next 
election, that a great many of them will go [laughter]; but I take it 
they will only because they were not fit for reappointment. There 
ought to be some settlement of the official term of thesemen. We 
have sought to secure a term of service for all of the 2 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I will vote to abolish the civil- 
service law if you will give me an opportunity to do it, andI 
know a number on this side will do so if an opportunity for such 
a vote is offered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will join you in that. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Why not move to strike the | la 


ragraph out? 
Pe HEPBURN. Because it would only be an expression of 


the opcion of this House. Suppose we do not make an appro- 
priation for a personin office. He could go to the Court of Claims 
and secure his judgment, and we have got to pay him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I doubt that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We could not effect anything merely by the 
striking out of the provision for the commission. It would be 


simply an expression of our opinion, I am willing to have the 
ntleman move to strike it out, but it will not be effective other 
n as an expression of the opinion of the House. 

converses na . Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 

a on 
. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, your party has the Presidency, has 
the Senate, has the House of Representatives, and has the Com- 
mittee on Rules. What is in the way of bringing your bill here 
“hr HEPBURN. Yet when charged with the 

* A when your was wi 
responsibility, they not only refased o do that, but their Presi 
dent went on and covered with the blanket of civil-service protec- 
tion 80,000 employees, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I hope my friend will not charge us with 


that. ere ] 

Mr. P. And yet you do not dare, when you have the 
power and responsibility, to repeal the law. The question of the 
gentleman from Tennessee is not answered by me, but I will sub- 
mit to him that the reasons that have animated him to retain the 
service when his party had the power to abolish it are probably 
the reasons that control gentlemen on this side to the same action 
when they have the same power. If he will analyze his own 
feelings, and determine what has been the mainspring of motive 
with him when in the condition I have suggested, he will proba- 
bly have some better understanding how gentlemen on this side 
are affected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not think the gentleman can cite 
the time when the Democratic party had the presidents of both 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, thank God, it was a good while ago 
[laughter]; but the gentleman ought to remember that there was 
such a time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts raise the point 
of order against the amendment? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment to 
this same section. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
trike after page down to and inclu: line 2, on 
FCC Aon page 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this proposition is exhausted by 
order of the committee. 
Mr. MUDD. I understood that we came back to this section, 


The C . The section was considered and debate was 
limited by order of the committee, and debate has been exhausted. 
Mr. HEPBURN. That was not the understanding of the com- 
mittee, Mr. Chairman. I for one did not understand that. Ihad 
my amendment here and I wanted to make some observations upon 


the proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman 
from Iowa did make some observations. 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman from Iowa made some re- 
marks by unanimous consent. Whatever may have been the 
understanding, that was the order of the committee, but of course 
it may be modified. $ 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 
heard five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the point of order against the amendment, 

Mr. RICHAR IN. If the gentleman from Mariana 
2 will add to his request five minutes on this side in w. 
to rep 8 we will have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland modify 
his request so as to ask that five minutes be allowed to each side? 

Mr. WAY. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object, for 
ee means a civil-service discussion here of—we do not know how 

ng. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana objects. Does 
the gentleman from Massachusetts make the point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I raise a point of order 
against the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman 
raise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. It is against existing 


W. 
The CHAIRMAN, There is no doubt but that the committee 
can strike out a ph appropriating under existing law. 

Mr. MUDD. en I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order raised by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts ee FITZGERALD]. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. À irman, I ask unanimous consent that 
any order that may have been made by the committee be rescinded 
so far as this section is concerned. I think that is only fair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from Iowa unanimous 
consent that the order limiting debate on this section be rescinded. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. CORLISS, Mr, Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 


ch 


again 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from land. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Mupp) there were 49 in the affirmative and 48 in the negative. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The qnettion we in take d the tellers reported 68 in th 

e question was again n; an ers e 
affirmative and 66 in the negative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, in justice to the committee, I 
want to give notice now, so that tlemen may understand, that 
when this bill is reported to the House and this amendment comes 
up tor Psiaki there will be asked a separate vote in the House 
u 


pon 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Secre : For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, $5,000; 3 Assistant taries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk to the 
Secretary, $2,250; sten pher, $1,800; 3 private secretaries, 1 to each Assist- 
ant . $i, each; Government actuary, under control of the 
Treasury, 3 ; 1 clerk of class 3; 1 clerk of class 2; 2 clerks of class 1; 1 
242550 ; 4 messengers; 3 assistant messengers, and 1 laborer; in all, 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the p of asking the gentleman in charge of this bill 
what provision, if any, has been made for appropriation of money 
to pay the rent of buildings which may have to be occupied by the 
Government in cases where other buildings which have been so 
occupied are being improved. For instance, in my own city pro- 
vision has been made for an addition to a public building, and the 
making of this improvement will occupy 1 0 ten or twelve 
months. Meanwhile the offices now in that building —the courts, 
post-office, eto.— will have to be removed. I 1 like to know 
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whether in this bill there is any provision for the payment of rent 
in such cases? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Improvements of that kind are carried in 


the sundry civil bill. There is nothing of that kind in this bill. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Then, as I understand the gentleman, this 
is not the place to provide for a matter of that kind. 
Mr. HE WAY. It is not. 


Mr. BARTLETT. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment to strike out the 
last word will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Auditor for Treasury De 


h; three assis rs; 4 rers; 
8clerks of class I and for 4 additional clerks of class 1 ren- 
y increased work incident to the war with Spain; in all, 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last word. 

From the observations made this morning by the 8 
from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran] it seems obvious that I failed yes- 
terday to express myself with sufficient clearness. When he 
states that he inferred from my remarks that I was in favor of 
holding the people of Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines in 
perpetual servitude, it is evident, I think, that he failed to listen 
in the spirit in which I endeavored to speak. I tried to discuss 
from an entirely non i point of view and in an impartial 

irit the fundamental principles of our institutions respecting 
the acquisition of territory. 

If I was animated by any spirit at all, I was animated by the 

irit of Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson. And the spirit 
that animated them was not a partisan but a national spirit. 
Asa result of my investigation of these principles, an examina- 
tion of the opinions of our leading statesmen thereon, and a con- 
sideration of the interpretation put upon these principles by the 
people themselves during the past century, I was led to the con- 
clusion that the United States has the right to acquire and hold ter- 
ritory, inhabited or uninhabited, without imm tely incorporat- 
ing it into the Union. I expressed no views concerning the final 
disposition of Puerto Rico, Cuba, or the Philippines. I did not 
„ the gentleman to ask me any question concerning Cuba 
or Puerto Rico. I will say now, however, in 1 d to Cuba and 
Puerto Rico, that whenever the people of those islands shall have 
shown a capacity for self-government and a desire to be incor- 
porated into our Union, I would be in favor of i them to 
the United States as organized Territories and ultimately admit- 
ting them to statehood. 

I understood the gentleman to ask me whether, when the Philip- 
pines were capable of self-government and were considered fit for 
annexation to the United States, I thought that ought to be done, 
and I KN no; that I did not think when that time came that 
it would be advisable; and my reason was, that when the time 
comes when the entire inhabitants of the Philippine Islands have 
shown that capacity for self-government which would entitle 
them to be incorporated into our Union they ought to be able to 
govern themselves as an independent republic. If after that the 
people of the Philippine Islands express a desire for union with 
the United States, I am fully in accord with President Monroe 
and President Jefferson and President Polk, who thought that the 
success of the system of local self-government, combined with 
Federal Union, did not depend on parallels of longitude or on 
isothermal lines, and should not oppose their admission. 

The time at my disposal yesterday did not allow me to give full 
exp: to these views. I wish now simply to say in general 
that in acquiring territory we can, as we have done, hold it with- 
out incorporating it into the Union, It should be so held as to 
extend as far as possible to the inhabitants of the territory in 
question the spirit of our institutions and the rights so far as pos- 
sible which we enjoy; and whenever the people of any territory 
which we n show capacity for self-government, they 
should either be given their independence or be incorporated into 
the Uhion. And during the time that we so hold them it should 
be our earnest effort to extend to them the principles of liberty 
and the spirit of freedom for which the wisdom of our sages and 
the blood of our. ee have been given. 

Mr. NOONAN, ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. NOONAN. Does my colleague contend that the territory 
= the Philippines and of Puerto Ricois not territory of the United 

tates? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. It is not territory incorporated into 
the United States; it is territory belonging to the United States 

the sense of the fourth section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 


Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the last word. i 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. CANES] 
is 8 in soppor of the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. Chairman, several hours ago the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE], I regret to say, took it upon him- 
self to decry the Democratic party, saying that it was not in 
favor of 8 a just pension system; that the Republican 
party had been the father of pensions and had perpetuated our 
pension system. Mr. , we all know that is not borne 
out by the facts, and I regret exceedingly that the gentleman 
should make any such statement. I have been endeavoring ever 
since that statement was made to get the floor, but my friend on 
the other side, who possibly knew that I was going to rise for the 
purpose of defending the Democratic party against any such false 
accusation, objected in a very eloquent voice to giving me unani- 
mous consent, and I rise now simply for the purpose of doing 
justice to that party, and to say that I remember in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress it was the distinguished son of Mississippi, the 
Hon. Johx M. ALLEN, who rose on the floor of this House when 
our last immense pension appropriation bill was being considered 
and moved that it be unanimously, saying that when Joe 
Wheeler was climbing the heights of San Juan it was not time 
to talk or parley about the payment of pensions, That bill was 
unanimously d. 

Since I have been in this Congress, Mr. Chairman, the Demo- 
cratic party as a party has not opposed just pension laws, and tho 
American people donot oppose a just pension law. The men who 
should not be pensioned are the men to whom we object. They 
are the men that the present Commissioner seems to be after now 
with a hot poker, e Commissioner of Pensions was opposed 
and criticised by the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Curtis], and my colleague from 5 Sms], as well as 
myself, rose in our seats here and defended him from his own 
party, because we believe that he is doing his duty, if the press 
reports and his own reports are true, and we must at least take 
the latteras being true, If that beso, he is trying to do his duty, 
as Cleveland did, Mr. Chairman, in cleaning the pension roll, 
expurgating the pension roll, and instead of making it one of sus- 
picion, making it one absolutely of honor. 

Mr. Chairman, bear in mind another thing—and I want to state 
right here that the day my . colleague [Mr. Sms] 
made his speech on the floor of House which has excited so 
much comment here that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. FITZGERALD] who has to-day several times defended his State 
and her soldiery froma supposed attack, which I am sure was not 
malicious on the part of my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Sms], 
for I do not know a kinder, a more charitable, or a more just man 
upon the floor of this House than he—the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] was not in the House. I 
occupied his seat myself, and on the same occasion, a few minutes 
before or after the h of my colleague, I spoke upon the floor 
of the House, and I spoke from the seat of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts Mr. 5 which is a good one, because I 
could speak with more ease from that seat than from my own. In 
justice to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
I want to make this statement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it remained for a distinguished son of 
Michi [Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH], when my colleague [Mr. Stats 
occupied the floor on a former occasion, to make a statement whic: 
corroborates the position that I have taken here, On page 1029 of 
the RECORD the 1 from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN 
SurrH] said the following to my colleague [Mr. Sms]: 


Mr. Srus. I FA the cause of truth; and if the Democratic party does 
not sanction it, tis their fault, not mine. 

Now, this is what I particularly desire to read: 

Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
in the passage of pension bills here it has been to the eternal credit of mem- 
bers upon that side of the Chamber, mifny of whom were in the Confederate 
army, that they have thrown less obstruction in the way of a liberal admin- 
12 the pension law than they have ever been given credit for doing. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES, I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed 
for five minutes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that he may proceed for five minutes, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. GAINES. And yet my young friend from Maryland [Mr. 
PEARRE], possibly, like myself, born and reared since the war, 
gets up here to-day and flaunts it in the face of Democrats upon 
the floor of the House that the Republican party and the Repub- 
lican party only has been the friend of the honest pensioner, the 
heroic soldier, the deserving patriot, and has been the only party 
which has enacted 75 pension laws. A 

The fact is that the Republican party has been in control of this 
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House, with the exception of a few years, ever since the war, and 
during those few years we had a so-called Democratic President 
and a Democratic Senate and House which undertook to do the 
identical thing that the Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Evans, is 
undertaking to do to-day, as I said a moment ago, to make the 
pension roll a roll of honor rather than one of suspicion. The 
very fact, as I said a few days ago, that there is opposition to the 
Commissioner's administration of the law, coming from his own 
party and not from the Democratic party, shows that that roll 
should at least be looked after with more particularity than it has 
been heretofore. 

Mr. Chairman, the old Confederate soldier, the Southern people, 

„the American people, believe in an honest pension law and a 
just pensioner, sh ce more and nothing less. It is in the mat- 
ter of the unas pensionar that the American people feel they 
are being outraged. 2 

Now, some gentlemen on the other side, I believe the gentle- 
man from Ohio, alluded to the fact that hundreds and hundreds 
of pension bills are before the Pension Committee, and called at- 
tention to the fact that the gentleman, I believe, representing the 
Second Tennessee district [Mr. Gipson] had introduced so many 
bills. I want to say to him that that district is a Republican dis- 
trict, as the First district is. It was the “ Union end of the State,” 
the end that voted against secession in days gone by, and hence it 
is, aside from the great ough ed Gs the Representative from that 
district and his great love for his people, that the distinguished 
son of Tennessee who represents that district has introduced so 
many pension bills. a è 4 

Now, finally, let me challenge the kind attention of this hon- 
orable body to this fact: I say to you that the old Confederates— 
of whom I am not one, born and reared as I was since the war. 
but my kindred, my people, my neighbors were Confederates, and 
for that I make no apology here or elsewhere—haye unmurmur- 
ingly, as honest history portrays, stood up here in favor of a just 
and honest pension system. ey have favored it upon the hus- 
tings, They have done so in face of the fact that there stands 
upon the statute books of this country the following section: 

No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to the 
widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner volun- 
tarily engaged in, or aided or abetted. the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States. (Section 4716, Revised Statutes.) 

That was passed in 1862, and it is the law to-day. This is true 
in the face of the fact that the colonel of the first Tennessee regi- 
ment that went to the Philippines and did such valiant service 
there was a distinguished Confederate officer, and one of the lieu- 
tenants was a distinguished soldier, Maj. W. J. Whitthorne, a 
brother of the distinguished Admiral Whitthorne, who was for so 
many years a member of this honorable body. 

Yet our people have unmurmuringly borne protective tariffs 
and these heavy pension bills. And I was apt hae see the spirit 
that characterized the Republican side of this House when I 
brought to the attention of this body last Friday night the fact that 
that statute, section 4716, is still in force, so that to-day Colonel 
Smith’s widow is not pensionable, although her gallant husband 
fell on the firing line at the head of his regiment in the Philippines. 
Under that law, which the Republican party has allowed to re- 
main upon this statute book for thirty years, we can not give her 
apension. I have introduced this bill to repeal this law. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES, I ask a minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
recognized for one minute more. 

Mr. GAINES, Iam glad to pay 5 I do not believe that this 
House, nor this Congress, nor the sident, will long let that law 
remain upon the statute books. I was happy to hear the mouth- 
piece of the Administration, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], say that he would join with me in the repeal of that 
statute that does not represent the feeling, tho 1 or the 
heart of the American people of this day. I shall ask later to ex- 
tend my remarks by printing my bill to repeal section 4716, 

The bill referred to is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8499) to equalize the pension laws. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in assembled, That all the laws enacted and nowin force 
relating to pensions for soldiers and sailors of the civil war of 1861 to 1885 be, 
and they are hereby, made equally applicable to soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, without any distinction whatever as to age, participation in 
rebellion, or otherwise; and the same rates shall be paid in either case alike 
to officers, soldiers, widows, children, invalids, and dependents; and that all 
laws and parts of laws not in conformity herewith are hereby repealed. 

That the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to pay to Mexican 
war pensioners now on the roll the rates allowed in each 
bees i relating to the civil war, 

is act. 


can war, whose eee have been heretofore rejected because they 

were under age, or use they icipated 

other requirement or condition that existed in the laws rela to Mexican 

Biona shall, if they apply again, be paid from: the date of the original abel 
ions, ey apply a a m the of the o appli- 

cation; and widows, invalids, and dependents who have applied for and Hom 

denied ons or increase for any such reasons shall, 


ctive case by 
with the date of the passage of 


upon reapplication, be 
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paid at the rates herein fixed from the date of the o: application. All 

rsons who are now upon the Mexican war pension roll, and who now, under 
this act, become entitled to a disability rate, shall be paid that rate from the 
date of the original application if the disability then existed, or from the 
date of the occurrence of the disability. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, much criticism has 
been indulged in to-day against the party to which I belong upon 
this question of pensions. I desire to read for the benefit of the 
other side of this House the criticism of one of your members on 
the 19th of last month in reference to the conduct of the Pension 
Bureau. I do not suppose that there has been more attention 
given to this matter o . by any member than has been 

iven by the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. 
ere is what he says about the conduct of the Pension De 
ment under Republican rule: 

On the 4th of March, 1897, there was a change of Administration, and the 
soldiers of this coun looked forward to a new Commissioner of Pensions 
and achange in the u of Pensions. They looked for a change in the 
rules and regulations; they looked for a more liberal construction of the law; 
but, I am sorry to say, they were disappointed. 

+ * * * + * * 
But the new Commissioner of erage he Pee the exception of the continu- 
thes pinta, stor Liter gn Magen Uta and DAA oomp E A aoa 
tinued the same rules and as the former r 

Now, here is What he says about the Republican Commissioner 
of Pensions, Mr. Evans, who represents this Administration in the 
Department of Pensions: ‘ 

He kept up th fi t the H it 
JJ... ⁵ (TT.. AA Obi AAE A 
to attract the attention of the public to his Bureau. 

Further on, let me read this record, coming from a Repnblican 
source, as to the conduct of this Department: 

Mr. CuRrTIS. I charge it because I have examined the cases; I haye amemo- 
randum of them in my pocket, cases where I believe he has absolutely ignored 
the decision of Webster Davis. I want to call your attention to the fact that 
in 1897 he arene rejected, in round numbers, 107,000 cases—89,000 on medical 
grounds, 13,000 on legal grounds, 5,000 on the ground of no benefit. 

I want to say here that I do not believe that 107,000 soldiers of 
the Union perpetrated falsehoods when they made their state- 
ments in reference to the contraction of disease or wounds in the 
war. I want also to say that the record of the Democratic party 
can be favorably compared with this record that was made by the 
Commissioner of Pensions, who represents the McKinley Admin- 
istration. One hundred and seven thousand soldiers of the Union 
had their applications for pensions rejected, and when they were 
rejected it was an imputation that the 107,000 soldiers falsified. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I do not further desire to continue in this 
line of remarks, but I do ask permission to continue my remarks 
in the RECORD, in order that I may show the record of the Demo- 
cratic party in Congress on this subject of pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. STEELE, If the gentleman will publish the whole record 
of „ party, I would be glad for him to extend his 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his remarks may be extended in the RECORD. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. If there be no 
objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Auditor for Interior De ment; For auditor, $4,000; 2 
auditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; 3 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 8 clerks of 
class 4; 19 clerks of class 3; 35 clerks of class 2; 22 clerks of class 1; 11 clerks, 
at $1,000 each; 7 clerks, at each; one clerk, 8810: 1 t messenger; 
10 laborers; and 1 female laborer, $450; in all, $160,640. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 40, line 12, strike ont “twenty-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
“twenty-five;”’ in line 17 strike out “sixty thousand six and insert “sixty- 
four thousand two.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Auditor for Post-Office Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Depu 
Auditor, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,000; law clerk, $2,000; 7 chiefs of division, a 

000 each; 13 clerks of class 4; additional to 1 clerk as disbu: cler: 


; 61 clerks of class 3; 76 clerks of class 2; 90 clerks of class 1; 70 oliki, 5 
1,000 each; ER clerks, at $900 each; skilled labo 


8540.1 
For additional force for bringing up work of assorting and shocking: er 
and for increased business, namely: For 


Mr.STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 


that aph. In line 22, after the word ‘‘for,” strike out the 
word ‘‘additional,” on page 41. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 41, line 22, after the word “for,” strike out the word “ additional.” 
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Mr. STEELE. And insert the word “temporary.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And insert the word temporary.“ 


Mr. STEELE. Andon 41, line 24, after the word . busi- 
ness,” insert the words ‘‘incident to the war with Spain.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On 41, in line 24, after the word business,“ insert the words inci- 
dent to the war with Spain.” 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that it changes existing law. 

Mr. STEELE. It is providing for additional force, and it is a 
temporary force to be employed only during the war with Spain, 
as other provisions are in this bill. 

Mr. G TT of Massachusetts. As I understand the amend- 
ment, it either means nothing or if means that this force is not to 
be appointed according to existing law; and of course if it means 
that, it is a change in the existing law. As I understand it, it 
leaves the number practically the same, but changes the method 
of i as inc I suppose that is the purpose of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 


Mr. STEELE. I am not disclosing my purpose, Mr. Chairman, 
but I claim it is not in contravention of existing law. There are 
other amendments in the bill providing for the same service, and 
the employment was simply temporary throughout the Depart- 
ment, 

i FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, The law provides for 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
men from Massachusetts to the fact that it does not change the 
existing law as the Chair understands it, There is no existing 
law upon thissubject. Here isa provision providing temporarily 
for certain employees in one of the Departments. Surely it is 
within the power of the committee to perfect that system. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. ere is a law to-day provid- 
ing how additional appointments shall be made, I may not have 
caught the reading of the amendment, but as I und. stood it, all 
it does is to strike out the word additional“ and ut in the word 
“temporary,” which we all know has been so construed that they 
shall be appointed in a manner different from che regular method. 
If that is the proposition of the amendment, I submit that tho 
Chair would hold that it was, of course, a change in existing law; 
If it does not mean by the word temporary a different method 
of appointment from that which the law now provides, I do not 
see what the inence of the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that it 
is obnoxious to the rule, if that is the intent of the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. The additional force is asked for, and it is sup- 
posed that they want them during the war with Spain, as it is re- 
quired in other Departments. I amasking that they be appointed 
in the same way. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I should like to ask if the bill 
before this amendment was offered did not provide for the addi- 
tional force? 

Rta CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr, STEELE, Well, lam sorry the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts made a second speech. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Office of the Director of the Mint: For Director, $4,500; examiner and com- 
puter, at $2,500 each; assayer, $2,200; adjuster of accounts, $2,000: 2 clerks of 
class 4; 1 clerk of class 2; 4 clerks of class 1; translator, $1,400; 1 clerk, $1,000; 
1 copyist; 1 messenger; 1 assistant in laboratory, $1,000; and 1 assistant mes- 
senger; in all, $29, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


On 49, lines 18 and 19, strike out the words one thousand” and insert 
“fifteen hundred.” $ 


EE HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
at. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, That is the amount recommended 
by the or 

The CHAIR . The Chair will ask the gentleman from In- 
diana if there is any statute upon this subject? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no statute. 
priation bill it was carried at $1,000. 

The C The last appropriation bill carried it at 


In the last appro- 


0002 
0 e WAY, At 81,000. This amendment seeks to make 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is right; but the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary is that it should be $1,500. 
The CHAIRMAN. Therecommendation of the Secretary would 


not make any difference as far as the point of order was con- 

cerned. The Chair understands that it was carried in the last 

od am heer bill at $1,000; and there being no other statute on 
subject, the Chair must sustain the point of order. 


TRANSFER OF EVENING SESSION, 


Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions and at the urgent request of many members 
on both sides of the House, I desire to give notice that when we 

t back into the House I will ask unanimous consent to substi- 

ute Monday night for pension business instead of to-night, on 
account of the storm. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BIX. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $5,000; 
cashier, $2,500; vault clerk, $1,800; paying teller, $1,800; assorting teller, an 
receiving teller, at $1,500 each; clerk, $1,600; bookkeeper, $1,500; 3coin, coupon, 
and currency clerks. at $1,500 each; 15 clerks, at $1,200 each; messenger, - 
stenographer, $720; janitor, $600; and 3 watchmen at $720 each; and 2 watch- 
men at each; in all, $44,020. 

Mr. HEMEN WAV. Mr. Chairman, [offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 57, and line 1, page 58, strike out the words “and 2 watch- 
men at $840 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


t treasurer at St. Louis: For assistant treasurer, $4,500; 
cashier and chief clerk, $2,500; first teller, $2,000; second teller, $1,000; third 


Mr. HEMENWAY. On behalf of the committee I move the 
amendment which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On 1, in line 17, insert 2 clerks, at ery each;” and in line 23 strike 


page 
out “twenty-five thousand four hundred an ty” and insert in lieu thereof 
“twenty-seven thousand eight hundred and sixty." 


The amendment was agreed to, 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to add 
to my remarks made an hour ago matter which will make less 
than a page of the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCH- 
RAN] asks unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD his re- 
marks made during the session of the Committee of the Whole 
to-day. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZ GER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, as I was 
cut off and prevented from concluding what I desired to say, I 
make a similar request. 

The CHAIR: . The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that he may extend his remarks in the RECORD., 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES. L ask the same privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee Mr. 
GAINES] makes a like request. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Chief of Engineers: For chief clerk, $2,000; 4 clerks of class 4; 


3 clerks of class 3; 3 clerks of class 2; 4 clerks of class 1; 1 clerk, $1,000; 1 assist- 
ant messenger, and 2 laborers; in all, $26,040. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 78, in lines 8 and 9, strike out A clerks of class 4; 3 clerks of class 
8: 8 clerks of class 2’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘'5 clerks of class 4; 4 clerks of 
9289500 4 clerks of class 2; and in line 11 strike out $26,040" and insert 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May IL have the attention of the tleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] for a moment? In the second 
line of the note on page 22 of the report I read: 

Net increase in the number of salaries estimated, 1901, over appropriations 
for 1900, 967. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the number of salaries estimated 
for; but of those some are for the temporary force that was ex- 
pected to be put on the permanent roll. 4 

. HEPBURN. But that is the number required in the opin- 
ion of the heads of Departments—967 more than were appropriated 
for in the last appropriation bill. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. No, sir. That includes a number of sala- 
ries of those who are now temporary clerks, but whom the heads 
of Departments expected to be put on the permanent rolls. In- 
cluding these, the increase would be 967. If the gentleman will 
turn to the first page of the report, he will notice that this matter 
is there partially explained: 

It is proper to state that of the 799 specific salaries estimated for in excess 
of those recommended in the bill 410 were for clerks and others in the War 
Department now employed and ee from a general appropriation made for 
the current fiscal year for additional employees rendered n in the 
War Department use of increased work incident to the war with 8 55 
which general appropriation it is proposed to continue during the next 
year in the same sum as was provided for the current year; and 188 of such 
specific salaries estimated for were in place of employments in the Navy De- 
partment now paid from appropriations for Increase of the Navy.” 

Mr. HEPBURN, Possibly the last line of the note to which I 
have just called the gentleman’s attention will explain: 


Net increase in number of salaries in this bill over appropriations of 1900, 


That, I presume, is the number they call for in their estimates 
over and above those now employed. i 

Mr, HEMENWAY. They called for a larger increase in the 
estimates; but that is the number we have allowed in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, SHERMAN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under considera- 
tion House bill No. 8347 (legislative appropriation bill), had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 


TRANSFER OF EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. _ I ask unanimous consent that on Monday 
next at 5 o'clock the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, the even- 
ing session not to extend beyond half past 10 and to be devoted 
to the consideration of such business as is in order at the regular 
Friday evening meeting. j s 

Mr. PAYNE, And that the session of to-night be dispensed 


with? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Les, sir. This request is made at the solic- 
itation of members on both sides of the House. The reason is 
apparent to all, f 

he SPEAKER. The Sa from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the session for to-night be di with 
and that on Monday next, at 5 o’clock, the House © & recess 
until 8 o'clock, the evening session to adjourn at half past 10 
o’clock and to be devoted to the consideration of business that is 
in order at the re; r Friday night session. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I sad pe it is understood that we shall 
adjourn to-day at 5 o'clock. You do not propose to run this ses- 
sion beyond 5 o'clock? 

Mr. SULLOWAY and others, Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the 

entleman from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it 
i so ordered. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Manon, for four days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. RIDGELY, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following executive 
communication and Senate bill, the reference of which was 
changed as indicated: 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of 8 for the pay of sten 
pom and typewriters employed by Indian inspectors and agents— 
em Committee on Appropriations to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Senate bill for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the 
Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo.—from the Committee on 
Claims to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY AT ANNAPOLIS. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Grout, Mr. 


HRATWOLR, and Mr. Berry as Visitors on the part of the House 
of Representatives to the Naval Academy at Annapolis, 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of Mr. Gros- 
VENOR, Mr. OLMSTED, and Mr. SLAYDEN as Visitors on the part of 
Soe Houge of Representatives to the Military Academy at West 


And then, on motion of Mr. Hemenway (at 4 o'clock and 57 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Acting 
Director of the Mint submitting an estimate of appropriations for 
new machinery and appliances at the Philadelphia mint, was taken 
from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 

titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 

the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5049) to settle the title 
to real estate in the city of Santa Fe, N. Mex., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 844); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4730) to grant 
land to the State of Florida for the use of the normal college for 
white pupils at De Funiak Springs and for the use of the normal 
college at Tallahassee for colored pupils, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 345); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr, SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2354) enlarging the 
powers of he Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company, 
reported e with amendment, accompanied by a report 

0. sari; which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. * 

Mr. SNODGRASS, from the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 1) pro- 
pens amendments to the Constitution disqualifying polygamists 

or election as Senators and Representatives in Congress and pro- 
hibiting polygamy and polygamous association or cohabitation 
between sexes, repo: the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 348); which said joint resolution and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
Ea R. 4303) for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Van Camp and 

irginius P. Chapin, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
ponon bya e (No. iea aik said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5504) for the relief of Lincoln W. Tibbetts—Com- 
po = War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on $ 

A bill (H. R. 5547) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent 
of the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo.—Committee on 
PERTY discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

A bill (H. R. 8522) for the relief of Albert F. Wakefield—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5425) for relief of Ann Bart, widow of William 
G. Bart, deceased, a soldier in the civil war Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2621) riean A sion to Ida Wiederhold—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 4261) for the relief of J. W. Leigh, of California 
discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on the Public Lands di 
Committee on Claims, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8625) to amend section 953 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 


on the Ju 5 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 8526) to construct a pier for a har- 
bor of refuge on the east shore of Lake Pepin, Mississippi River, 
near or at the village of Pepin, Pepin County, Wis.—to the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8627) relating to compensa- 
tion of fourth-class tmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Ro: 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8628) to authorize the layin 
and maintaining of a pneumatic-tube between the Capito 
and the Government Printing Office, in the city of . 
in the District of Columbia to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 8629) for the protection of 
subsurface cables, wires, and other metallic constructions 
in the D of Columbia from danger by electrolysis, and for 
other to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By itr. BHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 8630) to modify an act enti- 
tled An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States,” approved January 16, 1883, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8661) for the recog- 
nition of services of a military nature rendered by certain civil- 
ians in the late war with Spain—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8662) to provide for the ex- 
of United States district judges while going to, returning 
Kona egg e at places other than their respective resi- 
dences—to the ttee on the Judiciary, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. BOUTELL of Mllinois: A bill (H. R. 8631) 8 
on to Elizabeth Englehardt—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of the 
1 representatives of John Nelson, deceased, late of Lafourche 
Parish, La —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8633) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha Stiff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Caseday- to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8635) to confirm the title to cer- 
tain land to the Indians of the pueblo of Zuni, in the Territory of 
New Mexico—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Freeman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8637) pog a pension to 
Mrs. Helen Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8638) for the 
relief of George K. Bowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 8639) for the relief of James 

er, of Bourbon County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) for the relief of Oldham County, Ky.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8641) granting a pension to 

ge W il (H. . 8600 5 m 10 Elizabeth 

Also, a > granti a pension 
Brooks—to the Coimmitteo on Invalid 83 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 8643) granting a pension 
to Poretta Eggleston—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to Melissa Eggles- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R, 8645) directing the issue of a 
pag asad of lost check drawn by James B. Quinn, major, 
of Engineers, United States Army, in favor of Henry L. Brene- 
man—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 8646) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the military record of Alonzo Cornell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8647) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta Pollock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. Te a pension to 
Margaret Vorhees, widow of Capt. Jared F. Vorhees—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


Corps | p 


By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8650) granting an increase of 
8 to William C. Whitney- to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8651) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Pratt to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8652) granting an in- 
oron of pension to Joseph Cannon—to the Committee on Inyalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 8653) for the relief of W. S. 
McMillan, administrator of the estate of William Booth, deceased, 
late of Stockton, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8654) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of J. E. Getman—to the Com- 
mittee on 8 Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. THAYER: A Dill (H. R. 8655) granting an increase of 

pension to Edgar H. Stevens to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8656) conferring juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine 
the claim of Bvt. Capt., Second Lieut. James Davison, United 
States Army, retired—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting a pension ta 
Barbara Ann Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8658) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin G. Fay, late lieutenant, Company 
C, One hundred and seventh New York Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

er Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 8659) to increase the pension 
of Thomas P. McCracken—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ait Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8660) to increase the pension of 
Philip Lang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Irving M. Webber and other 
railway postal clerks of the Fifth Congressional district of Wis- 
consin, for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-R: k 

1 BULL: Petition of the National Board of Trade, in favor 
of the passage of the bill for the organization of a national naval 
reserve force—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ Association, 
favoring a competing submarine cable line between Cuba and the 
United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions adopted by the employees in 
the Bureau of Animal Industry stationed at Nebraska City, Nebr., 
for ponnu to grant them the usual leave of absence with pay— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas City Live Stock Exchange; also, 
of the St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange, State of Missouri, against 
increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of M. R. Newell and other em- 
ployees of the Woonsocket (R. I.) 8 favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- O 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Additional evidence in support of House 
bill No. 8403, to refer the Pittsburg defense claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of Baldwin Lodge, No. 273, 
International Association of Machinists, of Boone, Iow.. in rela- 
tion to the care and disposition of the public lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the publisher of the Bradford 
Sentinel, asking that white paper and wood pulp be placed on the 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Northeastern Pennsyl- 
vania Press Association, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
5029, relative to the free entry of wood pulp imported for use in 
the manufacture of paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the Chemung Valley Tobacco Grower's As- 
sociation of the State of New York, in favor of maintaining the 
resent tariff rates on cigar leaf tobacco from Puerto Rico and 
other island ons—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Boston 
(Mass.) Marine Society, favoring the passage of House bill No. 64, 
to promote the commerce of the United States—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Dr. Blair Medical Company, of 
Freeport, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary med- 
icines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JETT: Petitions of J. H. Sanner, W. H. Bohm, and 
others, of Edwardsville, III., and vicinity, to amend the act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
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By Mr. JONES of Washington (by request): Petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Olympia, Wash., to 

rohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor in 

awaii—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of John H. g and others, con- 
cerning the sale and other disposition of public lands, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. d 

Also, petition of the Medical Society of Keokuk, Iowa, against 

—to the Committee on the 


eof the anti-vivisection b 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Phillip Lang, of San Jose, Cal., for 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UDENSLAGER: Petition of Post No.5, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in support of the 
House bill No. 4742, to provide for the detail of active and retired 
officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military education in 
public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of graduate women nurses to secure 
by act of py employment as nurses in the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas City (Mo.) Live Stock Exchange 
and the Sonth St. Joseph (Mo.) Live Stock Exchange, against in- 
creasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the New York Mercantile Exchange, indorsing 
House bill No. 7667, relative to the branding of cheese—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 1 X 

Also, petition of Freytag & Peeler Company, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring the ge of the Russell bill, relating to the tax on 
alcohol aed in the arts or in any medicinal compound—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the League of American Sportsmen, urging the 
8 of House bill 6634, for the better protection of song and 

sectivorous birds, the game birds, and game ani to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the Northwestern Manu- 
facturers’ Association, of St. Paul, Minn., indorsing House bill No. 
887, to provide for adding to and com “tire | specimens and pro- 
ductions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. H. Meyer and other druggists of Beep 
Eye, Minn., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of Noyes Brothers & Cutler, of St. Paul, Minn., 
favoring provision for irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: ig i to accompany House bill No. 7703, 

ne a pension to Lee Kuney—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5441, granting a pen- 
sion to Au h Thompson to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. OTJEN: Paper to mR, House bill for the relief 
of Henrietta Pollok, of Milwaukee County, Wis.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


Py Mr. POWERS: Petition of fourth-class postmasters of Rut- 
land County, Vt., praying for the passage of the Cummings bill 
increasing the compensation of postmasters of the fourth-class 
post- offices to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Acme Grange, No. 498, 
of North Barton, N. Y., favoring a general free mail delivery—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minneapo- 
lis (Minn.) Commercial Club, in favor of the proposed national 
park in nothern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolutions of the State Agricultural So- 
ciety of Minnesota, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
to promote commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United 
States and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen 
for Government use when necessary,” in its present form—to the 


Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THROPP: Pa to accompany House bill No. 8403 to 
confer jurisdiction on Court of Claims in the Pittsburg defense 
claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of D. H. Harler and other citi- 
zens of the Thirtieth Congressional district of New York, in favor 
of the passage of House bill No. 3717, relating to oleomargarine 
and other dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill No. 8183, to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Northeast- 
ern Pennsylvania Press Association, urging the passage of House 
bill No, 5029, to put wood pulp and printing paper on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, letter of Frank B. Rose, of Swarthmore, Pa., relating to 
section 11 of the naval personnel bill—to the Committee on Naval 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, February 17, 1900. 


5 Sen House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
peaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D. 
The. Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The SPEAKER announced the . as chairman of 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, of Mr. DAVIDSON. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. NEEDHAM, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LivinasTon (at the request of Mr. MADDOX), for this 
day, on account of sickness. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate.committees as indicated below: 

S. 2708. An act to amend an act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other Pe approved March 3, 
1899—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2650. An act ting an increase of pension to Katharine 
Taylor Dodge to the Committee on Pensions. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BLAND, 


Mr. DEARMOND. Iask unanimous consent that Saturday, 
April 7, beginning at 1 o'clock, be set apart for the delivering of 
eulogies on the life and character of our late colleague, Mr. BLAND. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that Saturday, April 7, commencing at 1 o’clock, 
be set apart for exercises in commemoration of the life, character. 
and death of the late Mr. BLAND, of Missouri, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


And then, on motion of Mr, HEMENWAY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8347) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other „with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The C MAN. The Clerk will read from the point where 
he suspended last evening. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Of the fo amounts appropriated under public egg o and 
8 $27,190 shall be paid out of the Teens of the trict 
0 um 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order 
against the clause just read, from lines 20 to 23, inclusive. I do 
not know whether the gentleman who is in charge of this bill con- 
tends that that provision is in order or not, 

Mr. AY. I certainly do. 

Mr. MUDD, Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard briefly. I will 
read the language against which I make the point of order: 


Of the 83 amounts app riated under public ee and 
grounds, — sum of $27,130 shall 8 out of the revenues of the District 
o; um 


It seems to me that there can be no doubt that this is poo 
a change of existing law, inasmuch as it changes the fund out of 
which these expenses shall be paid. 

I do not know that there is any permanent statute on this sub- 
ject, but in the appropri seon bill for thə current year, passed at 
the last session, which I have before me and to which it is unnec- 
essary to refer, everybody knows that these expenses were paid 
entirely out of the revenues of the General Government. 

Now, these parks which are referred to here all belong to the 
General Government. The title to the land is in the General Gov- 
ernment, It is just as appropriate and just as fair and proper 
that the expenses of policing this Capitol building should be paid 
one-half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia as to 
have the District pay onena of the salaries of watchmen in the 
various parks hereinbefore enumerated, For instance, among the 
parks here enumerated asa part of the public grounds of this 
Government are the grounds about the Executive Mansion, the 

ouses, and nurseries, and other matters of that kind, with 
which the District has nothing whatever to do, It is just as ap- 
propriate and just as much in accordance with law that the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma should be made to pay one-half of these ex- 
penses as that the District of Columbia should be made to do so. 

If there is no general statute upon this subject, Mr. n, 
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then this is new 3 which changes the body of the law 
applicable to this subject-matter as it stands to-day. Therefore 
it 1s subject to the point of order. 

Numerous decisions hold that anything which is in the nature 
of new legislation is a change of g law. 

Not only is this provision obnoxious to clause 2 of Rule XXI, as 
a change of existing law, but as to the District of Columbia and its 
revenues it is an expenditure not authorized by law, because 
everyone will concede that no such expenditure as this has ever 
been authorized or was ever sought to be authorized out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

I think there can be no question, Mr. Chairman, that this is a 
plain, unequivocable,-and incontestable change of existing law 
and, as to the District of Columbia, also unauthorized by previous 


law. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s point of order 

is not, in my opinion, well taken, for the following reasons: Con- 
is the common council for the District of Columbia and has 

n from the time of its establishment. Its establishment is in 
ursuance of a provision in the Constitution. Now, it is a ques- 
ion of fact as to whether these are legitimate municipal expendi- 
tures. If so, then there is no doubt about the power to appropriate 
for the same by Congress. 2 

The gentleman says that the District of Columbia does not own 
these parks. That is true. Nor does the District of Columbia own 
the fee in the streets. It owns the parks just as much as it does 
the streets. 

Now, I apprehend it will not be controverted even by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] that it is competent to appro- 

te, a from e e 3 or a Eoaea 
easury as it is re y upon in the 
District of Columbia, to improve and care for the streets. 

There is a great k system connected with the District, There 
is the Zoological Park; there is the Rock Creek Park; there are 
hundreds of little parks at the intersection of streets, at almost 
every street corner. 

Now, it is true that in large part the 9 kor the care 
and preservation of the numberless little about the District 
have been made heretofore from the Federal Treasury alone. I 
mean the appropriations have been made from the Treasury as 
contradisti ed from the revenues of the District, But under 
the law of 1878, as well as under prior laws, all revenues collected 
in the District of Columbia are covered into the Treasury, and 
there is no way to get them out except to appropriate them. This 
bill does that, and it provides in substance, as is usual in District 

ditures, that one-half shall be paid from the Treasury proper 
and one-half from the money that is in the Treasury from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Now, if there is no authority to make this appropriation for 
policing these parks ont of the revenues of the District, there is 
no authority to make it from the moneys belonging to the United 


States. 

It is true that the act of 1878 does provide that it shall be the 
duty of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to submit 
estimates to be transmitted through the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to Congress for certain objects. I read now from section 8 
of that act: 

3 — —— on by tho District, the pn Rina of — Rae: 
duct and its appurtenances, and to submit an estimate of the amount 
pee Se efray the expenses of the government of the ict of 

Now, this is to defray an expense of the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

e if you go further on in this section, you find this pro- 
on: 


To the extent to which Congress shall a 
shall app te the amount of 50 per cen 
cent of such estimates shall 
District of Columbia. 

The gentleman might say that as an estimate is provided for, 
unless the estimate comes, there could be no appropriation of one- 
half from the revenues of the District nowin the Treasury. If 
the gentleman does say that, I will answer his 88 by say- 
ing that by virtue of the same language there could be no appro- 
a from the money of the United States in the Treasury, 

use the law applies to one as well as to the other; and if it 
applies to one, it necessarily applies to the other. 

e true principle is that if this be a legitimate municipal ex- 
penditure for the ct of Columbia, whether it is found in the 
estimates or not, under the law which creates the District and 
makes Congress the common council thereof, then from the bare 
fact of the existence of the District of Columbia, and Congress 
pom pos common council, and it being a municipal expenditure, 
i er. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 


ve of said estimates Con 
hereof, and the remaining par 
be levied and assessed upon the property of the 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The parks, as I understand it, are under the 
control of the War Department, and not under the control of the 
District Commissioners? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, another question. Is the gentleman in 
favor of the nang propontion? 

Mr. CANNON. , undoubtedly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Another question. Does the gentleman think 
that it is wise that all expenditures in the District of Columbia for 
municipal affairs and improvements should be paid one-half by 
the District of Columbia and one-half by the General Government? 

Mr,CANNON. Tes, and no; both, if the gentleman will allow 
me. Iam fully in harmony with the proposition that when real- 
estate speculators desire to have streets extended they should 
the benefits, and I believe that is a District matter and that Con- 
gress has the power to provide for the extension, just as it did 
the other day in the legislation that the gentleman reported, to 
extend one of these ayenues—perhaps Sixteenth street, I do not 
recollect—and that that should be at the exclusive expense of the 
88 Columbia and of the property benefited. Congress so 

egis š 

. BABCOCK. That is the poms that I wanted to dewlop. 
Does the gentleman understand that in these street-opening»ases 
the District pays one-half and the 3 property pays one-half? 

Mr. C ON. Very well; that is quite in the power of Con- 
gress, and Con has so exercised the power. 

Mr. B K. The impression has gone ont that the District 
is paying it all, and I desire here tocorrect that, and to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the District of Columbia pays for one-half of 
the expense of opening all of the streets and the abutting property 
pays the other half, it being assessed against the property, pay- 
able in one, two, three, four, and five years. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that exactly; and that is quite 
in the power of Congress. Further, it would be in the power of 
Congress, if the Chair will indulge me in further answer to the 
gen sarang eve: to assess the whole of the expense upon the 
property. e have plenary power in the premises, and we have 
exercised it, We have such legislation, and we will have to 
do so in the future where proper cases are presented; but this is 
upon a different ground. Here are a hun ks, created as 
much for the benefit of the District of Columbia and the whole 
people as the streets are created. The fee simple in the streets 
and in the parks are all in the United States. Now, the gentleman 
says because of that this provision is susceptible or amenable to a 
point of order that one-half of it shall not be from the revenues of 
the District that are in the Treasury of the United States. That 
point of order necessarily would run upon the same principle to 
improvements of the streets; ne yso. It would necessarily 
run upon the same principle for the support of the local courts; 
it would necessarily, upon the same principle, run for the sup- 
port of the hospitals. 

Mr. STEELE. For the police. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). And many other municipal ex- 
8 So, I state again, as to the District of Columbia, 

mgress having plenary power, Congress has legislated by the 
organization of the District prior to 1878 and in 1878, and has 
8 power to govern this city just the same as a common 
council of a city would; more than that, it has greater power 
than a common council, because a common council finds its war- 
rant of authority in the act of the legislature which creates it, 
We find our warrant of authority in the Constitution, and are 
absolutely supreme in the exercise of that warrant of authority, 
limited only by the general provisions of the Constitution. 

We have exercised that authority; we have organized the Dis- 
trict; we have created the streets; we have created the parks; we 
have kept the fee simple in the hands of the United States for 
obvious reasons. We created the Zoological Park, which has been 
kept in the same way, for obvious reasons; and yet the gentleman 
says, because the bare legal title is in the United States, that we 
have not power to appropriate, or rather we have not authorized 
heretofore appro riations for munici purposas where the 
United States holds the fee simple. Well, I would point to a long 
line of precedents in answer to that; I point to the necessity in 
answer to it; I would point to legislation in answer to it; not only 
the legislation of 1878, I would refer to legislation from the begin- 


ning. 

Ar. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, Irealize, and all admit, that Con- 
gress is the common council of the District of Columbia; but I 
also contend, and I think all will admit, that Co: „when act- 
ing in that capacity, must act in obedience to the law and the 

es of this House. I do not contend that it is not within the 
wer of Congress to provide that the District of Columbia shall 
made to pay one-half of the expenditures for the maintenance 
of these I do not contend that Congress can not provide 
that the Distric t of Columbia shall pay all the expenses of these 
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parks, however inequitable and wrong that may be. I do not con- 
tend that 9 in its absolute and unlimited power of legis- 
lation on the District of Columbia, can not provide that the 
District of Columbia should pay the expenditures for the main- 
tenance of this Capitol building, because it is a pee building in 
the same sense as those here enumerated are public buildings and 
public grounds, But everybody realizes that there is a difference 
in doing this by direct legislation and doing it upon an appropri- 
ation ill. We can bring in a bill here which is not subject fo a 
point of order in such a way as direct legislation can appropriately 

t before this House and directly provide by law that such should 
$o the case; but we have not done so F r 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. If we have not power to appropriate from the 
moneys in the Treasury, one half of it belonging to the people 
of the United States and the other half made by the District rev- 
enues, for this purpose, will my friend please put his finger on any 
legislation anywhere that would give us the power to appropriate 
it all from the moneys of the people of the United States? And I 
will say further that when he will put his finger on such legisla- 
tion I will show him right along with it the same power to ap- 
propriate half and half. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. 5 2o aos contend that there 3 
line upon the statute speci y showing in ipsissimis verbis 
that — can appropriate for the general purposes and objects of 
the General Government. No such cular and express provi- 
sion is necessary, I aver that Congress is clothed with the general 
power and with complete power to appropriate money generally 
for the expenses of the National Government, and among the ob- 
jects of expenditure of the National Government is the mainte- 
nance of its public buildings, parks, and grounds. 

The gentleman is unfortunate in his attempted analogy between 
the streets of Washi m and these public parks. He replies, in 

to a remark by me that on general principles outside of 
the law such expenditures should be paid from the Government 
revenues because the fee is in the Government, that the same ar- 
gument would apply to the streets, and reads from the organic 
act of 1878. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I needed any confirmation of 
my contention, the gentleman has there supplied it, The organic 
act of 1878 does specifically provide that one-half of the expendi- 
tures for the maintenance of streets should be out of the District 
revenue. It goes further 

Mr. PUGH. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. In whose province is it to determine what consti- 
tutes the mses for the District? Is it not solely within the 
discretion of Congress? And also tell me what the difference 
is between the principle involved in the expenses of the court of 
appeals, the bbe ce court, the Garfield Hospital, the Providence 

ospital, the Zoological Park, and this. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand it is in the province of Congress to 
determine what are the legitimate expenditures for the District of 
Columbia, but I understand just as well, and I apprehend that it 
is patent to everyone, that it is within the jurisdiction of the 
Chairman of this Committee of the Whole House—and it is to that 
jurisdiction Iam now making my appeal—to determine whether 
or not in the case in point that function is being exercised in con- 
sonance with the law and the rules of the House. 

The act of 1878 enumerates—and it is singular that the chair- 
man should read from the act of 1878; he seems to have mistaken the 
application of it—I say the act of 1878 specifies the objects of ex- 
penditure for municipal purposes for which payment should be 
made on the half-and- principle out of the two funds, those of 
the District of Columbia and the National Government. It states 
that the opening of streets shall be so paid—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. I will read it to my friend. 

Also the . repairing, bridges au- 
Shortens bey tay scrcen tae Cosas iver wither the tof Colambia; 
the cost of maintaining all public institutions of charity, reformatories, and 

isons belo: g to or controlled wholly or in part by the District of Colum- 

„and which are now by law supported wholly or in part the United 
States or District of Columbia; and also the expenses of the 
Aqueduct and its appurtenances; and also an itemized statement and esti- 


mate of the amount n to defray the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the next fiscal year. 


Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not the act before 


me 

Mr. CANNON. Neither streets nor parks are mentioned. 

Mr. MUDD. I have not the act before me, but my recollection 
is clear that somewhere in that act there is a general provision 
referring tothe opening and construction and extension of streets. 
Ifthat is not the case, everyone understands that the opening and 
extension and building of streets is an ordinary municipal func- 


Mr. CANNON, Now, if my friend will allow me, because we 


both want to get at the right of it, take Pennsylvania avenue, 
down there by the market and Ford’s old theater, there is a little 
park. Now, then, is it not both for the use of the Government and 
citizens of the District of Columbia, oneas much as the other? If 
you find the authority to appropriate for one, have you not found 
the authority to appropriate for the other? 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress there was an 
act gah riage ¢ for the control by the District Commissioners of the 
little plats of ground at the intersection of streets which are gen- 
erally denominated ‘‘parkings.” I apprehend, in view of the pas- 
sage of that act, if if should be the case now that there were any 
expenditure needed for watchmen in connection with the little 
places called parkings, which are not in any sense public parks, 
Congress might appropriate one-half out of the revenue of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Now, sir, I do not feel it necessary to enter into 
a controversy with the gentleman as to whether or not the care of 
streets is . enumerated as one of the objects of munici 
concern and municipal expenditure, I know this, however, that 
Congress, the Di t Commissioners, the attorney for the Dis- 
trict, and everybody else have heretofore so construed it to be a 
roa ae if saad have e it to he 1720 law and it 2 wha ur 

would req a change of existing law to appropriate for su 
FCC 

Nobody has ever contended that the maintenance of the public 

ks should be saddled on the District of Columbia. The mere 

t that the citizens in this District, in common with persons tem- 
porarily residents of the District, members of Congress and others, 
people from all over the country, occasionally enjoy the parks is 
no reason why these ks should be maintained by the District 
of Columbia. It might justas well be contended that it was equi- 
table and lawful that the State governments should pay one-half 
of the expenditure for maintenance of the great national parks 
that are scattered here and there throughout the country. Of 
course I understand that we can not make the States pay for them, 
but the principle, the equity, would be the same, 

Mr. PUGH. Does the gentleman concede that the act of 1878 
comprises all the law regulating this appropriation? 

Mr. MUDD. No, sir; [understand that Congress has from time 
to time covered the statute book with laws regulating app: 
tions for the District of Columbia, but I understand just as 
the gentleman from Kentucky understands it 

Mr. PUGH. One moment. 

Mr. MUDD. Let me answer the question. There is no provi- 
sion in any of these laws, and the gentleman does not undertake 
to point to any provision requiring the expenditure by the District 
for this ONE proposition, for the first time sought to be put 
through upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that this matter will 
be further elucidated by any other interruption. I will therefore 
proceed to conclude my remarks upon it. The question here is 
not whether this may not be from a certain standpoint of observa- 
tion a legitimate appropriation for the District of Columbia. I 
think itis not. But however that may be, the 3 and only 
question to be considered at t is whether this provision does 
not change existing law in that it pro to change the method 
of app’ i —that we are to put this provision upon the stat- 
ute ks for the first time this year, making a departure from 
existing law and from the uniform custom of Congress with re- 
spect to the District for perhaps a hundred years. 

The very title of this bill, A bill making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government,” 
shows its character and nature and purpose. Of course, it is not 
Paved pte in the title that the money Si abet by the 
bill come out of funds in the United States Treasury for Na- 
tional Government purposes 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
the closing words of the title are and for other purposes.” 

Mr. DD. Oh, I understand that; but it does not anywhere 
say that you are taking this money from other sources from ille- 

80 


urces. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is not one-half of the pay of the Metro- 

litan police of this city to be paid out of the revenues of the 

ict of Columbia? 

Mr. MUDD. We will cross that bridge when we come to it. 
The question of the gentleman has no relation to this matter of 
pe public parks, for which there is no provision under existing 

wW. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Nine-tenths of this money is to be paid to 

officers who are clothed with the powersof the Metropolitan police. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not think that is the case. it were, it 

would not alter the situation. Mr. Chairman, I say in that 

the very title of the act in which we find this provision is a suffi- 

— 5 to the contention of gentlemen who think this propo- 
n er. 
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Let me read the first paragraph of the bill: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the ry not otherwise appropriated. 

Of course, that does not specifically negative the idea that it 
may not refer to ater in the Treasury to the credit of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; but I submit that by all fair rules of construc- 
tion we have a right tohave considered as superimposed upon and 
read into that language, after the word Treasury, the words “ of 
the United States for United States Government purposes.” The 
lan: as it stands in the bill constitutes, in my judgment, a 
fair intendment to that effect, and should be read and construed 
as a mandate that the moneys expended under the bill shall be 
drawn exclusively from fun e td to the United States. 

This is a very important question, Mr. Chairman. This provi- 
sion of the bill makes a new departure. The amount of money 
involved is considerable. Our action upon this question will set 
a very important F affecting the welfare of the 
District of Columbia. Therefore, I have made the point of order, 
and I trust this matter will receive the very careful and serious 
consideration of yourself and of members of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] is, that 
the provision to exclude which the point of order is invoked is a 
1 85 of existing law. The gentleman confines his point of order 
to that. 

Mr. MUDD. The Chair will allow me a moment. I contend 
that it is a change of existing law and quoad the District of Co- 
lumbia provides for an expenditure not previously authorized, 
My point includes both grounds, 

e CHAIRMAN, ell, that amounts to practically the same 
3 Clearly this provision is for a work now in p ess. The 
gentleman from Maryland does not contend, as the Chair under- 
stands, that it is not so. The parks, according to the understand- 
ing of the Chair, are not on a parity with the apitol Grounds, but 
aro rather similar to the streets of the city. The organic act of 
1878 3 and in section 5 rather more clearly than in 
section 2 states, that Congress should charge one-half of all public 

in the District to the District of Columbia. Section 5of 
the act expressly names streets and sewers and any other work.” 
So that the Chair thinks it was clearly the intention of Congress, 
by that ot etm act, to provide that Congress should charge the 
District of Columbia with one-half of all public expenses in the 
District. And this, it seems to the Chair, is such an expenditure 
as Congress intended by the act of 1878 should be borne one-half 
by the District of Columbia. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ dollars,” in line 19, page 79, down to and in- 
cluding Columbia.“ in line 23. 

Mr. MUDD. As a member of the District Committee, to whose 
hands have been committed in a special sense the interests of this 
District, and with what knowledge I have of the conditions ob- 
taining here, I have felt it my duty to offer this amendment, which 
proposes to strike out this provision and leave the expenses for 
these parks to be paid hereafter, as heretofore, entirely out of the 
revenues of the General Government. 

I do not intend to go into any lengthy discussion of this ques- 
tion. The House understands the nature of the provision and the 
nature of the amendment. Whatever may be the opinion of the 
Chair (to which, of course, I submit, though I protest very stren- 
uously that it is not the correct construction as to the legality of 
the 3 under our rules), the propriety of the provision 
stands on a different footing. Everybody admits—the gentleman 

in charge of this bill, in discussing the point of order, conceded— 
that the provision is at any rate a departure from the custom that 
has prevailed heretofore. 

Now, I have seen it stated, and I have no doubt all members of 
this House have made careful observation of the statements of the 
newspapers within the last two or three days, that the District of 
Columbia is now approaching a very large deficit in its revenues 
that are needed for carrying on the ordinary expenditures of the 
government and for the ordinary, gradual, and average extension 
of streets, in mse to the interests and necessities of this, as we 
hope, growing city. This 8 is a de ure from the spirit 
of the organic act of 1878. By that act Congress abolished the 

previously existing government of the District of Columbia, took 
the charge of it out of the hands of its people and established the 
system under which the District of Columbia was to be governed 
exclusively by Congress without having any say in its own con- 
cerns. Congress then said, and pled the faith of the Govern- 
ment to the declaration, that thereafter the expenditures of the 
city, which were enumerated, and which did not embrace the 
parka, would be paid one half out of the revenues of the General 
vernment and the other half out of the revenue of the District 

of Columbia. 


Certainly it was never contemplated that the District should 
pay one-half of the expenses of these parks. It was never so 
stated; it was never hinted at. It appears nowhere upon the face 
of that act, either by express language or by any sort of implica- 
tion. It has never been contended by anyone, from that time up 
to this hour, that the District should pay these expenses. 

The District is not able to pay these expenses. It is imposing a 
hardship and a burden upon the District of Columbia that it can 
not bear. It will cripple the growth of the District; it will cur- 
tail its capacity for needed expenditures. It is, in my judgment, 
unwise legislation; it is unjust legislation, and I hope that amend- 
ment will prevail, and that we will leave this matter as it has 
been heretofore, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has stated that this thing 
has never been before this House. At the last session of this Con- 
gress on the sundry civil bill a similar provision passed 

Mr. MUDD. Passed the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Passed the House. 

Mr. MUDD. But it was stricken out in the Senate. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman says it is not enumerated 
in the act of 1878. Neither are the streets enumerated. 

Mr. MUDD. I contend that they are. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. So that if everything had to beenumerated 
the General Government would have to pay for maintaining the 
streets of the city of Washington. 

‘Now, what is it we have here? Weare providin 
watchmen in the different parks in this city. ey are men 
clothed with police powers. They are placed there in order to 
protect citizens of the District of Columbia, as well as visitors 
and members of Congress, who are passing through these parks 
at night. They are VANY licemen here in the District of 
Columbia. Then, there are eee Who take care of the flower 
gardens in pare around the city. Colonel Bingham, who has 
charge of the public buildings and grounds, recommends that 
this amount be paid out of the funds of the District of Columbia, 
and says it is a proper charge upon the funds collected from the 
ca ity of the District. 

ho is there in this House that can doubt for a moment that 

the maintenance of the streets and the pay of the Metropolitan 

olice are proper charges to be paid one-half by the District of 

um bia? that is so, then this is a propercharge. There can 
certainly be no doubt about it. 

The Government does not want the District of Columbia to pay 
a cent that it ought not to pay, and this is a charge, as I say, a 
ogg portion of it, for the police force to guard parks around the 
city. 

Mr. MUDD. The little parks around the city do not have 
watchmen or laborers either, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thegentleman says the little parks around 
the city do not have watchmen or laborers either. I should like 
Me mak who makes these flower gardens, if the laborers do not 

0 

Mr. MUDD, I refer to the little prenes under the control of 
the District Commissioners, And, if the estore contends that 
the expenditures for these parksshould be borne as ordinary munic- 
ipal expenditures, to be paid out of the District revenues, like 
other municipal expenditures, ought not these parks then to be 
under the control of the District Commissioners, instead of under 
the control of the War Department? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. y, certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON. They are all creatures of Congress. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly not. The original act provides 
what shall be under the control of the Commissioners, and what 
under the control of the General Government. 

Mr. MUDD, And what should be paid by them, too. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And there is no reason why a policeman 
on a beat down here, called a watchman, who is there to protect 
the lives of the people, the same as the Metropolitan policemen 
are here to protect their lives, should not be paid just as the Met- 
ropolitan policemen are paid, unless, as the gentleman says, he 
is under the control of some one else. What is the difference? 
Who is he under the control of? Congress has to make the appro- 
priation, whether he is under the control of Colonel Bingham or 
under the control of the police board here in the city. He per- 
forms exactly the same duties, except that he performs the addi- 
tional duty of a watchman in the ge and he certainly ought to 
be paid one-half from the funds of the District and one-half from 
the funds of the Government; and I hope, gentlemen, that there 
will be no great division upon this point. The committee are cer- 
tainly right. This amount ought to be divided, and paid one-half 
out of the funds of the District; and I hope that the amendment 
will be voted down, 

Mr. COWHERD, Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with my col- 
league on the Committee on the District of Columbia in support 
of his amendment. It seems to me that these are properly part of 
the expenditures of the District that legitimately come within the 


for a lot of 
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provision which requires them to be paid one-half out of the reve- 
nest the Government and one-half out of the revenues of the 

But the particular point in which I wish to take issue with my 
colleague is the statement he makes in regard to a deficit in the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MUDD. I only state it from the newspapers. I do not 
know personally. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam not issue as to whether there is 
8 will be a deficit, but to as whether there ought to be 
a deficit. 

I make the assertion that if the District of Columbia assesses 
and collects its taxes upon anything like the same basis that taxes 
are collected in all other cities in the United States, there would 
be no danger of any deficit in the revenues, and I wish to state 
that upon a hearing before a subcommittee of the Committee on 
the trict of Columbia in the last Congress the gentleman in 
charge of the assessment and collection of taxes, when the gaes: 
tion was put to him as to why certain property was omitted from 
taxation, made the statement that there was no need to collect ad- 
ditional revenues for the District of Columbia, because they col- 
lected more now than Congress would meet by appropriation. 

Mr. MUDD. That is not sufficient now, though. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD], who evidently is familiar 
with the subject, whether it is not a common practice in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to allow personal property to escape taxation? 

Mr. COWHERD. That is the very proposition to which I was 


referring. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does not the law provide that 
personal property in the District of Columbia shall be taxed? 

Mr. COWHERD. I so understand it, excepting an exemption 
of, I think, $500 worth of personal 1 8 

Mr. MOOD of Massachusetts. ay I ask the gentleman why 
his committee does not report some measure which will make 
effective the law taxing property in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. COWHERD, That is a question that I can not answer, as 
Iam not in charge of the committee. The matter was under con- 
sideration in the last Congress, when a subcommittee was ap- 
pointed; but the subcommittee, as I understand it, did not report, 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I want to state to the gentle- 
man an instance which came under my observation, of an estate 
which had existed in the District of Columbia for many years, an 
estate of over $300,000, and had never paid a cent of taxation upon 
its personal property; and I was told in that connection that the 
e property taxation law in this District was a farce; that 

t was not enforced and was not intended to be enforced, 

It is a matter which interests us as Representatives. We must 
appropriate for one-half of the expenses of the District out of the 

ational , and then have gentlemen find fault because 
we ask the District of Columbia to pay one-balf of the expenses of 
public parks, which are intended for the sole benefit of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, when we all over the country have to pay the 
whole of similar expenses. 

Mr. COWHERD. I heartily agree with the gentleman from 
ee and it was to voice that sentiment that I took the 

r. 

As I understand the situation in the District of Columbia, per- 
sonal property practically escapes taxation, and it escapes taxa- 
tion, as I understand it, as stated by the gentleman in charge of 
the assessment and collection of taxes in this District, because 
they do not believe they need any more revenues, for the reason 
Toas they have as much now as Congress will meet by appropria- 

on. 

Mr. MUDD. Do I understand the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHErp] to state that there is anything approaching a 
general exemption of personal pro 

ommissioners without warrant of law in this District? 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know whether it is by the Commis- 
sioners or by the action of the special officer in charge of that de- 
partment, or how. But Ido say that the practical effect is that 
personal popr in the District of Columbia goes untaxed; that 
practically all the taxes are borne by real estate, 

Mr. MUDD. Ido not agree with the gentleman as to the mat- 
ter of fact. I know that property of various forms escapes taxa- 
ton m other ve accor the 1 s Soumia; but I deny 

at it is a general proposition applicable to personal property in 
the District of Columbia. p sae 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
Mupp, the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of eb and Accounts: For chief clerk, $2,000; 3 clerks of class 4; 
6 clerks of class 3; 2clerks of class 2; 2stenographers, at $1,400 each; II clerks 
of class 1; 5 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 assistant messenger; 1 messenger boy, 
$420; and 1 laborer; in all, $40,200. 

ae HEMENWAY,. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
meni 


The Clerk read as follows: 
lines 10 trike out the words f. thousand 
o “forty-two tioassnd ax bendred. vue 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Indian Office: For the Commissioner of Indian Aff: 


missioner, who shall also form the duties of chief clerk. "$3,000; financial 
clerk, $2,000; of division, $2,000; principal $1.800; 5 clerks of 
47 14 clerks of class 3; draftsman, $1, 1,600; 8 


ee N 
class A AN 5 
pher, $1,400; 10 clerks of class 2; 25 clerks of class 1; 14 clerks, at 1 000 41 
clerk to superintendent of Indian sch a $1,000 each; 
; messenger; 2 t mes- 


1 
ngers; 2 laborers; femal 

women; in all, $132,380. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, if you will H. R. No. 1, the proclaimed 3 
pose being to firmly establish the gold standard, you should be 
willing that its defects be pointed out and so amended in other 
respects as to best meet the requirements of the people. This bill 
turns over to the banks the power to control issue of bank 
notes. This should not be so; it should be reserved to the people 
and lodged with Con . 

When a bank is chartered to furnish the currency on which 
the people depend to do business, it should be uired to issue 
the full limit of bank notes authorized, and then all power should 
be taken from it to reduce the circulation. If you grant, as this 
bill does, to the national banks the right to issue the currency, 
much or little, as they please, and the further power to withdraw 
and restrict the circulation at their own willand pleasure, you open 
up the most perfect opportunity for combinations, and self-interest 
will bring about these combinations, and you will find the pow- 
erful machinery of the national banks combined to control the 
amount of circulation when itis their pleasure to restrict the circu- 
lation and bring about hard times and panics, to the destruction 
of all business save that of the banks alone, 

Isay to you, my Republican brethren, whohave this bill in charge 
and are responsible for it, in the passage of this bill you make it 
possible for one of the greatest combines ever entered into, and 
you will see a trust formed that will cause all others, as disastrous 
as they may be and have been, to pale into utter insignificance. 

Trusts are to-day the menace of this Republic. Under Repub- 
lican legislation a system of combines and trusts has grown up 
that controls all forms of business. I say under Republican legis- 
lation; yes, the natural and legitimate outgrowth of the legisla- 
tion of the Republican party. 

In 1898 there were new trusts of nearly $1,000,000,000 formed. 
There was in amount of stock issued the enormous sum of $878,- 
263,000, and the companies issued bonds for $42,913,000 more; 
total, $916,176,000. The companies’ names and their capi 
tions are a matter of public record. 

The trusts were greatly on the increase during the year 1899, On 
March 26 a list of the trusts, including 162, was published in the 
Mpg cs World, aggregating the enormous sum of $2,683,- 

Prior to this, J. Pierpont Morgan had succeeded in combinin 
pe ged in his gigantic coal trusts, with a capitalization o 

Mr. Whitney has also consolidated 22 street-car lines in New 


m taxation by the | Coppe 


doubly plunder the public. [Applause,] 
With the opportunity for aka g millions without risk and 
with but small i i 


investment of capital, itis not chal phase that 
when a political party came into power which allowe 

sale system of robbery trusts should spring up as plentiful as 
blackberries in July. The first effect of these trusts is to create 
what appears to be prosperity. The owners of the mills and the 
stockholders have received cash for their holdings, and that cash 
is put into circulation. The people generally have money. At 
such times gilt-edged paper can be p in the money centers 
at a small percent. Profitable investment can not be found for 
money; it lies idle in the vaults, When the lines of business are 
well in the hands of the trusts and the individual competitors are 
aven from the fields of commerce and industry reaction 
will come, 
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There will be no effort to increase trade, but all the effort will 
be directed toward 2 down the supply to the lowest ible 

int of consumption in order to secure the highest prices. A 
large proportion of the laboring men will be out of pormat 
and its baneful effects do not stop with the labor class. en the 
avenues of individual efforts are closed and business is placed in 
the hands of corporations, a man with small capital can find no 
investment. Prices will range higher than now and the w. 
earner's dollar will have less 8 g power. The man who 
sells his interest in a mill can no longer find profitable employ- 
ment either for himself or his capital. When this condition is 
complete, the history of other nations teach us that the people of 
the country become dissatisfied and will rise in revolt. 

The recent issue of the national-bank statement by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency shows that between May 5, 1898, and 
April 5, 1899, there was an increase in individual deposits i ng 

e in the national banks of this country of $437,914,981.33. is 
is a large per cent of the entire circulating medium, including all 
forms of money. Thus a large per cent of the money lies idle in 
the banks because there is no longer any avenues for individual 
investment. The New York Journal makes the total capitaliza- 
tion of all the trusts in the country, May 27, $7,416,235,799. The 
capital invested in these combines increased more than 75 per 
cent in a little more than a month. It is more than any national 
debt in the world. It is seven times the bonded debt of the United 
States. It is 8500 for every family in the country; 8100 for every 
man, woman, and child in the land. The menace in these figures 
almost terrifies. There can be no evading the alternative before 
8 either they must crush or be crushed. 

he $5,000,000, for which trusts have been capitalized 


during the past eighteen months been applied to the opening of 
new mines and the erection of new mills we would now be enjoy- 
ing the greatest era of perity in all history, for the reason 


that never before have the conditions in foreign countries been so 
favorable for the extension of American trade. While the returns 
of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department show an 
increase of about 20 p cent in the gross exports of manufac- 
tured articles, yet when these exports are analyzed, and those 
deducted which have been caused solely by the war with Spain, 
it is found there has been, in fact, an actual decrease in the ex- 
port of manufactured per hee 
This is a condition of affairs which every man, no matter what 
may have been his past political affiliations, should exert his ut- 
most efforts to remedy. It is a serious charge to make against 
any political party that it has opened the doors to this system of 
9 plundering. The Republican 
55 that it has fostered or en 
pelf, 
creator of this condition that no sensible man can doubt that the 
leaders are chargeable with direct knowledge if not actual par- 
ticipation therein. In 1868 there were but three trusts formed. 
In 1889 but five. These created such a protest that Congress 
pan the anti-trust law. Within one year after the MċKinley 
ff law there were put into operation 34 new trusts. During 
the first year of the Wilson tariff law there were but four. When 
the Dingley bill became a law trusts immediately became the 
rage, and over 200 have been put in operation. 
this act you retire the greenbacks and place the national 
bank above the Government itself, Aeris g it with furnishin 
the currency of the country. Add to this the terrible crime an 
folly of Cranena the national banks the right to restrict the cur- 
rency and bring about hard times and panics at their will, and you 
will thereby complete the most wonderful blunder of the age, for 
which the wrath of a long-suffering people will finally overtake 


Tire, Gasman 

Mr. n, I ask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

= ULZER, Mr. i „I move to strike out the last 
w 

In connection with what the gentleman from Iadiana [Mr. 
Mrers] has so well and so eloquently said regarding the poner 
and the sway of the trusts I concur and entirely agree, and I de- 
sire at this time to say a few words concerning trusts in this 


country. 

On the 12th, 13th, and 14th of this month there was held in Chi- 
cago an anti-trust conference. At that conference there were rep- 
resentatives from almost every State and Territory in the Union. 
There were over 1,000 delegates to that conference. It was one of 
the most representative es of men and women that ever assem- 
bled in this country, and the work it did for the common weal 
and against the trusts will have a beneficial effect all over this 
country. The anti-trust conference was a great success. 

There is no doubt that the trusts to-day are doing irreparable 
injury to the consumers, the toilers, and the taxpayers of the 


these aggregations 


seeks to repudiate | pank 
t the facts of history point so conclusively to it as the | dreds of milli 


country. No one will dispute that proposition. I believe and 
I charge that the Administration is msible for the sway, the 
growth, and the power of the trusts. If the Attorney-General 
would enforce the law now on the statute books, in my judgment 
every trust could be dissolved; and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], the spokesman of the Administration, took that 
position at the beginning of this session and stated on the floor of 
this House that the enforcement of the law would crush the trusts. 
The McKinley Administration is responsible for the trusts. It is 
owned and controlled by the trusts; it stands sponsor for them, 
and refuses to do anything to curb their enormous power and 
their centralization and absorption of wealth. 

The greatest trust, however, of all the trusts is the money trust, 
and the present currency bill which you are about to will 
create the greatest money monopoly and the greatest financial 
trust the world has ever seen. Its possibilities for plunder are 
unlimited. This conference at Chicago condemned that gold 
standard currency bill; this anti-trust conference at C o, 
composed of representatives of the Republican party, of the 
Democratic party, of the Populist party, and of every political 

rty in the country, unanimously condemned that Republican 

iquity, the gold standard currency bill, which intends to turn 
over to the national banks the money of the people, and creates 
the greatest national-bank trust the world has ever known. A 
committee was appointed to bear this protest to Washington and 
present it to this House, 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk the protest unanimonsly adopted 
against this outrageous bill, and ask the Clerk to read it as part of 
my remarks. I want it placed on record before the bill is finally 
passed and sent to the President, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHICAGO, ILL., February 15, 1900. 
authority of the resolu’ s 
. of the National Aal ears . W. Bee 
WILLIAM SULZER, Fred Williams, Helen Seg F. R. 1.458075 
eee Sousa ease ae, 
ere I. „ J. . + N. 
Wetmore, and O. A. 83 as 3 ca EENE 


Witness my hand. 
M. L. LOCKWOOD, President. 

FRANKLIN H. WENTWORTH, Secretary. 

Resolution unanimously by the anti-trust ‘erence held at Chi 
pna D 12, 13, and 14, aN, ay 

Whereas ears 22 passed the — * ol 8 s mi 
common! own as the “currency ” which is now ding < 
ate of the United States; and 717 sag 


itis said bill to further 
— 7 by. — extend special and exclusive 


ill, if enacted into law, would surrender to the national 
ernmental of ; second, besto 


dollars into mere credit money, row 
Treasury for redemption in gold; fourth, make all debts now existing or here- 
. fifth, place in the hands of the banks the 
and the currency at will; sixth, in short, we be- 

eve the measure is calculated to establish a centralized money oligarchy, 
establish a powerful banking trust which will have the power to 9 
enslave the le, and in the end destroy the Republic: Now, therefore, be it 
Resoived, That this nonpartisan anti-trust conference, assembled in Chicago 
and consisting of representatives from States and Territories, hereby utters 
its most solemn ve against the of this measure; and be it further 

Resolved, That the chairman of this conference is hereby instructed to a 

int a committee of seven or more members of this body, whose duty it 

of ùa this protest 
the rther 
to their liberties and call upon them e 
their emphatic protests against 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the committee duly came to 
Washington and instructed me to present to this House that pro- 
test. I concur in every word it contains. I know you laugh and 
sneer at it now, but it will bear fruit, I know it will not deter 

ou from passing that outrageous bill for the national banks, but 

believe in the end this mighty protest will be heard, and in the 
avalanche to come the cruel gold-currency bill you will soon enact 
will be swept from the statute books, 

The C The time of the nn has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my time be extended. This is an important matter, and I want 
to be heard. I will be as brief as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended. there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that at the time this resolu- 
tion was unanimously adopted in the anti-trust conference over a 
thousand delegates from all over the Union were present, and the 
chairman of the conference was a dis i son of Ohio, a Re- 
polices: former attorney-general, Frank S. Monett. He was 

urned down by the leader of the Republican , MARK Hanna, 
at the last Republican State convention in Ohio, over which, I be- 
lieve, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
presided, because he had the courage of his convictions; because 


1900. 


right attorney- 


he dared, as an honest, as a faithful, aad as an € 
an an action 


general of the State of Ohio, to do his duty, and 
against the Standard Oil trust for violating the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from Ohio 
pir, GROSVENOR] about the anti-trust law. I think myself it 

a fairly good law; but I differ with the gentleman from Ohio in 
regard to its enforcement, He says it is a good law; but appar- 
ently he does not believe in its enforcement. I want it enforced 
against every trust in the land. 

In my opinion, if your Republican Attorney-General was brave 
enough to enforce that law, there would not be a trust in the coun- 

to-day; and if you had not turned down your honest and faith- 
ful attorney-general in Ohio, the Standard Oil trust, the greatest 
monopoly to-day in all the land, would be out of business and not 
paying 20 per cent dividends eve three months on $100,000,000 
capitalization. Twenty millions of dollars dividends ovy ee 
of a year on its capital stock, and every dollar taken from the poor 
people of this country. Only the other day, not satisfied with 
receiving a profit of $30,000,000 every year on a capitalization of 
$100,000,000, and most of that water, the Standard trust raised 
the price of oil 1 cent a gallon. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Three cents a gallon. 

Mr. SULZER. Yes, 3 cents a gallon within a short time, but 
1 cent a gallon a few days ago. means an additional profit 
to the Standard Oil trust of over $10,000,000 a year, and the Re- 
publican party stands sponsor for it. [Applause.] t 

The law on the statute books against trusts is clear and plain, 
and the highest court in the land has passed on its validity and 
sustained the constitutionality of its provisions. The anti-trust 
act of 1890 declares that every contract or combination in the 
nature of a trust in restraint of trade and commerce among the 
several States and Territories or with foreign nations is a con- 
SPENT illegal and void, and punishable by fine aud imprisonment. 

Under the law of our country trusts are crimi and there is 
no distinction between a so-called good trust and a so-called bad 
trust, between a big trust and a little trust. Every trust is con- 
trary to both the spirit and the letter of the law. To seriously 
contend otherwise as a legal proposition would be preposterous. 
If we did so, by analogy we might as consistently assert that 
there were good pirates and bad pirates. If robbery is criminal, 
itis immaterial, so far as the crime is concerned, whether the rob- 
bery is a big one or a little one. The violation of law is the same. 

Under this anti- trust act it seems to me every trust in the United 
States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter annulled, 
and the men ind it punished for conspiracy. Every trust by 
its very nature is in restraint of trade commerce and in vio- 
lation of this law. 

If you will read the anti-trust act of 1890 and the decisions of 
the United States Supreme Court in the trans-Missouri freight 
case and the Addyston Pipe Line case, the conclusion will be 
irresistible to the logical mind that the fault is not so much with 
the law as it is with the men who are sworn to enforce the law. 
The law so far as it goes is all right—the do-nothing Attorney- 
General is all wrong. The imperative mandate of the day is ‘‘En- 
force the law, and every trust in the country will dissolve.” When- 
ever the trusts have been brought before the courts, and their true 
character shown, they have been declared 2 

In my opinion and I say so adyisedly—the Department of Jus- 
tice under the present law can institute and successfully maintain 
actions against every trust doing business in the United States, 
The law is clear and plain, and the facts are within the knowledge 
of all and too obvious for controversy. 

I am 1 opposed to all trusts, es y the money 
trust, and I solemnly warn the American people against the money 
monopoly and the national-bank trust—the greatest of them all— 
created by this Republican currency bill. 

The money monopoly and the national-bank trust menace our 
Republic to-day. Jackson waged the most bitter and relentless 
war of his life against the United States Bank and finally de- 
stroyed that gigantic sags If he had not, it would have 
destroyed the ublic. One of the greatest acts of his life was 
the veto of the bill extending the charter of that bank trust. In 
the light of what is going on to-day, that veto message should be 
read by every citizen in our land. The bill now pending in Con- 
gress gives to the national banks of the country far ter powers 
and privileges than were ever enjoyed by the United States 
Bank. Itisa ublican bill, and the Republican party stands 
sponsor for it and is committed to its passage. 

When it becomes a law it will give the monopoly of issuing 
money to the national banks, and hence the right to expand or 
contract the currency of the — 60 whenever it suits their con- 
venience. No corporation should have this power to make or de- 
stroy. It would deprive the Government of one of its test 
attributes of sovereignty and give to the national banks the right 
to Ye, at their own will, every industry in the country. It 
is the most daring attempt the have ever made by law to 
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seize one of eer weapons for good or evil known to civi- 
lized man. Forthe Government to surrender this prerogative and 
delegate away this power is a crime against every citizen in this 
land and will work woe and misery to millions yet unborn. 

Iam opposed to the Government delegating away its powers to 
the national banks. We should vigorously oppose conferring any 
additional powers on or ting any greater privileges to the 
national banks. Inmy judgment they already possess entirely too 
much power. They are doing precisely KOT only to a greater 
extent, what the United States Bank did in the days of Andrew 
Jackson. The right to coin and issue money is one of the pes 
prerogatives of the Republic and one of the highest attributes of 
its sovereignty. It should not be transferred, assigned, or set over 
to any national bank, to any trust, or to any monopoly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to welcome this opportunity to 
place on record the unanimous protest against the Republican 
currency bill of one of the largest representative, nonpartisan 

therings ever held in this country, and I say to you, pass your 
5 bill, establish your money monopoly your bank 
trust turn the money of the people over to the national banks, to 
expand or contract the currency at their will, to make times good or 
to make times bad, and you will hear from the people on election 
day; you will hear from them in the — campaign as they 
march to the polls to vote for that fearless and intrepid champion 
of the masses, that pure and irreproachabie patriot, that stal wart 
and gallant leader of the people, William J. Bryan. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am not a candidate for 
the Vice-Presidency of the United States [laughter], and if I 
were I should have no opposition for that office in my own dele- 

tion. Therefore I am not excited about this trust question; 

t I want to point out now the sort of absurd statements that 
are being made by men claiming to be members of Congress and 
being intelligent citizens of the country. 

Now, in the first place, Idid talk in the ing of this Congress 
afew words about the Sherman anti- trust law, and now comes the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] and says that the attor- 
ney-general of Ohio undertook to enforce the Sherman anti-trust 
law and war was made on the attorney-general. I pause for the 
House to absorb the enormous ignorance involved in that state- 
ment, [Laughter and pee on the Republican side.] The 
Sherman anti-trust law is a law of Congress, to be enforced against 
violators of the interstate commerce under the provisions of that: 
act, and to be enforced by district attorneys in the United States 
courts, and not by the attorneys-general of States, and my friend 
here who goes hi g over the country comes back loaded 
with such nonsense as that, [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Now, next. The Republican legislature of the State of Ohio 
passed what is known as the Valentine anti-trust law, applicable 
to the operations of trusts in the State of Ohio. Mr. Monett, as 
he had a right to do, as it was his duty to do, brought suits under 
that law in the supreme court of Ohio, and the first step toward 
adjudication was raised by a demurrer to the petition, raising the 
question of the constitutionality of the law. It was argued on 
one side by Mr. Virgil Kline, of Cleveland, and Mr. Neal, of my 
own Congressional district, both eminent lawyers, and on the 
other side by the attorney-general and by his assistant; and the 
supreme court decided by a ous opinion upholding ths 
constitutionality of the law, and decreeing its enforcement against 
the violators of it in the State of Ohio. 

8 = SULZER. Will the gentleman permit me an interrup- 
on 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman, who is a 
distingnished ublican from the State of Ohio, why you did not 
renominate Mr. Monett as attorney-general? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman will find that he has 

‘ot his foot into that worse than he did in the other. [Laughter. 

. Monett has been twice elected e pener of Ohio, an 
there is an unwritten law in the politics of Ohio that, with only 
one or two exceptions since the formation of the Republican party, 
has been enforced without any sort of objection, that no man 
shall be elected to one of these offices more than twice. I never 
knew an attorney-general of that State to be three times elected. 
Possibly it has Bo done, but I think not. I was in the conven- 
tion; I was not a member, not even a delegate; I was not chairman 
of it, but I sat and listened and saw the whole of it. Mr. Monett 
was not a candidate, Think of that! And now the gentleman 
comes back from Chi loaded with that sort of stuff. Mr. 
Monett distinctly ref: to announce his name as a candidate, 


and he received a very few votes in the convention which were given 
by somebody as a sort of acompliment to a bright, intelligent, ca- 
pable young man. There were six or eight candle 


tes for the place. 


1900 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


es. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

=P GEESTE aow 1 a it, The Peman 
anti-trust law was passed by a ublican Congress, signed by a 
Republican President, lay absolutely dead on the statute book 
during the term of the only full-fi Democratic Administration 
we have had in thirty-odd years. The very moment this Repub- 
lican Administration came in it was put into active motion, and 
under the instrumentality of the courts of the country the trans- 
Missouri combination was broken up, the traffic association in 
New York was broken up, and the court has made a decision that 
holds that this very law, this Sherman anti-trust law, applies to 
the manufacture and sale of every commodity that is manufactured 
in the United States for interstate commerce by a trust. Now, 


what does the . esee propose to add to that? 
1 New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit me a 
q ion 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. What part did the Attorney-Gen- 
eral take in the tion of these anti-trust cases? 

Mr. GROS OR. He argued them in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It is true, my friend, that the oral argument 
was presented by the gentleman from Ohio, John K. Richards, 
the Solicitor-General, a most able lawyer and ex-attorney-general 
of Ohio, but it is equally true that the 5 whom 
you are constantly shouting at, was instrumental in pushing that 
prosecution just as much as the law of the country requires him 
to. How often has the Attorney-General e into the Supreme 
Court and argued orally? Very seldom; ost never. ere is 
no one of the tions that can be carried on without the 
= cia and tion of the Attorney-General of the United 

ita 

While I have no particular interest in this question, and the 
gentleman can attack his own citizen, if he sees fit—I do not say 
that he has—but I have this to say about Attorney-General Griggs: 
A better la a clearer-headed administrator of justice, never 
lived in the United States than John W. Griggs, and no man can 
his finger on the time or place where he has hesitated to push 

‘orward, under the proper subordinates of his office, every one of 
these tions, 1 plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ERALD 0: husetts rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, this is not a case of the soldiers from 
Massachusetts, [Laughter.] So it comes about that every law 
on the statute book against was put there by Republicans, 
every prosecution begun by a Republican officer, every prosecu- 
tion that was ended was ended in favor of the Government, and 
yet the gentleman goes to Chicago and comes back loaded with 
that sort of stuff, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that all 
the trusts have increased immensely during the last three years 
of Republican administration? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trusts and soup houses never prosper 
together. [Laughter.] You will never while you live see any- 
thing prosper but poverty under Democratic administration. 

Now, so much for the national part of this question. Now, I 
ask, how many States.of this Union have anti-trust laws that are 
not in the hands of the Republicans? 

Mr. LACEY. And is it not true that the Democratic legisla- 
ture of Ohio elected Mr. Payne, of the Standard Oil Company, a 
Senator from that State? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes; but we do not charge them — 8 
ig for that. They donot know yet how it was done. [Laugh- 


ow, then, about Marx Hanna having defeated Mr. Monett. 
Mank Hanna had no more to do with the nomination or non- 
nomination of Mr. Monett than any gon ionu on the other side 
of the House had. He was not a delegate to the convention; he 
had no interest whatever in the question of the attorney-general- 
ot There were half a dozen able lawyers named for the place, 
and one of the bestof them was nominated. This same attorney- 
general is to-day pane forward under the Valentine act all the 
prosecutions that were begun under the administration of his 
redecessor. The New York anti-trust law, the Ohio law, the 
linois law, all the laws of that character that I know anything 
about in the United States, outside of Texas, are laws which were 
pot in Republican States by Republican legislatures, while the 
mocrats were crying—— 
A MEMBER, There were other States besides those which the 
gentleman has named. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, there may be others, 
Mr. COWHERD. Missouri, for instance. 
; Missouri had one of the earliest of 


Now, the matter comes right down to this: All the States of the 
Union where business activity has been felt and where the evils 
of these trusts have become manifest have joined together and 
passed these anti-trust laws. í 

Now, let me tell the gentleman something: The man who in 
the campaign of 1900 undertakes to run for Vice-President or any- 
thing else upon an outcry about the trusts—howling in the ears 
of the American people upon that subject—does not know what 
the American ple are made of. The American people, Mr. 
Chairman, understand one thing, and there can be no dispute 
about it; Pey understand that for four years—from 1892 to 1896— 
business broke down; og Gorgias he aa y went to destruc- 
tion and disaster all oyer this country. ughter and applause. } 
And they know that it was not twenty-four hours after the elec- 
tion of 1896 before business began to revive. And they will stand 
by the Dt e stood by them. 

Mr. SU . Mr. Chairman, just a brief time to reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Perhaps the country will aoe the apology of the spokesman 
of the Administration for the failure of the ublican party in 
Ohio to renominate Attorney-General Frank S. Monett, but E 
doubt it. Iam glad, however, to hear the spokesman of the Ad- 
ministration now say to the country that Frank S. Monett was an 
honest, a faithful, and a capable attorney-general; that he was 
dong his whole duty and bravely enforcing tho law against the 

usts. 

And I desire also to say in this connection that so long as he 
was such a good man, such an honest official, and such a good 
Fae ge popes long as he was doing his duty so honestly, so faith- 
fully, and so conscientiously pe Be the law against the trusts 
it seems to me that the old precedent in Ohio referred to should 
have been turned down instead of Mr. Monett. I ask my friend 
to think this over carefully. It would have been better, in my 
opinion, for the people of Ohio and for the people of thecountry gen- 
erally if an exception had been made in this case, The Republican 
party should have renominated Mr. Monett if it honestly was op- 
posed to the Standard Oil trust and wanted the law enforced, 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. SULZER. Ihave the floor, and I can not yield now. Per- 
haps, too, the country will accept the apology of the gentleman 
from Ohio in regard to the trusts, and Mark A, the leader of 


the Republican , the man who absolutely dominates it to- 
day. the man who es in brute force, the man who does not 

ieve in reason and persuasion, the man who believes that the 
American people ought to be driven hither and thither, the man 
who believes that all he has to do as the master is to snap the party 
whip and the Republicans from one end of the land to the other 
will march in serried ranks to the polls and vote as he dictates, 


But I doubt it. 
Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says 
I do not understand the American people. I think I do; I believe 


he does not. I know the great American heart. I believe I under- 
stand the nobler impulses of the great civilization on this hemi- 
sphere. I think I know the sentiment of the American ple; I 
ink I know what they are thinking about; I think I do know 
how they feel in reference to the imperial march of the Repub- 
licans under the leadership of Mark A; I think I know how 
they feel as they witness your actions here—overriding the Con- 
stitution, trampling under foot the Declaration of Independence, 
and turning to the wall the picture of the great emancipator; an 
I prophesy now that the le of this country will never submit 
to the brutal dictation of either the gentleman from Ohio or his 
royalmaster—Mark Hanna. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
I believe in the people, and I trust the people. Can yousay that 

The protest which I offer to-day and which has just been read, 
ricer from the are it gs ees from a large Te 8 

ve nonpartisan body, coming, I say, from as a gathering o 
thinkers as ever assembled in this country, will have its effect. It 
will not stay your mad course in turning the money of the people 
over to the national banks and allowing them to create the greatest 
trust in all the world—a 1 money trust. It will not stop 

ou from enacting that bill into law, because you were sold to do 
it, sold body and soul to do that very thing * Mank Hanna, 
your imperial master in the campaign of 1896. eis simply eg 
ing his promise now, and delivering the goods to the national bank- 
ers. You are the tools, the agents if you will, to register his de- 
crees and do as he bids. What a spectacle of representative gov- 
ernment! 

Mr. Chairman, in 1896 MARK Hanna marched down Wall street, 
his hands stretched out like „ „collecting money 
from the Wall street bankers for McKinley campaign. What 
a sight that was for honest people to witness, It marked a red- 
ected day in the history of the Republican party, the party of 

utocracy. 

* He marched down Wall street, from Trinity Church to the Ferry, 
and every national banker bid him welcome, and every national 
banker gave most freely and most bountifully to the Republican 
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cena? eo largest by millions ever raised—to thwart the 
of the e. 
5 The CHAT RMAN The time of the gentleman from New York 
as expired. 
Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman may proceed. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Not unless he will answer a question. 
Mr. SULZER. I will answer the gentleman’s question. What 


is it? 
Mr. SHATTUC. What business is it to you what we do in 


Ohio? 
Mr. SULZER. Let me say to the gentleman—— 
is breath, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Let him catch 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SULZER, There is an old saying that those who laugh 
last laugh best. The gentleman from Ohio asks what business it 
is to me what they do in Ohio. That question does the gentle- 
man’s intelligence justice. It should be remembered. I will tell 
him what concern I have. I want to see the imperial march of 
the Ohio syndicate checked and its corrupting influence crushed 
forever. I want to see a Democratic Representative returned in 
your place from Ohio next fall. 

I want to see a man who laughs and sneers at the people like 

ou beaten, because in a Government like this you deserve to be 
ten. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I 
want to see Ohio cast its electoral vote for the Democratic nomi- 
nee for President, because I. believe it will be for the best inter- 
ests of all the people, and if I can judge the future by the past, and 
if the last election is any criterion, it will be done, and you make no 
mistake, Mr. Interrupter, you will not be herein the next Con- 
gress. [Applause on the Democratic sided 

Now, sir, I want to say that the money Mark Hanna collected 
in Wall street in the campaign of 1896 was used to carry the coun- 
try for the Republican party, and he to-day snaps the whip 
over you and makes you vote for this arg Cope Republican cur- 
rency bill to make good his promises in Wall street. He knows 
he could not pass the bill through this House unless he made you 
walk into a caucus and be bound by the caucus. Many of you 
hate to vote for the bill, but you dare not bolt the caucus of your 
party for fear of the vengeance of HANNA. 

Mr. SHATTUC. He gets enough on your side to make up what 
we lose on this side.“ 

ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yie 

Mr. SHATTUC. How many have you got on your side that 
voted for the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. You did not dare; you could not pass that ini- 

uitous currency bill without making it a caucus matter. MARK 
Hanna 1 vou Representatives into the caucus, and then 
whipped into line the men who had the courage to protest against 
its iniquitous features. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The majority of your own New York delega- 
tion voted for it. 

Mr. SULZER. You are mistaken. That is not so. You keep 
your own household clean. There are many Representatives on 
that side of the House who did not want to vote for the bill. It 
was an affront, and made them stultify their records in this House 
and their promises to their constituents. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Name them, 

Mr. SULZER. They rebelled at first. They went to the Presi- 
dent, begging and imploring him to save them, and bending the 
pregnant hinges of the knee. They appealed to the President not 
to pass the bill. They went to MARK HANNA and begged him not 
to pass the bill, but Mark Hanna, in effect, no doubt, told you, 
We must keep our contract with the national bankers, and if 
we do not Seep ove contract with the national bankers and give 
the national bankers what I agreed to—the right to control the 
money of the people—they will not put up in 1900 as they — up 
in 1896.“ That is practically what K HAN NA said. That is 
the reason this bill must pass ere this campaign begins. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Whom did he say that to? 

Mr. SULZER. And Iimagine he said to you, Without boodle, 
without the necessary wherewithal and plenty of it, we can not 
5 country in 1900 any more than we could have done it in 


Mr. SHATTUC. Which Congressman did he say that to? 

Mr. SULZER. Now, that is the whole story, that is the secret 
for the passage of this gold standard currency bill, and I want 
you and others to read the protest I offered a little while ago care- 
fully to-morrow. You have laughed at that protest. You have 
mocked the people in their misery, but the people will yet rise up 
and mock you. Louis XIV said-— 

Mr. SHATTUC. Who was Louis XIV? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is not in order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised at the gen- 
tleman's ignorance, [Applause and laughter on the Democratic 


side.] Louis XIV mocked the popi he laughed at them and 


scorned them as they begged and cringed. “The State!” said the 
King, I am the State.” But before the grass was green on his 
grave the same people rose up against long-continued wrong and 
usurpation and said: The State! Nay, Sire, we are the State.“ 
They drew aside the royal curtain, and all the world saw the head 
of a King roll in the basket. 

You laugh now; you scoff at petition, and you mock the le 
in their woe and their misery; but let me say to you, the time is 
not far distant when they will rise mp and you will have to render 
an account of your stewardship. e Republican party, intoxi- 
cated with its power, puffed up with its royal swagger, and mad 
with its imperialistic sway, impudently spurns the people, and ar- 
rogantly declares: ‘‘The State! The Republican party is the 
Sta * 

But in the coming fall the people will rise up against Repub- 
lican wrongs and ublican usurpations, and in thunder tones 
declare, “ State! Nay, Mr. Hanna, weare the State.” They 
will draw aside the imperial curtain of Republican corruption, 
and all the world will witness the triumphant election of a Dem- 
ocratic President. ne on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I merely wanted to rise for a 
moment to ask if the object that is near to the heart of the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr, SULZER] and of us all has not received 
sufficient attention, perhaps, for one day, so that we might pro- 
gress with our bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Iam glad the gentleman agrees with me. 

Mr. CANNON, Iam not exactly on all fours with the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I must confess to more sym- 
pathy than he has with the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuL- 
ZER]. Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio is not informed about 
the 1 of a great trust. I am in it. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SULZER], who last addressed the House, is in it. 
He is trying to get all that side of the House in it, and 3 
mg o get all this side of the House in it, because it is absolutely 
patent that it would be a great combination. 

Here is the gentleman from New York, who was created to look 
like the great commoner, Mr. Clay. The great commoner from 
Kentucky, dead and gone, has been reincarnated, so that we have 
my friend from New York as a foundation to go u the ticket, 
to save the country, to save the party, to save the world. He 
comes, you know, from Tammany, and Tammany made him, and 
he jumps when Tammany pulls the string, and he has a tolerably 
hard road to travel. He wicked Democratic colleagues from 
New York who were created by Tammany who did not vote with 
him on the “infernal, outr: us, evil- tten, damnable” bill 
[laughter], and they have handicapped him, in part, because, 
while he jumps when Tammany p the string and takes much 
for granted in getting upon this national ticket with Mr. Bryan, 
he is handicapped by these pootlemen, and it is necessary for him 
to talk two or three times here and to go to Chicago to convince 
you gentlemen who are not in harmony with this wicked bill that 
he is not to blame for what his colleagues from New York City 
did, and it was necessary for him to go to Ohio, that is in the 
trust, to talk about trusts. 

Why, this is the one trust—the nomination on the ticket with 
5 that ought not to come under the Sherman law 
or under the New York law. It is a great trust. It assembles 
here in the House, it runs over to New York, it journeys about 
with Bryan, it goes out to Chicago with Altgeld and Weaver and 
Mrs. Gougar, and they resolute, you know, and he bears the reso- 
lutions down and has read them to the House. Well, now, that 
is necessary, because he ought to go on the ticket. I am for him 
on the ticket. [Applause and laughter on the Republican sion] 
He and I haye ed about it. e are working to the same end, 
and I appeal to the gonneman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] never 
again to interrupt the operation of this agreement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I promise that I never will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER] having made great progress and having got into the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD the sayings of that wise, nonpartisan body 
that met at Chicago, headed by Altgeld, Weaver, and Mrs. Gouget, 
and where my friend shone across the continent and the seas like 
a beacon in the storm, battling for the rights of humanity and of 
all the ple and the rest of mankind, I think we have done 
enough for one day, and next Monday, immediately after the read- 
ing of the J ena; I will stand by the gentleman from New York 
in a demand for an hour and will hold up his arms in carrying out 
our ent. But I think now it would not be apt to goon 
much longer to-day, because we had better do a little public busi- 


ness to fool the people, [Prolonged laughter and applause on the 
a a side. ] 
r. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a word. I am not respon- 


sible for anyone on the floor of this House but myself. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] may laugh at the protest of 
the people, and his colleagues may spurn it with contempt, but 
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that protest will be heard when many of the gentlemen on that 
side of the House are retired to private life and meditating on the 
power of the people. 


The Clerk as follows: 


For an additional force of 150 special examiners for one year, at a salary of 
reed $195,000, and no so appointed shall be employed in the State 

mw heisa ted: and any of those now employed in the Pension 
Office or as s they be found to be 
qualified. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the delightful witticism of the 
gentleman from Illinois—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. raise the point of order that the gentle- 
man is not discussing the amendment pending. I want to serve 
notice now that we must transact the public business. We must 
read this bill, and so much time has m occupied that it will 
take almost the balance of the day to read it. I hope gentlemen 
will not insist upon further general discussion. We have had two 
days of general discussion, and nearly all of yesterday was taken 
by general discussion, and the bill must be read and passed. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I think the gentleman could well 
have afforded to withhold until at least a commentary had been 
made upon the remarks made by the gentleman from Ohio and 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is insisted upon, the 
Chair must sustain it. 

Mr. GAINES. T hope the gentleman will withdraw his point 
of order, or insist on it regularly and enforce it. 

The C For what does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GAINES. To complain of the unfair administration of the 
rules of this House by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
way]. The gentleman raises the point of order against general 
debate when a gentleman on this side of the House rises to ad- 
dress the House 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is not in 


order. 

Mr. GAINES (continuing). And when a Republican rises he 
does not object, but permits general debate. tis the point I 
make. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee at that time 


examiners may be reappointed 


had no right to make any point, because the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee had not the floor for any p 
Mr. GAINES. It is the unfair administration of the rules that 


I protest against; the maladministration of even a bad rule. 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order, and will take his sea 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from Tennessee” will take his 
seat, but I do not propose that this side of the House shall be run 
over by anybody by an unfair administration of the rules of this 
House without a protest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Iam at a loss to understand how 
the be so speedily arrived at the conclusion that my re- 
marks were out of order. I certainly had not uttered ten words 
when he made the interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana made his sug- 
gestion rather as a warning than otherwise. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I may take it that the ruling of 
the Chair was also a warning. I supposed that would have to be 
based upon something said by me. 

The C. MAN. It certainly would. The gentleman is cor- 


rect. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will say frankly that my pur- 
pose was to devote five minutes to some comments upon the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Ti- 
nois, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr, TERRY. Why did you not make that point of order when 


your side was up? 

Mr. COC of Missouri. It was a manifestation of that 
customary discretion of the person in charge of the bill to act as 
a rear guard to the wits of the Republican side of the House. 

Mr. MENWAY. The gentleman certainly can not charge 
that I have been unfair, as his side of the House has done most of 
the talkin g: 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I noticed on yesterday that the 

tleman served notice that he would make the point of order, 

t he did not make it when the gentleman from Illinois was ad- 

ing the committee. 
AY. I wanted the other side to have their share. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For R ral of Nevada, $1,800; and for the clerks in his office, 


For rent of office for the surve: or-general. of 
Roney, post-office box rent, 5 8 fuel, bi 
and other expenses, $500, 


„fuel, sta- 
records, 
incidental 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, in line 25, page 106, and line 1. 
sand eight hundred!“ and inserting “two in line 2, page 107, 
striking out “three hundred“ and inse: “five hundred;” in lines 6 an 
7, page 107, by striking out "five" and inserting “seven.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like the gentleman to state in what 
respect it changes existing law? 

r. HEMENWAY. It increases the salary; it increases the 
amount provided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman 
from Nevada, is there any statute other than an appropriation bill 
which provides this salary? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is a statute—section 2210 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—which fixes the salary of the surveyor-general of 
the State of Nevada at $3,000. Since that time, by various acts of 
Congress, in appropriation bills only, the salary was reduced in 
1880—or, rather, not reduced - but the appropriation was made in 
1880 for only $2,500. In 1886 the appropriation was made for 
$1,800 only. There is authority of law for a salary of $3,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statement of the gentleman from 
Nevada, the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. HE WAY. This salary has been appropriated for at 
this amount ever since 1876. I want to call attention to the fact 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Nevada does not pro- 
pose to make it the statutory amount. He proposes to raise the 
amount a Avice for this office, 

Mr. NEWLANDS., It is within the statutory limit. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And inasmuch as it does not raise it to 
the statutory limit I think it is certainly a change of existing law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the law, 
this officer will be entitled to $3,000, upon the statement of the 
gentleman from Nevada that the Revised Statutes provides that 
salary; and it seems to me 
_ The . . If the gentleman is correct the amendment 
is in order, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to my friend that he had better 
compromise at $2,000, because the point of order is made by him 
and it will result in the salary Teng raised to the statutory 


amount, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We decline to compromise, for the reason 
that when Mr. Randall was at the head of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in 1876 this salary was decreased to this amount. It is a 
sufficient amount for the services ‘ormed, and I make the 
point of order that the amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was d only by the appropria- 
tion bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has before him section 2210 of 
the Revised Statutes, which provides that the surveyors-general 
of Colorado, New Mexico, California, Idaho, Nevada, Montana, 
Utah, Wyoming, and Arizona shall each receive a salary at the 
rate of $3,000 a year.” That being so, the fact that in subsequent 
appropriation bills less than that sum was appropriated does not 
change the statute, and so far as it relates to Nevada the point 
of order is overruled. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The other portion of the amendment which 
I offered is in relation to the office rent and incidental expenses, 
I ask to have that raised to $700. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Nevada that he divide his amendment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, I will do so. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that the point of order is made 
to the whole amendment, and ought to be sustained. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. 1 will withdraw my amendment as offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada can modify 
his amendment, which he now does, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer the first amend- 
ment read by the Clerk. Section 2210 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that the salary of these officers shall be $3,000 per annum, 
and to that amount the surveyor-general is clearly entitled by law. 
There is but one lawful way to reduce that salary, and that is to 
introduce a special act reducing the salary from $3,000 to $1,800, 
In the place of that, the Committee on 555 arrogating 
to itself all the powers of legislation in this body, has sought to 
greatly reduce this salary and thus to set itself in plain opposition 
to the will of Congress as expressed in the act which created this 
office and authorized this salary. I do not ask for an increase to 
the amount authorized by law, simply because thesurveyor-general 
of that State has not requested it. He does ask, however, that the 
salary of that office be increased to the amount now allowed to 
every surveyor-general in that as by thevarious appropriation 
acts that have been passed, namely, $2,000. $ 

The Committee on 5 in reducing these salaries 
authorized by law throughout the mountain region, have reduced 
the salaries of the surveyors-general in Montana, New Mexico, 


107, oy striking out “one thou- 
ousand; 
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North Dakota, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, W. , Wyo- 
ming, and Colorado to $2,000, and the State of N. nts 
the only exception, and there the salary is fixed at $1,800, I will 
say in this connection that the appropriation for the State of 


Nevada for the general service is exceedingly small, The total 
appropriation provided ys this act for Montana is $14,000; New 

exico, $13,000; North Dakota, $9,000; Arizona, $10,000; South 
Dakota, $8,500; Utah, $9,200; Washington, $12,800; Wyoming, 
$9,300, these appropriations covering salaries and office expenses. 
The total appropriation for the State of Nevada is only $3,800. 
Now, every gentleman knows how vast the area is within the 
borders of that State. Just now there is a revival of interest in 
the State of Nevada, and there is probably more prospecting in 
that State than there has been for twenty years. The surveyor- 
general of that State writes me that there are more inquiries for 
public land than there have been for years, and the sum total in 
the two amendments I ask amounts to only $400 additional ap- 
propriation—$200 for the surveyor-general’s salary and $200 for 


the office expenses, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment 
will be defeated. The State of Nevada has very little use for this 
official at all. It is a well-known fact that the population of that 
State has been decreasing for years, although it is probably at a 
standstill now. We have this condition, that the amount appro- 

riated in the last bill for the fiscal year 1900 for the mints and 
Lor the land office out there amounts to $3 a head for every voter 
in the State. Think of it, you gentlemen who come from other 
States. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The mint is not under consideration here. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now they seek to increase the salary and 
increase the office expenses to the extent of $400 in a State where 
there can be but very little business, and where there is but very 
little business. 

We have this remarkable condition, that for every voter in the 
State we appropriated on the bills last year $3. And yet the 
gentleman comes in here and wants to increase this for 
some gentleman who occupies the position out there and who has 
been performing virtually no service for years and years. These 
officers at the mints and other public officers in the State of Ne- 
vada have been drawing salaries for years without performing 
hardly any service. We struck out the appropriationin the House 
for the mint at Carson City a number of times, but for some reason 
on the Senate side, these appropriations are put back again, and 1 
appeal to the House to vote down this amendment, because it is 
wrong. They certainly ought to be satisfied with the salary the 
are now receiving, and which they have been receiving since 187 
when the af pensar ap Committee, under the 1 of Samuel 
Randall, cut down the salaries, this among others. It is useless 
for me to stand up here and talk, for I have no doubt that the vote 
on this amendment will be almost unanimous against it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, it would have been more in 
accordance with good taste and good judgment on the part of the 
gentleman from Indiana had he confined his remarks to the appro- 
priation now under consideration. I accept his challenge, how- 
ever, and follow him in the line of debate regarding the total ap- 
propriations for that State. 

It is true that the population of Nevada is small. It is true that 
the largest community there now is only five or six thousand peo- 

le, where there used to be two or three communities aggregating 

teen to twenty-five thousand people. It is true that the t 
industry on which the prosperity of that State depended has been 
destroyed by national legislation. 


It is true that a mint was sustained there for years, and it is | N. 


trus that in the crucial period of the war over $600,000,000 of gold 
and silver came from Nevada, part of which was minted there, but 
the most of which was transported, in violation of the rights of 
that mint and that community, to the mint at Philadelphia to be 
there turned into coin. It is true that in every way the Appro- 
priations Committee has . to limit the appropriations for 
that State. It has sought to limit the employment of its people 
in industries belonging to the soil. It is true that silver now 
dying in the Philadelphia mint, which ought to have been coined 
in Nevada, has been taken for that purpose 3,000 miles away. It 
is true that that committee, by reducing the appropriations for 
the mint there from $45,000 to twelve or fifteen thousand dollars, 
has reduced it to a mere assay office. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If you should coin silver at Carson City, 
would you not have to bear the expense of shipping the bullion 
there and then sending the coined money away? And is not the 
cost $7 more on every thousand dollars coined? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What we compe of is that the bullion 

roduced there was not left there. e claim that the millions of 
dollars" worth of bullion 

ere, and that those people ought to have been — 58 7 in mint- 
a, bres silver which was transferred to the Philadelphia mint. 

minting should have been done where the was done. 


roduced there ought to have been left | of 


It was a business belonging to that community which should not 
have been diverted to an institution 3,000 miles away. 
The gentleman referred to the alleged large appropriations made 


in the past. He alludes to the time when we were appropriatin; 
for the mint at Carson. By the bill of last year yes 8 
that mint, as I have said, to an assay office, and year there is 
an appropriation of only $15,000 for that mint. 

Now, I ask not only $200 additional salary for a gentleman who 
has had an insufficient office force and has by reason of that fact 
been compelled to do more than the other surveyors-general in 
3 but I ask also for 8200 additional for the office 
force, to be expended in binding the records of that office, records 
which are now going to destruction and for the preservation of 
which the surveyor-general asked that an appropriation be madé; 
and an estimate has been given by the Secretary of the Interior 
recommending this appropriation of $200. 

Now, this State has a largearea; the Government has extensive 
areas of public land there, Is it not to the interest of this Gov- 
ernment to have that State settled? Is it not to the interest of 
the country to haveits mines and public lands surveyed? Is it not 
to the interest of the United States to sustain this State, which has 
been kept down by the hand of legislation and which is now mak- 
ing an effort toward resuscitation? And will the House deny it 
the sum of 8400 in this work? 

The MAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

The gaaon being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 55. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. NEWLANDS and Mr. HEMENWAY 
were appointed. 

„5 again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 65, 
noes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the other amend- 
ment offered by the tleman from Nevada. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7, on page 107, strike out "five . and insert seven, so as to 
read 5700.“ 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order that this is a 
change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 2227 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that 


There shall be allowed for office rent, fuel, books, stationery, and other 
incidental expenses of the several offices of surveyors-general, such sums as 
may be appropriated for the purpose by from year to year. 

It seems to the Chair that this provision makes it possible to 
appropriate on this appropriation bill for the sae, ase named 
whatever sum Congress may see fit toappropriate. Therefore the 
Chair overrules the point of order; and the question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. One word in reference to this amendment. 
It proposes to increase from $500 to $700 the a 9 for 
office expenses in the office of the surveyor-general of Nevada, this 
extra sum of $200 being desired for bin: certain records in that 


office. 

I read in this connection a letter from Mr. Hitchcock, Secretary 
of the Interior, to Mr. CANNON, chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, February 16, 1900. 


8 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, on page 84 of 


appropriated for this object in the legislative a; riation bill now under 
9 by the —.— of Representatives. = 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
House of Representatives. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Nevada. 

Sk question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, 
noes 63. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office First Assistant Postmaster-General: For First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,250; Su tendent of the Money-Order Sys- 
tem, $3,000; chief clerk Money-Order m, $2,000; Superintendent of Free 
Delivery, $3,000; 4 assistant superintendents of free de very. at $2,000 each; 
Superintendent of the Dead-Letter Office, ; 1 clerk of class 4, who shall 
be chief clerk of the Dead-Letter Office; chief of the and 

; assistant superintendent of the salary and 
superintendent of ftice supplies, $2,250; assistant superin 
of post-office supplies, $1,800; 1 clerk of class 4, chief of the 
correspondence division; 10 clerks of c 4; 18 clerks of class 3; 20 clerks of 
class 2; 42 clerks of class 1; 45 clerks, at $1,000 each; 37 cler ee each; 8 
28710 dach in . ae Slaborers; 2 pages, at $360 each, and 5fe e labor ers, 
at $180 each; in $266,230. 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


allowance 
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ae 
is paragra 
The amen 
Strike out, on 
and allowance on, 000; assistant superintendent of the sa and 
allowance division” and rt in lieu thereof: “superintendent of salaries 
and allowances, $3,000; assistant superintendent of salaries and allowances.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For furniture, including $1,500 for the office of the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department, $2,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 115, line 4, strike out the words “five hundred.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

SEC. 4. That the mag bagel ape herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the com- 
pensation of any persons permanently incapacitated for performing such 
service. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting, after 
line 18 of section 4, the words of the amendment I send to the 
desk. 


The amendment was read at length. 

Mr.BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, Imake the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
of order that this is new legislation. 

Mr. BROMWELL, No; not new legislation. But I desire to 
offer an amendment which is germane to the section itself, and 
which should properly precede the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

. HITT. Then Iwill withhold my amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 
his amendment for the present, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

i ar BROMWELL. I now offer the amendment I send to the 
esk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “service,” in line 18, 

“For the of carrying into effect the provisions of this section the 
head of each of the Executive Departments of the Government is hereby di- 
rected to certify from time to time to the Civil Service Commission the 
names of all persons . e in his Department or any of the brauches of 
the public service subordinate thereto permanently incapacitated from an 
cause from performing the public service in which they are engaged, an 
upon receipt of said certification the Civil Service Commission strike 
the names of such persons from the n 


HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to 
h of the bill. 
nt was read, as follows: 


119, in lines 8, 9, and 10, the words “ chief of the salary 


Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment I 


124, the words: 


classified service. 


Mr. BROMWELL. The object of this amendment is to perfect 
the law as it now stands. We have been informed during the 
progress of this bill that the heads of Departments have absolutely 
refused to conform to the law, and are carrying upon their rolls 
and that the public money is being paid to persons who ah per 
manently incapacitated from performing public service. ow, 
the object of this provision is to direct the head of any Department 
in which any of these permanently incapacitated clerks or other 
employees are engaged to certify the fact of the permanent inca- 

ity of those persons to the Civil Service Commission, in order 
t their names may be taken from the classified service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, HITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which Ihave 
sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk wil) again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 18, page 124, the following: 

“SEC 5—” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to call attention to the 
fact that the section has been amended, so that itshould read ‘tat 
the end of the section.” 

Mr. HITT. At the end of the section.” It makes a new sec- 
tion and becomes section 5.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the section the following: 

“Sec. 5. That permission is hereby granted to J. D. RICHARDSON to com- 
pile, edit, and pu without expense to the Government, the state papers 
and diplomatic correspondence of the late Confederate States, and access to 
said papers and correspondence shall be given him for that purpose by the 
heads of the Executive Departments having such papers in charge, under 
such regulations as may be respectively prescribed by them.“ 

Mr. HITT, The amendment explains itself. It is simply to 
facilitate this work which a member of the House is willing to 
undertake, one whom we know is amply qualified for the task, 
and it authorizes the officer in charge of these records, which are 
purely historical, to make them available for this p . The 
eo gg provides that there shall be no expense to the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. DEARMOND. Does this become a public document or a 
private fe eo 
Mr. TT. It simply gives authority to the gentleman 


named 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will it be a public document? 

Mr. HITT. It will not necessarily. It will simply be what any 
of us could make if we chose to go there and prepare a historical 
Work. If he will print it, we shall be glad to get it. If it is 
printed by Congress, we will get it gratuitously, If it is printed 
otherwise, we will get it as we can. 

Mr. DEARMOND. There ought to be something in the prop- 
osition, it seems to me, providing that this publication is not to 
preclude a similar 1 by Congress, if Congress sees proper 
to undertake it. other words, it ought not to be turned over 
to a private individual for individual use. 

Mr. HITT. Authority now lies in all the Departments where 
records are to give access to documents as to scholars and stu- 
dents. This proposition or amendment is offered because I am 
told that the officer in charge of the records has said he would be 
glad to have such a resolution from Congress, to more emphat- 
ically enable him to put everything at the service of the investi- 
gating scholar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
doing it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let us have a proposition to that effect, 
that this shall not be held in any way to interfere or hinder the 
Government in publishing the same thing as a public document, 

. HITT. I will accept that if the gentleman will put it in 
such form as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment if the gentleman from Missouri will state it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I can not very well do that without seeing 
the paper. My impression is that in cases where these documents 
belong to the Government, publication ought to be made by the 
„ as public documents for distribution among the 
people. 

Now, I may say, incidentally to this, Mr. Chairman, that more 
or less of trouble has arisen with members of the House, over dif- 
ferent parts of the country, consequent upon the turning over of 
the plates used in the publication of the Messages and Papers of 
the Presidents, and there is more or less talk about whether the 
Government ought to publish that work again as a public docu- 
ment, to be distributed among the people, and the suggestion is 
made sometimes that there is 3 in doing that, and that 
great expense will be incurred because the plates have been parted 
with. There is no disposition on my part to antagonize this, be- 
cause I have no personal interest in the matter at all, but my own 
opinion is that generally these things should belong to the public, 
and where the public has to bear the expense of furnishing the 
copios they ought to be published by the Government for the 
pu 


It would not prevent the Government 


ic, 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Missouri to the fact that this in no way contemplates that 
the Government shall make any expenditure whatever. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand that. What I am talking 
about is this proposition of whether the effect of this kind of legis- 
lation is not practically to place these things out in private hands, 
so that the Government, if it sees proper to publish them as a 
public document, will find itself somewhat hampered in several 
Ways. 

Mr. HITT, I foresaw the gentleman's point, and I agree with 
him in it. No authority is conferred by that proposition to allow 
any paper to be removed from the Government records in its 
proper place in the files. It is simply to give authority to the 
custodian of the records to 2 iba access to them by this gentleman 
for historical purposes. is is done now in the Departments, 
giving any scholar who goes there access to them. It is responsive 
to a suggestion from General Ainsworth himself, as Iam informed. 

eos . Mr, Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 
ment read. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is preparing 
an amendmenttotheamendment, When itis prepared, the whole 
proposition will be reported. 

5 DEARMOND. Ido not know that I care to offer any amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment Was san reported. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. . Chairman, I will move to strike out 
the word“ puto ” and insert the word“ permission.” 

Mr. HITT, I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, r. Chairman, I did not intend to say a 
word, but I want to say, so far as the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri is concerned, there is no sort of idea of preventing 
the Government from printing these documentsad libitum. They 
can print as many as they wish at any time. This authority con- 
tained in the amendment will simply allow me to goto the Depart- 
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ment and get access to these documents and print them atmy own 
expense and without a dollar’s expense to the Government. That 
is all there is in this resolution. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Pardon me just a moment. Isuggestthat 
the last section be chan to 6 instead of 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done, in accordance with the 
rule, without a motion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have been away a couple of days 
on account of business, and I find that my name has been called 
into question by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] ona 
question of favoritism declared by the Administration in the case 
of certain banks given deposits, and in his efforts to fortify his 
side of the case he said that he had sent to each State treasurer in 
the United States and asked their custom in regard to the payment 
of interest on State deposits, I know nothing about the custom 
of other States, but in regard to the State of Connecticut I desire 
simply to lain—— 
Mr. HE AY. I am compelled to make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am replying to a statement made 
concerning me during my absence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman invokes the rule in opposi- 
tion to the gentleman making a statement. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed ten 
minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to be 
put to the necessity of insisting upon the rule. 

Mr. HILL. I will endeavor to get some other time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move thatthe committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that | Adams, 


the committee rise and report the bill with amendments favor- 
ably to the House. 

. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I had 
an understanding with the Chair that I was to be recognized to 
have a statement read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has just in- 
voked the rule, which shuts off all gentlemen. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, re 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8347, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 
dry amendments and with a favorable recommendation. 

3 SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any amend- 
men 

Mr. HEMENWAY. A separate vote is demanded on the amend- 
ment striking out the provision for the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. MUDD, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I é do not yield the floor. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments with the exception of that striking out the provision for 
the Civil Service Commission. 


The question was taken; and the amendments were to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 
out the provision for the civil service. 


Speaker, I would like to have the amend- 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SP . The gentleman from Colorado asks to have 
the amendment reported. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after line 13, on page 28, down to and including line 2, on page 
20, as follows: 

“CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

“For 3 Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; secretary, 
$2,000; 8 clerks of class 4: 10 clerks of class 3; 13 clerks of class 2; 15 clerks a? 
class 1; 3 clerks, at $1,000 each; 2 clerks, at $900 each; 1 messenger; 2 laborers; 

ineer, $40; 2 watchmen; in all, $91,340. 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners —.— 
under the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations an 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $7,000.” 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CANNON. Let the House divide first. 
Mr. MUDD. L ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. CANNON. I hope the Joas and nays will be given 
[Cries of Regular order!“ on the Democratic side.] 
The SP It is the sacred right of any member to de- 
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rted that that Bur 


mand the yeas and nays, and it is for the House to determine 


whether they shall be 

Mr. MUDD. I will waive for the present the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and will ask for a division. 

The question was.taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MUDD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 93. 

Mr. MUDD. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty gentlemen have arisen, a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the other side, Mr. Speaker. : 

The SPEAKER (after, counting). Seventy-ninegentlemen have 
arisen in ö to the demand for the yeas and nays—a suffi- 
cient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 123, 
answered present“ 17, not voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—77. 
Allen, Ky. Lybrand, Showalter, 
Baker, Finley, MePherson, mthard, 
Bar Gardner, N. J. Maddox, Stokes, 
Bartlett, ibson, Metcalf, Sulloway, 
ITY, Gordon, Moon, Swanson, 
Boreing, riggs, Mudd, Talbert, 
Brown, Grosvenor, Norton, Ohio Tate, 
Burleson, Henry, Miss. Otey, Thomas, N. C. 
Burnett. 5 —.— Pearce. Mo. Turner, 
Calderhead, Hoffecker, Pearre, an Voorhis, 
Clark, Mo, Johnston, Pugh, Wachter, 
Cooper, Tex. Joy, Rhea, Ky. Warner, 
Crawford, Kerr, Rhea, Va. Weaver, 
Crump, Kitchin, Rixey, Wheeler, Ky. 
Eluttz, Rob Williams, J. R. 
Davenport, S. A. Landis, Robbins, Williams, 
Davey, Latimer, Roberts, W 
Davis, Lewis, Rodenberg. 
Dick, Linney, Shelden, 
Epes, Little, Sheppard, 
NAYS—123. 
De Armon Lamb, Ro Nebr. 
Alexander, Denny, Littlefield, Ryan, N. Y. 
Allen, Me. Dolliver, Lloyd. Ryan, Pa. 
Ba ‘ber, Brise Pong, nslage: Sree nd, 
T ude: T, ckle: 
aot Fitageral d, Mass. Mec Bhattuc” 
leary, attuc, 
Bishop, Fletcher, M och, Sherman, 
Bou III. Foss, M Sibley, 
Fowler, May, 
Brantley, er, Miers, Ind. Slayden, 
Brick, aston, ir. Snodgrass, 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. Mond perry, 
Bull, Glynn, Moody, Mass. Spight, 
Burkett, Graff, Moody, Sprague, 
leigh, Graham, orris, Stark, 
Burton, Green, Pa. Naphen, Steele, 
Butler, Grow, Neville, Stephens, Tex. 
Hall, Newlands, Stew: A 
Hamilton, Noonan, Stewart, 
Cla; V. Haugen, Otjen, A 
Mo. Hawiey, Parker, N. J. Sutherland, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hedge, Payne, Taylor, Ala. 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Pierce, Tenn. x 
C Phil Thomas, Iowe 
Cowhe: itt, Powers, adswo’ 
Crum: er, Hopkins, 2 Waters, 
Curtis, Howell. y. Wilson, N. Y. 
pe Jones, Va. Reeder, mor, 
Daly, N. J. eberg, Richardson, The Speaker. 
Dalzell, . Robinson, Ind. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—17. 
Allen, Miss. Burke, Tex. Jet Olmsted. 
Bellamy, Dayton, Packer, Pa. 
Benton, Dinsmore, Loud, 
Bromwell, Y, McCle 
Brundidge, Hemenway, Norton, 8. C. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Acheson, Cox, Greene, Mass, Mann, 
Cro: * rifith, Marsh, 
Atwater, Crowley, Grout, Meekison, 
Bailey, Kans. Harmer, Mercer, 
Bailey, Tex. Dahle, Wis. Heatwole, Mesick, 
Ball, Davenport, S. W. Henry, Meyer, La. 
Bankhead, Davi o Minor, 
Barney, De Graffenreid, Hull, Morgan, 
De Vries, Jack Muller, 
Boutelle, Me. Dougherty, Jenkin: Needham, 
ey, Dovener, Jones, Wash. O'Grady, 
Breazeale, Eddy, Kahn, Overstreet, 
Brenner, Elliott.“ Ketcham, olk, 
Brewer, Emerson, Knox, ince, 
Broussard, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lane, ell, 
Brownlow, Fitzpatri Lawrence, Reeves, 
ke, S. Dak. 5 Lentz, Ridgely, 
Caldw: Fordney, r, ordan, 
p Foster, Levy, Robertson, La. 
Capron, Fox, Littauer, Rucker, 
Ca Freer, Livingston, Ruppert, 
Chanler, Gaines, rimer, Russell, 
Clarke, N. H. Gamble, Lovering, Salmon, 
Cla: Gayle, McAleer. Small, 
Connell, Gilbert, McDowell, Smith, I. 
Cooney, Gill, McRae, Smith, Ky. 
Corliss, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Smith, H. C. 
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Auth. Min. Alaan, Tavlos Ohio Vandiver Wilson, Idaho 
ae o yer, Wright S. C. 
CC 
Stewart, N. J. U bill, Weymouth, Ziegler. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Clerk will call my name, 

The Clerk called the Speaker's name, he yoted in the nega- 
tive. 

The following pairs were announced 

During this session: 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. WX. ALDEN Surrg with Mr. Witson of South Carolina, 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. HALL, 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MOCLELLAN. 


Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr, POLK, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 

Mr. Lanpis with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. RIDGELY. 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr, VANDIVER. 
Mr. Manon with Mr, OTEY. : 


Mr, KETCHAM with Mr. MULLER, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota with Mr. SMALL, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr, LENTZ, 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. BURNETT, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr, OVERSTREET with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Lovertne with Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr. Henry C. Surrh with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr, WIVMOUTH with Mr. S. W. DAVENPORT, 
Mr. Capron with Mr. Levy. 

Mr, Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. STALLINGS, 
Mr. Faris with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. KIr CHN. 

Mr. Maxx with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas with Mr. BELLAMY, 

Mr. Youna of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRADLEY, 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. BURKE of Texas. 

Mr. Bishop with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. BRENNER. * 

Mr. Barney with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 


For this day: 
Mr. Watson with Mr. UNDERHILL. 
Mr. Eppy with Mr. BROUSSARD, 
Mr. FORDNEY with Mr. SALMON. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. MCALEER, 
Mr. Knox with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. Jack with Mr. Cusack. 
Mr. PRINCE with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Moon, 
Mr. TomMPEINS with Mr. FOSTER. 
Mr. Tawney with Mr, UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. CONNELL. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York with Mr. Henry of Texas. If 
resent, Mr. FITZGERALD of New York would vote “no,” and 
r. Henry of Texas would vote *‘ aye.” 
Mr. THAYER with Mr. ATWATER. If present, Mr. THAYER 
would vote no,“ and Mr. ATWATER would vote “aye.” 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Dz GRAFFENREID. 
Mr. GILL with Mr. Hemenway. 
Mr. Sirsa of Illinois with Mr. BREAZEALE, 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. RUCKER.” 
Mr. LANE with Mr. BROWNLOW. 
Mr, GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. S. W. Surrn with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. O'GRADY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, If present, 
Mr. O'GRADY would vote no.“ 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
. MERCER with Mr. Cox. 
. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGS, 
. LORIMER with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 
. CoRLIss with Mr. MCRAE. 
. DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. DOUGHERTY, 
. HEATWOLE with Mr. MEEKISON, 
. Marsu with Mr. RANS DELL. 
Mixon with Mr. RUPPERT, 
Mr. Moßdax with Mr. CHANLER. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. BALL. 


Mr, SPALDING with Mr. RIORDAN, 

Mr. THROPP with Mr. STOKES, 

Mr, WEEKS with Mr. OLAYTON of Alabama. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GaxLB. 

Mr. FREER with Mr, HOWARD, 

Until Thursday next: 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT, 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. REEVEs with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. Cox. I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name called, and 
I was giving attention to the call of the roll. . 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat? 

Mr. STOKES. I was in the Hall. 

Be ated ee Was the gentleman listening to hear hisname 

Mr. STOKES. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

Mr. STOKEs’s name was called, and he voted “ aye.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to knowif a 
quorum has voted, 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my vote, 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNEY. 

The SPEAKER, ithout objection, the gentleman's vote will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. McDoweELu. I did not hear the pair an- 
nounced, but I would like to have myname recorded as present.“ 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman answer when name 
was called? 

Mr. BROMWELL, Iannounced thefact that I was paired with 
Mr, MCDOWELL, 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman say present“ when his 
name was called? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I was present and referred to the fact that 
I was paired with Mr. McDowELuL, I did not say present.“ I 
wish to be marked 8 

The SPEAKER, at can not be done. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called, I 
I voted “aye.” I find Iam paired with Mr. BAILEY of Kansas, 
and I wish to withdraw my vote and be marked as present.“ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was announced from the Clerk’s desk that 
I was with the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. FOWLER. 
We havea —- pair, but we both voted, and I desire to have 
the pair withdrawn. 

e SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, Iam d with the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. MEYER. I vo “aye” on this question 
under a mistaken idea that Mr. MEYER was present. I find that 
he is absent, and I request that my vote be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the request will be granted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. wood rma I voted without knowing that 
I was paired. I have learned since that I was paired, and I there- 
fore wish to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will 
a HAT. Mr 8 N 1 paired with th tl f 

4 s 1 er, I am e gentleman from 
he were here, I would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

„I havea on per with the gen- 
tleman from usetts, Mr. MoCALX. e are both present 
and both voted ‘“‘aye,” 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague, Mr. POLK. I voted, and I desire to withdraw my 


vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires that 
his vote be withdrawn. The request will be granted, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr, DE GRAFFENREID., He is absent on account of sickness. If he 
were present, I should vote no.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk an- 
nounced a pair between the gentleman from California, Mr. MET- 
e ag myself. I wish to withdraw the pair temporarily on 

S vo 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

Mr.McCALL. Thegentlemanfrom Virginia, Mr. EPES, through 
an error, announced that I had voted in the affirmative. I voted 


“no” on this questi: 
Mr. EPES. I understood the gentleman to say that he had 


on. 
voted ‘‘aye.” 
. Mr. McCALL. No; that is a mistake, 


1900. 


The SPEAKER. It will be understood that this pair is with- 


rawn. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. S er, did my colleague, Mr, DE VRIES, vote? 
The SPEAKER, He did not. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER, The vote will be withdrawn, without objec- 


tion. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, on the second roll call I was 
in the Hall of the House and was listening for my name, but did 
not hear it. On the first roll call I attempted to say that I was 
paired, and supposed that I was marked present.“ I wish to be 
ed, as I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr, 


WELL. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Iwas announced as paired. I 
am not aware of having joined in any pair. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMEN WAY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

' ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6267. An act to amend an act entitled An act to amend 
an act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law re- 
lating to the War Department, and for other purposes.” 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS of Illinois 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the House withont 
leaving copies the papers in the case of Henry S. La Tourrette, 
Fifty- Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. NarHN, for four days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Burton, for Monday, February 19, on account of im- 
portant business. 
To Mr. Rucker, for ten days, on account of im t business. 
To Mr. DOUGHERTY, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Coonry, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


e fol- 


ess. 
To Mr. ATWATER, for one day, on account of sickness. 
LEAVE TO PRINT BILLS AND REPORTS, 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Iask unanimous consent for the re- 
printing of House bill No. 4615 and report 214, upon the abandoned- 
poen þill, as sopoia by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

NRY] from the Committee on War Claims. The copies already 
printed of this report and bill have been exhausted, b 

There being no objection, the order for a reprint was made. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for a reprint of House 
bill 8245, the bill relating to trade with Puerto Rico, and the re- 
port thereon, My information from the document room is that 
the entire edition of these documents is exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
views of the minority? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

There being no objection, the order for a reprint was made. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 3 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

Aletter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmittin 
a statement of expenditures in the United Been Oban x 
detic Survey for the year ended June 30, 1899—to the Committee 
on A enditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
replying to the resolution of the House relating to occupation of 
pa ic property by railroads in the District of Columbia—to the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Seo and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

‘ollows: 
Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 


The gentleman’s request includes the 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8596) to ae 


$10,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds and repair monu- 
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ment on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 349); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 

Joios resolution 2, reported in lieu thereof a joint resolution (H. J, 

. 177) in relation to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort 
Greene, Brooklyn, N. V., accompanied 7 repr" (No. 350); which 
said joint resolution and report were refe: to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 351); which said 
blll and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discha: from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8659) to in- 
crease the pension of Thomas P. McCracken; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

g 1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8663) to provide a chaplain for 
each regiment in the United States service, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8664) to author- 
ize the construction of an addition to the are building at Hart- 
ford, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8665) . and requir- 
ing the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines on old 
Sixteenth street —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 8666) to authorize the reim- 
bursement of officers and men of the Army and Navy for medical 

ee during leave or furlough—to the Committee on 


‘airs. 
By tie, KERR: A bill (H. R. 8667) to authorize an increase in 
the limit of cost of the harbor a sb ae at Lorain, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8668) a proving a revision and 
adjustment of certain sales of Otoe an issouria lands in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas—to the Committee on Indian 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8687) authorizing the Washita 
Sree ag soe ites f Anlo 9 55 dhe . 
manche, an ə 0 and for other purposes 
to tho Committen om Indian ARAIA y 

By Mr. SHAFROTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8688) relating 
to the administration of law and justice in the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 153) re- 
1 to the number of United States chy sent to the Philippine 
Islands—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

eck following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8669) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza A. Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 8670) to increase the pension 
of Stephen J. Watts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 8671) for the relief of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Mount Comfort, Washing- 
ton County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a pili (H. R. 8672) for the relief of George T. Hammock— 
to the Committee on 9 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8673) for the relief of James Baker and John 
W. Andrews to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of 
William Wilson to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8675) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Parkison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8676) granting a pension to 
Marcus Bain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8677) Sranting 
a pension to Harriet Belote—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. č 
By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 8678) for the relief of William H. 
Waers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of 
penson to Chauncey Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8680) granting a pension to 
James R. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8681) granting a pension to Samuel Clay- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8682) to place 
upon the pension roll Louisa C. Germain, widow of Charles Ger- 
main—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8683) granting a 
pension to Feuby Newby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8684) granting an increase of 
pension to John Rymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8685) to correct thenayal 
record of William Perkins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 8686) to grant a pension to 
James A. Tulloss, of Rhea County, Tenn., a soldier of the Indian 
wars—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac B. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pauson and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Hon. George F. Edmunds and 
other leading lawyers, for relief for the law library of Congress— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Paper to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Wyona A. Dixon—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of James Livingston and other 
citizens of Sterling, Nebr., asking that the Government continne 
the manufacture and distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Com- 
mittee on culture. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of Baldwin Lodge, No. 273, 
International Association of Machinists, of Boone, Iowa, favor- 


ing the of House bill No. 4728, providing for leaves of 
absence to certain employees of the Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 


lyania: Resolution of the Fireman’s 

Association of the State of Pennsylvania, in oppos tion to the 

of Senate bill No. 1743, establishing a diviuon for the 

tion of insurance among the several States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr, GROUT: Petition of D. K. Simonds and 9 other fourth- 

tmasters of Bennington County, Vt., praying for the 
passage of the Cummings bill, increasing the compensation of 
5 of the fourth- class post- offices to the Committee on 

e Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ Association, 
in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of John Hogana John Clarke, 
and others, asking for an appropriation for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a marine hospital at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By. Mr. HILL: Petition of George F. Keeler and other post- 
office clerks of Stamford, Conn., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Remonstrance of J. E. Smith and other busi- 
ness men of Winterset, Iowa, against a parcel-post system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-. 8. 

By Mr. bapa be 5 = S 728 8 2 
Marshall, Minn., agains e parcel-post bill e Commit 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, Minn., 
urging the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Commit: 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Mercantile Exchange, in fa- 
vor of a law placing all substances made in the semblance of 
butter under the police power of the several States into which 
they may be carried—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to 2 House bill 
No. 5935, for the relief of Jeremiah Wilkie, of Heaton, Ind. to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the Port Clinton Lumber and 
Coal Company and others of Port Clinton, Ohio, for the improve- 
pels the harbor at that point—to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8102, 
for relief of Eugene Hayden, United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the classified civil- 
service employees of the military department at St. Paul, Minn., 
for the favorable consideration of a bill for the retirement of 


By Mr. GREEN of Pe: 
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Government employees in the classified service—to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul Society of Homeopathic Medi- 
cine and Surgery, St. Paul, Minn., urging the passage of joint 
resolution No. 48, gs ap permission for the erection of a monu- 


ment in Washington, D. C., in honor of Samuel Hahnemann—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Coopers’ Union No. 61, of St. Paul, Minn., 
protesting against the passage of a bill for the abolishment of one- 
sixteenth and one-eighth packages of beer—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOKES: Papers to accompany House bills Nos. 2565 
and §462, extending free delivery of mail along star routes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of Samuel W. Harris and 29 
other members of Post No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, in support of the House bill No. 4742, 
to provide for the detail of active and retired officers of the Army 
and Navy to assist in military education in public schools—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Mrs. Truby Newby, of Mill Shoals, III.— to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 


SENATE. 
Monpay, February 19, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 


of Friday last, and was interrupted by 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will not be done. I think there 
are divers reasons why the Journal should be read. If the Sen- 
ator will look around the Chamber he will see one reason why it 
should be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal, 
and it was approved. 

BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a report from H. E Marindin, as- 
sistant, Coast and Geodetic Survey, relative to the amount of 
work done since his last report on the outer bar of Brunswick, 
Ga., its cost, and its value to the Government, and an estimate as 
to the annual cost of maintaining the channel across that bar; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year 1899; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed, 

CONSULAR CLERKS AT CITY OF MEXICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in the al- 
lowances for clerks at the United States consulate at the City of 
Mexico from $1,200 to $2,400 per annum; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONSUL AT TORONTO, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting aletter 
from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in the sal- 
ary of the United States consul at Toronto, Canada, from $2,000 
to $3,000 per annum; which, with the aecompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSUL AT BOMBAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in the sal- 
ary of the United States consul at Bombay from $2,000 to $3,500 
per annum; which, with the ee eee, paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSUL AT WINDSOR, NOVA SCOTIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in the sal- 
ary of the United States consul at Windsor, Nova Scotia, from 
$1,000 to $1,500 per annum; which, with the accompanying paper, 
za e . to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printed. 


1900. 


J. A. WARE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 8th instant, a report of the Quartermaster- 
General of the Army relative to the amount found to be equi 4 
and justly due J. A. Ware under his contract of October 14, 1896, 
on the part of the United States, by Maj. C. F. Sas oe deputy 
quartermaster, United States Army, for expense of lumber and 
materials used on gravel road from Cache River to the Mound 
City National Cemetery in yeti Sanaga caused by high 
waters in the spring of 1897, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 

ered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SANDY BAY, MASS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 9th instant, a letter from the Chief of me 
neers, United States Army, ther with copies of reports 
by a board of engineers constituted in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the act of Cnr approved March 8, 1899, relative 
to the 2 of improving the harbor of refuge, Sandy Bay, Cape 
Ann, Mass.; which, with the e e Papers, Was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the le; tive, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an act entitled An 
act to amend an act tos md the operation of certain provi- 
sion of law relating to the War De ent, and for other pur- 
poses;” and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Tobacco Growers’ 
Society of Lancaster County, Pa., remonstrating against any 
modification of the present tariff law whereby the products of 
Puerto Rico, etc., may be admitted into the United States under 
any lower duties than those now imposed; which was referred to 
r of andiey citien of William sport, 

e presented a petition of sundry citizens 
Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Tamaqua, Pa., praying 
for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. _I present resolutions adopted by citizens 
of Emmons County, N. Dak., expressing sympathy for the Boers. 
T ask that the resolutions be printed in RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


“might is right“ has 1 ground, and the last 

725 nations have justified the statesmanship of the framers of our 

| ease 5 Hence the decline of despotism and the progress of 
Yi ani 

Whereas we believe that an unnecessary, heartl 

tion is destructive of moral 


t two siste blies. 
wo r be 
idea by ar 


to-day is wasioe Y — 


ar 
e Free State, which mig hangs DOI STO 


citizens of Emmons Co 
aa a bias and political affiliations, congratulate Her preg Queen Vic- 


ria on her former efforts to avert this war, and that we congratulate 
those in England who are op to this conflict and are using their efforts 
to bring it toa dy close; and 


in this war, because of her refusal to arbitrate; because of her ap mt in- 
sincerity in the Hague 8 conference; because of her 5 in na- 
licy; because of her greedy and tyrannical pur ; and 
Re: ery tees we heartily commend the course of Senator WILLIAM E. 
Maso, of ois, and Congressman SULZER, of New York, in their effort to 
obtain, through Congress, an expression of sympaty with the brave Boers, 
which expression can only demonstrate properly to the world the true pa- 
triotism of this nation; and 

Resolved, That we express our profound admiration for the heroic struggle 
of the Boers iu defense of their quiet, loved homes and their dearly-bought 
country; that we express our sincere sympathy with these patriots, and pray 
that their cause may prevail; and 

Resolved, That these resolutions be published and a copy be sent to Senator 
Mason, of Illino®; Congressman SULZER, of New York; Senators HANS- 
BROUGH and McCumsBer, and Congressman SPALDING, of North Dakota. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Congregational Church of Orisku, N. Dak., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to limit absolute divorce in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 
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Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Local Union No. 212, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of West Superior, Wis., re- 
E the adoption of any amendment to the tariff 
law admi cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Racine, Wis., regia, Pe the of House bill 
No. 5067, concerning the boarding of vessels; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 85, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Eau Claire, Wis., and a petition of the 
Superior Trades and Labor Assembly of West Superior, Wis., 
parn that all the remaining public lands of the United States 

held for the benefit of the whole people; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of Local Union No. 7420, 
Architectural Iron Workers’ Union, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
that no grants of public land be made except to actual settlers; 
which was ref to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Warder, Bushnell & Glessner 
Company, of Springfield; the A. C. Evans Manufacturin Company, 
of Springfield; the Foos Manufacturing Company, of Hey ere A 
the Thomas Manufacturing Company, of Springfield; ə Spring- 
field Malleable Iron Company, of Fo de aa the Avery Stamp- 
ing Company, of Cleveland; the F. Muhlhauser Company, of 
Cleveland, and of Charles Patterson & Co., of Cleveland, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS mted a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Vincennes, Ind., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second 

ffices; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 


class post- o 
Offices and Post-Roads. 5 

He also presented a petition of Robinson & Co., of Richmond, 
Ind., and a petition of the O’Brien Varnish Company, of South 
Bend, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Joseph Emmert and sun- 
dry other citizens of Freeport, III., praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 174, Cigar 
Makers’ In tional Union, of Joliet, III., remonstrating against 
the cession of public lands to the several States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a memorial of the American Federation of 
Labor, of Carterville, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called subsidy bill and against the cession of public lands 
to the several States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Dunlap Grange, No. 919, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, III., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to provide protection for song birds; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of Dunlap Grange, No. 919, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, III., praying for the establish- 
ment of the rural free-delivery system throughout the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also presented petitions of the National Live Stock Exchange, 
of Chicago, II.; of the Oil Refining Company, of Cleveland, 
Ohio; of the Pacific Lumber Exchange, of New York, and of the 
South Carolina railroad commission, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 330, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Alpena, Mich., praying that 
all the public lands be reserved for ac settlers, and for the con- 
struction by the Government of storage reservoirs and irrigation 
works on public lands wherever they are needed; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Richmond, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to sub- 
sidize the merchant marine of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Local Union No. 66, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Lewiston, Me., remonstrating 

ainst the adoption of any amendment to the present tariff law 

itting cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Free Home League of Okla- 
homa Territory, praying for the enactment of a free-home law for 
the benefit of settlers on public lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the * of Charles Schmiderer, of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for removal of the charge of desertion 
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standing against his name; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military 
RURAL FREE DELIVERY.. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago I presented 
several letters from the masters of subordinate granges in New 
Hampshire in favor of the rural free delivery of mails, and I now 
present several other letters from officers of granges on that same 
subject. 

11 this connection Iwill remark that an enterprising newspaper 

dent communicated to a leading paper in my State the 
remarkable information that I am 5 the rural free de- 
livery of mails, and I presume these letters are the result of that 


misinformation. 

I have always supported every appeoa riation that has come be- 
fore the Senate during my term of office here that to 
carry on and to enlarge this good work, and I t to continue 
2 vote for such appropriations, which I trust will be liberal and 

nate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presume the criticism that has been made 
upon my colleague grew meteg out of some request to the Post- 
Office Department that he might be informed as to the requests 
that were made there for rural free delivery. I have never had 
the slightest reason to su: that my colleague was to 
the extension of rural free delivery in New Hampshire just as fast 
as the Post-Office Department should find that it had funds appli- 


cable to that 

Mr. GALLIN ER. That, Mr. President, is precisely my atti- 
tude. I will, however, add that I have never made any request 
of the Post-Office Department such as my colleague suggests, and 
hence the dispatch certainly was based u an entire misa 
pe I have had no ait fact yA atid Went the core 
of the Post-Office Department in regard gu excep 
send a messenger from my committee room with a certain gentle- 
man from New Hampshire to ask that he might present a petition 
are be heard in regard to extending the service in his part of the 

tate. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, as follows: 

Petitions of Wesley Adams, district deputy, No. 1, New Hamp- 
shire State Grange, of Derry Depot; Daniel M. Spaulding, deputy, 
New Hampshire State Grange, of Keene; Charles S. Ford, master 
of Mascoma Valley Pomona Grange, of Lebanon, and of G. D. 
McDnuffee, deputy in the Order of Patrons of Husbandry, of Dover, 
all in the State of New Hampshire. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS IN THE ARMY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I 2 a letter signed by 
C, E. Burchsted, veterinary surgeon, of N. H., and accom- 

ying it I present a very numerously signed petition in favor of 

establishment of a veterinary corps in the United States Army. 
This petition represents that ours is the only civilized government 
in the world whose army has not a veterinary corps or any proper 
provision for the care of the health of its animals and for in- 


I think this is 5 matter, and I trust the Com- 
airs will 
I as 


eterinary in each regiment of cavalry. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will 
it me, what rank the veterinarians hold? How are they ranked 

i the Army with the rest? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not sure whether they were in the rank 
of liententant—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no; my impression is that they are non- 
commissioned officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, I say I am not sure. That was in the 
legislation of the last Congress, but I do not think it was agreed 


m But they are given the highest rank of noncommissioned 


cers, 
Mr. WOLCOTT. My impression, from what I gathered from 
the letters and petitions I have received, is that the veterinary 
surgeon, who as a ruls in these days is a college građuate, a man 
who has devoted his life to the study of diseases of the horse and 
their cure, finds that he is so labeled and so placed in the Army 
that it is impossible for him to accept the position, and that the 
men, the best men, are never available for this most impor- 
t branch of the service, because they are not reco in the 
Army except in some very subordinate capacity. t was the 
N I got from the petitions and letters which I have re- 
ved on the subject. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to say simply one 
word more, I think the petitioners as well as the corr udent 
whose letter I filed for reference to the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs are well aware of the fact that some provision does exist 
for veterinary service in our Army, but their contention is, and I 
confess that after considerable investigation I think it is well 
grounded, that they ought to have higher rank and ought to have 
greater recognition than they are receiving at the present time, 
and be put on a peia equality with the veterinary corps of 
5 55 es of continental Europe. 

su 


/ . I suppose all of us have been, to some degree, 
flooded by petitions upon this matter of the recognition of the 
rank of the veterinarians in the United States Army. I have been, 


for one, inclined to think that there is merit in it, and that toa 
limited degree such a recognition might be well in the Army as a 
part of its force. 

But it does not stop with the veterinarians. Iam now A* 
ning, as I have no doubt other Senators are, to receive crowds of 
letters and petitions for Army dentists, to be made a part of the 
officer force of the Army; that there shall be a corps of dentists 
incorporated in the Army with rank, and with the significance 


that attends rank, the official ition and the pay. 
8 WOLCOTT. May Lask the Senator from Maine a question? 


r. . Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does he think that there could be any more 
important adjunct to an army in the field than a dentist, who is 
also, in these late days, l university graduate, a specialist, 
and whose services, y in an army in & remote country, are 
more vitally and more imperatively n and in more instances 
joer aon of physicians, and can do more to alleviate human 

g? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that that is true. I had not made 
up my mina spout 2 aoe I ee ee Torreon what the Smia 

T says. o not know bu it applies, am going along 

ually, I had not com: as much 6 

Colorado has done. I been rather converted to the need 

of improvement in the veterinary service, but it was a new idea 

to me that dentists should follow the Army. I do not know but 
that the Senator is right on that point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, he could not 
have listened to aspeech that I made here a year or twoago, when 
the Senator from Illinois reported, I think, a bill in favor of a 
— of dentists, and I ar; in favor of it on account of the 
kind of food we give our sailorsand soldiers. We give them hard- 
tack and tough meat, and if there is anything in the world we 
ought to do for our sailors and soldiers, it is to provide for their 
teeth. Now, the Senator omitted to read that speech. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt I heard it, because almost any day 
I hear a very good speech from the Senator, and he must not ex- 
pect me to 1 the speeches he makes on dentists from the 
speeches he es upon other subjects. They are all good 
speeches. I do not know but that of these innovations are 
right and are needed. 3 the Military Committee is rather 
a conservative committee, heade iy my friend from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAwLEY], and they are not likely to embark in a very dan- 
gerous or wild project. But I hope they will consider all these 
subjects, and I am willing to announce now that for one, so far as 
the veterinary service goes, I am converted, not quite perhaps as 
to the dentists, but that will come later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and accompanying 
petition will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4006) to authorize the Union 
Railroad 8 to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, to report it without amendment. 

The} RESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the bill (S. 2258) to authorize the Union 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River which has been reported to the Senate from 
that committee and is now Order of Business 117 on the Calendar 
be indefinitely postponed, and that the House bill just reported 
by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1393) for the relief of Thomas Paul, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 200) granting to the State of 
Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continyation, enlarge- 
ment, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sail- 
ors’ Home, heretofore ify seats by him. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. 
Riley, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 


1900. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Health and National 

ntine, to whom was referred the bill (S. 559) for the inves- 

ation of pollution of water supplies, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2870) concerning dis g offi- 
cers of the Subsistence 3 of the Army, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States in relation to taking depositions de 
bene esse, reported it without amendment. 

SUITS BY OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HOAR. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 5493) for the 
relief of claimants having suits against the United States pending 
in the circuit and district courts of the United States affected b 
the act of June 27, 1898, amending the act of March 3, 1887; an 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


1887, pending in any circuit court of ap circuit or distric 
s all such 
Perek or sne oe States at the time of the Passage of sald Saree — 
their places in such courts and 
enacted; and time within w an a or writ of error ma 
uted in any case affected by this act is hereby exten 
the passage hereof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask for information 

Mr. HOAR, I can state in one sentence the whole matter, if 
the Senator 3 me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to ask if we have not already 
passed a bill similar to this measure? 

Mr. HOAR. We did, but it did not get through the other 
House. That was at the last session, not at the present session, 
This is a House bill. ó 

A few years ago, the date is given there, an act was passed 
authorizing suits to be brought in the several district courts for 
small sums against the United States. It was esteemed a t 
hardship to compel a claimant dwelling in California or Wash- 
ington or Oregon to come to dee pe before the Court of 
Claims for a claim under a thousand dollars. 

Then, after that bill became the law, complaint was made from 
the Departments that that act was taken advantage of by officers 
of the Army to have their accounts settled in the courts, and to 
have suits . the United States instead of having them set- 
tled in the Departments; and accordingly the law referred to in 
this bill was passed, taking away the jurisdiction of the courts 
from suits eee by officers of the United States, 

But that act did not except pending cases, so that under it, as 
the courts construed it, even matters where there had been ad- 
judication below in favor of the official and an appeal had been 

ken, whether one was pending in the court of appeals by the 
United States or the reverse, the whole case was dismissed, This 
bill simply restores cases that were pending in the courts at the 
time of the passage of tho law or cases which had been deter- 
mined within the six months, when the right of appeal existed, 
from the operation of the act. It is a very plain case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONTANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER, From the Committee on Privileges and 
we I report a resolution, and ask for its immediate consid- 
oration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in one volume for the use of 


hep N on Privileges and Elections 200 copies of the following docu- 
ents: 

1. Senate Document No. 2, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. Memorial 

certain members of the Montana legislature; ” 

2. Senate Document No 3, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, Memorial 
of citizens of Montana; “ 

8, An index giving tho names of the witnesses included in the foregoing 
documents, with the paging; 

4. Testimony taken before the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
prior to the time of printing; and 

5. A temporary index of such testimony. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Are those copies for the use of the com- 


mittee 8 
Mr. DLER. Solely for the use of the committee—200 
copies, 
r, COCKRELL. Would not the committee like to have other 
Senators have a copy? 
Mr. CHAN DLER. The committee, I think, do not care to print 
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any more than that number at the present time, and they must 
have them in order to enable them to go on with their work 


PR COCKRELL. Is the evidence completed? 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is all in . It is a mere matter 
of making 200 books and putting them together with an index. 
Mr. HALE. The evidence is not completed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
mon resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3215) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8216) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses F. Woods; which was read twive by its title. 

Mr, COCKRELL, To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of Moses F. Woods, with sundry affidavits and the record from 
the Pension Office and the War ent. I move that the bill 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pen- 


to. 
troduced a bill (S. 8217) ting a pension 
which was read twice its title. 

Mr. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of the claimant, sundry affidavits, and the military record of 
James M. Jackson. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agros to. 

Mr, MoMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 8218) to increase ihe ee 
sion of Elwin A. Scutt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3219) for the protection of subsur- 
face 2 . cables, wires, and other metallic constructions in the 
Dis of Columbia from danger by electrolysis, and for other 

urposes; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
4 on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to 
Helen Gillen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8221) establishing a clerical corps 
for the United States Navy and Marine Corps; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3222) relating to sundry officers on 
the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 8223) granting an increase 
of on to W. R. McMaster; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. „ an increase 
of pension to Amos L. Hood; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8225) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Michael Maher; which was 
Aga 1 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

A 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3226) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James A. Smith; which was 
ome eee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. MoENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
88 roaa twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3227) for the relief of the estate of Leroy C. Morris, 
deceased; 


J 
A bill (S. 8228) for the relief of the estate of Louis Delatte; and 
A bill (S. 8229) for the relief of the estate of Abirie Duplantier 
or his legal re ntatives. 
Mr. DEBOE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
nad read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 8280) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


Dayis; 
3 (S. 3231) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


arkley; 
18 bill (S. 8232) granting an increase of pension to Alsie Rob- 
son; 
A bill (S. 8233) granting an increase of pension to Hans Castor; 
A bill (S. 8234) granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell 
(with an accompanying paper); 
A ket 3235) W ie an increase of pension to Andrew Fer- 
n, 


guso: Loui , Ky. (with i and 
A bill (8.2286) grantiag a pension te Russell Al, Cole (with ac- 
com g T 4 

Mr, troduced a bill (S. 3237) to establish a mint of 
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the United States at Portland, in the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 


Mr. D. (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3238) for the 
relief of the St. George’s Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburg, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3239) for the relief of 
Richard Allston; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom ag papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HA Y introduced a bill (S. 8240) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the military establishment of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. s 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3241) fixing the rank of the Adju- 
tant-General of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 


sa Affairs. { 
. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 90) provid- 
tag tor the acquisition of certain lands in the State of California; 
w. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

i AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 

the salary of the superintendent of the Indian school at Salem, 

„ from $1,800 to $2,000 per annum, intended to be proposed 

to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$20,000 for the erection of a brick dormitory at the In school 
at Salem, Oreg., and $1,000 for the erection of a cottage for the 
assistant superintendent at said school, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a government for 
the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and 
ordered to be 5 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a government for the 
island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and rto Rico, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2571) to pos rules and regulations 
governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
grafts, and buds, commonly known as nursery stock, and fruits 
into the United States, and rules and regulations for the inspec- 
tion of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, grafts, cuttings, and buds 
commonly known as nursery stock, grown within the United 
States, which become subjects of interstate commerce or exporta- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for support and civilization of Indians at the Mission 
Agency, Cal., from $1,500 to $10,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,600 for pay of Indian agent at the Mission Tule River Agency, 
Cal., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay to Henry W. Lee $10,000 out of the moneys 
of the Winne Indians of Wisco: for services rendered 
by him to said Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian b e bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian 


r. COCKRELL submitted an amendment relative to the rati- 
fication and confirmation of all sales and conveyances of the lands 
of deceased allottees of the Peoriaand Miami Indians by their heirs, 
which haye been duly made and executed by such heirs, and duly 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 

e Committee on Indian airs, and ordered to be printed. 
TELEPHONE CHARGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
5 Mr. HALE. I submit a resolution, and ask for its considera- 
on. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
to send to the Senate all facts in their possession relating to the 


operation of the act of Congress which established rates for telephone serv- 
ice in W. What proceedings under said act have been taken in the 
courts; what decisions have been made therein, and whether le roceed- 
ings have been carried by appeal in any case to the higher or hig: eat courte, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in the last Congress, on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill which was approved June 30, 1898, 
after a very close, animated discussion in this body, the provision 
was incorporated into that 1 bill which I shall read. 
Senators will remember it, and they will remember the contest 
that took place on the floor: 

Provided, That from and after 8 this act it shall 
for an rson or any telephone — oing business in 8 
Columbia to charge or receive more than $50 per annum for the use of a tele- 
phone on a separate wire; $40 for each telephone, there being not more than 
two on a wire; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than three ona 
wire, and $25 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire. 

The provision that was put on in the Senate, passed the House, 
received the approval of the President, and became to appearance 
the law for these companies for the District of Columbia, which 
is legislated for by Congress. Congress is not only the legislative 
body, but the board of aldermen and councilmen and the law- 
making power for the District. 

No provision of law could be plainer than that. It is not the 
first time that Congress has attempted to put on provisions con- 
trolling corporations and protecting the people. e tried it with 
reference to lights, to electrical appliances, and were impeded and 
our action destroyed by the cou oy some judge or other, 

I see by the newspapers that this provision, not passed in a 
hurry, passed after full debate and ample consideration, has been 
seized and throttled by some judge, I do not know whom; I will 
not say, because Ihave not heard of him before, an obscure judge, 
for I will assume that he is a judge of some competent juri 
tion; but the action of Con I am told, has been arrested; the 
measure has been seized and the life of it struck out by some 
judge who has declared that Congress had no business to pass 
any such law, that it is unconstitutional, My resolution calls the 
attention of the District Commissioners, who are our representa- 
tives in the administrative part of this District, to these facts. I 
want to have shy pokes to us what proceedings have been taken 
under that law; how much it was attempted to be made operative; 
how much the will of Congress was sought to be enforced, and if 
that will and the operation of that law was arrested at any time, 
by whom it was arrested, and, if in the courts, what proceedings 
were taken. 

Did the District Commissioners direct the attorney of the Gov- 
ernment, who represents the District and Congress, to appear in 
court and contest this case, or was it a case that went silently and 
easily and with a greased way to a decision which controverted 
and overthrew the act of Congress? Has an appeal been taken? Is 
the attorney of the District instructed to prosecute that appeal 
and to see whether, as to the government of this District, the pro- 
tection of its citizens being lod, in Congress, as it has been, it 
is of any avail that Congress shall legislate upon the consideration 
of these matters or whether we may as well abandon all efforts in 
that direction? 

The resolution is simple, and only calls for information. Ihope 
nobody will object to it. 

Mr. FO . If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I ask him to what resolution he refers? I had not observed 
that a resolution had been introduced. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution I have just introduced, and which 
has been read at the desk. 

Mr. FORAKER. It has been introduced just now? 

Mr. HALE, Just now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDENT peo tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution in uced by him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to 
the resolution; in fact, I trust no objection will be made to it; I 
think we ought to have this information; but I do want to call 
the 1 = the cig apna et 5 that a just 
possible that Con; in g laws re ing corporations in 
the District of Columbia may go far beyond the line of propriety. 

I have not read 5 e opinion of the judge to which the 
Senator from Maine alludes. I did casually piace atit, and I 
think the judge took the ground that the 1 ation in question 
was practical confiscation of the property of the company in- 
volved, and hence unconstitutional. I do not know that the ud 
ought to have decided the question as he did, even on that ground, 
and I am of the opinion that an appeal is to be taken—I have so 
read in the caps signe a higher court, where this matter will 
be again consid $ 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. sees 

Mr. BERRY. If the law be as it has been stated by the distin- 
guished senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] who sits 
on the right of the Senator from New Hampshire . GALLIN- 
GER], I do not see how it is possible that a district judge tere can 
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interfere, If Iunderstand the Senator from Connecticut, he holds | Mr. FORAKER. I think, Mr. President, in answer to the in- 
that the power of Congress in this District is absolute. quiry of the Senator from Maine, that it is not only competent, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have said nothing about it. 

Mr. BERRY. Not about this particular matter, but about 
something else. 

Now, I am curious to know, if that be the case, how this judge 
has stopped an act of Congress which sought to restrict the tele- 

hone company in this District in its charges. I remember the 
bin very well, the ngat we had upon the floor of the Senate re- 

ding it, and the desperate efforts which were made to beat it; 

Fis, under the gree of the distinguished Senator from Maine, 
we succeeded in ingrafting it into the law. If any judge has 
sought or attempted to stop the operation of that law, I think we 
ses to know his reason for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, if the Senator will examine the 
opinion, he will find the decision was made on the ground of the 
„ of the law; and I apprehend t is a valid 


un 
pat BERRY. I certainly think so; but I say, according to the 
doctrine advocated by the Senator from New Hampshire and 
others on that side of the Chamber, you have ‘ted again and 
again that the power of Congress over the Territories is absolute 
and unrestrained by the Constitution. I say if the judge thought 
the law was unconstitutional, that was a valid ground for his de- 
cision; but I can not understand just how, holding the doctrine 
you aotan can say so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We will discuss that later, when that ques- 
tion is up. It is not baat 

I simply rose to say that Congress does assume the right to l 
late in regard to these matters. There is a t deal of agitation 
in regard to corporations in the District of Columbia, and I think 
a great deal of unwise and unjustifiable agitation. We have got 
the best street railroad system in the District of Columbia w 
can be found, perhaps, in the world, and the companies have spent 
millions upon millions of dollars to put their roads in the shape 
they are to-day; and yet almost every day, in one branch of Con- 

ess or the other, we hear of a bill which proposes to reduce the 

are on those railroads to a point where, in all human probability, 
they could not be run even to make the stockholders whole. I 
ponpas it is competent for us to say that 20 tickets shall be sold 
for 5 cents by those railroad corporations; but if we should do 
that, I hope there is, or will be, a judge somewhere or a court 
somewhere who would come to the protection of those corpora- 
tions and say we have no right to confiscate their property. I 
think that is what was done in the decision in the telephone case. 
The decision may not be well grounded. On that point I can not 
speak advisedly, although I am inclined to think that the decision 
was a sound one. I trust the resolution will pass, and that we 
shall get from the District Commissioners all proper information 
on the 5 £ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
5 is, Is pre objection to the consideration of the resolution at 

is time 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. Inasmuch as the Senator from Maine has 
asked for the present consideration of the resolution, I should like 
to have it read. 

r. HALE. Let the resolution be read, as some Senators, I 
find, have not heard it. 

Mr. FORAKER. My attention was diverted for a moment. I 
did not hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secre again read the resolution submitted by Mr. HAEL. 

Mr. FOR. R. Mr. President, I wish to be indulged for a 
minute. Inasmuch as the resolution calls only for information, 
I haye no objection to its being now considered and now adopted 
by the Senate; but I think it is opportune, in view of what the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has stated, to call his attention 
to the fact, already stated by the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. . that the decision of the court was placed on 

e constitutional ground that it was the taking of property with- 
out due process of law, amounting to confiscation, and that that 
was beyond the power of Congress to do. 

In answer to the suggestion made by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Berry], there is no difficulty whatever about this case, be- 
cause by Congress the Constitution of the United States has been 
extended to and has been made to apply in the District of Colum- 
bia, as it has been to most of the Territories of the United States. 
But for that fact, Congress would be free to legislate with respect 
to affairs in the District without many, at least, of the limitations 
ee by the Constitution according to the opinion of some 

nators. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that upon a matter where 
Congress has so plainly asserted its power and has made so plain 
a statute it should becountervailed by the decision of any inferior 
2 mrami taking an appeal to the higher or to the highest 
cour 


but it is the duty of any judicial officer in the District of Colum- 
bia having jurisdiction of the case to decide according to the law 
and the evidence; and if, according to the evidence adduced, the 
rates fixed by Congress would amount to the confiscation of prop- 
erty, it was his duty to so decide. It is a question for the district 
attorney, or the officer representing the Government, to determine 
whether or not he will appeal the case to a higher court. He may 
or he 927 65 do that, according to his own judgment. 
*. . That is not my question. 
Mr. FORAKER. I learn by reading the ne 


pers that the dis- 
trict attorney in this instance has taken an a to a higher court. 
Mr. HALE, That I had not learned. t is part of the infor- 


mation I seek. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ofcourse, when the case getstoa higher court, 
so far as relates to the evidence it will be a question of fact for 
that court in so far as it will consider the testimony, as it was a 
question of fact in the court below to determine on the testimony 
adduced whether or not there was confiscation within the mean- 
ing of the constitutional provision in that regard. 

t me say further to the Senator from Maine that there is not 
anything unusual about this decision; on the contrary, our courts 
have been frequently called upon to decide the same question, and 
in many instances the same kind of decision has been rendered. 
This is not the first time in the history of legislation in the United 
States when legislative authority has gone farther in placing limi- 
tations upon the right of corporations of a quasi public character 
to make changes than it had a right in the judgment of the court 
to go; that they have gone so far as, in other words, to amount to 
confiscation, and that was held here. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Ifin a case like this 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like the Sen- 
ator from Maine to yield for one moment to have this question 
fairly before the Senate, as it is not before the Senate now. It is 
only a question of unanimous consent which is pending. Isthere 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution? The 
Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate. The Senator from 


Maine woe 5 

Mr. I do not want to take any more time of the Senate, 
but I wish to say that I concur in the view the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. A pores Sy the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] have stated, that in a case of this importance, where Con- 
gress has so clearly manifested its will, its purpose, the decision 
of noinferior judge should be allowed to arrest this law, tostrangle 
it, and that the case should be carried to the highest courts, I 
have not read the decision, but lawyers who are about me here in 
the Senate say that it is an absurd decision. I would not pretend 
to pass upon that, Mr. President, if I had seen it; but the case 
ought to go to the farthest and highest courts. We want to know 
whether it is of any use for us here in Congress to legislate in that 
way for the inhabitants, the Prevents: and the interests of this 
District against monopolies. we can not, but if these monopo- 
lies can apply to a judge, and everything that we do is to be de- 
stroyed, we may as well know it. I shall not be content until the 
case is tried out in the last court of resort and we are there told 


that we can Re ae any such act. 

Mr. FOR . I certainly have no objection to the case 
being taken to a higher court, and I assume that it will be taken 
to = hohe courtif the officer charged with the defense of the 
case on the part of the Government judges that that is se 
No one has any objection to that, and in so far as this law 
and there is no difficulty about in ase it, that makes it all 
the more proper that it should be litigated to the end pro 5 
but that does not constitute any reason why the court should 
not render the decision it has rendered. The plainer the law the 
more important the decision and the more appropriate the deci- 
sion, if the law amounts in its terms and provisions to a confisca- 
tion of bid as the court in this case found, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought the Senator was 
through. I do not wish to yey oy pers 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not think there is any valid 
objection to the passing of this resolution, I think the opinion 

valled for ment to be laid before the Senate, It is entirely proper 
that we should be in the fullest possession of the facts. e only 
thing I take exception to is an inference which might be drawn 
from the remarks of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who 
wants to know whether a judge can arrest a law which has been 
passed by Congress relative to matters in the District of Columbia, 
and the Senator calls him an inferior judge,” as if some judges 
might have a right to doit, and others might not, dependent upon 
the character and standing of the judge. 
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Mr. CULLOM. And his rank. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And the rank of the judge. This 
is a very plain matter, Mr. President. Coopen passed a law—I 
do not know very much about the law and do not recollect about 
it—but I all laws passed by Congress in reference to the 
District of Columbia are submitted to the courts when a case 
arises to determine whether those laws are valid or not; and if a 
judge, whether he be inferior or superior, thinks they are not con- 
sian I suppose it is his duty to say so; and I do not think 

ere 


d be any reflection upon him for saying so. 
thing 
distil 


Mr. President, the courts of this country are the onl 
that stands between us and confusion and anarchy, and 

to hear any reflection upon the decisions of a court. When a court 
decides that a law by Congress is constitutional or uncon- 
stitutional I submit my hey fore to that decision, and I think 
all the people of the United States must submit their judgment 
to the conclusions of the courts. Some people did not with 


the conclusions of the high court which was created to ine 
whether or not a President had been elected; but, to the credit of 


the American they submitted to the decision of that court. 
I do not as a lawyer with the doctrine laid down in the 
Legal-Ten: cases, but as a la and an American citizen I 


submit, and submit cheerfully and gracefully, to the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States or those of any other 
court which has final jurisdiction in the question of whether alaw 
passed by is or is not constitutional. 

I „Mr. t, that the case in question ought to be 
appealed. If there is any question about whether the law was con- 

tional or not, I assume that the legal officers of the law will 
do their duty and appeal it, and that we shall finally have the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States as to whether 
the law passed by Con was constitutional or not, but I do not 
see how we can pompan of a judge, whether inferior or superior, 
whether learned or ignorant, because he has rendered a decision 
in a case ted to him that the law was unconstitutional; and 
a view of taking exception to what I thought was an 
inference to be derived from the remarks of the Senator from 
Maine—that a judge had no right to pass upon the 
constitutionality of a e by ge, Seat ess, indeed, he 
was a judge of or and of high a ents—that I have 
made these remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, our Republican friends seem 
to be divided here as to their opinion in regard to the power of 
judges. Sometimes they have great power and at other times 
they have none. [sh like to ask the Senator from Ohio to 
answer me this question: Whether or not Congress can extend the 
Constitution over a District which the Constitution gives directly 
and exclusively to Congress—I mean the legislation controlling 
that District? I will read here the words in the Constitution in 
regard to the District of Columbia: 

To exercise e tion in all cases whatsoever over such — 


xclusive legisla: 
(not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of lar States an: 
F seat ot the Government of the United 


Now, if there is anything in this Constitution which gives Con- 
unlimited power anywhere, it seems to meit has gotitin the 
istrict of Columbia. 
Mr. SPOONER. Congress might have exclusive 1 tive 
pomen but it has not power to enact unconstitutional } tion. 


BERRY. That is what we say, but you all deny it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you gentlemen contend, as I understand, 
that Con has the power to go into a Territory and extend the 
Constiution there or not—that it shall never get there until we 
send it there, 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not aware that that question was raised 
by the resolution. Iam not referring to that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That question was not raised by the resolu- 
tion itself, but we are simply discussing the constitutionality of 
the ition of the Senator from Maine. He has asked why an 
act of VVV 
nullifled by some li judge here in the District of Columbia, 
and it is said—I will not say stay or brazenly; but, at least, it 
is not very clearly brought forward here—that some little District 

udge, a creature of Congress, can come forward and nullify that 

aw and protect a monopoly in this District; and I want to ask 
you gentlemen who are contending that Congress has this omnip- 
otent power how you are going to limit it here and then extend 
it everywhere else? You claim you have the power to extend it 
everywhere you please or limit it wherever you please. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the inquiry the Senator from 
South Carolina addressed to me is very easily answered. To be- 
gin with, the District of Columbia was originally part of the 

tates of Maryland and Virginia, and the Constitution of the 
United States applied to this territory as a part of those States. 
There was never any act of Congress withdrawing the operation 
of the Constitution eee the District of Columbia, but, neverthe- 
less, by the act of February 21, 1871, establishing a government 


for the District of Columbia, it was N 8 by Con 
to oo specifically extend and appl mstitution of the 
United States to the District of Columbia. I have the aet before 
me, but am not able to point out at the moment the precise pro- 
vision to which I refer. If, however, the Senator will take the 
trouble to examine the act, he will find the provision there as I 
have stated. 

Now, Mr. President, the Constitution eas been specifically ex- 
tended and made to apply to the District of Columbia, there can not 
be any question about Congress being bound in the District of 
Columbia—I mean in the matter of legislating for the District 
of Columbia—by the limitations and provisions of the Constitution. 

I do not agree, as suggested by the Senator, that when the Con- 
stitution has not been made to apply to territory by the United 
States the Con, is bound by it, except only by certain general 
E gy which are found in the Constitution. 

. TILLMAN. The Constitution itself, which you say was 
extended over the District of Columbia by act of Congress, ex- 
pressly extends the Congressional legislation without any limita- 
tion over the District. 

Mr. FORAKER. Thatisvery true. That made it competent 
for the Congress of the United States, in determining what should 
be the law of the District of Columbia, to say that the first law 
should be the organic law of the Union, the Constitution of the 
United States; and when the Congress of the United States ex- 
tended the Constitution of the United States to the District of 
Columbia and made it apply it did nothing more than to say that 
the Constitution should be the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It did not say so. 


pm of the United States to say that the Constitution itself should 
the law in the District of Columbia. When ss saw fit 


5 We contend that the Constitution appres to 
the District of Columbia the same as it applies to every other par- 
ticle of territory ene to the Uni States, and that it has 
always done so, and that this limitation applies only to laws un- 
der that Constitution. Now, you say that Congress can apply the 
Constitution or extend it over the Territories by legislative act. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, what 1 say is that the 
mere acquisition of territory by the United States does not make 
the Constitution applicable to it, but that it is a question for the 
Congress of the United States to determine whether or not the Con- 
stitution of the United States shall be extended to it and be made 
to apply. I know that this is a controverted question; but I want 
to say to the Senator and to others who have the same view he has 

—and I know others do—that there is an abundance of 

recedent for both extending and withholding the Constitution. 

e Constitution of the United States was never extended by act 

of Congress to any Territory of the United States until we came to 

provide a Territorial government for New Mexico in 1850; and it 

was then in order that slavery might have recognition such as 

the Constitution gave in that and other territory that it was in- 

sisted and finally carried that the Constitution should be by express 
terms extended to that Territory. 

Now, however, let me read, while I have it before me, the pro- 
vision that I referred to a moment ago, found in the act of Feb- 
ruary 21, 1871, providing a government for the District of Columbia. 
It is found at the end of section 34 of that statute, and reads as 
follows—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. What year? 

Mr. FORAKER, Eighteen hundred and seventy-one. 

B TILLMAN. How did the District get along from 1788 to 


Mr. FORAKER, As I said a while ago 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must not interrupt a 
Senator on the floor without first obtaining the recognition of the 
Chair. Tho Chair hopes that Senators will observe that rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. I said a while ago, the District of Colum- 
bia was originally part of the States of Virginia and Maryland. 
The Constitution sopua to them, of course, as they belonged to 
the Union, and the Constitution was their organic law. After the 
District of Columbia was carved out of those States the Constitu- 
tion was not withdrawn by any specific act of Congress, whether 
it remained in force or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will allow me a moment 
until Iconclude. I prefer not to be interrupted, at least until I 
finish the sentence. 


Sy a 


Just one moment, 
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Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not yield now. i 

No act of Congress was passed withdrawing the District of Co- 
lumbia from the Constitution, and whether or not it was with- 
drawn by the fact that it was taken out from and no longer was a 

art of those States would be a question perhaps about which 
awyers would differ, because it was i that there was 
ound for a difference of opinion. But when Congress came to 
egislate, in 1871, to create a government for this District, that pro- 
vision, as I was about pik. at the end of section 34, is as follows: 
W. are not 
eee 
trict of Columbia as elsewhere within the United States. 

Subsequently, in 1874, when the government provided by that 
act was done away with, that act was re except as to that 
provision and possibly some others, but that provision of the act 
Was not repealed. It has continued in force ever since, and it is in 
force now. Because of that provision of that statute there is no 
room to question but that the Constitution of the United States 
stands first and foremost as a statute law of this District (if I may 
use that expression in that connection without being misunder- 
stood), and it was competent for Congress, as the Senator has 

ted out, by the Constitution itself to say what should be the 
aw in the District of Columbia, and Congress saw fit to say in 
the District of Columbia the Constitution itself should be the law. 

That being the case, we are bound, when we legislate here, by 
the limitations and restrictions of the Constitution; and if we un- 
dertaketo pass a bill or make a law which interferes unjustly with 

roperty rights, we trespass and go further than we have a right 
io go under the Constitution, and it is the duty of the courts in 
construing that statute to decide as in their judgment may be 
right and just and W 

. TILLMAN. Now will the Senator allow me? 

„ad PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

e 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How could the Constitution of the United 
States a ply to this District or to any other district when it was 
not itself in existence? 

Mr. FORAKER. When what was not itself in existence?” 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Constitution itself was notin exist- 
ence. The very first organic law which was framed was submitted 
to the people for ratification; it had no entity or being or life until 
it was ratified; and yet that provision there, you say, applied to 
the power of Congress, limited it and changed it—first gave it 
and then withheld it? 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, I am unable to sopre 
ciate the difficulty which the Senator now seems to have. I do 
not understand that the District of Columbia was before the Con- 
stitution in the sense in which the Senator speaks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There was no District of Columbia at the 
time, and there was no Constitution either; but the Senator from 
Ohio said that this thing had applied to the District of Columbia, 
which was then a part of Maryland and Virginia, and that this 

ration here is subject to our legislative jurisdiction. 

r. FORAKER. However that may be, Mr. President, there 
can not be any question about the Constitution being in force here 
now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ghee hegre thatat all. Theonly question 

is whether this judge, who has a limited jurisdiction, has nullified 
the act limiting the telephone monopoly; whether this little fellow 
over here, whom we have created, has power to stop our om, ice 
tion before the Supreme Court of the United States has declared 
it to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. FORAKER. Only one word in answer to the Senator. I 
do not understand exactly what the Senator means. I do not 
know whether he intends to claim that the District of Columbia 
was constituted before the Constitution or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I said the Constitution constituted the 
District of Columbia when it should be ceded to the United States, 
ma 5 gava Congress omnipotent jurisdiction to legislate for such 

stric 

Mr. FORAKER. But the District of Columbia was not ceded 
until after the Constitution was adopted and went into operation, 
and until it was ceded, from the time the Constitution was 
adopted, it applied and was in force in the District of Columbia. 

r. TILL . Then the rule of action in this District has 

been that of Congressional power and not of constitutional right 
up to 1871. Is that what the Senator intends? 

Mr. FORAKER. It never has been withdrawn, and it was 
again by act of Congress made to apply in 1871, so that we have 
the Constitution in operation here. It is in operation here because 
Congress, which has plenary power under the Constitution to leg- 
islate for the District of Columbia, saw fit to make it apply. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Do I correctly understand the Senator from 
Ohio to say that the Constitution in the District of Columbia, be- 


ing extended thereto 
of an act or a statute o 
fied at the pleasure 

tor, how would it be possible for any court in the District of Co- 


an act of simply has the force 
Congress may be repealed or modi- 
3 If I do so understand the Sena- 


lumbia or elsewhere to hold that a recent, late act of Congress 
could be nullified by a prior act of Congress because inconsistent 
with it, it always being competent for Congress to repeal any 
statute that it may have enacted? 

Mr. FORAKER. When I used the expression the first stat- 
ute,” I remarked in that connection that I hoped I would not be 
misunderstood. I did not mean to have it understood that I re- 
garded the Constitution when extended as nothing more than a 
mere statute; buf what I meant to be understood as sa was 
that it is competent for Congress to extend it or not; and if Con- 
grese sees fit to extend the Constitution, of course Congress is 

und by if as the first organic law of that territory, as it.is the 
organic law of the Union, and all subsequent legislation of Con- 
gress, so long as the Constitution may remain the supreme law in 
terri must be measured by it. 

RA S. Will the Senator permit another question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Constitution in the District of Colum- 
bia or ina Territory outside a State has for its sole basis an act of 
Congress which Congress may at Sng ema how can the 
creature be re; as higher than creator’ : 

Mr. FO Ido not know that I exactly understand the 


tor, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Does not the Constitution in every case rest 
upon the consent and authority of the people of the United States 
to be enforced as they intended it, to be enlarged or qualified only 
according to the methods which that instrument provides for its 
own amendment? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that the Constitution is the 


X ver the Constitution is extended an 
made to a ae is, of course, the rule of action. 

Mr. © N. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not understand the answer of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. Does the Senator contend that Congress can 
withdraw the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. It has not been necessary for anybody ever 
to consider the question whether or not, when the Constitution 
has once been extended, it can be withdrawn. I apprehend there 
would be some difficulties because of vested rights and other ques- 
tions that might arise—vested rights, I mean, on account of what 
might be done under the Constitution while in force. I think the 
Constitution, having been once extended, would remain in force 
and in operation there. But that question has never arisen and it 
has never been passed upon. The other question has been, it 
seems to me, over and over again. 

Mr. CHILTON. It seems to me to be a very important ques- 
tion, because if pry, ee has the right to push the Constitution 
into the District of Columbia, that power would carry with it the 
corresponding right to take it away,so far as future concerns 
were related. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would, perhaps. It is a question I 
have never investigated. The other question I haye. The relative 

ht to take it away would seem, upon general principles, to go 
th the right to extend it. 

Mr. C TON. It seems to me there is much force in the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Utah, that if the Constitution came 
into the District of Columbia by virtue of an act of Congress, any 
subsequent act of Congress would pro tanto operate as a repeal 
of the constitutional jurisdiction over the District, and hence, 
that the Constitution would be wholly within the power of Con- 
gressional action under that theory, 

Mr. FORAKER. Even if that were so, it would not make any 
difference in the case that led to this debate, because, according 
to general principles of equity and the spirit of our institutions, 
the Congress would be restrained from enacting a law that would 


take pro’ without due process. 

Mr. L AY. Mr. ident, this debate seems to be purely 
academic. The question whether or not an appeal shall be taken 
from the judgment of one of the courts of the District of Colum- 


bia declaring an act of Congress unconstitutional does not at all 
depend on the settlement of the question we have had under dis- 


cussion. 
Mr. CHILTON. Is not almost everything that comes up here 
academi 


c? 

Mr. LINDSAY. A great deal of it is. 

I wish to state that my opinion is that the rule applicable to 
the District of Columbia rests on essentially different reasons 
from those a ble to the Territories acquired since the forma- 
tion of the al Constitution. When nine States ratified the 
Constitution, the Constitution took effect in all those nine States 
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and in every inch of territory embraced by those nine States. 
Now, there was nothing in that Constitution which authorized 
Congress to withdraw the protection and limitations of the Con- 
stitution from any portion of those nine States in the exercise of 


maa 55 yet power to acquire a district to be known as the Fed- 
er: 
Among the powers conferred on Congress was the power ‘‘to 


exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such 
district (not ex 10 miles square) as may, by cession of 
particular States and the acceptance of Con , become the seat 
of the Government of the United States.” ‘The cession was to be 
made by a State or States. The district was to be within the 
boundaries of particular States, not in the Northwest Territory, 
not in any Territory that had not been organized into a State, but 
the cession was to be made by States, and Congress took what 
power? Not exclusive jurisdiction over that territory, independ- 
ent of the constitutional protection and limitations that existed 
before. Congress took the power to exercise exclusive legisla- 
tion in all cases whatsoever over such district;” that is, it was 
to legislate independent of State constitutions. It was to take the 
pace of the State legislatures. It was to exercise all the power of 
egislation that existed in the States, and the power of legislation 
was such as was not prohibited by the Constitution of the United 
States. The same rule is applied to other territory that Congress 
may acquire from the States for other purposes, 
Congress is “to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the 
consent of the legislature of the State in which the same shall be, for the 
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and other needful build- 


ings;” and 
Bho make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers.“ 


So these provisions apply exclusively to territory within the 
States, the people of which were already entitled to the protection 
of the Constitution, and there is nothing in the grant which indi- 
cates that under any contingency, or by the consent of any legis- 
lature, authority was to be given to the Congress of the United 
States to exceed on pomers conferred on it by the Constitution. 
The reason for that rule doesnot apply to territoriesis subsequently 
acquired by treaties with other nations. They stand upon a foot- 
ing essentially different in point of fact. Whether the same rule 
applies or not I do not now propose to discuss, but I do say that the 
reasons for the rule and the facts upon which the rule is founded 
are essentially different, 

In 1849 an amendment was proposed to an appropriation bill to 
extend the Constitution to the territories ig oye under the treaty 
with Mexico, and Mr. Webster, who has m quoted here fre- 
quently opon the subject, made the point that the Constitution 
could not beextended toany Territory by act of Congress or other- 
wise; that the Constitution applied to States and not to Terri- 
tories, and that the only way apply the Constitution to any 
Terri other than that we held at the time the treaty of peace 
with Great Britain was made was to admit such Territory into 
the Union as a State, and to that extent the Constitution might be 
extended to new territory. 

Mr. Calhoun denied the proposition in its fullness and claimed 
that the Sore riate provisions of the Constitution applied to all 
territory the dominion of the United States; but Mr. Cal- 
houn did not pretend to say that all the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, all the limitations of the Constitution, all the anties 
of the Constitution extended over the Territories of the United 
States, but only those which were necessary or proper or appro- 
priate, leaving at last to Congress to determine which are neces- 
sary, which are appropriate, which are proper to be extended. 

. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY, Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky has correctly stated 
the tions of Mr. Webster and Mr. Calhoun in regard to New 
Mexico, but did not Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of ar pe 
borough vs. Blake, in 5 Wheaton, decided long before the New 
Mexican question came up, emphatically decide that wherever the 
jurisdiction of the United States extended the Constitution went 
proprio vigore? Has that decision ever been reversed? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that the language of Chief Justice 
Marshall in the case to which the Senator has reference may bear 
the interpretation he puts on it, but that case arose in the District 
of Columbia, where the Constitution had been applied by its rati- 
fication by the States of Maryland and Virginia. } 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator's pardon for interrupting him 
again. I quote from memory, but I am entirely responsible for 
the accuracy of the statement. I have read that decision over and 
over again, and had it here in connection with the first hI 
made during the last Congress upon the island question. Did not 
Chief Justice Marsnall in that decision in 5 Wheaton use this lan- 
guage. I undertake to quote it nearly verbatim, I aeo that 
the question in that debate was as to the District of Columbia, 
but did not the Chief Justice say the Constitution applies not 
only to the District of Columbia, but to all the territory west of 


the Mississippi River as much as it does to the States of Virginia 
and New Jersey? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, as I remarked, I am willing to say that 
the language of the Chief Justice in that particular case will bear 
that construction. 

Mr. VEST. Is not that the exact language? 

Mr. LINDSAY. But what I mean to say is that the question 
there arose in the District of Columbia, a District to which the 
Constitution had always applied; to a people who had always been 
entitled to the protection of the Constitution, and all that Chief 
Justice Marshall said about the territories west of the Mississippi 
River was beyond the question before the court and not called for 
by the case in hand, 

Mr. VEST. The Senator says it was obiter dictum? 

Mr. LINDSAY. That Judge Marshall was a great jurist, that 
Judge Marshall was a great constitutional lawyer, no man 
deny, but that every extrajudicial opinion expressed by Judge 
Marshall is to be conclusive on all posterity I absolutely deny. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In a moment, If Mr. Webster had any dis- 
tinguishing character at all, it was as a constitutional lawyer, and 
Mr. Webster alee followed in the footsteps of Chief Justice 
Marshall; but long after that case had been decided Mr. Webster 
claimed that the Constitution 1 Reve to no territory and could be 
applied to no territory outside of the original limits of the United 
States except by admitting that territory into the Union as a 
State. Now I will yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. RAWLINS, I would ask the Senator how he explains these 
decisions made by the Supreme Court of the United States arising 
in territory acquired by treaty with Mexico—the decision holdin: 
that under the Constitution of the United States and by reason of 
its force in the territory Congress could not authorize the pun- 
ishment of a man twice for the same offense; that Congress could 
not pass asapplicable to that territory any bill of attainder; that 
Congress could not authorize in a case arising at common law, the 
value of the thing in controversy exceeding $20, a trial other than 
by a jury of twelve men; decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States holding that no man can be put upon trial for an 
offense committed in such territory except he was informed of the 
cause and nature of the accusation; that he was entitled to be 
confronted with the witnesses and to a trial before an impartial 
jury of twelve men? Iask the Senator how he can explain all these 
numerous cases involving the points which I have mentioned and 
others to which I could make reference if his contention now is 


correct, 

Mr. LINDSAY, I stated at the outset that Territories occupied 
a relation to the General Government different from that occu- 
pied by the District of Columbia, The academic question we have 
under discussion is the power of the judge to decide that an act of 
Congress affecting the trict of Columbia is unconstitutional. 
I have undertaken to show that the Constitution always applied 
to the District of Columbia and that no department of Govern- 
ment has ever undertaken to withdraw it, and that there was no 
delegation of authority to the Congress of the United States to 
withdraw it when the cession was made. 

It is not my business to-day to answer all the points made by 
the Senator from Utah, but Congress has time and again held, 
and the Supreme Court has more than once decided, and in cases 
applicable to the Territory of Utah, that the power of Congress 
over the Territories is plenary, so far as any power can be treated 
as plenary. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky paa to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. It has held in respect of the right of snffrage. 
the power of government, the franchise to vote, which were no 
conferred by the Constitution, that the power of Congress is ple- 
nary; but as to all civil and personal rights guaranteed by the 
Constitution Congress in legislating for a Territory is as much 
limited in that regard by all the provisions of the Constitution in 
a Territory as in a State. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Mine is only a practical suggestion, and that is 
that this resolution of mine, referring to telephone rates, shall be 
allowed to pass, and that then this wider debate shall be permitted 
to roll on by unanimous consent. Let my resolution be passed, 
and considerable of the interest I have in the occasion ceases. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will take care of the resolution. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I feel that the request of the Senator from 
Maine is a little inopportune—— 

. HALE. It may be. 

Mr. LINDSAY. AsI am pot upon the duty of 9 an 
inquiry made by the Senator from Utah. As soon as that is done 
I am willing to adjourn this debate until some time when it will 
be pertinent to a question pending before the Senate. 


1900. 


Mr. HALE. Iam delighted to listen to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, only I do not want my resolution to be wholly tornaren 

Mr. TURNER. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 7 

Mr. TURNER. I want to ask the Senator whether in any of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court holding that the Constitution 
applied to the District of Columbia they placed it upon the ground 
that he now places it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam not prepared to say that they have. 

Mr. TURNER. Has that ground ever before been discovered? 

Mr. LINDSAY. There is one thing that seems to have been for- 
gotten, and that is that the Supreme Court was not set apart by 
the Constitution to bind all the people of the United States by all 
disquisitions it may seem proper to make on a question of consti- 
tutional law. The case before the Supreme Court is the case the 
Supreme Court has the right to decide, and its judgment in that 
case binds all the people of the United States; but it does not take 
from the Senate of the United States or from the Congress of the 
United States or from the President of the United States the right 
to exercise his or their judgment as to what the Constitution is 
when we come to apply it to a new and independent state of facts. 

In 1849 the Constitution was by act of Congress extended to the 
Territories acquired from Mexico, and I incline to the opinion, 
although the Supreme Court has not so decided, that once a people 
become entitled to the protection of the Constitution, once a Ter- 
ritory is brought under its beneficent provisions, it is not in the 
power of Congress afterwards to deny their benefits to that poopie 
and that any legislation denying them that protection may held 
to be invalid as against the Constitution. But in the case to 
which I refer the Supreme Court did not put its decision on the 
ground that it was bound by the Constitution, but held that cer- 
tain things could not be done because they were against the spirit 
of free institutions. 

I for one wish now to protest against the idea that our personal 
rights to life, liberty, or property grow out of any provision of the 
Federal or any provision of the State constitution. They were 
preexisting rights. We had them before we framed a constitution. 
We rebelled against Great Britain because the Government of 
Great Britain would not recognize those 2 and when we 
formed our State constitutions and when we formed our Federal 
Constitution, their guaranties were intended to protect and per- 
petuate preexisting rights, and we do not have to go to any con- 
stitution to find those rights. 

Mr. HOAR, Before the Senator from Kentucky sits down, I 
should like to ask him a question. I was very much interested in 
what he said, and especially in his statement that the Constitution 
did not apply proprio vigore to any Territory and the inhabitants 
there could only get rights under it by an act of Congress and 
that Congress, having extended the Constitution by proper enact- 
ment to the Territory, could not afterwards repeal thatact. Will 
the Senator be good enough, if he is willing, to state his reasons 
for that Rye which is very interesting to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I prefer at some future time to discuss that 
question, and I will then undertake to give what I think will be a 
satisfactory reason to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to bea great pity to have the matter go 
out under the great authority of my honorable friend, who isa 
great constitutional lawyer and jurist, without having the reason 
on which so interesting a proposition is based stated also, in a 
word or two, at least. Will not the Senator give us a hint of his 


reason? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It 2 i out just as any opinion goes out in 
a purely academic discussion, and I prefer, as I e in the 
future to discuss all these questions, to treat this matter as I think 
it deserves to be treated and not to give reasons at this time, which 
deserve more deliberate consideration. 7 

Mr. HOAR. Academic discussions may be taken in by 
freshmen or sophomores or juniors or seniors. Now, the Senator 
is a senior, a post-graduate of great distinction of the academy of 
which he is now a member. I wish before his graduation that he 
would expand that thesis of his a little, if he will. 

Mr. LINDSAY. This has been a Government of expansion. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes. I thought that is what it would lead to. 
Iam satisfied now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We have expanded and extended the applica- 
tion of constitutional law. Mr. Jefferson did not believe we could 
acquire any territory without an amendment to the Constitution. 
Yet all of the departments of Government have overruled his 
opinion. Mr. Jefferson did not believe we could create a State out 
of territory not included in the original boundaries of the United 
States, but we have advanced over that doctrine and have admit- 
ted a number of States out of territory acquired since the adoption 
of the Constitution. Mr. Webster did not believe that by act of 
Congress we could extend the Constitution over a territory except 
by admitting the territory into the Union. Mr. Webster was 
overruled in that regard, and the Constitution was extended, and 
uow the only question is whether, its beneficent provisions having 
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once been given to a people recognized as American citizens, the 
power exists in the Congress to withdraw it. I say from the very 
nature of the grant it is a t which can not be withdrawn 
without a gross violation of faith, and it may well be held that 
Congress possesses no power to violate faith as between the Gov- 
ernment of the Uni States and people once clothed with the 
citizenship of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President, I desire to say a word in an- 
swer to the inquiry addressed to the Senator from Kentucky by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAw ins], and also a word in answer 
to the inquiry addre to him by the Senator from Washington 

Mr. TURNER]. All the decisions recited by the Senator from 
tah were involved in cases arising in territory to which the 
Constitution had been by express act of Congress extended and 
made to apply as the governing rule of action. It seems to me 
that distinguishes the cases quoted from everything else that has 
been said or contended for in this discussion by those who enter- 
tain the view opposed to that I have undertaken to present. 

Now, in answer to the inquiry propounded by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TURNER], which contained a statement that 
this denial of the power of the Constitution ex proprio vigore to 
extend to newly acquired territory is newly invented, let me say 
to him that I happen to hold in my hand a very succinct account 
of the introduction into American politics of the idea that the 
Constitution does extend ex proprio vigore to newly acquired ter- 
ritory, and it is by an authority which Senators here will recog- 
nize as competent. Iread from the second volume, page 713, of 
Mr. Benton’s Thirty Years in the United States Senate. He says, 
speaking of the debate that occurred in the Senate in 1850 over the 
admission of California and the creation of Territorial govern- 
ments for New Mexico and Utah, that— 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case. 

It will be remembered that Mr. Calhoun was contending that 
the legislation should be such as not to deny to slavery the right 
to be extended into that Territory. 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case— 


That, Mr. President, according to Mr. Benton, is the first time 
that this idea that the Constitution extended ex proprio vigore 
was ever heard in our political debates. He says: 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case—that of the transmigration of 
the Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, overriding and 
overruling all the anti-slavery laws which it found sarto, sad planting the 
institution there under its own wing, and maintaining it beyond the power 
of eradication either by Congress or the people of the Territory. Before this 
dogma was efforts were made to get the Constitution extended to 
these Territories by act of Congress; failing in those attempts, the difficult: 
was len over by boldly assuming that The Constitution went of itself 


ve rt of it. 
History can not class highar than asa N rk of a diseased imagination 
this — 1 self. acting and self- extension of the Constitution, The Consti- 
tution does nothing of itself—not even in the States for which it was made. 
Every part of it requires a law to put it into operation. No part of it can 
reach a Territory unless imparted to it by act of Congress. 

We at the same time, Mr. President, have a refutation in this 
language beyond that which was imputed by the inquiry of the 
Senator from Washington, and at the same time we have also a 
his of the introduction into American politics of the doctrine 
that the Constitution made for the States extends proprio vigore 
beyond the States. We have at the same time also a most excel- 
lent opinion from a very competent man as to the view that should 
be entertained with respect to the question. I will not delay the 
Senate longer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the point raised by my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. 1 is a very interesting one, that 
the Constitution of the United States only existed in the District 
of Columbia prior to the act of 1871, because that Constitution 
Was a part of the law, or was the organic law itself, of the 
States ceding to the United States the territory out of which the 
District was formed; and he holds that the Constitution, having 
once extended over the territory of the United States, it can not 
be withdrawn. He holds further that these personal rights guar- 
anteed in the Constitution exist independently of all constitutions, 
and the United States Constitution guaranteeing them adds noth- 
ing to their force and effect. 

ow, Mr. President, as a corollary from the first proposition, 
he holds that the Constitution of the United States does not ex- 
tend to the Territories, because it was not there in existence when 
the United States acquired them and has to be extended there 
after the acquisition. Under the theory that I understand my 
honorable friend to hold, the Constitution, bak a part of the or- 
ganic law of Virginia and Maryland, extended to the District, 
po rio vigore, but all other enactments of Virginia and Mary- 

and of a legislative kind did not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. All remained in force until repealed by act of 

Congress. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. Congress could repeal any of the 
then laws of Virginia and Maryland, according to the Senator, 
but Congress could not itself withdraw the Constitution. That 
distinction is made with a view of holding to the principle that 


1918 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


as the Constitution has never extended to our other Territories, 


therefore its extension to them is a matter of 1 


and legislative t. 

When V. and Maryland ceded to the United States, a dis- 
tinct pore the States, a part of their territory, every ves- 
tige of the law of Virginia and land ceased at that moment, 
unless the United States Government itself chose to reenact those 
laws or chose to adopt them. Why did the Constitution stay in 
the District of Columbia? It was by grace of the Congress of the 
United States under the th that the Senator from Kentucky 
holds. Whenever a territory is ceded to a new sovereignty, the 
sovereignty of the old ju tion d . The sovereignty of 

land and Vir, was gone; the new sovereignty of the 
United States attached; and under the Constitution of the United 
States as interpreted here upon this floor the of the 
United States is absolutely supreme in the Territories, unchecked 
ty at constitutional provision. You could not get over the 
culty by sa that the District of Columbia brought with it 

the Constitution of the United States. 

The District of Columbia did not, under the theory of some, 
bring with it the Constitution of the United States any more than 
it brought with it the laws of Virginia and Maryland; and if these 
laws could be repealed by the ! tive action of Congress, the 
Constitution itself could have m withdrawn. What was to 

revent it? How did the Constitution act ex proprio vigore in 
t instance and not act in all? The proponents of the theory of 
Congressional sovereignty are constantly met with this obstacle. 
They deny the action of the Constitution of the United States in 
extending itself, and in order to get the District of Columbia 
under the ægis of the Constitution they have to invent a theory, 
and that theory is counter to all law regulating the cession of 
territory to other States. 

Now, so far as Virginia and Maryland are concerned, the United 
States is a distinct e and the United States was no more 
bound by any organic or legislative law of those States than it is 
bound to-day in regard to the gy ea: or Puerto Rico or any 
of its possessions; not a particle, They stand on the same basis. 

And, Mr. President, what about these personal rights? The 
Declaration of Independence sets out broad principles of individ- 


egislative wisdom 


ual rights—that every man is entitled to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. But would the Senator from Kentucky con- 
tend that ex p re trial by jury was to be had in the 


roprio vigo 
Territory to protect those rights? Theserights exist independent of 
constituiio , but laws are made to execute these rights, to pre- 
serve these rights, to maintain these rights, If the Constitution 
e eee these personal rights into the Territories, 
Phe Constitution goes as a whole into the Territories—the provision 
se pace to personal rights and every other constitutional pro- 
on. 
FG aan Mr, President, has the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have about finished. 

Mr. HALE. + at Ses that he will be cut off, as 
eve Fager 7 2 o'clock and that this little resolution of mine 
that is tin adopted now. 

Mr. CAFFERY, I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. IL ask that a vote be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
. HALE. Now, let the debate go on, Mr. President. 
(Laughter. } 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legislative 
executive, and judi expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate three resolutions coming over from an earlier day and retain- 
ing their place by unanimous consent on account of the sickness 
of two Senators, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, ALLEN] and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], What shall be 
done with them? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. That arrangement ought to be 
continued, I think, until the Senators are able to be in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that these three resolutions retain their 

lace, without prejudice, until the Senators return to the Senate. 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 17th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
83) increasing the t of cost of the new building for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, to meet the increased prices of building 


materials, and to pemi of making the south end of the power- 
house extension of the same height as the main building. 
TERRITORY OF HAWAN, 

Mr. CULLOM. It is so nearly 2 o'clock that in the absence of 
anything else apparently that is ready for consideration, I will call 
2 2 Senate bill No. 222, to provide a government for the Territory 
of Hawaii. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM., I ask leave to make a few formal amendments 
to the bill which I did not have made on last Friday. I ask that 
they be made now. These are simply to connect the statutes which 
S tions thirty to thirty 

ge 3, line 21, r the words sections thirty irty- 
three, T move to insert inclusive.“ 

On page 4, line 1, after the words sections one hundred and 
fifty to one hundred and fifty-six,” I move to insert inclusive.” 

On p 5, line 4, after the words “eleven hundred and seventy- 
eight,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

the same , line 8, after the words ‘‘thirteen hundred 
and fifty-four,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 9, after the words “fifteen hundred and 
fourteen,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same , line 15, after the words “seventeen hundred 
and fifty-eight,” I move to insert ‘‘inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 17, after the words “eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 19, after the words ‘‘ sixty-seven,” I move 
to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 21, after the words“ three hundred and 
seventy-one,” I move to strike out “to” and insert “and.” 

On the same page, line 23, after the words ‘‘four hundred and 
thirteen,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On e 6, line 1, after the words “six hundred and five,” I 
move to rt inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 6, after the words seven hundred and 
fifty-five,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 7, after the words eight hundred and 
nine,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 10, after the words eight hundred and 
fifteen,” I moye to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same „line 12, after the words nine hundred and 
six,” I move to t“ inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 15, after the words eleven hundred and 
seventy-nine,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same line 16, after the words, “twelve hundred and 
nine,” I move to insert inclusive.“ 

On the same page, line 17, after the word “ seventy-six,” I move 
to insert inclusive.“ 

These amendments are simply to make certain the chapters or 
sections that are to be repealed. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not intend, when this bill 
was last before the Senate, to make any remarks at all, except as 
oe. might be called forth in the consideration of the different 
sections of the bill. But since that time I have concluded that 
perhaps I ought to say a few words in a general way in reference 
to the measure as a sort of introduction to the consideration of 
the bill itself. It is perhaps expected that some member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate should say some- 
thing, in advance of its consideration by the Senate generally, 
about the bill reported to the Senate and which is now before 
this body; and as the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan] and myself were on the commission appointed by the 
President to recommend to Congress such legislation concerning 
the nos re be . as the e poi ana doan peoo 5 5 
proper, i rhaps expected of us especially to explain the bill. 

Going pack to a period beyond the 8 of the joint resolu- 
tion annexing the islands, it might be well to say that the joint 
resolution recited the language in part of the treaty of annexation 
concluded at Washington on the 16th of June, 1897, where the 
preamble to the resolution states that the Republic of Hawaii 
ceded absolutely and without reserve to the United States of 
America all rights of sovereignty of whatsoever kind in and over 
the Hawaiian ds and their dependencies, and also ceded and 
transferred to the United States the absolute fee and ownership 
of all public, government, or crown lands, public buildings, 
harbors, ete. 

I desire to say that the language used in the joint resolution 
was the same 1 substantially as that used in the treaty 
which was ratified by the Hawaiian government, but finally not 
ratified by the Senate of the United States; but the joint resolu- 
tion was taken up and passed in place of the treaty; so that when 
the joint resolution in its whereas recites what the Hawaiian gov- 
ernment did, it relates to the treaty which had been ratified by the 
Hawaiian government. 


1900. 


pened e resolution declared also that said cession is accepted, 
ratified, and confirmed and that the islands and their dependencies 
are annexed as part of the territory of the United States and sub- 
ject to the sovereign dominion of the United States. The joint 
resolution of annexation also provided that the laws of the United 
States relative to public lands shall not apply to such lands in the 
3 1 war 2 83 of 5 7 Unita a 
should enact spec: ws for t eee en disposi 
and that all revenue from or proceeds of the same should be used 
solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands 
for educational and other public purposes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the Senator’s consent, I will ask him 
whether the provisions of the joint resolution of the two Houses of 
the American Congress were ever ratified or hoary spe by any leg- 
islative action on the part of the government of Hawaii? 

Mr. MORGAN. They were. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think they did accept it. 


Mr. MORGAN, Yes, 

Mr. CULLOM. As Isaid, the joint resolution followed the vol- 
untary cession by the Hawaiian government, as expressed in the 
treaty which we failed to ratify. 

Mr. LINDSAY, The treaty failed? 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty failed here. 

I will not discuss the other protien of the joint resolution 
further than to say that the public debt of the Republic of Hawaii, 


existing at the date of the passage of the joint resolution, includ- 
ing the amounts due cig Arg in the Hawaiian Postal Savings 
Bank, should be assumed by the Government of the United States, 
but the liability of the United States in this respect should in no 
case exceed $4,000,000. 
n Mr. Bes mt, the oe chargo 8 He Saty of inves- 
igating and reporting to Congress unde ə duty imposed 
upon it by the act, and made their report, which is before the 
Senate, and a year and more ago reported the bill which was re- 
ferred to the ttee on Foreign Relations, considered and 
reported to the Senate, but not acted upon by the Senate during 
that session, but which was reintroduced at the beginning of this 
session, acted upon by the Foreign Relations Committee, and re- 
ported to the Senate. 


The under consideration is the result, first, of the work in 
part the commission, but subsequently amended in a number 
of particulars and reported to the Senate for consideration. 


I will not undertake to call attention of the committee to each 
of the sections as they appear in the bill, because it would ag 
more time than I deem necessary to claim at the hands of the 
Senate, and secondly, because I do not think there will be much 
opposition to many sections of the bill. The committee under- 
took to prepare a bill which would be most in the interest of the 
people of those islands and as near as possible, as we thought, 
satisfactory to the people of the States. In the first 15555 we 
regarded it as proper to name the islands as the Territory o Hawaii, 
the island of Hawaii being much the larger island of the p. 

The bill under consideration provides substantially for a Terri- 
torial government, very largely in harmony with the governments 
of our Territories as they have existed in this country. There is, 
however, this difference: We found in Hawaii a very substantial, 
well-administered government existing, and which has existed for 
very many years. I desire that the Senate shall realize that the 
government over there, now called the republic, has existed very 
nearly as it is now for very many years, in other words, that that 
is an old country and an old government. Itis true it has been 
most of the time under a monarchy, but it is now called the re- 
public of Hawaii. As I said, it has existed for many years; first, 
under a monarchy and, secondly, under what was styled the re- 
public of Hawaii, with a president and cabinet, with a legislature 
and constitution and a code of civil and penallaws, with a supreme 
court, and with circuit courts and other minor judicial offices. 

When the commission visited those islands we found that, ac- 
8 their last census, the population numbered from 110, 000 
to 120,000 people and that there is about 7, 000 square miles of ter- 
ritory, much the larger island being the island of Hawaii and 
containing 4,210 square miles, the other islands ranging from 760 
to about 100 sana miles. The population of those islands is 
composed of about 31,000 native Hawaiians, about 8,000 half- 
castes, about 2,500 British, 1,400 or 1,500 Germans, between 3,000 
and 4,000 Americans, 15,000 Portuguese, 24,000 Japanese, 21,000 
Chinese, and then a few hundred from several other nations, It 
3 believed now that there are perhaps 150,000 people in the Ter- 


The commission and the committee deemed it wiser to prepare 
and rt a measure disturbing conditions there as little as 
might be consistent with the best interests of both the islands and 
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Hence the bill under consideration recognizes 
existence of their system of sr paling ip, hare Konis legislature, 
and provides for many local offices for inistering the laws of 


the A 

The commission also made a pretty thorough examination of the 
laws then in force, and, in view of the change from an independent 
government toa Terri ial government of the United States, pro- 
pose to repeal in the bill before us such laws as we found in their 
statutes would necessarily have to be repealed either by Rage leg- 
islature or by the Congress of the United States; so that in the 
work which the commission performed the laws to be left in force, 
if the bill should pass, are embodied as an appendix to the report 
itself made to the ident and laid before Congress. 

Mr. President, I know it will be said that theselaws referred to 
to berepealed and laws referred to to be continued are unknown as to 
exactly what they are by the Senate ox by Congress or by anybody 
else outside, unless they have looked into them. But the laws to 
be retained are in a volume connected with the report, and the 
subject was ee e ere se the commission, having 
on it two tlemen, dent Dole, of the republic, and J nage 
Frear, of the supreme court, both of them very familiar with 
statutes, and both of them assisted largely, if they did not do most of 
the work, in selecting for repeal those laws which would evidentl 
and plainly be in antagonism with the provisions of the bill whic. 
we re ; and most of them also are unnecessary in view of 
the changed condition of that government into a Territorial gov- 
ernment g to tho United States. 

The bill also by its fourth section declares that all persons who 
were citizens of the republic of Hawaii on the 12th of August, 
1898, are declared to be citizens of the United States, and in the 
fifth section it is declared that all the laws of the United States 
not locally inapplicable, except as specified, shall have the same 
force and effect within Territory as elsewhere in the United 
States. The section provides, however, that section 1850 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States shall not be applicable to the 
Territory. But it isprovided in the sixth section that the laws of 
Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of the United 
States or the provisions of the bill when it shall become a lawshall 
continue in force, subject to repeal or amendment by the legisla- 
ture of Hawaii or the Congress of the United States. 

The questionis raised whether, under that section, any act 
passed in the future would be subject to repeal or amendment by 
the Congress of the United States. That section ought perhaps 
to be amended so that it shall read that the laws of Hawaii now 
in force or hereafter to be enacted not inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution or laws of the United States shall continue in force, 
subject to repeal or amendment by the legislature of Hawaii or 
eee on of the United States. 


Association sly eat ot property, as either amounts to more in 


Mr. CULLOM. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I inquire of the Senator whether 
he thinks that the right to hold property by such a corporation 
ona PO SATAN unlimited or whether some other limit ought 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, perhaps, there ought to be a limit, but 
this school is a great institution, founded many years ago. I sup- 
pose that the property came from the Kamehameha estate. I 
think it would be very unfortunate that such an institution should 
be interfered with by limiting the amount to the sum specified in 
the original statutes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator is quite right 
about that, but the question arose in my mind whether there 
should not be some limitation as to the amount of property to be 
held. There is almost always such a limitation in Territorial 


bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true; and if I knew how much the in- 
stitution held, I might be able to answer definitely as to what the 
limit should be; but I 2 do not know. I should be willing to 
limit the amount to what the institution now has. 

The eighth section of the bill provides for the abolition of the 
offices of president, minister of foreign affairs, minister of the in- 
terior, minister of finance, minister of public instruction, auditor- 
general, deputy auditor-general, surveyor-general, and 
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deputy marshal of the republic of Hawaii. These offices were, 
of course, created as a part of the civil establishment of an inde- 
8 and, of course, ought to be abolished. 

The bi 5 izes the legislative 8 of the Territory, 
0 


consis two houses—senate and house of representatives— 
after the on of our three deny departmentsof government. It 
also provides that the senate 1 be com of fifteen members, 
who shall hold office for four years, but thatof the senators elected 
atthe first general election seven shall beelected for two years only 
and the t for four years each, and the districts in which they 


shall be elected are as they now existin the Territory under the 
republic of Hawaii. The commission thought they ought not to 
be disturbed at present. 

The commission found that under the constitution of the re- 
public of Hawaii the qualification of voters for Territorial senators 
and representatives, as also the qualifications of senators and rep- 
resentatives, were not the same. The qualification of a voter for 
a candidate for the senate required that the citizen desiring to vote 
for a candidate for the senate should own real property in the Ter- 
ritory of the value of $2,500—I think in the law it is $1,500—shouid 
pay his taxes on such valuation, etc., and that a candidate for the 
senate should also own the same amount of real property and pay 
his taxes, etc., while a voter fora candidate for the house of repre- 
sentatives should not be required to own any real estate, and the 
qualification of a voter for a senator or a representative was that 
he should, in addition to the oe qualification named, be a 
male citizen, 21 yearsof age,and be able to speak, read, and write 
the English or Hawaiian language, etc. 

Since I Fmt be this statement I have been furnished with a 
memorandum which I wish to have inserted. It is from the hear- 
ing before the commissioners, and is as follows: 


Commissioner DoLE. Voters for members of the house are not 


uired to 
havea 82 


This question of property qualification in addition to educational 
ualification, I confess, (ded me some trouble, and yet the condi- 
tion existing there and the appeals to the commission for a reten- 
tion of a property qualification in the bill convinced the commis- 
sion, and I think the judgment of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions agreed with it, that some property qualification should be 
required of voters for senators in the Territorial legislature, while 
it was deemed unnecessary to be required of voters for members 
of the house of representatives or of the representatives themselves. 
Mr. TLL . Mr. President, would the Senator mind stat- 
ing what those reasons are? 
r. CULLOM. I will state them before I get through. I 
would rather the Senator would not interrupt me just now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but it 
is a very im t matter he is discussing, and most of the Sen- 
ators seem to be absent. I notice there is no quorum present, and 
3 —— to get Senators here and have them listen to what is 

ng 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is a very good idea. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think so, too. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

he Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Gallinger, McEnery, Rawlins, 
Allison, Hansbrough, MeMi 
Burrows, Harris, Martin, Shoup, 
Chilton. Hawley, Money, on, 
Clark, Wyo. Heitfeld, Morgan, Spooner, 
Clay. Jones, Ark. Nelson, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ney. Penrose, ‘Tillman, 
Culberson, ean, Perkins, Turner, 
om, Lindsay, Pettus, Vest, 
Davis, McBride, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Deboe, cComas, Platt. N. Y. Wetmore 
Fairbanks, McCumber, les, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senate is 
not popes to give attention to this subject. If I were permit- 
ted to do so, I should endeavor to have the bill passed in their ab- 
sence, if the Senators present would vote for it. The pending 
subject is one of very great importance, and it seems to me the 
Senate of the United States ought to give to it a little attention. 

The commission and the committee that the amount of 

perty required, however, by the constitution and laws of the 
erritory as they now exist ought to be reduced, and hence the 
bill provides only that the qualification of a senator and the quali- 
fication of a voter for a senator should be reduced to $1,000 in real 
property in the Territory, or to the amount of $600 income for 
the year previous to voting, and that the voter and senator should 
be required to pay their taxes, etc. This qualification, in the 


judgment of the committee, was regarded as proper for the time 

ing, in the belief that in a little while, after matters became 
somewhat more settled in the Territory, such property qualifica- 
tions could be safety gotten rid of. 

I am not myself certain that such a provision is needed. On the 
contrary, I am somewhat inclined to the belief that it is not; but 
for the sake of being sure and safe I consented that this provision 
should be placed in the bill and retained for the present. The 
bill provides now for sim iyan educational qualification for voters 
who vote for members of the house of representatives and a re- 
ceipt showing that they have paid their taxes, while a property 
qualification is required of the voter who seeks to vote for a 
candidate for the senate, and the same property qualification sh: 
be required of any man who becomes a senator. 

This question is perhaps one of as much importance as any other 
in the bill, and as likely to produce a difference in the minds of 
Senators as to what is the proper course to pursue on that subject. 

I have a paper here, which was penpered by the late attorney- 
general of the Hawaiian Islands on this subject, which I intend 
to read, because I think it sets out as well and as fully that side of 
the question as it can be set out by anybody. It proceeds 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator state how long this property 
3 which now obtains, as I understood him to say, in 
e islands, has been in existence? 


Mr. CULLOM. There has been a property qualification there 
for very many years. 

Mr. TILLMAN, For how long? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not remember the number of years, but 
almost all the time. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Did it exist under the former government? 

Mr. CULLOM. It has always existed, under the monarchy as 
well as under the republic. The republic has only lasted, of course, 
for four or five years, as the Senator knows, but there was a prop- 
erty qualification before that time under different rulers, 

Mr. TILLMAN. So that theinnovation of a property qualifica- 
tion for voters is not new under the Dole administration? 

Mr, CULLOM. No; it is not new. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is very much less than formerly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The property qualification which now exists is 
to the effect that a representative shall own e as well as a 
senator, but it does not provide—and I thi ere has been no 
such provision for some time back—that a voter for a representa- 
tive l own any property, but that he shall amply be able to 
speak, read, and write the English language or 
an 


1 e. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The members of the upper house 
were 10 by the monarchy? 

Mr. LLOM. Les, sir. 

15 re ee Aen ene e Aaw me 2 ask a question, 
no cularly pertinent, per , to what he is saying? 

M. COLLO . Lyield to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. How many voters, if the Senator knows, are 
there now qualified under the laws of Hawaii? 

Mr. CULLOM. I can answer that in a moment, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM, The statement continues: 

Conceding that the foreign-born Chinese and Japanese will be hereafter, 
as they are now, excluded from the elective franchise, there remain as fac- 
tors in the political blem the Americans, the British, the Germans, the 
Hawaiians, and the Portuguese. 

Now I come to that which will answer in part the inquiry of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

The last r: ration of voters under the monarchy was in 1891 as follows: 
Hawaiians, Portuguese, 2,091; foreigners, 1,770; total, 13,415. 

That answers the Senator's question partly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Les, 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not 


e Hawaiian 


partly. 
know that I can answer it more defi- 
nitely without referring to the records. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator able to tell me in the last reg- 
istration under the monarchy how many qualified voters there 
were in Hawaii? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ican not do so for the reason that when the 
republic was established upon the ruins of the monarchy there 
was required a more rigid registration, and there has not beena 
very large vote of any kind since, nor a very large registration. 
Those who were not entirely satisfied to identify themselves fully 
with the republic declined to register, and therefore could not 
vote. Besides that, when there is no opposition the vote is very 
light, as is the case everywhere else. 

r. SPOONER. Can the Senator tell me the largest vote under 
the republic? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think I have the figures here, but I 
can furnish them to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Somewhere in the neighborhood 
of 3,000, was it not? 

Mr, CULLOM, In the neighborhood of three or four thousand 


1900. 


votes. Ordinarily it was about that many, and it has been about 
the same under the republic, 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator any estimate of the number 
of people who would be voters under the provisions of this bill, if 


Pp 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no doubt myself that if those who were 
entitled to vote should register and vote under this bill there 
would be anywhere from 10,000 to 15,000 voters. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]? 
Mr. CULLOM. Id 


0. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator has already answered the question I 
intended to ask. 55 

Mr. CULLOM. My views on the question are partially on the 
information which has been furnished me, I am now 
from, the paper of the attorney-general: 

My views on the questions are partially based on the facts of this registra- 
tion above given, which shows that thenative and Portuguese vote is largely 
in excess of the foreign vote. 

When he says ‘foreign vote” he means as against the natives 
of the islands. 

This foreign vote included Ameri British, and Germans, but it may be 
considerably reduced, because the British generally and the Germans toa 
large extent will not become American citizens. 

They seem to be unwilling to identify themselves with the United 
States to the extent of becoming American citizens. 

The number of Anglo-Saxon voters — 5 8 therefore be decreased, while, on 
the other hand, the Portuguese male inhabitants who can read and write are 
largely increasing. 

That would give an indication that the vote would be other than 
that given in estimate I read a while ago. 

Under manhood suffrage with educational qualifications only, you will see 
that the native voters (9,554) will largely outnumber the white or ‘lo-Saxon 
voters (1,770), and the Portuguese voters outnumber the Anglo-Saxon voters. 

The Portuguese number some 15,000, while the Americans, Ger- 
mans, and English number between six and seven thousand, 

Unless some means are adopted to control the native vote the Territorial 
legislature would probably pass quickly into the hands of the natives, and 
the only check upon their acts would be the veto of the governor. There is 
no reason to believe that a single white person or American should be able to 
man nes =e in 8 tres of —.— l anns if the natives combinen, pa 

e on ‘oun ven the uguese, as e o- 
Saxon, could exclude fhe latter from taking any part in 1 y 
A ES er the monarchy the upper house was composed of nobles appointed 
‘or life. 

That is the way the senate would be established. 

Under the new constitution of 1887, forced upon the king 45 the whites, 
and after the overthrow of the monarchy in a property q cation was 
zpod by the Republicans upon the tors for senators. This created a 

nat class of conservative men, who held in check the lower house. With- 

out this property qualification, the thrifty—those who had built up the coun- 

try by their labor and capital, those who were properly arded as the intel- 

igen’ part of the community would have been largely without representa- 
on. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I understand, if the Senator will allow me 

ade PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yi 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say further—and then I will yield 
to the Senator—that what I have been stating is not my view, but 
the view of the 8 of Hawaii. 

1775 3 Was that the attorney-general under the re- 
public 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the republic; es, sir. He has resigned 
his office since the commission was in Hawaii, a year and a half 


0. 
Aer. TILLMAN, Is he an American? 


Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; he is a native of one of the Hawaiian 
Islands, and his dfather lived there before him, I think. 
Mr. T. .I understand the Senator to say these are not 


his views, but yet he has adopted them in the bill he has presented. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; Ihave not fully. Iam giving the views, 
however, of a man who is familiar with the subject, so that the 
Senate may understand the whole case as it appears to a man who 
has identified himself with the islands and is now living in Hono- 
lulu. He was born on one of the other islands and is thoroughly 
interested in the pro ty of those people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if it will not disturb the Sena- 
tor, I should like to ask another question. $ 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. i 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator able to afford any estimate of 
the number of natives who would have the right to vote upon a 
fixed educational test? 

Mr. CULLOM. Nearly all of them who are of age. The fact 
is that the native Hawaiians, except the very old, are able to 
read, and even write the English lan , and substantially all 
of them speak, read, and write the Hawaiian language. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me, I will say, in re- 
sponse to the Senator from Wisconsin, that they have had a com- 
pulsory system of education there for many years. Everybody 
there was compelled to attend school, 
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Mr. SPOONER. I was aware of that; but I wish to know how 
man le who are capable so far as education is concerned 
wank Ye disfranchised because of the want of property? 

Mr. CULLOM. It would disfranchise a great many. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator permit me to ask him 
how many would be voters or eligible to vote for senators under 
the property qualification? Has he any data upon that point? 

Mr. cu M. I have not. Does the Senator mean as to the 
natives 


Mr. TILLMAN. I simply want to know how many voters 
there would be who would have the property qualification neces- 
sary pe vote for senators, and I would like to know what their 
nati is? 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as their nativity is concerned, I do not 
su I could very well answer the question. 

. TILLMAN. Or their nationality, I should have said. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before we get through with this subject I shall 
furnish statistics on that point to the Senator or to the Senate, if 
that be agreeable. 

The attorney-general proceeds as follows: 


The danger to be apprehended from the native voter: a) They can cast 
0 


about 4 votes to the Anglo-Saxon J, and, under the new provisions of the bill 
g citizenship, may cast even a larger vote in proportion. 
That is under the educational qualification. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Natives? 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes; natives. I pay say this is not appro ri- 
ate here, because the attorney-gene is referring to the bill 
pending in the House of Representatives, 

The statement continues: 


This enormous power is of itself liable to t abuse. A party of Polyne- 
sians domina over the Americans by 8,000 votes to 1,500 or less will not 
hesitate to use t power. 

(2) The native has lived for one generation under the American system 
of jurisprudence and American tutions owing to the strong influence 
of the Americans who have resided in the islands, the most of whom are 
known as “missionaries.” But the native is only one generation removed 
from serfdom, the despotic rule of the king and chiefs. He had little educa- 
tion or trai: in the practice of self-government. More than ail, he has 
not acquired the habit of . which is the safety and staying 
power of the Anglo-Saxon. If Polyn recently “civilized,” were now 
capable of self-rule, they would stand as the most remarkable example in 


history of the rapid rise of a people, and utterly distance the Anglo-Saxon 
in the rapidi of their . of political . . 


(3) The natives yet re “children of the Tropics,” and have hardl 

with the economic ideas which the race has held for over a — 
years. They have had few wants, and a little labor supplied their wants. 

I desire to say that so far as the natives are concerned they are 
a kindly, affectionate, docile, listless class of people, not desiring 
to give any trouble to padres or to have any themselves, but 
wishingtobe let alone; and if they could get rid of the demagogues 
cs Oat rea always support the Government in its best interests. 
. President, I not take up the time of the Senate by 
zoog further from this paper, but the end of it is that the sub- 
stantial people there, who have been intimately identified with the 
government in its struggle for independence, in the effort to get 
rid of the monarchy, and to assist in the establishment of good 
government, believe that some property qualification ought to be 
provided for in the bill, so that, as an e iment, if you please, 
they would feel that they were safe in not having their statutes 
overturned and their government and the prosperity of their people 


destroyed. 
Ar. TELLER, I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator stated it ata time when I 
was not in the Chamber. Has there been a property qualification 
im there heretofore? 

T, . Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the republic. 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the republic. Under the monarchy, as 
I ought to have stated in the first place, the vody equivalent to 
the senate was a council appointed by the monarch, so that it did 
not make much difference what the house did. 

Mr. TELLER, The house was elected? 

Mr. CULLOM. The lower house was elected. I think there 
was a property qualification for house members, but none for the 
voters, and that existed under the republic as it is now. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Asa matter of fact, was not the monarchy 
which instituted that property qualification under duress and was 
it not forced by the revolutionary party, led by Mr. Dole and 
others, epa that very provision in the decree? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not care to go into a discussion as to how 
the republic came to be established. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iam not talking about the republic. I am 
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talking about the property. qualification under the monarchy be- 
fore the republic was established. 

Mr, CULLOM. The council, which existed before the senators 
who are to take its place, was appointed by the monarch himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was not the monarch himself largely under 
the control of Mr. Dole and his associates? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Not at all. 


Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. 
Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Alabama wish to say 


Mr. MORGAN rose. 
ething? 
Mr. TELLER. I want to ask one more question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has 
already yielded to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. The question is whether he does not think that 
haying an educational qualification for voters would enable them 
to dispense with the property qualification? 

Mr. CULLOM. I answered that a moment ago. 

Mr. TELLER. It must have been before I came in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I said that personally I had been inclined so to 
believe, but that the commission and the Committee on Foreign 
Relations both thought a property qualification ought to be re- 

, and so it is in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say to the Senator who has charge of 
the bill that I should like very much to vote for this bill, but I 
think some corrections ought to be made. I do wish to hear some 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations tell me why at 
this late hour we are to put in not only an educational qualifica- 
tion, but a property qualification also. I myself am unable to 


vote for Sie ition of that character, and I do not intend to. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not on the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, but I suppose the question which arises is just 


this: Under the old régime there had been friction between the 
native population and the American population, and bitterness 
and conflict, and the fear is that the native ulation, so largely 
outnumbering the American population or the Anglo-Saxon popu- 
lation, may conceive the idea that they can run that government 
by votes as against the Anglo-Saxon people and the Anglo-Saxon 
idea, and that they will be liable to be influenced by demagogues— 
ple who still hold, in a way, to the old monarchy—and that there 

a reat danger that all Anglo-Saxon influence there may be over- 
turned. I 1 that must be the situation. 

Mr. CULL That is the whole story. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to debate that when I can do it 
without trespassing on the time of the Senator from Illinois. 

1 OE Does the Senator from Alabama wish to say 
something 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought I could clear up this question a lit- 
tle b; . the report of the committee pate to the com- 
sa = on the subject, in which the facts as to suffrage are 


Mr. CULLOM. Proceed, if you wish. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will premise by saying that Kamehameha 
III, who was an educated man, drew wi own hand the first 
constitution of Hawaii while he was King, and had it ordained 
by an assembly that he brought around him, which he called the 
house of nobles and the commons or representatives. I have not 
understood historically that any person assisted him in the prep- 
aration of that draft of the constitution. Doubtless he advised 
with Dr. Judd, who was at that time his great friend and legal 
adviser, and who did not go out there as a „but asa 
. He mayalso have advised with an Englishman, whose 
name I can not call, who was then a member of cabinet. But 
ha wrote that constitution and ordained it, not by a 
vote of the people, but by the power of his supreme authority. 
In that constitution he created two houses for legislation; one 
was the nobles, and the other was the house of representatives, I 
forget the particular names they gave to those houses, 
N M. A council and a—— 
Mr. MORGAN. I mean the Hawaiian names. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not know, either. 
Mr. MORGAN. The two houses sat 
held their appointments for life. 
le after a While. 


elected by the 

Mr. . Both houses? 

Mr. MORGAN, The members of the house, 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator said houses.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. The subject was referred to a subcommittee 
of the commission which was sitting there, and they prepared a 
report on it. It is not long, and I think it will probably give the 
Senators a more distinct idea of the situation than perhaps could 
be derived in any other way: 
live bole pn teticete ont NAE Reportant SAAD ae cen toes demon 
the 2 character of the local government. 

o classes of qualifications have been relied on chiefly in the past to pro- 
serve a fair standard of membership in the These are the educa: 
tional and the property qualifications. tion 


9 The senators 
The mem of the honse were 


requires members and voters for members of each branch of the legislature 
to be able to read, write, and speak the En or Hawaiian lan This 
qualification has long been required in Wali, and no objec been 
offered to it from any quarter. Practically all the native Hawaiians possess 
this qualification. 


That is the educational qualification. 


The property 5 are more restrictive, and this subcommittee, 
while believi: t the time will come when these can be removed entirely, 
are of the opinion that for the present they should be retained to some extent. 
The proper y qualifications not, however, be increased. They might 
perhaps with safety be reduced. „Conditions in this respect in Hawaii differ 

rom those in the United States. The poe of Hawaii have always been accus- 
tomed to restrictions in the matter of represontation, especially in the upper 
branch of the legislature. A review of the show this clearly, and 
will show also that the recommendations of the commission are decidedly 
in the mabe of extension rather than of restriction of the privilege of 
re mtation. 
nder the present constitution of Hawaii members of the lower branch of 
the legislative body are u to own property valued at not less than 
$1,000, or to haye an annual income of not less than $000. It is recommended 
that these figures be now reduced to $500 and $250, respectively. 


I believe those are the figures in the bill. x 


Under the present constitution members of the upper house are required 
to own property valued at $3,000 or to have an annual income of §1.200. It is 
. that these figures be reduced to $2,000 and $1,000, respec- 

vely. 

These restrictions upon membership in the two houses are good as far as 
they 18 and yet they are not as effective as might at first appear, for there 
are always some men of every class who possess these qualitioations: The 
only effective way to obtain a fairly conservative legislature under condi- 
tions such as exist at present in Hawaii is 
of the voters themselves. 


That the committee has disregarded. 


For many years, under the monarchy, voters for members of the lower 
house were required to own property to the extent of $150, or a leasehold on 
which the annual rent was at least $25, or to have an annual income of $75. 
These restrictions were finally removed under monarchy. There has 
been no property qualification whatever ‘for voters for members of the 
lower house under the republic, and it is recommended that there shall be 
none in the future. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, And there are none in the bill. 
Mr. MORGAN. No; none in the bill for the lower house. 
rmitted to 


to require proper qualifications 


to remove the a, ty qualification alto- 

eè real- pr ation to FLOA a and to allow the 
to be as t a reduction 

t time. This is evident the history 


e proposed are 
in Hawaii, and under them a large 
for members of the upper house and 3 all of them for members of 
the lower house. The suffrage been extended in the past Hawaii 
pew ee is believed to be 8 to N — — 5 ko 
remove the property qualifications gradu pro e way 
obtain their entire removal ultimately. To sweep them all away at the 

resent ee ay prove so disastrous as to produce a reaction, which 

e franchise t be restricted much more than it is at present, if not 
taken away altogether. The two houses sit Separator and by requiring a 
3 qualification for voters for the upper house aud nosuch q ea 

or voters for the lower house, all classes are fairly represented and 

may act as a check upon the other, since no bill can be passed without 
the concurrence of both houses. 

To materially reduce the qualifications below what it is now proposed to 
make them be to cally turn the legislature over to the masses, 
ve not yet fully learned the meaning of represent- 

ractical rive the more conservative ele- 
ments and — owners of effective representation. 

Heretofore have been equal in . contain- 
ing fifteen members. It is now to double the membership of the 
lower house. This will increase representation of the masses and at the 
same time give the lower house greater protection from outside influences. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell us what report that is? 
Whose is it? Who made it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Are by myself and Judge Frear, a sub- 
committee to the gen commission. 

Mr. Is Judge Frear a native Hawaiian? Is he 
one of the commissioners appointed by President Dole? 

Mr. CULLOM, He was appoin by the President of the 


by 
‘ocess of growth. To 


a lar; tion of whom 
8 and 


United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. He was appointed by the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. TILLMAN, He is a native? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; he is not a native. He was born 

Mr. TILLMAN. He is living there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He is interested? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


He has been for pms chief justice of the su- 
reme 8 of Hawaii and is one of the ablest lawyers, I think, 

ever knew. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator from Alabama through? 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely wished to read the extract I have 
read; that is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Frear is not chief justice, but he is one of 
the associate justices of the supreme court, 
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Mr. MORGAN, I gatas he was chief justice. 

Mr. CULLOM, No; Judge Judd was chief justice and recently 
resigned. Judge Frear may be chief justice now, perhaps, since 
1 the chief justice tendered his resignation on account 

Mr. President, this goes upon all fours with what is talked here 
all the time, that these governments must be set up, so far as the 
United States has anything to do with them, as nearly as we can 
on a basis which will result in conserving the best interests of 
the le of that country as well as the United States generally. 
Hence, if it is thought best to impose a property q cation it 
is on the ground that the natives are not trained in civil govern- 
ment ciently to be trusted entirely with the control of the 
legislative department of the government. That is all I desire to 
say on that branch of the subject. 

. TILLMAN. Before the Senator leaves that part, I suppose 
the idea that the small minority of white 8 Hawaii must 
be protected in their property and in their civilization against the 
8 of the majority of colored people meets his hearty ap- 
prov 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator need not suppose anything about 


it. Idomy own poe, Lt 
Mr. TILLMAN. thought that was a fair interpretation of the 
bill which the Senator has presented here and which he is adyo- 


cating. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not prevent the Senator's placing his own 
interpretation upon it. I will answer the Senator by saying I 
should be sorry to see any condition occur as the result of the 
passage of any act relating to that Territory which would result in 
confusion and the destruction of property and breaking down the 

eat business interest of that country, which is as prosperous to- 

as ER Gag or section of this country. 

r. TILLMAN. In other words, the Senator would object, 
and he is mpc, to object, by legislation, to having igno- 
rance and vice control intelligence and property. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not say that 1 want ignorance or vice to 
control, or that I believe init. What I do say is that the commis- 
sion and the Committee on Foreign Relations took into consider- 
ation everything they could think of connected with this subject, 
and the majority of the commission and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations believed that the provisions of this 
bill were necessary in the interest of the prosperity and the wel- 


fare of that le. 

Mr, TIL hope the Senator does not understand that I 
am arguing in favor of ignorance and vice controlling the white 
people over there, 

CULLOM. I do not say I understand anything of the sort. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator from South Carolina will permit 
me, the Senator from Ilinois, on behalf of the committee, sub- 
mits the bill here which presents the best thought of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations as to the proper government to be peo- 
vided for this new Territory. The report of the subcommi 
has been read. The Senator has presented here a bill which, in 
the opinion of the committee, is necessary in its provisions to se- 
cure food government and order in those islands, and to attain 
that there is a necessity of making certain restrictions on account 
of the small number of white people. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut says there are seventeen 
hundred Ang There are seventeen hundred white peo- 
ple, but a large number of them are Germans and French, as well 
as deen ene American; Anglo-Saxons from America as well as 
from England. But the white people were so outnumbered, as 
the Senator read from the statistics, that the committee did not 
think it was safe that the affairs of that Territory should be turned 
over toa pony of voters who for any reason could take control 
and who would, as he read there, on account of racial prejudice, 
speedily unite to overthrow what was really the intelligent and 
dominating influence there even under the monarchy, It was the 
white influence that dominated then. Everybody will recollect 
that in the time of Kalakaua it was American interests for Kala- 
kaua against the English interests; which advocated the election 
of Queen Emma to the throne. Since then American influence 

dominant. It led to the treaty and finally to the act of 
annexation. 

So I take it the Senator from Illinois has presented here what 
the committee believe to be the very best thing to be done for 
these islands, and if these restrictions were not necessary they 
would not be put in the bill. But something had to be done under 
the peculiar circumstances surrounding that country, this small 
body of white men owning the land and the large number of 
natives—about 9,000—who have divested themselves of all they 
had, and 2,091 Portuguese voters, really not Portuguese but a 
mixed race from the Madeira Islands, hardly equal to the natives 
in character. So it was necessary that this provision should be 


put in. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill only interject right here the remark 
that I should like to have the 8 from Illinois give us some 


information as to how far it applies. The fifteenth amendment 
to the Constitution reads: 


e Unie, Sete corte Sal se e 
or by an on accou. race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. i i 


It looks to me like that is a very sweeping provision and covers 


all these people. 
Mr. C OM. Does the Senator want to ask a question? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. Ishould like to know whether this 


article applies to those Kanakas and others who are now being dis- 
imi K 


ted aginn 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no discrimination in this bill against 
any race of people. It simply provides a property qualification 
n — to the intelligence qualification which there is in the 

a PLATT of Connecticut. That applies to all races and all 
colors. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Toall colors and all conditions. 

Section 10 provides that all obligations, contracts, rights of 
action, suits at law and in equity, prosecutions, and judgments 
existing prior to the taking effect of this act shall continue to be 
as effectual as if the act had not been passed, etc. 

I assume that Congress can not invalidate contracts, but Con- 

can prohibit the penal enforcement of labor contracts, and 

5 am in favor of doing so; but I think the extension of 
our labor laws over the Territory will prohibit any criminal pros - 
ecutions or i for the enforcement of labor con- 
tracts that exist in that island to-day. The law of Hawaii per- 
mitting the securing of labor under contract has been in force in 
that island for forty or fifty years and arose from 2 
men on the whaling ships going into Hawaiian porie, enablin; 
masters to secure sailors for a definite period, to whom they 
an advance in view of a contract for service to be 
we all know, sailors throughout the world are under similar re- 
strictions to-day, and a master of a ship may resort to the law to 
compel fulfillment of seamen’s contracts, eyen to the extent of 
imprisonment or other puni ent. When the labor laws are 
extended over the Territory, of course there will be no further right 
onra contracts to bring in laborers by sugar planters or any- 

y else. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask one question 
for information. We commit the subject of making laws to the 
legislature of the Territory of Hawaii. Of course all our laws 


rendered, 


hibiting the im tion of alien laborers under contract will 
— — there, but will they have the right to continue their 
ws 


a rae E ee 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainlynot. If our labor laws are extended 
ag Territory, they will prohibit bringing in labor under 
con 


t. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But will that prohibit the passing 
of 258 their legislature after the laborers are there? 
Mr. CULLOMu. I should think so. If it does not, it ought to; 

1 K sa 


that. I think it does. 
= I understand section 5 of the bill contains 
the provision the Senator from Connecticut aps about. That 
extends and applies to Hawaii all the laws of the United 
States not locally ina: ble. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly; but there has been a 
great deal of talk here as to their laws regarding laborers after 
they r fet there, by which, if they refuse to labor, they may be 
pun 


Mr. CULLOM. What is the law of our country on that sub- 
ject, now in force? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have no such laws. We have 
no laws relating to it, I understand. What I want to inquire 
about is whether there is anything which prohibits the Hawaiian 
legislature from making laws with reference to contracts which 
may be entered into in Hawaii between the laborer and his em- 
ployer 6 which we would not think were in 
accordance with the apes of our institutions? 

Mr. FORAKER. Every law of that island in force now is re- 
pealed by this 8 act in so far as it may be inconsistent with 
the laws or Constitution of the United States. I suppose that will 
answer the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not locally inapplicable. 

Mr. FORAKER, _I think there is still another provision. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the bill as it is will cover that question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It ought to, if it does not. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it does not, it certainly ought to do so; and 
I shall be favorable to any amendment that will make it absolutely 
8 it is doubtful, that no such contracts shall be made as 
now e 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says he thinks the bill will do that. 
I have been over the bill with all the care I could bestow upon it. 
That is one of the things I want to inquire about. If he will in- 
dicate that on, it will relieve me. 

Mr. C M. I had the impression that when we extended 
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the labor laws of the United States over that Territory the exten- 
sion carried with it the prohibition, either directly or indirectly, 
of any such contracts as exist there now in respect of laborers. 

Mr. TELLER. Let me say one word. The difficulty I found 
was that there area t lot of Hawaiian laws repealed, nullified, 
and not having the laws before me I could not tell by the refer- 
ences in the bill whether the Hawaiian labor law, which is practi- 
cally an enslaving law, is to be repealed or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator will find that all such laws 
are repealed in the repealing sections which we have here. 

Mr. TELLER. I hoped to find it, but I could not. I hope the 
Senator will look it up and let us know about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will be glad to look it up and find out the 
exact 3 and bring in an amendment to cover the case if it is 


needed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have had the same difficulty that the 
Senator from Colorado has had. I have examined the bill with 
some care, and have failed to find any provision which would pro- 
hibit the introduction of contract labor. I would be glad if some 
reference to the provision of the bill which guards against its 
introduction would be furnished. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, so far as that is concerned, 
that extending the laws of the United States over those islands 
will extend our laws against the introduction of alien contract 
labor. I think that is so. 

Mr, CULLOM. Undoubtedly it does that. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not say so in an emphatic manner? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is provided for in the 
bill, The only trouble I have had about it is whether the legisla- 
ture, dealing with contracts between laborers and employers in the 
islands, e in the islands, could pass obnoxious laws, 

Mr. CULLOM. Isee the force of the Senator’s su 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know what the fact is. 

Mr. CULLOM, I confess that I have gone on under the impres- 
sion all the time that the extension of those laws would wipe out 
all such contracts as now exist and prevent such contracts being 
maob at all hereafter, But we will look at the bill more carefully 

T. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Illinois leaves this 
pene if he will allow me, I will call the attention of the Senator 

om Connecticut to section 10 of the proposed act. There is a 
provision which preserves and continues in force all obligations, 
contracts, rights of action, etc., which have been entered into or 
have accrued prior to the taking effect of this act. It may be that 
under that section there would result the consequences which the 
Senator apprehends. I think that is the section to which we 
should turn our attention when we take that up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut a question, to see what answer he, as a lawyer, will give. 
There are contract-labor laws there now existing, made perhaps a 
year ago, to run for three years. Now, what 


ion. 


should like the 
Senator to answer is whether, if such a contract as that exists 
and has not yet terminated, when this law takes effect, it abolishes 
or wipes out the contract or not. I assume that it would prevent 
the prosecution or punishment penally of a contract laborer who 
violated it, but whether it annuls the contract civilly, absolutely, 
has been a question in my mind. Ishould like to have the Senator 
make a statement as to what he thinks about that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, I think not; because section 
10 provides that all obligations and contracts and judgments shall 
continue to be as effectual as if this act had not been passed. 

Mr. CULLOM, Suppose that was not there? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would be well to insert there an ex- 
ception as to contract labor. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. If there is anything in their acts 
inconsistent with the laws of the United States, then their laws 
are so far led and modified? 

Mr. C M. Yes, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But we have no laws on that sub- 


jeot. 

ar, CULLOM. Why have we not? Do we not prosecute peo- 

e for 
* Mr. FORAKER. We have laws prohibiting the importation of 
contract laborers. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly, and their laws of that 
sort are undoubtedly repealed, 

Mr. FORAKER. But I ask the Senator, would it repeal sucha 
law in view of the provisions of section 10, that every contract 
that shall have been entered into before this act takes effect shall 
remain in full force and effect as though this act had not been 
poaa That is a specific reference to that particular subject, and 

tseems to me it would control as against the general provision 
that the laws of the United States should take effect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the contracts they have entered 
into there, running three years, with alien laborers brought in un- 
der contract are to be preserved to the end of the term—— 

Mr, CULLOM. Now, can they be annulled by a statute? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Well, if they are to be preserved, 
I certainly want to know that the penal laws which they have 
passed punishing these contract laborers for not fulfilling their 
contracts shall in some way be abrogated and annulled. 

Mr. CULLOM. In answer to that I desire to say that I have an 
amendment now attached to the bill, which I propose to insist 
upon being adopted, as to the penal portion of the law or the con- 
tract. Whether we could annul a civil contract by an act of Con- 
gress is more than I know. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihave nodoubt wecould. Whether 
we ought to doit ornot, whether it is polloy to do it, or right and 
justice demand it, I donot know; but I suppose that we can inter- 
fere with the obligations of contracts if we choose to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that we might amend section 10 
without doing any violence to the vested rights, it seems to me, 
by excepting that class of contracts—certainly all such contracts 
belonging to that class that may have been entered into since the 
date when Hawaii was annexed—because if any such contracts 
haye been made to run for a term of years they were made with 
knowledge to everybody concerned that they were in violation of 
the laws of the United States, which were shortly to be extended. 
They are certainly in violation of the spirit of our institutions, 
and such contracts ought to be abrogated if it is possible. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What language does the Senator 
suppose there is in section 10 which operates to abrogate them? 

r. FORAKER. No; I say it does not operate to abrogate, but 
it operates to confirm and to continue them; and I say in that sec- 
tion 10 I think there ought to be an amendment injected except- 
ing the operation of section 10 from those contracts. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator. I think he is quite right. 

Mr. FORAKER, That is the point I make. 

Mr. CULLOM, I have an amendment right here that I in- 
tended at the proper time to offer, and I will read it. It is to add 
to section 6, I believe, the following: 

Provided, 'That none of said laws nor the decisions of any of the courts of 
the Republic of Hawaii shall be in force or effect so as to allow imprisonment 
for debt or for the nonfulfillment of a labor contract. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is there anything in this act to the contrary 
notwithstanding, in view of section 10, that ought to be added? 

Mr. CULLOM, The amendment is there, I think, as far as I 
have read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if Senators are satisfied 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that the amendment ought to be in- 
serted in section 10, “that all obligations, contracts, etc.,” are 
ratified. There ought to be an amendment in that section ex- 
cepting contracts for labor entered into subsequent to the time 
when the island was annexed to the United States, 

Mr. CULLOM. L have got this amendment for that section. 
Perhaps that will help out some. On page 8, after section 10, add 
the following: 

Provided, That no contract for labor or for personal service shall be in 
force, either by injunction or other legal process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator desire to offer 
that amendment at this time? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to both amendments be- 
ing adopted now, if the Senate desire. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know that I want to have 
it adopted in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Which amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment just read by 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to be heard a little 
about that last amendment. 1 think we had better take those 
amendments up when we come to them. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Illinois is in the midst of his speech, and it is by his 
tolerance that the question is presented. 

Mr. CULLOM. y 3 is more to get the attention of the 
Senate to the bill than for a set speech. I want the bill, in some 
form, adopted as quickly as we can, because it is needed exceed- 
ingly in that Territory, and I am ready, so far as I am personally 
concerned, to yield to any reasonable amendment that will perfect 
the bill; and of course the Senate has a right to that, whether Iam 
willing or not. 

Much complaint has been made against Hawaii because of the 
existence of these labor-contract laws. They have existed for 
many years back, and for the reason that it was difficult for sugar- 
plantation owners to secure labor for the islands adequate to the 
apparent emergency. That is the way it has come about. 

ur laws in this country prohibit the importation of Chinese 
labor, but do not prohibit Japanese labor, and one of the effects of 
the labor laws of that country has been to keep out Japanese, who 
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would come there in great numbers if the government of the 
islands had not exercised authority to keep them out by virtue of 
labor-contract laws. 

That seems to be rather an unusual statement, and yet I am told 
by men there identified with the business interests of the country 
that really in the beginning, after the ih ‘St was established, 
the fear was that they would be overrun by Japanese coming to 
that island, and the labor laws of that country seemed to act as 
a restraint upon the Japanese coming there except as they wanted 
to come for labor perpos 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator any figures as to the number 
of Japanese who have come there since the islands were annexed? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; Ihave them somewhere here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand there are upward of 30,000 now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think between 25,000 and 30,000 have come 
in since the of the United States was raised over the govern- 
ment building in that island. 

Mr. TELLER. How many are there all told? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are nearly 40,000 Japanese there. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator from Illinois is wrong 
about that, because at the expiration of these labor contracts the 
Japanese have all gone back. Since the contracts have expired 
pg Bar gone back. They have not settled in the island. 

. CULLOM. Thatistrue. They do go back generally when 
the contracts expire. 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like to make one more observation 
about it. All those men retained their allegiance to Japan when 
they came to the islands and never had any idea of changing it at 
all, and many of them are alleged to be regular soldiers in the 
Japanese army. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will it me, that was the 
poa under which the islands were annexed, that Japanese soldiers 
P come over there in disguise and would seize the islands for 

apan. 

. CULLOM. Of course at the time of the annexation that 
was the fear of people in this country as well as on the islands, 
But we did not understand that to be the case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No one has any fear of that now? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not. 

When our laws are extended over the islands it is somewhat 
questionable what the effect will be, and whether the islands will 
not fill up more rapidly with such laborers than they do now. 
The total number of laborers of the Hawaiian Islands is about 
40,000, and about one-half that number is under contract, those 
under contract being mainly Japanese and Chinese. Very few, 
if any, of the Portuguese laborers are under contract. As a mat- 
ter of fact, as I have stated, there have been no importations of 
Chinese into those islands since the annexation act was passed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to state to the Senator, from in- 
formation I haye—I was so informed by a man from those islands 
that since the adjournment of Congress, on the 4th of March last, 
there have been 9 into those islands some 18,000 Chinese. 

Mr. CULLOM. t is an entire mistake, unless all the testi- 
mony that comes to me is untrue. But there have been some- 
where between 25,000 and 30,000 Japanese who were brought into 
that country or who came in; I do not know whether they were 
brought in or not. i 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, And we have no law against the 
coming of Japanese. 

Mr. CULLOM. They could come here just as freely as they go 
there, if they choose. 

One of the important provisions of the bill which makes some 
legislation necessary without long delay is the fact that under the 
annexation act or joint resolution it was determined by the Presi- 
dent, on the 1ith of September last, that the authorities in the 
Republic of Hawaii no power whatever to dispose of or make 
any ements touching the disposition of the public lands in 
those islands. 

Mr. President, before going on again with my remarks regu- 
larly, my attention has been called to the thirteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States, and I call the attention 
of the Senator from Connecticut to it. It would seem to prohibit 
the sort of punishment that is provided over there for contract 
laborers in case they violate their contracts. It reads: 

Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall haye been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

Now, whether that would do away with it or not, I do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that that would do away 


5 contract labor if a man wants to contract to labor for a term 
of years. 

rot CULLOM. But it would do away, I think, with the penal 
portion. 


Mr. FORAKER. I suppose he would have a right to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER, It certainly would do away with the right to 
imprison him for violating a contract. It would do away with 
the penal part. 

Mr. FORAKER, It would do away with the penal part of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I said. 

I was referring to the public-land business. The authorities 
there supposed that as the annexation act provided that until Con- 
gress shall provide forthe government of such islands all the civil, 
judicial, and military powers exercised by the officers of the exist- 
ing government in such islands should be vested in such officer or 
officers and should be exercised in such manner as the President 
of the United States should direct, and the Government of the 
United States took substantially the same view, but upon closer 
investigation the President came to the conclusion that there was 
no authority whatever left in the republic of Hawaii to deal with 
the question of the disposition of the public lands. 

Senators will see upon reading the joint resolution of annexa- 
tion that every vestige of power apparently (and that was thecon- 
struction the Attorney-General and the President gave to it) was 
taken away from the authorities of those islands as to public 
lands, so that they could not under the annexation law do any- 
thing looking to the disposition or use of themeyen. So the whole 
territory there is held up by the condition that exists, so far as 
dealing in the lands is concerned, either for homesteads or for uses 
or leases or in any other way. Therefore it is important that 
something shall be done, in the first place, to pass a bill getting an 
organization there and establishing the Territory and putting 
somebody in authority, as well also as to validate the transac- 
tions that have been in good faith carried on there while the au- 
thorities in the island supposed that they had the power to go on 
3 sell or lease land or make agreements about them as they 
chose. 

Under this provision the President continued the establishment 
as it existed when the annexation act passed, and the result was 
that the authorities sup that they could go right on as be- 
fore in the disposition of lands as the situation might require. 
The result was that sales of land were made, though not to any 
very large extent, agreements were made, leases were made, con- 
tracts for homesteads were made, and on the date I have indi- 
cated—the 11th of September—an Executive order was made by 
the President notifying the Hawaiian republic that that govern- 
ment had no power to make any sale or disposition of the public 
lands in the islands; and that all contracts or agreements for such 
sale or other disposition of public lands should be discontinued, 
and that the purchaser should be notified that the same were null 
and void, and any consideration paid to the legal authorities on 
account thereof should be refunded. 

This order put a sudden stop to all transactions touching in any 
way the public lands or realty of the islands, and greatly embar- 
rassed the people thereby, so that the representatives of that gov- 
ernment have strongly appealed to Congress to some act 
giving relief, and the committee has placed in the under con- 
sideration an amendment which reads as follows: 


That all sales, grants, leases, and other 1 tion of the public domain 
and agreements as peace the ery franchises Red by the Ha- 
waiian in confo. the laws of Hawaii prior to the Lith 
day of September, 1899, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 


That is made for the 8 of curing the situation and con- 
firming the contracts that have been made. Senators will find 
the document in the Document Room, I suppose, which gives in 
detail every single transaction that has been made by that gov- 
ernment or its officers in reference to the lands referred to. 

This provision is believed to be right for the reason that every 
transaction which has taken pa on the part of the Government 
there has been examined, and the committee have found no rea- 
son against confirming the agreements which have been made in 
connection with the lands of that Territory. 

Grants were made of 254 parcels of land, which included 15,334 
acres, valued at seventy-eight thousand and odd dollars, Of this 
area, however, about 8,000 acres were granted for land patents 
made in pursuance of agreements entered into before the act of 
annexation, and 4,500 acres were granted under the right of pur- 
chase lease system, and the applicants for these lands were residents 
in nearly every case who desired to improve the lands and acquire 
homesteads, etc. 

The committee therefore believed that the sales made after the 
annexation of the islands and before the President’s order should 
be ratified, because they were all made in good faith and in the 
interest of the wth and increased wealth of the islands. 

The annexation act relative to public lands, as the Senate will 
remember, provided that all reyenue from or proceeds of such 
lands, except as regards such part thereof as might be used or oc- 
cupied for civil and military or naval purposes of the United 
States, or assigned for the use of the 1 government, should be 
used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian» 
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Islands for educational and other 
ernment has control of the subject w 
the lands goes not to the United States generally, but to theislands, 


and while the Gov- 
tever may be realized from 


for the p of education or other public use. 

There is no land to be sold for the benefit of the United States 
Treasury generally, because all the proceeds of it are to go into 
the treasury there for educational and other public purposes, 
determined, as I su „by that government when we set it up. 

1 have heard inquiry whether there are any lands really belong- 
ing to descendants of the crown. All the lands called crown 
lands, not now actually owned by individuals, obtained by deed or 
other conveyance, have been treated and held as Pet other public 
or government lands; and according to the record I have nodoubt 
of the fact that whatever title to lands once belonging to the king 
existed, that title passed to other parties, and that there are no 
lands in the islands to-day subject to just claim by any descend- 
ant of the crown. Whoever may suppose he has a claim will 
have to go to the courts for its adjudication, 

In my judgment, when in 1893 the monarchy ended, the lands 
reverted to the provincial government and then to the republic. 

A word about the leases in connection with the real estate in 
the island. As the leases expire it is the policy of the Government 
to dispose of the lands as homesteads for the people as rapidly as 
it can be done. A large proportion of the mear plantations be- 
longs to the es gr or individual in fee. The general impres- 
sion has seemed to be that the great sugar plantations were all 
government lands, but that is not correct. Some of them, perhaps, 
are, but the great body of them are lands owned by some individ- 


ual or corporation having an actual title to them. 
cae WARREN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 


Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator what is to be the 
final disposition of the public lands and where the proceeds are to 
be applied. Are they, the lands of the public-land States and 
Territories, the property of the United States, and are the pro- 
segs —.— the General Treasury or are they to be the prop- 

0 Wali 

Mr. CULLOM. I have just been stating, if the Senator will 
allow me, that under the annexation act, the joint resolution, all 
the public lands of those islands go to the islands for educational 


and other public I think the general impression there 
is that the t y of the money for that p will be for 
educati p and for the construction of highways over 


ES so that the people can get about from one section to 
another. 

Mr. HALE. Is there a special segregated fund provided for that 
absorbs this money? 

Mr. CULLOM. How does the Senator mean? 

Mr. HALE. From the sales of public land for the purpose of 
education. Where will it actually go? 

Mr. CULLOM. It will go into the Hawaiian treasury, I sup- 


Pei. SPOONER, As a school fund? 
Mr, CULLOM. As a school fund. 
Mr. As a separate fund? 


Mr. CULLOM. Asa fund separate and distinct from anything 


else. 
Mr. HALE, The Senator is pretty certain about that? 
Mr. CULLOM. The annexation act requires it. 

Mr. HALE. It provides for that? 

23 ae It providos pee it shall 8 2 educational sad 
other pu urposes; etermined, as I suppose, e 
authorities of the islands themselyes. i 

Mr. HALE. That would not be an educational fund? 
ever, I have not examined that act, and I do not know. 

Mr. CULLOM, Iwill read the clause which refers to it. 
Mr. HALE. Let us see what that says. 
Mr. CULLOM. It is as follows: 


The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands shall not ap- 
Ry eau danaa te shia Hawaiian Islands; but th 


How- 


vided, That all revenue or o! same, except as regards such 

thereof as may be used or occu T 
5 States, or may be assigned for the use of the local gov- 
ernmen 


That is, portions of the land— 
shall be used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands 
for educational and other public purposes. 

I suppose under that provision the Con of the United States 
might perhaps control the use of the fund, provided it kept within 
those limits. I do not know whether that is soornot. Itisa 


matter of construction. 

Mr. HALE. The vision as to the educational fund does not 
seem to be very ully guarded. I do not see but what that 
e es 3 iaoa y aport any 8 , and under 1 
gencies 1 n for a great many other ve 
not 3 as to that. siea 


Mr.CULLOM. That is the joint resolution we passed for 
annexation. 

Mr. HALE. My question led to this point: Whether this bill 
which the Senator has reported carries out what is evidently the 
intention and p of that act, and whether in form it guards 
and establishes an educational fund that shall not be spoliated for 
other parpena 
Mr. CULLOM. There may besome additional legislation neces- 
sary to what is in this bill or in the annexation act. 

Mr. HALE. I should say so, for that purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think there ought to be some 
additional legislation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill has this provision—— 

Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. From the Hawaiian bill. 

Mr. HALE. What page? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Page 82, line 23: 

All funds arising from the sale or lease or other lof such lands shall 
be appropriated by the lawsof the government of Territory of Hawaii 
and applied to such uses and purposes for the benefit of the inhabitants of 
the Territory of Hawaii as are consistent with the joint resolution of annexa- 
tion, approved July 7, 1898. 

The joint resolution says that Congress shall legislate with ref- 
erence to the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the joint resolution does not dedicate the 
proceeds of the pabio lands to educational purposes, 

Mr. HALE. It does not. 

Mr. SPOONER. It says ‘‘ for educational and other public pur- 
pore It may all be devoted to educational purposes, or none 
of i 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think this provision needs some 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE, I think so, too. 

Mr. CULLOM. As a matter of fact, I think the authorities now 
in control of the islands regard education and the public roads and 
highways as the most important subjects for attention, and the 
probabilities are that, if left alone, they will divide that fund for 
those purposes, 

Mr. HALE. That is quite likely; but I do not think we should 
leave this in the realm of probabilities. Here is to be a very con- 
siderable fund. It seems to be the purpose and the tion 
that it shall be devoted to education. It consists of valuable tracts 
of lands; and everybody knows if you leave the disposition of any 
a = the avails of any property without — ding 3 tying 
itup for a purpose, in emergencies it may en for 
anyihing, and the design sill be theeacted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr, SPOONER. It is perfectly plain from the provisions of the 
e a that whole subject is remitted by Congress to the local 

egisla 
. CULLOM. To their direction. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the resolution of annexation 
retains it in Co 

Mr. SPOO Yes. The bill reads: 

All funds arising from the sale or lease or other of such lands shall 
be appropriated by the laws of the government of the Territory of Hawali 
and applied to such uses and purposes for the benefit of the inhabitants of 
the Territory of Hawaii as are consistent with the joint resolution of annex- 
ation, approved July 7, 1898. 

The joint resolution of annexation did not dedicate these funds 
or the proceeds of the sales of public lands to educational purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not fully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. But to educational and other purposes.” 

Mr. SPOONER. And other public purposes.” Under this 
bill as it stands the Senator from Maine is ectly right, it 
So ee a 
priate the public lan any pu purpose. 

Mr. SOLLOM Iam not raising any e on that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But there is an unrepealed act of 
Hawaii that you do not repeal by this bill: 

Seo. 202. All proceeds of sales of public lands shall be set apart as a special 
fund for the payment of the bonded indebtedness of the government or for 
the purchase of other lands, as provided by section 194. 

Mr, CULLOM. That has been repealed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That has not been re 

Mr. CULLOM. It is repealed by the fifth and si 
this bill, if in conflict with its provisions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not repealed specially, and 
many eR repeals are made by the bill. 

Mr. But still it would be orig RA by a subse- 
quent law which makes other provisions. the Senator will per- 
mit me—the bill, of course, will take some time, as it is impor- 
tant—I think his committee had better prepare an amendment to 
come in at the end of the section which specifically dedicates this 
fund for educational purposes, and not leave it subject to any pre- 
vious determination, 


ed. 
sections of 
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Mr. CULLOM. And by that means amend the annexation act. 


Mr. HALE. The annexation act is not so specific; and it is 
important that this matter should be provided for here. 

Mr. CULLOM. It says, for educational and other public pur- 

Mr. HALE. Even that is simply amending by way of limita- 
tion. I would add a provision which would make the intention 
of Congress certain. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] is entitled to the floor, the discussion having pro- 
ceeded for some time by his co 2 : 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have obtained some of the in- 
formation I wanted to get. I should like to know something 
about the final disposition of the lands. I assume from what has 
been said that there will be some amendments offered, because we 
- seem to be sadly out of line in the proposition contained in the 
bill, whichever way we turn it, with our own land policy. Take 
our Territories, and even our States. Local legislation as to public 
lands is not considered either safe or desirable, notwithstanding 
we have unrestricted suffrage. 

If I understand the measure before us, the di ition of these 
lands will lie with the local legislature. I should like, before we 
get through with this discussion, to know just what the proposi- 
tion is. Is the legislature of Hawaii to dispose of the lands, and 
how? I should also like to know what are the reasons, if there are 
such, for such a different departure from our present land laws, 
and why it is that the public lands there are to be handled so dif- 
ferently from the manner in which they are handled here. In 
that connection I hope Senators will consider the subject of what 
we are going to do eventually with our own United States Gov- 
ernment 
States and the several States and Territories. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Illinois 

. CULLOM], I call the attention of the Senator from Wyoming 
. WARREN] to the provision in the joint resolution for the an- 
nexation of Hawaii, which is as follows: 

The existing Jaws of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such 8 in the Hawaiian Islands, but the — — of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition. 

Therefore, we are not going to turn them over to the Hawaiian 
local legislature unless we abrogate the implied contract wemade 
with those people when we annexed them. We are doing, how- 
ever, what we think is right in not turning them over to the self- 
ish fellows there, who are going to steal the balance of the lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I dislike to in t the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, even for a moment, because he has n inter- 
2 until his speech is now scattered over many pages of the 

ECORD, 

Mr. CULLOM. That does not make any difference. We want 
to get at the facts, 

Mr. MORGAN. The question su ted by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and also by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN] seems to make it necessary for me to enter into an 
explanation of some things which I think escaped the attention of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

When the commission got to Hawaii they found a land system 
there which had sprung from the ancient customs of the Hawaiian 
people, the chiefs, who are the owners of all the soil. Some time 
after Kamehameha I established his dynasty there—I think it was 
in the time of Kamehameha II or II I- the government undertook 
to divide the lands into three parts; one part for hep) ae for 
homesteads, places to reside, who before that time no title 
whatever, but end the mere right of occupancy at the will of the 
feudal lords; another for the Crown lands proper—lands that be- 
longed to the Crown as an emolument of the Crown and descended 
with the Crown upon the royal family, or whoever might be in- 
ducted into the ruling office; and the other for the chiefs. There- 
upon the government of Hawaii surveyed the lands that went to 
the people, and included in those surveys the homesteads on which 
they resided. 

A Hawaiian plantation, a very good one, ranges all the way from 
3 acres up to 20. A 20-acre Hawaiian plantation is a very large 
one. The poms live almost entirely upon taro, a little root which 
grows in the water and furnishes them with bread. So a man 
with an acre of taro plant can keep a family of five or six persons 
supplied with food through the year, hire a Chi to do the 
work for him, and pay him out of the profits of the crop. 

Those homesteads were located and the people were located upon 
the homesteads, plats were made, and title given to every individ- 
ual who was the head of a family. For those who were not con- 
nected with families a separate provision was made. That left, 
then, the residue of the land to the government—that is to say, to 
the King and to the nobles and the chieftains. 

By a later provision the King was prohibited from alienating the 
Crown lands, because speculators were going in there, getting the 
King drunk sometimes, and getting dadi from him for lands that 


ublic lands to relieve the situation between the United | passed 


ought not to be sold. So the people demanded of him, and he 
conceded very readily to that demand, that none of the Crown 
lands should ever bealienated. The nobles holding their lands in 
fee simple alienated them to different persons. Out of those lands 
have come the larger amount of the s estates in Hawaii—the 
lands that belong to the chieftains. Some of the smaller holders, 
the homestead holders, have sold their lands also; but the 
body of the people of Hawaii still live upon their homesteads and 
cultivate their taro patches, living as they did originally, having 
a fee simple title, each one of them, to his own tract of land. The 
838 Was benevolent and just in the distribution of the 
and among the people, and they have always been entirely satis- 
fled with it. 

Now, when we look at that situation and look at the fact that 
each one of those 5 homesteads and all of those princely 
estates held by the chieftains had to be surveyed, mapped, and 
plored: and babs’ we Song oo ss master = have 3 
regularly surveyed, map and plotted, we at a very grea 
work has been done there by the white people who have been in 
their midst in distributing the land and giving them for the first 
time homes upon their own property and in their own country. 

The government of Hawaii, commencing with the King, not hay- 
ing the right to alienate them, leased the Crown lands to sugar 
planters. The chiefs, however, sold their lands to the sugar 

lanters. So there are two classes of owners of sugar lands in 

Waii—those who have leased from the government the Crown 

lands and those who have titles in fee simple derived from the 
chieftains, 

Those Crown lands are assumed by the act of Congress annex- 
ing Hawaii to belong to the government and to have passed from 

Crown when royalty was banished out of the island, to have 
from that royal government into the hands of the republic. 

Mr. DAVIS. And became public domain. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; became publicdomain, Off of that pub- 
lic domain the Hawaiian government has been selling lands in 
small quantities to actual settlers. It has not sold any land in 
large bodies at all, unless it may be a few pieces of land very far 
Ipon the DOS of 5 Loa, blew ace is nothing to be 

ex cattle—sold in larger or grazing purposes 
but the arable lands, the es Bg apa lands, have , sold in 
wy small bodies, particularly the coffee lands, to actual settlers, 
and they had not exactly a homestead right there, but one very 
similar to it. That was a very just and wise law. 

In ge re of this, the number of titles, and the source of 
title, there been a great deal of legislation and a t deal of 
judicial action in Hawaii upon which titles are now The 
Congress of the United States has, since its attention has been 
called to the subject Te Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], reserved to 


, that the local government there, hartig a generalright 
of legislation and the powers of government, would proceed to sell 
those smaller parcels of this land and realize funds from those 
sales. The commission concluded, therefore, that the money that 
was received from such sales and the money that was in the treas- 
ury derived from such sales should be disposed of by the local 
government; but they provided in section 75 for the investigation 
of all of these land questions, hoping that Congress would pro- 
vide for the investigation in this bill, and that it could be sooner 
accomplished and that we could have a thorough statement of the 
entire situation there, which, I think, is covered by section 75, 
which reads: 


SEC. 75. That the sum of 000, or so much thereof as may be ni 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


is here ted. out 
app enaar ienr pe to enable the Secretary of Agri- 
examine the laws of Hawaii relating to public lands, agriculture, 


and f i 8 the 

pag met ture, and public roads, bearing upon the aes of 
the Territory, and to report thereon to the President of the Uni Staten 
which duties shall be performed with all convenient speed. 


The first question that arises in the mind of everyone who hears 
this lan is, Why do you propose to confer this power upon 


guage 
the Secretary of Agriculture instead of the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior? The main zenno is 5 Aa pn 5 trees . — Hawaii 
is a necessary pursuit for of the people. Vern- 
ment now is cultivating large orchards of trees u the heights 
of the different ranges of mountains and hills, where the land is 
very fertile but still high, and distributing those trees through the 
islands, and thousands and hundreds of thousands and millions of 
trees have been grown on the islands at places that were hitherto 

I give an illustration. There is a tree that is well known 
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in Texas, called the chaparral plant, or the chaparral bean. That 
used in Hawaii was introduced from Peru. It is not precisel 
like the Texas tree, but very like it, and is called the algaroba. It 
is a tree that bears along with very fine, rich seedin it. The 
od, the hull itself, and all of its contents are as sweet as sugar. 
The tree bears very abundantly, throws off its pods every morn- 
ing during the entire year, there being no frost in that country, 
and furnishes a lar; suppl of most excellent forage for all kinds 
of industrial e beeves get very fat. The fattest beeves 
I have ever seen in my life were in Hawaii. They were really dis- 
figured with fat. They were fattened upon these pods. 

Another very fine quality of the tree is that it is most excellent 
firewood, an article that is a little scarce in Hawaii, or was scarce 
when this new system was inau ted; but all kinds of fruit, 
all kinds of flowering plants, and shrubs are cultivated in those 
mountain ranges by the government, and it is very essential that 
it should be done. 

Agriculture, horticulture, floriculture in Hawaii are very im- 
portant and very profitable lines of industry. Hawaii without 
roads, of course, is an impassable country, except to men upon 
mountain ponies, or to ts, or something of that kind. 

That government has devoted itself and the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands very largely to the making of roads, so that 
there is no country I know of now that is better supplied with 
very fine roads than Hawaii. One road from the volcano to the 
town of Hilo, 31 miles long, flanked with coffee plantations on 
either side, is the most beautiful road I think I have ever seen, 
almost if not entirely, worthy of comparison with Pennsylvania 
avenue for its solidity, for its grade, and everything else; so that 
a man can get on a bicycle, they tell me, at the mountain house 
on the mountain of Kilauea and run into Hilo, 31 miles, with- 
out b his foot on the pedals of the bicycle, except to hold 
back, and he has not very much of that to do. That is a very 
beautiful road, and there are other roads of that kind. 

The combination of agriculture and road making and the sale 
and disposal of the public lands are all put under this commission 
to be reported to the Congress of the United States, in order that 
we may enact legislation here intelligently, and in the meantime 
that the money which has been derived from the sale of lands, 
which was, before this commission reported, in the treasury, and 
that derived since, can be applied by that government there; that 
is to say, it will be applied, and no doubt has been applied, by that 
government to the making of these same roads and to these same 
purposes. Itis to authorize and to justify that action on their 
part that the bill is in the form in which itis. It may be a little 
complicated, and I felt it was my duty to try to explain it. 

Mr. CULLOMu. I was myself quite anxious that the Senator 
from Alabama should make exactly the explanation he has made 
on the subject. I shall soon conclude what I have to say, if Sena- 
tors will be kind enough not to interrupt. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ido not want to interrupt the Senator unless 
the Senator is willing; but there are so many things in this bill 
Roba need explanation that I must be excused if I ask him a 
question. 

Mr. CULLOM, I Me for a question, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I notice on page 32 of the bill something that 
seems rather remarkable, and it is in italics, which makes it even 
more remarkable. It reads: 

That all sales, grants, leases, and other dis tion of the public domain 
and agreements concerning the same and all franchises granted by the Ha- 
waiian eee in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the llth 
day of September, 1899, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 

We, in the joint resolution annexing the Hawaiian Islands, took 
the public domain—the lands—out of the jurisdiction of those 
people, and set them apart for a specific purpose—that is, for the 
use and benefit of those pocne; mainly for education. They may 
have granted or leased allthelands away. We do not know what 
has been done or is to be done with them, and yet we are asked to 
ratify in the dark, without any facts before us, the action of the 
government which has been in existence since the islands were 
annexed, now for over a year, without any appeal to our courts 
as to the justice of these grants or leases, or any statement as to 
the quantity of the land which has been thus disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble with the Senator is that he was 
not listening when I went over that a while ago. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How much land has been alienated? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave stated that I believe some 54 tracts or 
parcels, as the case may be, were alienated; and I explained what 
some of them were. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell me, if he knows, how 
much land is involved in this legislation? I shall be obliged to 
him for that information. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I was going to say to the Senator was 
this: There is a document, printed for the use of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, giving, item by item, every land 
transaction which has taken place since the annexation of the 


islands, or since the flag went up there, to the time when the 


President of the United States made an order stopping any further 
dealing in lands by the government of those 8 The Senator 
can see that and look it over at his leisure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, with a multitude of other mat- 
ters that are piling in here every day, the Senator must not object 
to one who is not particularly charged with the subject-matter 
asking those in charge of a particular bill to explain its provisions. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not objecting to the Senator's question. 

125 FIRMAN . The Senator seems to think that I am hyper- 
critical. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not objected to any question of the 
Senator up to this minute, and I hope to continue in the same 


spirit. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has always been courteous, I 
amay wanted to have some light on this remarkable matter. 

. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will secure the document 
to which I have referred and investigate it. Ishall be glad to 
give him any information I have that will throw further light 
upon the subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I thank the Senator, and I will avail myself 
of his kindness to ask him a great many more questions about 
this bill before we get through with it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt of it. 

There have been questions raised as to the court system of those 
islands. I will leave the land business. We found in the repub- 
lic asystem of courts which seemed to be satisfactory to the sub- 
stantial ple of those islands and to everyone else, so far as I 
know. They have there a supreme court, composed of three mem- 
bers, who are appointed for life or during good behavior. The 
Americans in that country desire that the court system should not 
be disturbed, nor should the tenure of office of the judges. The 
committee, however, felt that a life-tenure office of a Territorial 
judge was not in harmony with our ideas in this country, and we 
determined to fix the term of the judges of the supreme court at 
nine years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me, as 
he submits to interruptions kindly, I should like to ask him a 
question. 

Mr.CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. While the Senator is on this point, 
I should like to inquire of him how long a term the justices or 
judges of the supreme court will have after the nine years’ term 
for which they are continued? 

Mr. CULLOM. The purpose of the bill was to fix the term at 
nine years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But it does not do it, I think. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it does not, it ea to doit. The further 
fact is, as I understand, that one of the judges of the supreme 
court, the chief justice—who is an American, by, the way, I be- 
lieve an American born—on account of ill health, has resigned, so 
that there are only two others. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, on that very subject I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the last clause in that section, 
which seems to me to give the judges a life tenure; and that is in 
conflict with the other part of the section, which gives them a nine 
years’ term, as the Senator will see if he will read the section, 

Mr. CULLOM. There may be some little amendments neces- 
sary to that provision in the bill, so as to make its purpose entirely 


clear. 

Mr. PETTUS. The bill says the judges are to hold office until 
there is a vacancy. I suppose it was intended to mean until their 
successors should be appointed and qualified. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. That is what I am informed was the intention; 
butif you will look at the bill, you will see it reads ‘‘ until there 
is a vacancy.” 

Mr. CULLOM. It ought to be until their successors are ap- 
pointed and confirmed. 

The committee believed, as I said, that it was iu the interest of 
good government and in harmony with the wishes of the people 
of that Territory that we should not overturn their system of gov- 
ernment either in the courts or otherwise where it could be 
avoided consistent with our ideas of republican government. 

I want Senators to bear in mind that we are dealing now with 
an old government, a well-established government of a people, 
which has existed for many years, and not dealing with a few 
scattered settlements over the prairies or in a land which has not 
been settled, but with a government existing, which has been run- 
ning for years, and a very good government at that, so far as order 
and honesty and everything of that kind can make it so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion while he is dealing with the subject of the judiciary in 
Hawaii? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is any appeal provided by this bill from any 
judgment of the supreme court? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of the Territory? 
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Mr. SPOONER, Yes. 

8 CULLOM. None whatever. There is a system of courts 
ere. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is peculiar, is it not? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is peculiar to that country. It does not exist 
in our Territories, either in Arizona or aay waae else. There we 
have an appeal. But the theory of this bill is that they have a 
supreme court, a circuit court, and other inferior courts, and there 
are appeals from one to another of the territorial courts, and those 
judges, either of the circuit or supreme court, have nothing to do 
with decisions on other statutes than those local to the islands. 
They exist just as in a State. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble is Hawaii is not a State. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; it is not a State. 

Mr. SPOONER, They have in the Territories, of course, the 
nisi prius judges in the courts, and then they have a supreme 
court, but there is in certain cases an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. In capital cases. For instance, a man is tried 
for a capital crime, and he believes that errors haveintervenedin 
the trial, or that he has been deprived of some rights under the 
Constitution, and he has a right to appeal. Why should not that 
right be given as to this Territory as well as to all the rest of the 
Territories? 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly it ought to be; but still there is a gov- 
ernment which has existed with this system of courts for very 
many years, and so far as anybody knows justice has been meted 
out to the people in civil suits as well as in criminal proceedings. 

Mr. SPOO The same thing may be said of some of our 
own Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly it may; but why is it n 
provide for an appeal to the Supreme Court or a circuit court of 
the United States when there is a system there which already pro- 
vides for appeals from one court to another and which seems to 
be satisfactory? The commission thought that all that was nec- 
essary was to maintain the condition as it exists there, it being 
thoroughly established and satisfactory to the people. 

Mr. SPOONER. It seems to me, if the Senator will permit me 
to make the observation, that the difficulty is we are dealing with 
this » a Territory and at the same time as an independent govern- 
men 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true, in a sense. Yet is there any 
reason in the Constitution why we should not have a system of 
courts in Hawaii just as there now exists? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any reason in the Constitution why 
we should have a right of ap from the courts in our Territories? 

Mr. CULLOM, i do not know whether it is needed or not, but 
there is a system, and the people are familiar with it. They have 
been living under it for years and years, and they understand it, 
and it. seems to answer all their purposes. Now, why upset that 
and establish a new system when that is entirely satisfactory to 


. 

. SPOONER. My suggestion does not 3 upsetting 
it, but simply giving in the case of Hawaii as in other Territories 
the right of appeal in certain cases to the Supreme Court of the 


United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is the desire of the Senator to add that, I 
have no objection; but I do not think we ought to incur any addi- 
tional expense unless it is necessary to government. 


Mr, TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
again, to remark right here that so long as Hawaii was an inde- 
pendent government of course it was not going to appeal to any 
other jurisdiction, but now that those islands have become a Ter- 
ritory of this country, it does seem to mea remarkable proposition 
that their laws were so perfect and are so perfect now and their 
administration is so just and 3 that we would deny even 
our own citizens who go there the right to appeal to our court of 
last resort here? 

Mr. CULLOM. When our citizens go there and identify them- 
selves with that country they do not want any, so far as I know. 
They eit hog Ug as they are, with their presentsystem of courts. 

Mr. TILL . That must certainly be the garden of the 
gods, Ifitis such a happy place, we ought to emigrate there. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator go there and see if they donot 
convert him to that system. 

I am not going to take up the time of the Senate much longer. 
The fact is it is pretty difficult to speak here at all with any con- 
tinuity of thought. I have been disposed to yield to everyone, 
because I want to bring ont as a matter of fact whatever objec- 
ory aoe are to the bill, so that we may know how to deal 
with it. 

Mr. President, I believe an amendment is pending here to be 
offered, the purpose of which is to delay the extension of our cus- 
toms laws over the Territory to some future time, and in mean- 
time allow the present relation as to customs laws, treaties, and 
regulations to remain as they are. I am opposed to any such 


to | them in extra session. 


3 


amendment to the bill. There has existed substantial free trade 
between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands for several 
years, The great product raised in the islands is su and has 
been for many years. Common sugar comes to the United States 
free under the reciprocity treaty. 

There seems to me to be no reason for delaying the extension of 
our customs laws over the islands, the States making nothing by 
such a policy, but, as I believe, will lose; and besides, Iam unable 
to sympathize with a policy of government that reaches out to 
annex new territory and when it is obtained to adopt a policy 
detrimental to the territory acquired, lest some interest fn some 
of the States may be in some way affected by treating such terri- 
tory as we deal with our Territories nearer tous. This Territory 
occupies a different relation to the United States from any of the 
acquired territory as the result of war. We may be said to have 
claimed it for fifty years. The ple of the islands who have 
made the islands prosperous and happy are Americans and as 
intelligent and patriotic as can be found in any portion of this 
Union, and let us not deal with them as though they were vassals 
or unworthy of our confidence, 

r. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CULLOM., Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Before taking up the question of customs and 
treaties, which will certainly give rise to much debate, I wish to 
ask the Senator from Illinois in charge of the bill to explain to 
me the provision on page 20 as to oe elm It is a very im- 
portant question. As I understand the provision, if the legisla- 
ture of the Hawaiian Islands fail to provide the necessary sums 
to carry on the government and adjourn, the governor can call 
So far that is the ordinary course. There 
is nothing remarkable about it, 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. VEST. But in the meantime, before the next legislature 
meets in extra session or the same legislature, the treasurer, with 
the advice of the governor, can proceed to expend the money in 
the treasury on the basis of the preceding year’s appropriation. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is declared to be reenacted. 

Mr. VEST. Les; for that purpose. I have never seen anysuch 
provision as that, and it seems to me it is liable to very serious 
objection, because there may be very large appropriations during 
one year which are not 1 in the next year. 

Mr. CULLOM. That provision, as the Senator will observe, 

can only be brought into requisition after the governor, as I re- 
member, has actually reconvened or made proclamation reconven- 
ing the legislature, and only for the time, after there is exhausted 
the appropriation which was made by a previous legislature, until 
a new legislature or the same legislature can make an appropria- 
tion. It is an unusual provision, I admit. 
Mr. VEST. There can be no question of exhaustion about it. 
because it goes on specifically to provide that the treasurer shall 
advance the money—that is, take it outof the treasury—on the 
basis of the preceding year’s appropriation, and expend it. 

Now, the objectionable feature of it, as I was going to say, is to 

this extraordinary power, which ought to be exercised 
y the legislature, vested in the treasurer, with the advice 
of the governor. 

Mr. CULLOM. That power is in their constitution now, and it 
was insisted upon by the commissioners from Hawaii and finally 
8 on thé part of the commissioners from this side. It has 

n guarded as well as we could do, so that it will only be used 
when the governor convenes the legislature and until they can 
come together and make an appropriation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, But it is until the legislature shall 
have acted? í 

Mr. CULLOM. Ofcourse. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, If they never act, the treasurer 
will go on anå expend the money. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; the government has to liye in some way. 

Mr. VEST. I am not indulging in hypercriticism; I think this 
is a very good bill, but I do not see how this is practicable. I do 
not see how the treasurer can take appropriations which were 
necessary and right for one year as the basis for his expenditure 
when the | ture has failed to make appropriations for an- 
other year, That is the trouble. Inever saw any such provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. We do it all the time here with permanent 
appropriations. 

VEST. Yes; but the amount is fixed, and we continue it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is fixed and continued by this proposed act. 

Mr. CULLOM. Usually by joint resolution we extend the ap- 
8 from month to month. : 

. VEST. That is the ordinary provision. 

Mr. CULLOM. We in that way extend the appropriations here- 
tofore made. 

Mr. VEST. That is the ordinary practice in Congress. It is 
entirely different from this. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I know it is. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose 
United States, or eyen the Secretary of the Treasury, when Con- 
gress had adjourned, and for good reasons to itself had not made 
an 3 to take the money in hand himself, and with the 
advice of the President go on and expend the tax money of the 
people on the basis of a year which was gone, and when certain 
circumstances prevailed and Congress had in its discretion made 
8 Here is a case where the legislature fails or re- 
fuses to a) priate. The governor then calls an extra session. 
He does not know whether that extra session is about to make 
appropriations or not. And, without waiting for that legislature 
to act at all, the treasurer comes to the governor and says, The 
legislature adjourned without making an appropriation, and I 
want to expend the money that is in the treasury.” There is no 
case of exhaustion about it. He goes on and expends what is in 
the treasury. The governor says, All right.” The legislature 
meets and again refuses to appropriate. It may think that the 
condition of affairs does not justify an appropriation, and the 
treasurer in the meantime has expended the money. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, conceding that all that the Senator 
from Missouri suggests would occur in the contingency he sup- 
pon would not that be better than a suspension of government? 

ould not the latter be the absolute consequence otherwise? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will poma me, that thing has 
occurred frequently in Congress and in State legislatures, and 
there has been no suspension of government. If the government 
has credit and is a stable 9 there is no trouble about 
existing upon credit or obtaining supplies upon credit. That 
occurs every year. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make this inquiry because when this matter 
was considered in committee the same ideas occurred to me that 
have been ex by the Senator from Missouri; but I thought 
it was better to enti 9g this provision than to have the con- 
sequences which would inevitably result if there were not some 
way to meet the necessary expenses of the government. It did 
not seem to mea very dangerous provision, because it relates only 


to the current 17 of . N 
Mr. VEST. I do not think it would stop the government. The 
government can always get money enough to pay. 


Mr. FORAKER. It does not cover appropriations that may be 
made for unusual necessities or for improvements, but only the 
Sor S e of the government, 

Mr. C M. The provision reads: 

That in case of failure of the legislature to pass appropriation bills - 

current f carrying — 
22! ite ĩðͤ b 


app tion 


— 7 1 — 3 the treasurer — 4 th the advice 
0 or, make su ents, for which purpose the sums appro- 
ppropristion bill shall be deemed to haye reap 


p in the last a) 
ropriated. 


The Ee e Fe no right to go onada. = the lines 
specified and spend the money for a purpose for w) an appro- 
priation has not heretofore been ada, so that if the province: is 
allowable at all, which I have always doubted a little, it is pret 
well guarded, I think, so that there is no probable danger in al- 
lowing it to be done. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, one objection to it, if the Senator 
will me, is that the money is to be expended by the treas- 
urer in this emergency upon the basis of a former appropriation 
and not in view of the necessities of the government at the time 
the money is to be expended. 

But the serious objection to it is that you take the power of ap. 
propriation away from the legislative department, where it ought 
always to rest, and put it into the hands of one man who is ad- 
vised, not directed even, by another. It is hardly n to 
say that this power of appropriation and taxation has con 
the civilized nations of the world from time to time. England was 
drenched in blood in 1688 over this very question of the power of 
the King in a monarchy to take the tax money of the people and 
spend it without the consent of Parliament. But I do not want 
to go into that. i 

ere is an entire departuré from the American system of ap- 
propriations. Instead of the legislature fixing the amount to 
expended, and whether anything shall be expended or not, if they 
in their legislative discretion refuse to ak grape and adjourn, 
here is a treasurer who may be the tool of the governor, and the 
governor himself not a very reliable person—it aon happen, of 
course—and they take this extraordinary power in their own hands 
and on the basis of a former year exhaust the 8 

My friend the Senator from Alabama says it is the same power 

that we exercise. I do not see that we exercise any such power. 

e Secretary of the ever had itor has the President 
ever had it? We have a provision that no money shall be taken 
out of the Treasury except by an act of ee aos a dollar 
and it is one of the provisions we could possibly have. 


Mr. MORGAN. What I referred to, if the Senator will allow 


we were to permit the Treasurer of the | me, is the fact that we have anumber of permanent appropriations. 


Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. And whether Congress meets or does not meet, 
those appropriations stand and the Secretary of the Treasury can 
pay 3 out on those appropriations, although they are not 
renewed. 

Mr. VEST. But that is where Congress has acted. 

Mr, MORGAN, That is all this provides for. 

Mr. VEST. That is where Congress has acted. Here there has 
been no such action. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; the legislature has acted and fixed 
the basis of appropriations. 

Mr. VEST. But for a different year, and have made no appro- 
priation that year, and have adjourned, 

Mr. MORGAN. It makes no difference what year it is for. It 
is a permanent 3 

Mr. VEST. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certain! y 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will conclude 
his remarks this morning. I want to see them in the RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to make only one more remark about 
the situation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Please pardon me once more. Does the pro- 
vision giving the governor and the treasurer the power to expend 
money as thoughit had been reappropriated carry with it the power 
to relevy taxes? We know that the power to appropriate money 
is limited by the amount of money in the treasury, and if there 
is no more there, this provision can do no harm; but I wish to 
know whether this gives the autocratic government by one man 
the power of it ae | taxes as well as appropriating money? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no power to levy extra taxes, So the 
Senator is safe on that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The treasurercan go no further than the bot- 
tom of the strong box? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the condition of affairs now in 
Hawaii is most deplorable, Unfortunately for those people, they 
are now being ously afflicted and scourged by what is known 
as the bubonic plague, It broke outthere some time ago in what 
was called Chinatown, and the authoritiesand people of theislands 
have been compelled to destroy some 30 acres of the city. The 
portion destroyed was thickly settled by Chinese, Japanese, and 
possibly some other nationalities. The whole tract was burnt, 
not perhaps entirely by order of theauthorities, but in wt pd ips 
to burn a portion of it the fire got beyond their control and the 
whole 30 acres were swept oy The result is that some 8,000 
people are now in quarantine, their pro rty, even much of their 
clothing, being oyed. The peopleof the city of Honolulu are 
taking care of them largely at their own personal expense, givin 
up their various avocations of business to that work of humanity. 

I understand as a matter of fact that a business man does not 
open his business door until he has spent two or three hours try- 
ing to do something for these unfortunate people, and they close 
their business houses at 3 o’clock and resume the work of caring 
for the unfortunate sufferers. 

That government is appealing to the United States for action 
upon this bill, so that they may have as quickly as possible some 
legal authority for the expenditure of money and for putting the 
city in such condition as to prevent the further spread or breaking 
out of that terrible disease, I believe it is true that the President 
of the United States has authorized the president of the republic, 
Mr. Dole, to use such funds belonging to the 3 or the re- 
public as may be necessary for the immediate care and protection 
of those suffering people and for the construction of temporary 
quarters for their use. 

And also the President has anthorized the president of the re- 
public to appoint a commission to eli sce and allow such 
amounts as those unfortunate people have suffered from the neces- 
sary destruction of their property. All this, however, is embar- 
rassing to the Administration, embarrassing to the authorities of 
the islands, and call for action by this Government, so that their 
affairs may be conducted strictly according to law, and that they 
may know what their rights are in the premises, 

I hope, therefore, Mr. President and Senators, that there may 
not be unnecessary delay in the passage of this bill. Humanity 
calls for immediate action, and I am sure that the history of the 
Senate and of Congress has shown their willingness to answer 
promptly such appeals. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, there is one point 
to which the Senator from Illinois failed to advert in his e a- 
tion of the bill which I wish he would think of over night. I 
will premise what I have to say about it by stating that I am as 
anxious to have a bill passed establishing a civil government for 
the Territory of Hawaii as he is, I think. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But we ought at least to scruti- 
nize it with a good deal of care. I know that is the intention of 
the committee, and therefore he will pardon me for referring to 
the matter to which I am about to refer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will realize from what has 
happened this afternoon that I am anxious for a free, full, and 
critical investigation and discussion of the hill, so as to make it 
as nearly right as we can before it goes out of this Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do appreciate that. But section 
88 proposes to establish a court there which Ido not think we have 
any power under the Constitution of the United States to estab- 
lish in that Territory. We have been providing governments for 
Territories now for a hundred years, nearly. It is nearly a hun- 
dred years since we acquired Louisiana, and at an earlier period 
than that we provided a government for the Northwest Territory. 
But we have never yet established a constitutional court in a Ter- 
ritory. I have always supposed that the reason why we did not 
was e we could not under the Constitution. 

The Constitution says: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court, and in such inferior courts as the 98 may from time to time 
ordain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
shall hold their offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, re- 
ceive for their services a compensation which shall not be diminished during 
their continuance in office. 

It has been the universal acceptation of judges and lawyers and 
legislators that that section of the Constitution referred to courts to 
be established in the States only. Consequently we have one Su- 
preme Court and we have our circuit courts, more recently our 
circuit courts of appeal, and our district courts in the States, 
We have never esta ed a constitutional court in a Territory. 
The courts which we have established in the Territories have been 
established under the provision of the Constitution which pro- 
vides that— 

Congress shall haye er to * è make all all needful rules and regu- 
ree respecting the 8 or other property belonging to the United 


Those courts have repeatedly been adjudicated to be not consti- 
tutional courts, but 1 tive courts, It has been the practice in 
constituting the legislative courts of the Territories to give them 
jurisdiction over cases arising under the laws of the United States 
and the Constitution of the United States. Admiralty jurisdiction 
has been conferred upon them, and a variety of jurisdictions, as 
relating to the laws of the United States. But I am very firm in 
my opinion that we can not do that which it is proposed to do in 
section 88, That proposes to establish a court in the Territory of 
Hawaii in all respects like the district and circuit courts of the 
United States in the States, and consequently says nothing about 
the tenure of the judge, as by the Constitution a judge of such a 
leeds has to be appointed during good behavior and with life 

nure. 

I will read the section to show how . is such a court 
as is contemplated by the Constitution, and ed there an infe- 
rior court, and how completely it resembles and is like the district 
and circnit courts of the United States. Nowlisten. There is no 
escape fromit. If it be said that the giving a term of office dur- 
ing ooa behavior takes it out of the category of constitutional 
courts, there is other language here which makes it impossible to 
take it out of that category. 
or S district of the United States is established for the Territory 


The judicial districts of the United States are the judicial dis- 
tricts referred to or authorized by article 8. They are judicial 
districts within the States, not within the Territories. 

That a judicial district of the United States is established for the Territory 
of Hawaii, to be called the district of Hawaii, which shall be included in the 
ninth judicial circuit of the United States. 

It never has been rappors before that you could extend a judi- 
cial circuit under the Constitution beyond the limits of the States. 


a district attorney, and a marshal 
ct. ’ The district court tor the said dis- 
trict shallyhave, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district courts of 
the United States, 1 of all cases cognizable in a circuit court, and 
shall proceed the in the same manner as a circuit court. 

So it gives it the power both of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States as organized in the States. 

The laws of the United States relating to appeals, writs of error, removal 
of causes, and other matters and proceedings as between the courts of the 
United States and the courts of the several States shall govern in such mat- 
ters and 8 as between the courts of the United States and the 
courts of the Territory of Hawaii. Regular terms of said court shall be held, 


Mr, President, I do not wish to go into a further argument of 
this matter at the present time. I desire to point it out simply 
for the 55 7525 of the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have listened with v 
great interest and appreciation to what the Senator from Connecti- 
cut has said as tosection 88. It is true, as the Senator has stated, 


that we have never yet in legislating for a Territory seen fit to 
create a constitutional court in a Territory. 


Mr. SPOONER (in his seat), We can not do it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not understand that there is any prohi- 
bition in the Constitution against our doing it. The practice has 
been that we have not. If the Senator will allow me to conclude 
the sentence I was about to utter, then he can interrupt me if he 


so desires. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not interrupt the Senator by rising, did I? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; but the Senator did by a very proper in- 
jection. If it were true, as stated by him, that we have no power 
to do it, that would be the end of this debate. But where does 
the Senator get authority to say that we have no power in legislat- 
ing for a Territory to create a United States district court proper 
there if we see fit to do so? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean by that question the 
phrase as used in the Constitution, in which shall be vested the 
judicial 8 of the United States?“ 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. I get it from several decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have read the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and I do not get any such conclusion 
therefrom. On the contrary, the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States are ply to this effect, as stated by the 
Senator from Connecticut, that we have never yet seen fit to create 
a constitutional court, but only legislative courts, for the Terri- 
tories. But the Supreme Court has nowhere said, so far as Iam 
advised, that it would not be competent for Congress to do so if 
Congress should see fit. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, I will read for just a moment from the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States in the American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511). 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; I have it before mo. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Supreme Court said: 

These are not constitutional courts— 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER (reading)— 

These are not constitutional courts in which the judicial power conferred 
by the Constitution on the General Government can be vested. They are 
created by yirtue of the general right of. 8 which exists in the 
Government; or in virtue of that clause which enables Congress to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories. The jurisdiction 
with which they are invested is not a part of the judicial power defined in 
this article of the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Mr. President, that is true; but what the Sen- 
ator reads does not meet the question at all. What the Senator 
reads has reference to the courts that were in fact created, but the 
Supreme Court does not say in the case of Canter that Congress 
might not have created a constitutional court in the Territory. 
If the Senator will bear with me a minute, he will see the point 
ponny What Congress did there was to create a court with a 

ited tenure of office for the judge, and the court was also given 
a jurisdiction that did not belong to the interpretation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the laws of the United States, 
but local legislation as well. The Supreme Court said these are 
not constitutional courts, because created as they are they are in- 
capable of receiving the jurisdiction that belongs to a constitu- 
tionalcourt of the United States. Then they commenton the fact 
that they were not intended to be constitutional courts, because 
they were given a limited tenure instead of a tenure during good 
behavior, and that was conclusive in that case, 

The courts as established in Florida, which were under consid- 
eration in the Canter case, have been continued with respect to 
our Territories, as the Senator from Connecticut said. Their ten- 
ure has always been restricted. It has never been a life tenure. 
The nes Court has simply said from that fact it is to be in- 
ferred that it was not the intention of Congress to create a consti- 
tutional court, but only a legislative court, 

I invite the Senator's attention to the case which is the leadi 
case on the subject, McAllister vs. United States, reported in 14 
U. S., at page 174 et seq. All the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States made prior to the giving of this decision are 
here reviewed, and the point I make with respect to them is rec- 
ognized naar gre rian in all that the court says. 

They find t the courts in Utah and the courts in various 
Territories were not constitutional courts, because Congress had 
not made them so, had not sought to make them so, and cited as a 
fact supporting that proposition that they had limited the tenure, 
which it was incompetent for Congress to do if it was a constitu- 
tional court, and they cited the further fact that in all of these 
Territorial courts the courts were given not only the A edie aca 
of the United States district and circuit courts, but the jurisdic- 
tion of State courts as well. 

Now, there is no objection to Co giving a life tenure and 
creating a court with district circuit jurisdiction alone, 
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That is recognized in this case to which I have called attention. 
At page 186 the majority of the court, in discussing the proposi 
tion, say that in all of this legislation the significant fact is—I am 
trying to read the substance of it; I had better read the whole 
sentence, and that will put it in better form. 

Mr, TELLER, That is better. 

Mr. FORAKER, The court say: 

cance of these enactments, as well as of the acts of 1867 and E 


The signifi 
and of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes, is in the fact that Con 


uniformly ap te upon the theory that the judges of Territo: courts 
mere! 


were y tive courts, and were not entitled, by virtue of their ap- 
tment and the Constitution of the United States, to hold their offices dur- 
poa behavior, unless it was so declared in the respective acts providing 
for the organization of such courts. 

In other words, they come back Hens to the fact that Congress 
did not see fit in legislating to establish the court to give a life 
tenure, but they recognized that Congress might have done so if 
Con had seen fit, for Congress in so legislating is without 
any limitations, as I understand it. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if that language was 
not used with reference to the question aon rr whether the Presi- 
dent could remove within the term for which the appointment 
was made—four years? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President, the language which I have 
read was not used with reference to that alone. It is true that in 
this case the question before the court was as to the power of the 
President to remove a district judge of Alaska. t district 
judge had been appointed for a tenure of four years. He was 
removed without any cause except only that the President wanted 
to displace him and substitute another man. The Supreme Court 
say that the civil-tenure law which excepted judges of the United 
States courts did not except this judge, because Congress evidently 
intended that he should be only a legislative judge and not a con- 
stitutional judge, and they interpreted the civil-tenure act to have 
reference only to constitutional courts and constitutional judges. 
But, as I say, in disposing of it the recognized, by the quotation 
I have made from the opinion of the majority of the court, that 
Congress 3 have made that life tenure if Congress had seen 
fit to do so. all these cases you will find the courtis careful to 
point out that the reason why they are not constitutional judges 
is, as in the Canter case, that they have jurisdiction that does not 
belong to the United States courts, the constitutional courts, as 
well as that jurisdiction, and because their tenure is made for 
years instead of for life. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

ORAKER 


ý . Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has evidently over- 
looked a portion of this opinios of the majority of the court. On 
page 184, after citing all the former decisions, Judge Harlan says: 


These cases close all discussion here as to whether Territorial courts are 
of the class defined in the third article of the Constitution. It must be re- 


United — not 
ity conferred by that article. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. If the Senator will allow me, that 
is not at all inconsistent with what I am contending. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is. 

Mr. FORAKER. They are i ing of Territorial courts as 
they have been by Congress created. ey are not speaking about 
the power of Congress to create something different, but they say 
in every instance, reviewing every one of them, the Congress 
not seen fit to create a constitutional court, but only a Territorial 
court. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish to read what Judge Nelson says in the 
case of Benner vs. Porter (9 Howard). He will find it in the Me- 
Allister case, 181. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. After citing the judicial clause of the Constitu- 
tion, Article III, section 1, the court said: 

aoue must not onl pete tery tea pe 7 noone within a 75 — 
an their u u a administer them 
— the constituti mce bet 


tenure of office befi 
with any portion of the judicial power of the Union. There is no ex- 


ore they can become in- 
ception to this rule in the Constitution. The Territorial courts, therefore, 


were not courts in which the judicial power conferred by the Constitution 
on the eral Government could be deposited. They were incapable of re- 
ceiving it, as the tenure of the incumbents was but for four years. 

Then the court cites the case of Marshall. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, the court give the reason why 
they are incapable of receiving them, because they are not con- 
stitutional courts. Congress did not d to e them such, 
and Congress evidenced that fact when it denied to them a life 
tenure and limited them to a term of years, 


has We have given the Territories local 


Mr. TELLER, Then the court quotes from Marshall, who de- 
clared that they were not, I think, very emphatically. 

Mr. FOR . In the Canter case the court decided and 
gave the reason why they were not constitutional courts, assign- 
ing as the reason that they were given a different jurisdiction 
from that which belon to United States courts and because 
the tenure was restricted to a number of years. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Ohio willallow me, I agree 
the court gave the reason, but it did not by any means give the 
reason the Senator is giving. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iso understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. The court said they were not appointed under 
that constitutional power to appoint courts, but they were ap- 
pointed under another power. 
hat the court said was that these were 


Mr. FORAKER. 
courts created by Con in the exercise of the power conferred 
upon Congress to 1 ate for the Territories, and that Congress 


in the exercise of that power had seen fit here to set up a court 
with a different jurisdiction from that which belonged to United 
States courts, and with a tenure limited to a number of years in- 
stead of a life tenure, and that was a conclusive fact to show that 
Congress did not design to make them constitutional courts. 

Mr. STEWART. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I thought the Senator was through. I just 
wanted to say a word upon this subject. It seems to me to be 
too plain to have much controversy about it. 

© constitutional courts provided have a limited jurisdiction; 
the State courts exercise large jurisdiction. It is a peculiar juris- 
diction that is conferred u the constitutional courts. The con- 
stitutional court isa iar court. It is a special court. Con- 
gress does not derive the power to legislate for the Territories 
under that provision atall. It derives the power, according to 
some of the authorities, in some places entirely from the power to 
dispose of the public property of a Territory, but most of the 
works on constitutional law say that the power to legislate for 
the Territories would exist independent of any provision in the 
Constitution. It is a sovereign power that necessarily belongs to 
the United States, and when Congress legislate for the Territories 
they do not create a special court. They create a court with gen- 
eral jurisdiction, covering all the jurisdiction that the States ex- 
ercise and that the Federal Government exercises. 

Mr. TELLER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. STEWART. It is one complete jurisdiction. It is a dif- 
ferent system altogether; and it may be just such a system as 
Congress may ordain and appoint. But when you come to con- 
stitutional courts, they ara very different. They are limited, and 
by the Constitution a limited jurisdiction is prescribed, whereas a 
Territorial court may be endowed by Congress with all the juris- 
diction, as it usually is, that the courts of the United States have 
in the States and that the State courts have. 

It is all combined in one, and it results from the power to govern 
the Territories, whether that power be derived from the Constitu- 
tion or from the very nature of the sovereignty. Most all the 
authorities refer it to the very nature of sovereignty possessed by 
the Government. 

When you say you have got no constitution for the Territories 
I deny that. e have got a constitution for the Territories, one 
that has arona up by custom, and it ought to be as binding upon 
us as the English constitution is upon land, Ever since the 
formation of the Constitution we have legisla ted in one direction. 
self-government; we have 
given them all the freedom that we enjoy. Now, while you might 
have power to do almost anything to injure the Territories, you 
might have power to do wrong as any monarch with unlimited 

wers would have, we have a Constitution by precedent for a 

undred years that tells us that we must be porerna by the gen- 
eral principles of liberty, justice, and a republican form of gov- 
ernment. We have done it in all instances, and that now is 
binding upon us without regard to the abstract power that Con- 
gress may have. 

Congress has power to do wrong. So has any unlimited mon- 
arch. So far as the Territories are concerned we have that 
power, and Congress might exercise it if we were not governed by 
an unwritten constitution that has grown up, that we must give 
the Territories all the rights and privileges that we enjoy; that 
they must have republican government; t they must have local 
self-government; that they must be governed according to the 
laws of the most enlightened, being republican, as we are. That 
me have 1 do unless we violate every principle that governs us at 

anywhere. 

But there is no constitution for the Territories except that which 
has grown up by custom. That has become as binding upon us 
and as binding upon the consciences of Con, as the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. We dare not violate it, and we are not 
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oing to violate it. It is idle to talk about what Congress might 
ao. Any power might do many wrong things; but in view of the 
constitutional precedents we have, in view of the custom that has 
grown up to do justice, to give them free government, Congress is 
not going to change its policy and become a monster and do wrong. 
It can not do wrong with regard to them unless we violate the 
unwritten law, the unwritten constitution that has governed this 
country from its foundation. There is no danger of Congress vio- 
lating it. Ifit makes a departure from that we shall hear from 
the people. 

Mr. PORAKER. I am much obliged to the Senator for the 
question, but he has so prolonged it I do not know just how to 
answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him aques- 


tion? 
i Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I want to complete my reading, 
owever. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only want to get at the right of this thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. i 

Mr. SPOONER. There are some reasons why, if we can create 
a constitutional court in Hawaii, I think it might be wise to do it. 
I want to ask the Senator this question, if he will permitme. I 
suppose he will admit that in creating a constitutional court we 
have nothing whatever to do with the tenure of the judge. 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir. : 

Mr. SPOONER. It is fixed by the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is fixed by the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it can not be other than the constitu- 
tional tenure for life or good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, does the Senator think that court a 
constitutional court as to the tenure of the judge of which we are 
not restricted by the constitutional provision at all, but are left 
entirely free to make it two years or four years or ten years or 
during good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not catch 
the point of his = gas ai if he asked me one. Do I think what? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator regard that court a constitu- 
tional court as to the tenure of the judge of which Congress is 
is a free? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. To fix it at two years, or ten years, or during 
good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think if Congress fixes it at anything less 
than a life tenure that is evidence that Congress did not intend to 
create a constitutional court. That is the very point I have been 
making. But if Congress wants to create a court and give the 
judge a life tenure it is within the power of 8 to do it. 

. SPOONER. No; but my point is this: Congress can not 
create a constitutional court without a life tenure. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. That is what I have been 
contending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, is any court as to which Congress may 
create a shorter than a life tenure a constitutional court? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER, Is not this a court in regard to which we may 
make the tenure four years or ten years, if we choose? 

. FORAKER. Certainly it is; undoubtedly. Mr. President, 
after a very careful consideration of this question, and that is the 
reason why I am particular about it here, we in the bill 
providing a civil government for Puerto Rico that there shall be 
a United States district court; we call it by that name, but the 
tenure is only for four years. We limited the tenure for the sole 
purpose of making it clear that we do not intend to constitute a 
constitutional court, but only a territorial court within the mean- 
1 Sa all these decisions. 

ow, Mr. President, there is no ground for controversy here, 
because in the case to which I have already alluded, at page 188, 
the Supreme Court expressly say as follows: 

The whole sub f the tion o! 
wile Wile lel he f . cca ty 
aloo. was left by the Constication with: Congress ander lis plenary — 
over the Territories of the United States. paras 

And then, as I called attention a while ago, they say in effect, 
further on, that in all cases it will be regarded as an evidence that 
a constitutional court was not intended when the tenure comes 
under consideration unless Congress has seen fit to give the life 
tenure, indicating clearly that Congress is invested with plenary 
power and can make a tenure for life or for any number of years it 
might see fit. If Con sees fit to give tenure for less than life, 
that is conclusive evidence that Congress does not intend to create 
a constitutional, but only a Territorial court. 

But, Mr. President, the Supreme Court calls attention in all 
these cases to the fact that the jurisdiction given is such as 
to show that not a constitutional, but only a legislative court was 


intended to be created, In the Territories they have the Federal | becom 
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side and the State side or the Territorial side, the one contradis- 


tinguished from the other, the one having jurisdiction of all local 
matters, the other. having the jurisdiction that belongs to the 
courts of the United States. There is not, in my opinion, any 
question but that the Congress can constitute a court in a Terri- 
tory and call it what it sees fit, and give the life tenure to that 
judge and invest him with such jurisdic iction as Congress may see 
fit to invest him with. 

Mr. President, there is a controlling reason in my mind why 
this court should be different from the ordinary Territorial court 
and should have the jurisdiction that belongs under the Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States to district and circuit 
courts. That Territory is peculiarly situated from any other Ter- 
ritòry that we have. Itis away off yonder in the sea and must 
have an admiralty jurisdiction in its most pronounced sense. 

I have only another word to add, and that is, conceding that the 
power is given, that Congress could create such a court there as 
it may see fit, the question of policyremains. The Supreme Court 
has said it has plenary power over and over again, as often as it 
has had occasion to say it. I have had some misgivings about 
the question of policy, and I yielded to my associates in the com- 
mittee as to this bill, but when the committee considered this 
question in regard to Puerto Rico a few days ago, they took a dif- 
ferent view as a matter of policy. There is no question about the 
matter of power to do it. 

We thought it would be better to give to that judge in Puerto 
Rico but a four years’ tenure and make it clearly a Territorial 
and not a constitutional court; but if we had seen fit to give it the 
jurisdiction that belongs to United States courts, and then to 

ive ita life tenure, I do not see any reason why we should not 
Fave made a United States court and judge within the meaning of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. ROSS. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROSS. I understand the Senator to concede that if the 
tenure of a judge has been for four years, six years, twenty years, 
or forty years, it would not be a constitutional court, but a legis- 
lative court. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not concede any such thing. That is a 
truism under the Constitution, and there can be no argument 
about what the Constitution explicitly says. 

Mr. ROSS. That is true; and it is true, is it not, because the 
legislature so fixes it? x 
Peel ENES No; it is true because the Constitution so 

esi 

Mr. ROSS. The Constitution so fixes it, and it becomes a legis- 
lative court. Now, if Congress in an act relative to a Territory 
fixes the term of office of the judge at life, it is no less fixed by 
Congress than it would be if it fixed it for two years or four years 
or ten years, and is if not just as much a legislative court within 
the terms of those decisions as if it had been fixed at two years or 
four years or ten years? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all; not necessarily so, because the 
jurisdiction conferred might be such as to show it was designed 
to make only a Territorial court. There are two things to be 
taken into consideration, one of tenure and the other of jurisdic- 
tion. If the Congress confers upon the court which it creates 
jurisdiction which does not belong to a constitutional court of the 

nited States, that is one evidence that it was intended within 
the meaning of the decisions to be only a legislative court; and if 
Congress saw fit, giving it the same jurisdiction as a United States 
court in one of the States would have, to limit the tenure to less 
than life, that would be another conclusive evidence that it was 
intended to be only a legislative court; and so the courts have 
held in every one of these cases, as I understand. 

Mr. P. US. Could not Congress repeal the act the next day 
after the judge was 1 for life? 

Mr. FO . Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ROSS. What was the question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Could not Congress repeal the act after it 
was enacted and the judge had been appointed? Undoubtedly it 
could repeal the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could Congress do that as to the judge of a 
constitutional court? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not speaking of what the effect would 
be on such a constitutional officer; but unquestionably Congress 
could repeal the law. Whether he has a vested right in his office 
is another question. He undoubtedly would have a vested right 
of some kind; I do not know to what extent. 

Mr. PETTUS. The question I en pes to ask was, could not 
the Congress abolish the office in a week after the judge was given 
a life tenure by Congress? 

Mr. FOR I think so. I do not think the creation of an 
office and the appointment of an official to hold it binds Congress 
for the life of official who has been appointed and who has 
e the incumbent, 


Mr. ROSS. I wish to ask the Senator another question, if he 


will yield for that cies ping 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. ROSS. Does the court in a 3 its jurisdiction 
from the act of Congress or does it get it from the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. It gets it from the act of Congress. 

Mr. ROSS, Then, is it not a legislative court instead of a con- 
stitutional court? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a legislative court. 

Mr. ROSS. It seems to me the Senator is confounding the mat- 
ter, because the tenure is for life and the judge is given the same 
jurisdiction by the act of Congress that he gets under the Consti- 
tution. It is therefore not a constitutionat court, but it is merely 
a legislative court, and gets its whole jurisdiction and term of 
office from the act of Con \ 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator did not follow me closely in the 
remarks I just made or he would not ask that question. I stated 
at the beginning that the decisions which have been cited, in 
which it has been held that the court under consideration was a 
Territorial court, were each and all cases where the Congress had 
evidenced by the character of the legislation creating the court 
that it did not intend a constitutional court, but only a legislative 
court, the court has pointed out that that intention is derived 
from the fact, first in the Canter case, and in all the other cases, I 
believe, without exception, that there was a limited instead of a 
life tenure. In other cases they pointed out the jurisdiction was 
different, and they have said, not being a constitutional court, the 
court was incapable of taking the jurisdiction conferred by the 
Constitution. 

I do not know any reason why, therefore, where we extend the 
Constitution to a Territory, we may not there create a district 
court. We have here extended the Constitution of the United 
States, if we pass this bill, to Hawaii. I do not know of any rea- 
son why there should not be a district court established there, if 
we see fit to adopt the policy of establishing such a court, which 
of course remains after the question of power has been settled. 

There is much to be said in favor of making the court in Hawaii 
a United States district court, and conferring upon it all the jur- 
isdiction which belongs to district and circuitcourts of the United 
States, because, as I was about to remark a moment ago, that is 
differently situated from any other Territory that we have yet leg- 
islated for. It has need for an admiralty jurisdiction, which does 
not belong toany interior Territory atany rate, and certainly not 
in the pronounced sense in which it belongs to that of Hawaii, and 
there is an abundance of work there for a court with that kind of 
jurisdiction to exercise. 

What I rose to suggest was that a court that is given a clean- 
cut constitutional jurisdiction in a Territory belonging to the 
United States, to whom we have extended the Constitution, and 
the judges of which have been given a life tenure, as is the case 
here, ought not to be confounded with Territorial courts which 
have been under consideration in the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which have been relied upon. 

I now yield with pleasure to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ROSS. I was simply going to ask the Senator if he was 
not confounding the difference een the source from which the 
power comes in so characterizing the court, rather than the court 
itself, or the name of the court. The Senator called it a constitu- 
tional court. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator define to me what jurisdic- 
tion a United States constitutional court gets from the Constitu- 


1 5 

Mr. R It gets A set what is named in the Constitution, and 
it can not have any other given to it. 

Mr. FO I will ask if it is not necessary to legislate 
with respect to the jurisdiction of constitutional courts just as 
much as it is with respect to Territorial courts; and if the term 
“constitutional court” means soyining more than it is a court 
created by Congress within the contemplation of the Constitution, 
which authorizes Congress to establish courts? 

Mr. ROSS. I understand a constitutional court, within the 
meaning of the decision, extends to the States only, When you 
go into the Territories and legislate, then with imited power 
Jon can give the same term of office to the judges of a court in 

e Territories and the same jurisdiction, or more or less of it, as 


Congress may please. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not agree with the Senator that a United 
States court can not be created except within the States. Ido 
not know of any reason why a Uni States court may not be 
created beyond the States, to sit and have jurisdiction outside of 
the States, in the Territories of the United States, to which we 
extend the Constitution. I do not agree with the Senator that 
Congress can 1l te for the Territories outside of the States 
without ove tation whatever. 

I should to ask the Senator what he would do were a meas- 
ure proposed here prohibiting the freedom of speech or the free- 
dom of the press in Hawaii? ould he, because itis outside of the 
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States, vote for it in view of the fact that the first clause of the 
Bill of Rights says no law shall be passed by Congress doing any 
such thing? 

I call the Senator's attention to that only to show that there are 
some positive prohibitions in the Constitution which rest upon us 
as Senators sitting under the Dome of the Capitol, which we can not 
disregard, which accompany all legislation that we enact, no mat- 
ter for whom it may be or whether they are in the Union as an 
integral part of it or not. 

I agree with the general proposition that we are unlimited in 
our power when legislating for Territories to which we have not 
extended the Constitution icularly, except only by the positive 
prohibitions which are laid by the Constitution upon every man 
who sits here as a legislator, no matter what his view upon the 
general subject may be. Therefore Isay when we come to create 
courts, we simply say, by virtue of the authority conferred on us 
by the Constitution, there shall be a court here, and it shall have 
the jurisdiction we give it, or the jurisdiction of a United States 
district court proper, and we giveit a tenure, which belongs to the 
judge. I do not know why it is not competent for us to do it. If 
it is competent for you to say that it is not a constitutional, but 
only a Territorial court, because it is outside of the States which 
constitute the Union, you can say that just as well with it having 
one jurisdiction and one tenure, as you can if it be given another 
tenure and another jurisdiction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, itis evident 
that this interesting discussion can not be 9 to-night; and, 
with the Senator’s consent, I will move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agree to; and the Senate ed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 20, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 


First Lieut. Charles R. Krauthoff, Fourteenth Infantry (captain 
and assistant co of subsi ce, United States Volun- 
teers), to be . subsistence, with the rank of captain, 
February 15, 1900, vice Brainard, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 
Capt. Matt R. Peterson, 3 of subsistence, United 


States Army, February 15, 1900, vice Who vacates by 
promotion, to major and commissary of subsistence, United States 


Army. 
To be quartermaster with the rank of major. 


Capt. Isaac W. Littell, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, February 15, 1900, vice Robertson, honorably discharged. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander William C. Gibson, to be a captain in the sri 
from the 18th day of February, 1900, vice Capt. Peter A. Rearic 


re 

Lieut. Commander Richard G. Davenport, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of February, 1900, vice Comman- 
der William C. Gibson, promoted. 

Medical tor John C. Wise, to be a medical director in the 
Navy, from the 7th day of February, 1900, vice Medical Director 
James M. Flint, retired. 

Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, to be a medical apes eee 
the 7th day of February, 1900, vice Medical Inspector 
Wise, promoted. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS. 


William C. Harllee, of Florida. 
Richard S. Hooker, of Nevada. 
Hugh L. Matthews, of Tennessee. 


CONSUL. 


James A, Mulkey, of Alabama, to be consul of the United States 
at Tuxpan, Mexico, vice Abraham B, Jones, deceased. 


from 
ohn C. 


1900. 
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` f rosr MASTERS. 

A. C. Cooke, to be ster at Truckee, in the county of Ne- 
vada and State of California, in the place of W. A. Bucknam, 
whose commission expires Marc S 7 

John G. King, to be ter at New Castle, in the county of 
Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of W. J. Hunter, 
whose commission expired January 30, 1900. 

William W. Lowry, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Sangamon and State of Illinois, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900, 

Alva Ross, to be postmaster at Virden, in thecounty of Macoupin 
and State of Illinois, in the place of E. P. Kimball, whose commis- 
sion expires March 9, 1900. 

Charles Q. Whallon, to be postmaster at Newman, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Illinois, in the place of William Heeb, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1900. 

Lancetta L. Byram, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of FEES and State of Indiana, in the place of S. D. Byram, de- 
ceased. 

William Noble, to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation of Indian Territory, in the place of Mary A. 
Potter, whose commission expired December 18, 1899. 

E. B. Dowell, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa, in the place of J. H. Watson, whose 
commission expired January 23, 1900. 

Nathaniel A, Burnell, to be postmaster at Cumberland Mills, 
in the county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of 
H. M. 5 whose commission expired Fe 1, 1900. 

Isaac Dyer, to be tmaster at Skowhegan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine, in the place of S. W. Gould, whose 
commission expires March 9, 1900. 

George A. Herrick, to be er at Madison, in the county 
of Somerset and State of e, in the place of C. A. Wilber, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1900. 

Clarke P. Harding, to be postmaster at Medway, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of J. A. Snow, 
whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Edward Burroughs, to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Nathan 
Robins, removed. 

James W. Danser, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the coun’ 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. N. 
Johnson, whose commission expired 2 15, 1900. 

Ruf us gett, to be tmaster at Utica, in the ee 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of E. P. Bailey, w. 
commission expires March 9, 1900. 

Emil O. Ellison, to be postmaster at Lamoure, in the county of 
Lamoure and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, Bonk beson vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Grant Coats, to be aster at Rockford, in the 
Mercer and State of 


of 
ose 


county of 
ter for 


whose commission expired February 5, 1900, EARSTE 
3 postmaste ersey Shore, coun 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, A 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 19, 1900. 
“atone A, Hudlin, to be postmaster at Clayton, in the State of 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 19, 1900. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
William H. Jordan, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


First Lient. George E. McConnell, of the District of Columbia, 
to be a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


First Lieut. John W. Howison, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. John Morrison, jr., Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Harry O. Williard, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 10, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Lucius R. Holbrook, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 23, 1900. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 


8 Steward Frank A. Jernigan, Thirty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, February 7, 1900. 


To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Raphael A. Edmonston, of the District of Columbia, acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, February 8, 1900. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Ella G. Nix, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama. 
John P. Yockey, to be postmaster at Canal Fulton, in the 
““Gatlton . Laiferty, to be postmaster in Bellville, in th 
Jar. erty, r ille, e coun 
ot John f. fl . p Aoten Simnster at Willoughby, in th 
0 s en, to ra oug y e coun 
of Lake and State of Ohio. Á ty 
Frank L, Glass, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California. 
James O. Coleman, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the 
county of Sacramento and State of California, 
James R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
T endard. to bet — t Essex, in th 
Al 8 , to er a n the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connsotiont. * 
Matilda McCartney, to be e at Silverton, in the county 
of San Juan and State of Colorado. 
Preston Holbrook, to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 
Chase Tn ac ö t Knox, in the f 
es Laramore, rat Knox, county o 
Starke and State of Indiana. * 
Napoleon B. La Paugh, to be tmaster at Chester, in the 
Sat of BARODA ana ee of I 3 n tare 
rge P. Johnson, postmaster at Payette, e coun 
Crem an P Tharston 8 t Leicester, in th : 
an P. y pos a er, in the coun’ 
of Wor and State of Massachusetts, nd 
John F. Mitchell, to be tmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and S8 of Massachusetts. 
Charles G. Robinson, to be postmaster at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. 
Fred T. Jackson, to be 5 at Caruthersville, in the 
tam Cordi 1 ab Prin ton, in the 
iner a ce coun 
E tee nad en oe 
8 ver, a 5 © coun 
3 g ty 


at Edward 8 postmaster at Gall the 
i a up, in county of 
a . ee e ge Now Memia Le, vans, nenn 
Nes . a e; 0 rin 
ja tive county Of Fan Mignal and Territory or Mew Mexico, i 


Charles F. Hopkins, to be 8 at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New ersey. 

J. J. Perkins, to be tmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Pitt and State of N Carolina. 

E e P. Strong, to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the county 
o iian B. Odell, to be postmaster ot Newlurgh, in th 

5 at Newburg’ e coun 

of Orange and State of New York. ty 

Susan C. Cheatham, tobe at Springfield, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Tennessee. 
Arthur H. Johnson, to be ter at Drayton, in the county 
of 2 Trek State rot aoe. Dakota. bina, in th iy 
Edmund K. Cavileer, post master at Pem 6 coun’ 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 

Lotta J. Kintner, to be r at Wyalusing, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Iram Z. Merriam, to be postmaster at Whitewater, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 

Frederick A. Hollman, to LP encores at Green Bay, in the 
county of Brown and State of Wisconsin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, February 19, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. WEEKS, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the House files, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of John H. Wilkinson, Fifty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LANE, for this week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Dnidds, for three Fone Se on account of illness. 

To Mr. LIVINGSTON, inde: tely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. WARNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON BEER, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the Uni States, relative to internal-revenue 
tax on fermented liquors. 

The SPEAKER, The 2 from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER], 
by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, moves to sus- 
pend the rules and a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
crates Ba ews the same is hereby, amended by striking out of said section 

e following: 

In e and computing such tax, the fractional parts of a barrel 
shall be halves. thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional part 
of a barrel con less than one-eighth shall be accounted oue elg th; 
more than one-eighth, and not ‘more than one-sixth, shall be accoun one- 
sixth; more than one-sixth, and not more than one-fourth, shall be accounted 
one-fourth; more than one-fourth, and not more than one-third, shall be ac- 
counted one-third; more than one-third, and not more than one-half, 
be accounted one-half; more than one-half,and not more than one barrel, 
shall be accounted one barrel; and more than one barrel, and not more than 
63 gallons, shall be accounted two barrels, or a h ead. The said tax shall 
be paid by the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises 
in which such fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the 
time hereinafter specified.” 

And by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

In es! atng soa computing the tax imposed by law the fractional part 

hal and quarters, an nant Spt en ofa 
barrel containing less than one-fourth shall be accoun ne-four' 


more 
than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall 


o; 
be accounted one- 


be accounted two barrels, or A DOGAN 
the owner, or su tendent of the brewery or premises in which su 
fermented 8 are Pade. and in the manner and at the time hereinafter 
SEC. 2. That section 9 of the act entitled An act to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” ap- 
ved July 24, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 


ws: 
“Seo. 9. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 
“SEC The Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall cause to be pre- 
, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps ee phe amount of 
required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, and quar- 
ters of a barrel of such fermented liquors (and s also cause to be preparpe 
suitable permits for the pu hereinafter mentioned), and furnish 
the same to the collectors of internal revenue, who each be required to 
keep on hand at all times a sufficient sappy o permits and a Supply of 
stamps equal in amount to two months’ sales thereof, if there be any brew- 
ery or brewery warehouse in his district; and such stamps shall be sold and 
ted and delivered by such collectors only to the brewers of 
respectively. Such collectors keep an account of the 
number of permits delivered and of the number and value of the stamps 
sold by them to each brewer.“ 
„ of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, let us have a 
second. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I demand a second. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Iask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts demands 
a second, and the gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that a second be considered as ordered, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Who demanded the second, Mr. S 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachuset 


Moopy]. 
Mr. WICHARDSON. I thought I demanded a second. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I realize the position of the 
tleman from Tennessee, and if there is controversy about this 
ill I shall not feel like taking charge of one side of it by reason 
of my demand for a second. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the gentleman from Massachusetts 
op to the measure? 
. MOODY of Massachusetts. Not necessarily; probably not. 
Is the gentleman from Tennessee opposed to it? 


er? 
[Mr. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill say frankly that I shall not vote 
against the measure, but I demanded a second in order that the 
usual time for debate might be had, so that if any gentleman de- 
sires to be heard in opposition to the bill he can secure time, My 
object in asking for a second is merely to control the time. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee permit me five minutes in case I desire it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to withdraw the demand for a second 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to renew 
it. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIivErR] asks unanimous 
N that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 

on 

There was no objection, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, this bill affects two provisions 
of the internal-reyenue laws—first, that section of the Revised 
Statutes which authorizes the manufacturers of beer to put up 
their product in as large as a hogshead and as small as 
one-eighth of a barrel. 

In addition to that, it affects the section of the present internal- 
revenue law which requires the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue to provide stamps of denominations applicable to all packages 
of wood, from the hogshead down to the one-eighth of a barrel of 
beer. The object of the bill is to abolish these minor packages of 
beer; t0 wit, packages of one-sixth of a barrel and one-eighth of a 


I will be frank enough to say that the bill concerns ths brewing 
industry of the country more than it does either the Treasury or 
the public at large, 

The entire brewing interest of the United States, so far as the 
committee is advised, desires the . of putting up its prod- 
ucts in packages larger than one-sixth of a barrel, and the object 
of this bill is to authorize them to do so and to relieve the Depart- 
ment of Internal Revenue of the necessity of providing the small 
„ of revenue stamps applicable to the minor pack- 
ages of beer. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the brewing industry desire the pags of the bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER, e committee is so advised. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, They desire the abolition of the 
small packages? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They do; and I will say to the House that 
they claim that the reason for it is the fact that these packages, 
together with the stamps, are 33 more valuable than the 
contents of the package, and the trade for the last few years has 
found difficulty in getting the packages back after sending them 


out. 
Mr. MERCER. Is there any opposition on the part of the 


Treasury 5 

Mr. DOLL R. The Treasury Department advises the com- 
mittee that so far as the revenue is concerned, it will not affect 
the internal-revenue receipts in any calculable degree, 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

pune 5 The gentleman from Iowa reserves the balance 
of his time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] asks me, in his momentary absence, to 
118 five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OODY 


Mr. Woopy of Massachusetts. Atthis moment I will not avail 
myself of the gentleman’s kindness, but possibly will later on. 

. MCCLELLAN. Then I reserve the time of the gentleman 

from Tennessee pn RICHARDSON]. 


The SPEAKE The timo of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] is reserved. 
Mr. DOLLI I will yield for a moment to the gentleman 


from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER]. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the amendment to the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Iso understand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of an amendment which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the words “Provided, That this act shall not 
take effect until July 1, 1900.” 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, owing to the nature of the in- 
structions by which I appear here, I am not at liberty to give 
consent to any amendments. 

The SP . Objection is made. ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SULZER]. 


No amendments are in order except by 


1900. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. I understood 
yield to me for a moment, g 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to prevent my friend from 
Minnesota from making any observations which he desires to 
make, although I reserve the right, owing to my instructions, to 
object to his amendment. 
e SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. FLETCHER] two minutes. 

Mr. FLETC The aniy phies I have in orani this 
amendment to thìs resolution, Mr. Speaker, is on account of peti- 
tions which I have received from many of the coopers who are 
making these small packages by hand. They have a considerable 
amount of stock on hand, and it is a new proposition to them. If 
they had the opportunity—until the ist of July—to work u 
their surplus stock, which will be entirely destroyed if this b 
takes effect sooner than that, they might be saved from loss. For 
that reason I ask that it may go into effect on the ist of July, in 
order to give these poor men, who are making these packages by 
hand, an opportunity to work up their surplus stock. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in view of what my friend has 
stated, I withdraw my objection. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SULZER]. 
eae, RICHARDSON. Les; I yield to the gentleman from New 

ork, 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is not, so far as I know, and 
there should not be, in my judgment, any objection to the or 
of this bill. Iam in favor of it and shall vote for it. It will 
of some convenience, I am informed, to the brewers of the 
country, and I hope no one will raise a single objection to the bill 
passing by unanimous consent. 

The point I desire to make, however, is that this bill is not what 
the brewers want, because it does not reduce, and, according to 
the statement of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it will 
not reduce one cent the exorbitant tax now placed on beer. r is 
the poor man's drink, and it should not be taxed out of proportion 
to other commodities. The brewers of the country pay more taxes 
on what they manufacture than any other industry in the land. 
When the war-revenue bill passed this House the tax on beer was 
doubled. It was then increased from 81 a barrel to $2 a barrel, 
and under the war- revenue law the brewers of the country y 
are paying into the National Treasury over $75,000,000 of taxes 
every year, and every penny of this, remember, comes out of the 
‘kets of the consumers—ont of the pockets of the people who 

k beer. The brewers make the consumers pay the tax, and 
the burden falls mostly on the toilers. 

The war with Spain is over and has been concluded for some 
time, yet the day Micon party continues to levy on the people 
of this country the enormous, exorbitant, and outrageous war 
taxes. When the Republican passed the war-revenue bill 
at the beginning of the Spanish-American war, and to carry on 
that war, it 3 through its representatives on the floor of 
this House, that just so soon as the war was over the law increas- 
ing the taxes of the people would be immediately repealed. You 
have not repealed a single provision of the war-tax law, and, so 
far as I know and so far as the people of the country now know, 
you do not intend to repeal or to modify that enormous and unjust 
war-tax law in any particular. Tax the people into prosperity is 
one of the chief mottoes of the Republican party. 

How long, I ask you now, in the name of all that is fair and 
just, do you intend to continue the burdens of this exorbitant, 
unnecessary, and outrageous war tax on the consumers, the tax- 
payers, and the people of the country? That is the question for 
you to answer, and that is the question the people intend to make 
you answer in the next campaign. 

Do you intend to onp up the war taxes forever, piling up the 
pores money in the Treasury in order that your Stan Be Oil 

retary can loan the money out again to the Administration’s 
pet national banks to charge the borrowers enormous rates of in- 
terest, and thus robbing the popis coming and robbing them 
going? If that is the object, Iwould like to know it, and I think the 
people who are paying the taxes and bearing the frightful burdens 
of yout imperialistic policy and expensive Government would like 
to have an answer to this very pertinent question. I pause for 
one reply. You can not answer, and I feel confident no Repub- 
i will have the courage to stand up here and give the desired 
information. 

This bill is merely a little sop thrown tothe brewers. Youintend 
it to keep them in good humor. You have heard from them and 
you know they demand that the war taxes on beer be reduced to 
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a barrel, as it was before the Spanish-American war 
e brewers have sent several esentative delegations 
ae for the of the war tax, and they have filed hundreds 
and thousands of petitions in favor of it, But if I know your in- 
tentions, and if Iam any judge of your policy, their mission has 
been a failure, their work in vain, and the petitions have been 
thrown in the wastebasket. 

You do not intend to grant the brewers any relief and you do 
not intend to repeal or to modify the war-tax law in any particu- 
lar, You are keeping it up, compelling the people to pay these 
enormous taxes in time of peace, in order to carry out your ne- 
farious schemes in the islands of the seas, in order to convince the 
people that times are p rous, in order to pile up in the Treas- 
ury a great surplus, in order to maintain a large standing army, 
and last but not least, in order to deceive the people and cover up 
the deficiencies caused by the Dingley tariff law. 

If it had not been for the Spanish-American war and this war- 
tax law incident thereto there would be a deficit in the Tr 
to-day, caused by the failure of the Enger tariff law, of over a 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars. You know that. There is 
no doubt about it. For one, I stand here and tell you that the 

ple of this country demand a reduction of the war taxes; they 
emand their immediate modification or their entire repeal. They 
Will not get it, however, from the Republican . The popie 
of the country can rest assured of this. When the Republican 
party once gets a tax on a thing it never takes it off. If the peo- 
ple get any relief from the exorbitant war taxes morare now oar: 
ing, it must come from and through the agency of the Democratic 
party. The Democratic p will make this question an issue in 
the coming campaign, and the people can determine the matter. 
You will deceive no brewer in this country by the of 
this bill. The brewers of the country know how the Republican 
has betrayedthem. They have not forgotten your promises 
in 1896, and I believe you will not get as much help from them in 
the coming campaign as you did in the last. If the brewers re- 
spond again to your cries for campaign funds, they are more fool- 
ish than I imagine and deserve to be robbed. 

The war taxes the people are now compelled to pay to bolster 
up the imperialistic schemes, the royal swagger, and the pluto- 
cratic policy of the Republicans outrage American rights. In 
my opinion the war taxes must be repealed, and the people who 
are struggling under the unjust and oppressive burdens of extray- 
agant government, in the name of justice and common sense and 
economy, must insist on their repeal. The poor people of the coun- 
ay pay more than three-quarters of all the war taxes. 

e rich people practically escape with the payment of a very 
small part of the taxes, and they refuse to contribute their just 
share of the expense of Government by the payment of an income 


Mr. S. er, if it were in order, I would offer an amendment to 
this bill to repeal all the war taxes; but as it is not in order under 


u. 
ere 


the rules you have adopted, I content myself with voting for this 
bill and at the same time entering against the exorbitant and out- 
rageous war taxes the people are now paying my emphatic pro- 
5 on the Democratic side.] j 
Here the hammer 2 
. DOLLIVER. I yield two and a half minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 
Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, coming from the city of Milwaukee 
and representing that district, in Which exist some of the largest 
brewing interests of this country, I desire to say a few words in 
favor of this bill. This bill is intended to do away with the one- 
sixth and one-eighth barrel package of beer, and it does not in the 
least affect the amount of the revenue of the Government. It is 
uested by the brewing interests as a matter of economy. The 
field that the sixth and eighth barrel once occupied is now filled 
by bottled beer, and much better. I have here a petition ev 8 ma 
the entire brewing interests of my district, ten large an 
breweries, all of them asking for the passage of this bill. In fact, 
I think it is the almost unanimous request of the brewing inter- 
ests of the country that this bill should be passed. When Congress 
3 upon beer a tax of $2 a barrel, the brewing interests of my 
istrict felt that it was a burdensome tax—heavier, perhaps, than 
the business ought to stand—but they are not here to-day hound- 
ing men “Feo for a reduction of that tax. They, as patriotic citi- 
zens, ieve the condition of the country at the present time will 
not warrant a reduction of the tax, and are not asking it. 
Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman say the brewers 
The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. OTJEN. No. I would be glad to, but have only two and 
a half minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. OTJEN. I want to add this, that when an industry that 
pays such a vast reyenue to the Government simply asks some- 
thing which will be in the interest of economy in their business 
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and will noki in the 784 epee — zovem; Donerem, 1t — to 

me, o willingly and speedily gran u 

this Pail weil be š Sa 5 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Arkansas. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the remarks of my 
friend from New York a few moments ago, in which he asked why 
tlemen on the other side did not repeal the war tax. I thought 
K they would truly answer his question they would say they 
could not do it because the result of the Dingley bill without the 
war tax would leave a deficit in the Fede That is 
the real fact; they are using the war tax to eke out the deficiencies 
of the Dingley bill that they have so greatly praised, and which 
has proved the most lamentable failure of any tariff measure that 
Was ever enacted in these United States. 

They can not repeal the war tax because of the secret under- 
standing with England. They do not dare to abandon their pol- 
icy of 5 They do not dare to say a word of 
sympathy in of two sister republics struggling for liberty 
and life against a monarchy. They do not dare to do it. They 
may prate as much as they please in their public prints, but the 
Republican—no, I will not say the Republican party—I willsay the 

nt Administration has turned its back ignobly even upon 

e principles of the Declaration of Independence; and they need 
money, they need much money, wrung out of the hard earnings 
of the toilers and taxpayers of this country, to carry on the policy 
that can only result to the benefit of syndicates, corporations, 
boodlers, and land grabbers, in attempting to annex to this coun- 
try a section of land that no plain person of the United States can 


ever get any advantage of. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. There 


is so much confusion in the House that I could not hear the pa- 
thetic pert of the gentleman’s remarks. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side. 
The SP. The gentleman from Arkansas will proceed. 
Mr. TERRY. I thought I was in order, Mr. Speaker. With 
all the territory that has ever been annexed to the United States, 
under what they call Democratic doctrine,” the plain le could 
take their covered wagons with the yellow dog tied under them, 
and move in and buil od Siew States and American terri- 
tory, but where can the p people of this land get the benefit of 
the taxation that you are imposing upon them under your war- 
revenue tariff? ey get absolutelynone. Itisonly the rich, the 
3 gr that can — derive a cent’s benefit irot yon? nef 
policy of imperialistic expansion. When you wan expan 
with an expansion on this continent, I am with you. But when 
you turn your backs on the Monroe doctrine, for the benefit of 
syndicates and a messi e Nala sing, “ God save the Queen” at 
millionaire banquets in New York, although uarters of 
the American e are in favor of those who fight for lib- 
erty, when that is your policy I am against you to the death. 


A use, 
ae DO. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has twelve and a 


half minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield two and a half minutes tothe g 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, representing, as I do, one of 
the beer-producing districts of the country,I think it is 
hu ‘or me to register my entire approbation of this bill. The 

rewers of my district are unanimously in favor of it for the rea- 
son that the losses resulting from the use of these small packages 
are enormous. There was a time in the history of that industry 
when thesmall packages were a necessity—that was when the bot- 
tling was not yet invented; but to-day, Mr. Speaker, when 
beer is so cheaply furnished in bottles, and when the bottling 
er eee rapa a science, these small packages are no 

onger anecessity. Ihave yet to hear a single protest nee this 
bill. I wish to say to my friend from New York that he has no 
tent upon the idea that the beer tax should be reduced. It will 
reduced, but at the present time it will be merely complicating 
this bill by bringing up the question of revenue. This bill does 
not affect the revenue in way, and the question of revenue 
wor as it should, be taken up at another time. I hope this bill 
pass. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABCOCK]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I propose to vote for this bill for 
several reasons. The first is that the State which I have the honor 
to represent, Wisconsin, is largely interested in brewing. An- 
other reason is that the brewing industry is carrying the greatest 
burden to-day of any industry in the whole Union. They pea a 
tax on barreled beer for six months ending December 31, 1899, of 
$38,000,000, which would be a tax of $76,000,000 a year, and they 


simply ask in this bill to be allowed to regulate the size of their 
own packages. There is another reason, Mr. Speaker, and one 


which with me is stronger than all the others, and that is that the 
abolition of these small packages, this one-eighth of a barrel, will 
be a greater step in the direction of good order and temperance, 
than any other 3 that is likely to come before this 
House. Under the present conditions the small package is not 
used for the ordinary distribution of beer; it is not used by 
saloon keepers and hotel keepers to tap and to sell to any great 
extent, but it is sold to boys, to those who want to take the 
kegs out into barns and bushes and for use Sundays, being sold 
largely at places where there is no license. This results ina t 
amount o ess and disorder, and as a rule is beyond the 
control of the excise officers. I now yield back the balance of my 
time to the tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DO Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 


time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 


man from ia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BAR . Mr. Speaker, doubtless this is a proper bill, 
and I shall not op it, but I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that there are other evils and other onerous pro- 


visions in the war- revenue bill which ought to be remedied or re- 
ed. Whileit may be just for the House to yield to the earnest 
mand of the great association of brewers in this country in 
order to give them the relief, partial though it may be, that they 
ask for, still. Mr. Speaker, we all know that the taxes on proprie- 
tary medicines, the tax upon the little mortgages and obligations 
that people over this country have to give yearly in farm trans- 
acioni is burdensome upon the people, and ought also to be 
repealed, 
need not tell the House, because every member has knowledge 
of the fact from the papers on file in the committee room or from 
the petitions and memorials which fill his mail, that there is an 
appeal from all parts of this co to Congress that this most 
burdensome tax on proprietary medicines now levied under the 
war-revenue bill be repealed. There are various small articles 
which the poor and humble are required to purchase which are 
subjected to this oppressive taxation, which the consumer has 
been obliged to pay, use the druggist who sells these articles 
is compelled to put the tax upon the man who buys them; and 
the latter is compelled to buy these articles of PORTEN medi- 
cines because he is unable to employ a doctor. sides, there are 
other small articles which the t mass of the poorer people of 
the country constantly use which are burdened with taxes under 
the existing law. 

Every promissory note which the small farmer or the large 
8 his b 10 ti 5 shes ras 

or usiness operations, every mo Ə, every 
check given to draw money from bank, is taxed. The taxgatherer 
stands at the elbow of every citizen who writes his name upon 
every promissory note, upon every mortgage, upon every check, 
The taxgatherer, too, stands at the elbow of the ggist when he 
sells those proprietary medicines, the tax falling, as I have said, 
upon the man who purchases these articles for himself, or for his 
sick wife or child, Allover this country therecome up from these 
dealers in and from the poorer classes of 8 who suffer 
from this taxation (aasa great association of wers does not) 
an appeal, begging C gress to repeal this onerous tax. 

It is not denied that the existing law in many respects may haye 
been a necessary measure in view of the heavy expense thrown 
upon the 5 reason of the war. But the day will 
come when we shall the memorials and petitions of the peo- 
ple in the humbler walks of life as well as the demands of the 
rich—the great association of brewers who are able to contribute 
to rae e funds and to aid political candidates in their efforts 
to be elected. I make no charge, of course, 1 
the committee has been influenced by any such consideration far 
be from me any such s tion. t I mean to say that the 
humbler classes of our are entitled to be relieved from these 
onerous taxes—taxes which were cheerfully submitted to while the 
country was engaged in a foreign war, but which no longer should 
be continued. The Ways and Means Committee ought to see to this 
matter soon; the House ought to see to it speedily, and Congress 
ought to hasten the day when this burden which has been put 
upon the coun 5 the poorer classes as well as the rich— 
shall be removed and when we shall come back to that system of 
taxation which will be as little onerous as possible upon the toil- 


ing millions of the land. 13 
. RICHARDSON, . Speaker, how much time have we 


9 , ; 
The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts . Moopy] whether he wishes to use his five minutes. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I think I will not use the time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then we will not use our time. 
Mr. MADDOX. I should like to have two or three minutes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 
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Mr. MADDOX. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.] The question was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in favor 


DOLLIVER] a question. 
I do not understand this bill exactly. 
whether there is now any law compelli 


small ý 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is authority for their use in the sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes which this bill undertakes to amend. 

Mr. MADDOX. If the brewers are in favor of discontinuin 
the use of these packages, can they not do so of their own acco: 
without legislative action? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, they have had difficulty in regulating 
this matter by any business arrangement of their own, as long as 
the authority to manufacture these packages exists and as long 
as the Secretary of the Treasury furnishes the stamps applicable 
to such packages. 

Mr. DOX. Is it a fact that this bill would tend to increase 
the revenue? To what extent would it do so? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Internal-Revenue Department, in a com- 
munication which is printed in connection with the report of the 
committee, says that it will not. 

Mr. MADDOX. It will not? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It will not. 

Mr. MADDOX, That is all I desire to know. 

Mr. GAINES. Then why do you want to change the lawif 
this bill is to have no effect? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is a mere matter of convenience to the in- 
dustry interested. The public has no interest in it except that to 
which my friend from Wisconsin alluded, and the Treasury has 
no interest in it. The committee has made its report because 
under the circumstances, no public interest being involved, we 
think that this reasonable request of a great taxpaying industry 
ought not to be denied. 

Mr. GAINES. As the gentleman seems to be interested in yield- 
ing to the demands of the yers, I will ask whether taxes are 


I should like to know 
g brewers to use these 


uced in any way ms bill? 
Mr. DOLLI . Not at all. 
Mr. GAINES. Why do you not reduce taxes? 


Mr. DOLLIVER. e haye not considered that question, 

Mr. GAINES. Then you continue the war taxes unchanged? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We certainly do not intend to reduce taxes, 
if the statement of my friend from Arkansas is true, that there is 
a deficit in the Treasury but for the war-revenue receipts. 

Mr. GAINES. I do not suppose there will be any deficit in the 
Treasury so long as the Secretary of the Treasury is allowed to 
sell as many bonds as he chooses. 

Me ee Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 

uestion 
* Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is this the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is. 
osition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe Ihave some time still remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 

. BERRY] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say a word upon 
this question. 

I 5 a district that makes a very large quantity of beer, 
as well as other drinkables, and I feel that this bill, coming as it 

does with a unanimous report from as cautious and able a com- 
mittee as that of Ways and Means of this House, ought to meet 
the approval of all the members present. 

When the late war broke out, the brewers of the country were 
paying a little over $33,000,000 annually as a tax to the Govern- 
ment. By reason of the war duties levied this tax was about 
doubled, and I understand from the report of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue that the tax now collected amounts to about 
$66,000,000 and upwerd on this single industry, which is more than 
is paid by any other industry, or any other single article, within 
the tax laws in the United States. 

This bill is not presented with a view of lessening the tax paid 
to the Government, butis simply an accommodation to the b 
interest, which pays such an enormous proportion of the taxes, an 
it seems to me that a measure which would enable them to con- 
duct their business more satisfactorily, as this bill proposes, ought 
to rrp the approval of the House of Representatives without 
question. 

I know how the brewers feel on this question. I know how 
-they were imposed upon by reason of the doubling of their taxes 
because of the war revenue; and they have been clamoring for 
some little relief, even such as this bill provides for them. If, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the prop- 


therefore, it meets their approval, it should meet the approval of | ord 


the House and become a law. 

That is all I desire to say upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


=< } the rules were suspended, and the bill passed. 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. SIKIN I move that the House resolveitself 
into Committee of the Se 
the consideration of the bill (¢ to regulate the trade of 
Puerto Rico, and for other p ses pending that, I desire to 
see if we can not arrange with gentlemen on the other side as 
to length of the debate. 

I have already had some talk with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see 85 RICHARDSON], in which he has substantially agreed that 
the debate is to be continued this week, that the general debate 
shall close on Saturday, and that on Monday the bill shall be taken 
up for amendment, in committee, under the five-minute rule, 
the amendments offered by the committee reporting the bill to be 
considered first, and that at 2 o’clock on that day the committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House with such amendments 
as pee have been agreed to, 

5 unanimous consent that this may be made the order of the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 

neral debate be closed on Saturday next, that on Monday the 

ill shall be considered until 2 o'clock by paragraphs under the 
five-minute rule, and that at 2 o'clock the committee shall rise 
and report the bill, with such amendments as may have been 
5 , to the House. Is there objection? 

. MCCALL. Mr. Speaker, before that I would like to ask my 
colleague on the committee a question. Is it proposed to give to 
the House an opportunity to vote on the propos ron recommended 
by the President in his message as an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute under this arrangement—that is to say, to vote on the 

roposition reported by the billintroduced by the gentleman from 

ew York, which was in the language of the recommendation of 
the President in his annual „that being the matter which 
gave the committee jurisdiction of the subject? I want to know 
if you propose to vote on that proposition as a substitute? 

Mr. PAYNE. That would be for the House to determine. I 
will say to the 8 however, that I do not intend to offer 
any such amendment myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. PAYNE. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON, e can not consent to any agreement 
which would preclude the offering of a substitute that the mi- 
nority want to offer. When the occasion arises, I want the privi- 
lege to have a vote on the substitute, and when the proper time 
comes we shall offer such a substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I have already stated, that would be for the 
House to determine. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all right. But I desire to give 
notice that we will offer the substitute when the proper time 
comes, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. Pending 
the motion of the gentleman from New York, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of the bill to which he has referred, the gentleman from 
New York asks unanimous consent that general debate be closed 
on Saturday next, and that on Monday morning the bill be opened 
for consideration under the five-minute rule for debate and amend- 
ment, and that at 2 o’clock the committee shall rise and report 
the bill back to the House with any amendment which may have 
been agreed to 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And also coupled with the understanding 
— 5 5 may have an opportunity to submit a substitute 

‘or the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not consent to that. That is a matter en- 
tirely within the jurisdiction of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But we do not want the bill 
back without the opportunity to have a vote on the substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be in order in the House, I suppose, 
unless the House had first ordered the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if we can have an agreement that 
we may offer a substitute, that is all we desire. We do not want to 
p 3 by any rule or any agreement from offering a sub- 
8 

Mr. PAYNE, Well, this only includes the reporting of the bill 
to the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, as the gentleman knows, it must be 
reported with the Dee proposons, and if there is no substi- 
tute pending there could be none offered in the House, 

Mr. PAYNE. Therecould be, unless the previous question was 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman concedes that we may 
offer it that is all we ask. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] as stated by the Chair? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I object unless it is supplemented by the 
mest which I make. 


e SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ihope the gentleman will agree to it, be- 
cause that will make our arrangement satisfactory. I ask the 
Chair to submit my request also, that the substitute of the minority 
may be pending also, with the report of the Committee of the 
Whole, on next Monday at 2 o'clock. “ 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not consent to that at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. Thequestionis on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Slee s PAYNE], thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to consider the bill referred to. 


LATE CONSUL TO TRANSVAAL, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, before the motion of the gentleman 
from New York is put, I should like to ask him if he will permit 
me to make a privileged report. It is unanimously agreed to and 
will take but an instant, and I suppose the Chair would have the 
right to recognize me for it anyhow. It is a report on a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. If it is permitted, I will move the previous ques- 
tion, and have it in an instant. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to accommodate the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I have asked several gentlemen who have been 
promised tion to wait until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HITT. Am I not entitled to make a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 140. 

Whereas Charles E. Macrum, late a consul of the Government of the 
United States at Pretoria, in the Transvaal Republic, over his own signature. 
c “When this (his) mail was finally for ed to me after Colonel 
Stowe, the American consul-general at Cape Town, had secured its release, I 
had the humiliation, as the representative of the American Government, of 
sitting in my office in Pretoria and looking upon envelo bearing the ofti- 
cial seal of the American Government opened and officially sealed witha 
8 3 me that the contents been read by the censor at Dur- 

Pan 

Whereas he further states in the same article, ‘‘ When I accepted my post 
as consul I knew deg ny of any secret alliance between America and Great 
Britain:“ Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of America, That the Secretary of 
State is directed to inform the House of Representatives if said Charles E. 
Macrum, as consul of the American Government, informed the State Depart- 
ment that his official mail had been opened and read by the British consul at 
Durban; and if so, what steps, if any, have been taken to obtain an explana- 

and a) from the Bri Government, 
Sud. 2. That he is further directed to inform the House of Representatives 
what truth there 4 in the charge that a secret alliance exists between the 
ublic of the United States and the Empire of Great Britain. 

e Committee on F. Aff: to whom was referred House Resolu- 
tion 149, beg leave to report the same 
and recommend its passage as so amended: 

On page 2, line 1, strike out consul“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“censor.” 


On page 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out to obtain an explanation and Srology 
on A t tish Government” and insert in lieu thereof the words in re 
m reto.” 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the amendments made by the com- 
mittee are unanimously agreed to, and they arè also in accord 
with the views of the gentleman who introduced the resolution 
par WHEELER of Kentucky], they kaving been submitted to him. 

resolutions meeting everyone’s view, I will move the previous 
u 


estion. 
‘3 Mr. BERRY. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
one Affairs if the gentleman who introduced the resolution is 
ere? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all right. 
Mr. HITT. I have submitted the amendments to him. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre- 
vious question, 
The previous question was ordered. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on table. 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 


The SPEA . The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 


The motion was to. N 
2 the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 


(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. HULL in the chair. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of this act shall apply to the island 
of Puerto Rico and to the adjacent islands and waters of the islands lyi 


n 
east of the seventy-fourth meridian of longitude west of Greenwich, whic 
was ceded to the United States by the Government of Spain by treaty con- 


n 
cluded April 11, 1899; and the name Puerto Rico, as used in this act, shall be 
De to include not only the island of that name, but all the adjacent islands 


as aforesaid. 
Sec. 2. That on and after the passage of this act the same tariffs. customs, 


k with the following amendments,’ 


and duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported into 
Puerto Rico from ports other than those of the United States which are re- 
goren by law to be collected upon articles imported into the United States 

eg, That on aad ater th t this ming 

EC. 3. at on an ter the passage of t act all merchandise co: 

into the United States from Puerto Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered at the several ports of entry upon payment 
of S per cent of the duties which are requi to be levied, collected, and 
ape hee like articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries; and, 

n addition thereto, w articles of merchandise of Puerto Rican manu- 
facture coming into the United States, customs duties equal in rate and 
amount to the internal-revenue tax which may be imposed in the United 
States upon the same articles of merchandise of domestic manufacture; 
and upon articles of United States manufacture coming into Puerto Rico 
customs duties equal in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax which 
ee imposed in Puerto Rico upon the same articles of Puerto Rican manu- 


Sec, 4. That the customs duties collected in Puerto Rico in pursuance of 
this act, less the cost of collecting the same, and the gross amount of all col- 
lections of customs in the Uni States u articles of merchandise coming 
from Puerto Rico, shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treas- 
ury, but shall be held as a 123 fund, and 1 be placed at the disposal 
of the President to be used for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico 
until otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, an incident of the late Spanish 
war was the invasion of Puerto Rico by the Army of the United 
States. At that time it seemed to be almost the universal desire of 
our people that Puerto Ricoshould be added to the territory of the 
United States; but another incident of the war had put our Navy 
in command of the harbor of Manila and also a portion of the city; 
and when the commissioners met at Paris and negotiated a treaty 
the grave question that confronted them was not what was to be 
done with Cuba or Puerto Rico, but what was to become of the 
Philippine Islands. 

It can not be denied that many of our people were not in har- 
mony with the idea of annexing those islands, so distant from our 
shores; but as the question was investigated we found that the 
victory of Dewey at Manila Bay had carried with it grave conse- 

uences to those le and grave responsibilities tous. We found 
that while we had gone to war to give freedom to Cuba, as an in- 
cident of that war we had destroyed the Spanish power in the 
Philippine Islands. The question arose, What was to be done? 
Some said, Let Dewey sail away with his fleet and leave the 
islands to their fate.” But that would not settle the question; 
nor would it settle the duty of the people of the UnitedStates. It 
would have been moral cowardice; and when the treaty came out 
of the Paris conference, it came with a clause ceding not only 
Puerto Rico, but also the Philippine Islands to the United States, 
sono „ that we pay out of our Treasury to Spain 

0,000,000. 

The treaty was not made in a corner. Its contents were known 
to the world, and all its provisions were known to all the citizens 
ofthe Republic. Itcould not be carried through by the President 
of the United States alone, It could not be ratified and put into 
force Le — 5 one political party. It needed the assent of other 


arties before it became binding upon the people of the United 
tates. It went to the Senate. There was long deliberation 
there, In that body a majority were hostile to the Administration 


and hostiletothe Republican party. Still, under the Constitution, 
the treaty required a two-thirds yote before it could be ratified. 
It was ratified. It wasa matter also that was an open secret that 
the great leader of the Democratic party in the last campaign and 
the leader to be in the campaign to come came to Washington 
and personally urged his friends to vote for the ratification of this 
treaty. 

The acquisition of Puerto Rico and the acquisition of the Phil- 
ippine Islands was a matter, then, that was ratified by both the 
great poca, parties of the United States. But it did not stop 
here, Mr. Chairman. The House of Representatives had a duty 
to perform, a matter of discretion, and a matter of right. When 
a treaty came before the House of Representatives in 1796, a treaty 
with Great Britain, while there were among the members of the 
House of Representatives men who had helped to frame the Con- 
stitution, or who were contemporaneous with the framers of the 
Constitution, when the debates upon the subject were fresh in 
their minds, at a date to which we look back for our interpreta- 
tions of the Constitution, the question of the duty of the House of 
Representatives in regard to a treaty came up for discussion in 
10o Sone; This resolution was introduced in 1796, on the ist day 
of April: 

Resolved (as the opinion of this House), That when a treaty is made which 
requires a lawor laws to be passed to carry it into effect that in such case the 
House of Representatives has a constitutional right to deliberate and deter- 
mine the propriety or improprioty of passing such laws and to act thereon 
as the public good shall require. 

That resolution wasadopted. Duringitsconsideration speeches 
were made upon it, the power and the duty and the rights of the 
House of Representatives in such case were fully discussed, and it 
was determined by a decisive vote of 57 yeas to 35 nays that they 
had the rights set forth in the resolution, and they adopted it as 
an expression of the opinion and deliberate judgment of the House 
of Representatives. A 

This question came up again in 1804.and came up at a subsequent 
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period in the House of Representatives; and this determination 
of the House was received, accepted, and adopted as the opinion of 
the House. It is a precedent, as our friends would say, of a hun- 
dred years, and of course was binding upon them, and was bind- 
ing upon us when we came to consider the question of the appro- 
priation of $20,000,000 to carry this treaty into effect. It was not 
only ratified by the President and two-thirds of the Senate, but it 
came to this House for a vote. 

The question was debated for a short time in the House. De- 
bate ran fast and furious on the subject, but when we came to 
vote it was found that there were 219 yeas and only 33 nays; and 
among those who voted to carry this treaty into effect were three 

ntlemen in the minority of the committee, the gentleman from 
5 [Mr. RICHARDSON], the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MCCLELLAN], and the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS], who have signed these minority views; and the then 
leader of the Democratic House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY], and the would-be leader of the Democratic party in this 
Congres, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER], ratified, 
w t ed votes in the affirmative, the carrying of this treaty into 
effect. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all political parties have approved this 
treaty and accepted the cession of the Philippine Islands to the 
United States and the island of Puerto Rico to the United States. 
As patriots, instead of trying to make some political capital for 
the Presidential campaign, we should sit down with deliberate, 
dispassionate judgment and consider the questions that confront 
us with reference to these islands. 

The island of Puerto Rico, with which the bill deals, is one of 
the richest islands of the West Indies, a small island, about 80 
miles in length and 40 miles in width, in the form of a parallelo- 


gram, running east and west, with a mountain range running 
along the center, some 3,000 feet high at the summit, and culti- 
vated from the summit clear down to the seashore, with level 


lands along the line of the sea at the foot of the hills a ng in 
width from nothing to 5 miles, on which sugar is raised, the higher 
lands adjoining fitted for the cultivation of tobacco and 5 
and the higher lands of the mountains on which coffee is culti- 
vated. It is said to be the most densely populated of any land in 
the whole world. 

The citizens of Puerto Rico accepted the conditions. They 
could not very well do anything else. We had the consent of the 
governed, but the governed were too weak to yield up sorting 
except consent to the powers of Spain and the powersof the Uni 
States. As the gentleman from New York said the other day, 
they received the troops with open arms, but whether, if Spain 
had come song the next day, they would not have received them 
still more gladly he was not able to say. 

The superficial area of this island is about 2,000,000 acres, Mr. 

i . of which 76,000 acres are used for the cultivation of 
sugar cane, 182,000 acres for coffee, 18,000 acres for tobacco, 185,000 
acres for minor crops, 17,000, as the reports say, for “small items 
under cultivation;“ pasturage, 1,148,000 acres—considerable more 
than one-half; underbrush, 140,000 acres; wood, 165,000 acres, and 
not classed, 65,000 acres. It is said that these last three items, con- 
taining 370,000 acres, are such that it will never be possible to 
bring them under cultivation. 

Its population, estimated, now is 1,000,000 people, although the 
Spanish census in 1896 disclosed only 900,000 people, These were 

vided into negroes, 76,000; mulattoes, 242,000; whites, 582,000. 
The testimony before the Insular Committee was that the whites 
were 3 full-blooded white people, descendants of the 
Spaniards, possibly mixed with some Indian blood, but none of 
them n extraction. 7 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have acquired the control of the terri- 
-tory of Puerto Rico, what are we going to do with it? What is 
our first duty toward thatisland? It ap that of the whole 
population only 12 per cent can read and write, and 14} per cent 
can read only, In other words, the number and proportion of 
illiterates is overwhelming. The educated reside mostly in the 
| cities and the large towns, and in the country there is a dense 
mass of ignorance. Not that these people are not willing to learn, 
not that they are not apt to learn, for the testimony of our Army 
officers who went down there and citizens who went there is that 
| they are quick to learn, eager to learn, and ially eager tolearn 
speak the English language. The difficulty has been that 
Spain has not provided schools for these children. No building 
was ever built for a schoolhouse in the island of Puerto Rico 
until about four months ago. They had schools scattered over the 
island, but they were rented places. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield this time, but I do not like to be in- 
terrupted. - 

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it not true that when the war 
between the United States and Spain broke out there was a uni- 
versity at Manila with in the neighborhood of 800 students in it? 


Mr. PAYNE. Iam not talking about Manila. 

“Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Iunderstood you to say that there 
were no schools there. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am talking about Puerto Rico. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I will resume. Our people have increased the number 
of schools. As I said, the only schoolhouses were rented build- 
ings, generally rented from the teacher himself. They were with- 
out school furniture, many of the children bringing a chair or 
stool to sit upon. They tell the story that in one schoolhouse 
there was a hammock thrown across the room, and when asked 
what it was for the teacher said that was where he reclined when 
school was in session. 

Of course, under these difficult circumstances it is not to be 
wondered at that not more than 12 per cent of these people can 
read or write. When our people got control and possession of 
Puerto Rico they went to work to establish schools. They built 
a high school at San Juan, and they propose to build a normal 
school to instruct teachers how to educate children, because the 
Administration believes; and I believe, as every good citizen will 
believe, that the paramount duty of the United States is to edu- 
cate these people, to furnish them schoolhouses for every part of 
the island; and I do not care if they put up the American flag over 
every one of them and teach patriotism as well as the English 


language. 3 on the Republican side.] 
Spain collected in taxes from these people over 5,000,000 pesos 
annually. A is a Spanish or Puerto Rican silver dollar, 


peso 

8 about 934 per cent as much silver as an American sil- 
ver dollar. It is worth now in the market 41 cents; but by an 
Executive order it was made exchangeable in United States money 
at the rate of 60 cents for a peso. So it was worth 60 cents of our 
keg ey e collected these 5,000,000 pesos from these people, 
Buti of building schoolhouses or providing a school system 
they took about half of this money to support the Spanish army 
and navy and to help out poor Spain from year to year. 

The i So of the island were about 17,000,000 pesos and the 
imports about the same amount. The three principal items of ex- 
port were coffee, sugar, and tobacco, in the order named. About- 
60 ge cent of the total exports was coffee, about 20 per cent sugar, 
and about 5 per cent tobacco. The market for the coffee was 
found principally in Spain, and alsoin Cuba. That which went 
to Spa found its way to France and Germany, and some of it to 
the United States, whereit is sold for the best Mocha and the best 
Java, and Iam told by competent experts that the best grades of 
it are fully equal if not superior to any Mocha or Java coffee 
that can be bought anywhere in the world. : 

When the war was over Spain put a prohibitive duty on coffee, 
as she did upon tobacco, and a corresponding duty upon sugar. 
Cuba, which we hold in trust, demanded of the United States 
that we put a duty upon Puerto Rican coffee and Puerto Rican 
tobacco. A large portion of the tobacco crop was brought to 
Cuba in the years gone by free of duty; and there it was made up 
into cigars, sometimes mixed with Habana tobacco and sometimes 
not, but most of it came to the United States in the shape of the 
best Habana tobacco. The better qualities of this were exported. 
There were some minor grades that went to Europe, principally 
to Germany, selling at 5 or 10 cents a pound. 

The export of tobacco was 4,000,000 pounds annually. One year 
it went up to 6,000,000 oe but the normal average exports 
were 4,000,000 pounds ey raise a million or two pounds more, 
which are consumed in the island. These were made into cigars 
and cigarettes by the natives and sold there. 

Of sugar about three-fifths came to the United States and two- 
fifths went to Spain. That is about the proportion that has been 
exported to the two countries for the last ten years. Some of the 
time perhaps we got two-thirds of it. So that a part of the sugar 
market was in Spain and the rest in the United States. Spain 
cut off the market for sugar, cut off the market for coffee, cut off 
the market for tobacco, which was 85 per cent of their exports, 
and left the people without a market for these commodities, save 
that they in the United States. 

In addition to that, Cuba demanded of the Government not only 
a duty on coffee which was prohibitory, but a duty of $5 a pound 
on to o, which was also prohibitory, and under which not a 
pound could be exported to Cuba, 

Well, these Puerto Ricans began to feel as though they had 
been made the victims of misplaced confidence. When they saw 
the flag go up and knew that prosperity followed the flag,” as a 
matter of course they e ted to get a little of that 2 
themselves. Instead of that, the first result was to cut off these 
markets. More than that, on the Sth of August last there occurred 
there a storm, or hurricane, which swept that island from end to 
end; such a storm as had not been known there since 1867. It 
occurred at a time when they were getting ready to harvest the 
crop of coffee, which bade fair to be a great crop. 

One man, an extensive coffee planter, estimated that the entire 
output of coffee would exceed that of any previous year by 
7,000,000 pesos in value. The normal crop is somewhere about 


| 
| . 
3 


ra 


z 


4 


1942 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 19, 


2 or ten million pesos. This crop, which was expected to be 
a double crop, was by this storm wiped out of existence, because 
the winds swept the berries from off the bushes, and then the rain 
descended, so that when the sun came out there was nothing left 
but the dry and shriveled part—of no use whatever. Not 10 per 
cent of the ordinary crop was harvested in consequence of the 
effect of that storm. And that was not the worst of it. The 
market had been tied up for a year by these adverse tariff rates in 
Cuba and n; the coffee crop of the year before was sheltered 
in their little huts and in crudely constructed buildings all over 
the land. The wind razed these huts to the ground, destroying 


the 3 portion of the crop of the previous year. a 
double calamity came these people. 
The winds did great damage and occasioned great desolation. 


In addition to the damage to the sugar crop and the tobacco crop, 
more than 2,000 people perished in the storm, while hundreds of 
thousands were turned out of their rude homes, shelterless to the 
blasts that beat upon them. 

This was the condition in August last. And these people who 
had to despair under what had come to them from the loss 
of markets had still more reason to despair because of the devasta- 
tion of this terrible storm. 

Mr. Chairman, after I had heard these representations from the 


gentlemen who appeared before the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
particularly the of that honorable, able, and competent 
official, Brigadier-General Davis, who is now the military com- 


| mander, it seems to me that Congress ought to afford some relief 
as Bed as possible to the pope of these islands, 

Tue President had recommended that we give them free trade 
with the United States. The Secretary of War had also recom- 
mended it in his report, and without consultation with anyone, on 

my own individual motion I introduced a bill and had it referred 

to the Committee on Ways and Means establishing customs ports 
| in Puerto Rico, giving to the 1 of that island free trade with 
the United States, and between the United States and the ports of 
the island, and also extending the internal-revenue laws to the 
island and the islands adjacent to Puerto Rico. I wanted to re- 
lieve these people from the position in which they were placed. 
My own sympathies were entirely enlisted in their behalf. I 
sympathized with their distress then as I sympathize with them 
to-day. They have not rebelled; they have not raised their arms 
against the Government of the United States; they have submitted 
gaiety, and I wanted to do something for them for. their relief. 
e could not help them with reference to their coffee, because 
coffee is free in the United States from whatsoever port it comes. 

It must depend therefore upon the good will of the United States 

to give them a market for their coffee. The War Department offi- 

cial 17 did give to these people, I agree, the right that coffee might 
be . there free, and the order putting on a duty was re- 


sein 

But Cuba is only a market for the small remnant of coffee that 

is left over after the great storm of 1899, and the price of coffee 
has gone back to the old figure. If Puerto Rico only had enough 
coffee and the market for it, this would help at least to the extent 
of 60 per cent to the inhabitants of the island who are depending 
upon that industry for their support. 

Mr.NORTON of Ohio. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I think 
Iam in sympathy with the gentleman in the views that he has 
expressed, and I should be very glad if I could be able to vote for 
the bill; but I would like to be informed upon one point, and ask 
him to yield to me for a question. 

Mr, PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I should be glad also to help the gentle- 
man in helping the Cubans. But I think in giving the value of 
the peso, a few minutes ago, he said that it amounted to about 40 
or 41 cents of our money. i 

Mr. PAYNE. No; the gentleman is mistaken. I said that 93} 
per cent of the peso was silver, and that it was worth 41 or 42 
cents in bullion; but by Executive order the value was fixed at 
60 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. This increase was made by Executive 
order? Now, if an Executive order can increase the value of the 
pac in the proportion the gentleman has stated, why can not an 

ecutive order make it equal to a full dollar in value, and help 
the people in that way? ughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is drifting 
off from the subject. But I will amuse him a little on my way. 
There are about $5,000,000, of pesos, inthe Puerto Rican Islands in 
circulation, and when the United States gives 60 cents in good 
United States money for each of them it makes them worth that 
amount, of course. 

4 Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I can not yield; not even for the first gun 
fired in this war. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, you are going to hear a good many fired 
before ycu get through with this question, I can tell you. 


Mr. PAYNE. These questions, Mr. Chairman, are only taking 
up my time, and I do not desire to occupy very much of the time 
of the committee, as there are other gentlemen who desire to fol- 
low me, and I am alread n time than I had ex- 
pected. The first thing that was to be considered in devising a a 

lan for the revenues of the island—because the money was to 

expended there—was to provide a government for the island. 

General Davis, a careful investigator, says that the expenditure 
would amount to $1,943,678.71 next year. It would only allow 
about $350,000 for the schoolsand about$300,000 for the highways 
We must meet this question, therefore, and provide revenue for 
the support of the d. If we are to provide for these necessi- | 
ties if must be done by taxation in some way, or else we can not | 
help the island. Where would it be best, then, to direct our atten- 
tion in placing that taxation? That was the nature of the question 
that confronted us, and that we had to consider. 

I sought General Davis. I sought other men who were ac- 
quain with the circumstances, knew the imports, knew the 
revenues, knew all the surroundings in Puerto Rico, and I was | 
assured that we could collect not exceeding $500,000 from the 
tariff and $500,000 from the internal revenue, in all a million dol- | 
lars, to meet $2,000,000 of expenditures. Then I began to look 
around me and saw what effect the internal- revenue taxes would 
have upon the people of these islands. 

They manufacture there annually a million and a half gallons 
of rum. It is sold all over the island. It is a necessity of life, 
or og bootie so, for the poor people of that island. These million 
and a half gallons retail at from 25 to 40 cents a gallon. The in- 
ternal-revenue tax upon that, under the law that we were about to 
extend, would amount to $1.20 a el. The price to these peo- 

le would be multiplied by four. How could they get their rum? | 

e were cutting it off. 

Well, now, some 18 may say they would be better off 
without the rum. I think that et § that constitutionally and 
in the matter of laying up money they would be better off with- 
out the rum, but they have been used to it all their lives. They 
are r people, and when a government comes along and arbi- 
trarily cuts off rum from a commuity that has been accustomed 
to it, every man of whom wants it, why there is bound to be 
trouble, and there would have been trouble with those Puerto 
8 8755 if we had passed that act in that way to cut off their sup- 
ply of rum. 

In addition to that, Puerto Rico has been importing from Cuba 
a million and a half pesos’ worth of cigars from year to year. 
The Puerto Ricans have made a million pounds of their own to- 
pace up into cigars and cigarettes and sold them over the island 
each year. 

General Davis says it will be very difficult to collect this tax on 
tobacco. I suppose there are two or three thousand shops in 
Puerto Rico. A man has a hut in which he lives in one room, 
and in another sells a little rum, roils cigarettes and sells them, 
and sells tobacco, and cigars, and fruits, and beans, and codfish, 
and has a general store, and he is in himself a tobacco manufac- 
turer and retailer, saloon keeper and grocer.” 

Suppose we applied our internal-revenue taxes to these items? 
This is the cheap tobacco, cheaply made up, thrown together into 
cigars for the poor people of the island, these people w coffee 
ote depanited tapan the chacity ob the geod people ot the aiiai 

ave depended upon the y of the e of the Uni 
States to keep them from starving and to furnish them shelter, 
the only relief that they have received thus far from becoming a 
part of the territory of the United States. 

Mr. TERRY, Will the gentieman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it is on this subject, yes. If it is about some- 
thing else, no. 

Mr. TERRY. It would seem to me, from the logic of the gen- 
tleman’s position, that he is in favor of giving these people cheap 
luxuries and high-priced necessities, 

Mr, PAYNE. ell, the gentlemen will know moreas he grows 
older. Iam not to blame for what ‘‘ seems to him” now. 

Mr. Chairman, the taxation would simply have destroyed these 
industries and would not have given us any appreciable revenue, 
no money for schools, no money for highways, no money for any- 
thing except the hard, stern realities of governing those people, 
So asa revenue raiser the bill which I first introduced was a failure, 
and, as I understand it, the first and paramount thing in a tariff 
bill, under the idea of the Republican party, always has been to, 
raise sufficient revenue to support the Government as we go along. 

Then the further question came along, Mr. Chairman, how muc 
we were giving to these producers of sugar under tho bill as first 
introduced. It would only benefit a moderate percentage of the 
people. They had been selling and sending abroad 58,000 tons of 
sugar, on an average, annually. 

ccording to the statistics, they have 76,000 acres in sugar plan- 
tations. Other gentlemen say that they average a production of 
a ton to an acre, and that it takes a man to cultivate an acre, or 
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t with 1,500 acre plantations, would receive the 
direct benefit. If the Puerto Rican is the shrewd man that they 
say he is, and I hope and trust he may prove so, the laborers on 

those sugar plantations would get a part of this benefit, but 
largely, of course, as we all know, it would go to the planter and 
| to the factory and to the merchant, X 

I understand there are some 3,000,000 pounds of tobacco now in 

| the hands of the merchants ready to be exported. Who will get 

| the benefit of the reduction of the duty on tobacco? Why, the 
merchants in the first instance; 8 the planter. Would it 
not be fair that these people who get the greatest benefits should 
pay the expenses of the government? 

\_ Suppose we cut off 75 per cent of the duty which they now 
have to pay to get into our markets and present it to them. How 
much does that mean to the producers of sugar and to the pro- 
ducers of tobacco in these islands? 

The estimate is that they will produce and sell and export 45,000 
tons of sugar this year. It must all come to our market, because 

‘the Spanish market is absolutely cut off. Suppose we remit this 
duty. What does it mean? 

This will not injure our industries. We consumed 2,000,000 
tons of sugar last year. We imported about 1,400,000 tons on 
which we paidduty. Wealso imported 300,000 tons from Hawaii, 

| which came in free of duty. The balance was produced in this 

country. Our increased consumption amounts to from fifty toa 
hundred thousand tons annually. If this 60,000 tons comes in 
from Puerto Rico, it will be but a drop in the bucket. Even 
should it double in quantity it could have no influence on our 
market, Our ruger producers have nothing to fear if we stop 
with sugar from Puerto Rico at the duty in this bill. 

Nor will this bill injure the tobacco industry. Their tobacco 
is quite different from ours. The best of it ranks with the Cuban 
or nearly so. Nearly all of it is filler tobacco and vey little is 
fit for wrappers, own impression is that it will add to the 
sale of wrappers in the United States and make a better market 
for our tobacco growers. I have yet to see the tobacco man who 
fears the introduction of the Puerto Rican product. 

Their great fear is that if we should give free trade to Puerto 
Rico we should follow it with free trade with the Philippine 

Islands, and ultimately with Cuba. Neither they nor the sugar 
producers fear anything from Puerto Rico alone, and when Con- 

| gress asserts its power under the Constitution to deal in the manner 
pro; by this bill with this territory, it gives them renewed 

dence to belieye that Congress has the power and can be 
trusted to care for their interests when we come to deal with the 
other islands. 
I find from the Bureau of Statistics that the sugar imported 
into this country in 1898 under 16 Dutch standard of color brought 
an average price of 2 cents, and in 1899 an average price of 2.2; 
that the averege duty paid upon the sugar was 1.57 in 1898 and 
1,63 in 1899—that is, $1.63 a hundred pounds, an average of $1.60 
a hundred for the two years pee sugar such as these men would 
export to the United States. t makes a pretty figure if you 
remit all that duty of $1.60 a hundred pounds, or $35.84 for a long 
ton, a total of $1,600,000 on the 45,000 tons that they will export 
to the United States this year. Suppose we take a quarter of that 
| and give them three-fourths, 

Sup we take $400,000, or rather give it into the hands of the 
President of the United States, in order to carry out the beneyo- 
lent object of building roads and building schoolhouses for these 
Puerto Ricans; are we not dealing more generously with these 
whole people to do that—that is, to provide schools on the moun- 
tains and on the mountain sides, where the poor coffee planters are 
struggling along for an existence—than to give the whole of it to 

the sugar planters and let the schools go? [Applause.] 

So with tobacco. I find that the whole duty on their 4,000,000 
pounga of tobacco, at35 cents a pound, would amount to $1,400,000. 

e might give this to the tobacco planters, because on all these 

articles, gentlemen, make no mistake, the price of su and the 

| price of tobacco is made in the United States, and they have to 

| pay these duties to get into our markets. And if we remit the 

oe we remit for them. Suppose we say, then, we will divide 

with these people; that we will give them $1,000,000 ont of their 

duty on tobacco, and take $350,000 and add it to the revenues to 
come from these islands. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it is on this point. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. These schools that are to be built— 
are they to be built by taxes raised off the people of the United 
oo * are they to be made from taxes raised on the Puerto 

cans 

Mr. PAYNE. We are to raise the taxes under this bill on the 
products coming from Puerto Rico. 


Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Then you are going to build them 
out of the taxes they have to pay? 2 
5 ec fon : If the ganman 5 figure 2 5 have 

y can no suppose he is in favor o ving 
free t trade with the United States? 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Yes, I am. 

Mr, PAYNE. Then he proposes to give them all of this. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit me to 
Ar PAYNE, We propose to portion of it to build 

> e reserve a on of i 
schools with. That is the difference. 

a Sate of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit another 
question 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, if you will not take all of my time. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Does the gentleman believe that as 
soon as the ratification of the treaty of peace was made that the 
Puerto Ricans were citizens of the United States or does he think 
that they fell outside of the Constitution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, now, I may possibly get down to that 
subject if you do not consume my time; but the tleman from 
Tennessee ought to know that that is a question has nothing 
to do with opat: 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. I think there is a good deal of 
sweetness in it, and I thought it should be touched with this, 

Mr. PAYNE. So, Mr. Chai , I myself this sub- 
stitute to my coll es on the committee, I the Repub- 
lican members of the committee together—I do not mind giving 
away secrets since they have been published in the nova 
and we went over the whole field, and determined at time 
that the better thing to do was to provide a sufficient revenue to 
run this government. Where are we going to get the balance? 
We 2 to get a million dollars of customs duties paid on goods 
impo: from foreign ports and from the United States into 
Puerto Rico. That will make $1,750,000. That is not all of it. 

8 of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE, I would rather that the gentleman did not ask 
me a question at this time. 

Mr. Y of Texas. I want to ask it in reference to the 
revenue on that you have spoken about, and to ask it for 
information. this tax levied in order to give schools to the 
Puerto Ricans, or is it levied for the purpose of giving the bene- 
fit to the producers of sugar in this country? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see how any man could ask such a 
question as that—how a tax of 20 per cent is a protection to any 
7 a interest in this 8 

. HENRY of Texas. You introduced this bill giving the 
Puerto Ricans free trade with the United States. Now, was this 
bill introduced until the representatives of the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers and the tobacco producers and all other sugar producers 
in the United States been before the Committee on Insular 
3 ma stated that free trade would be disastrous to their 
intere 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it was; and right here, lest I forget it, I 
want to say that the gentleman who represents the beet-sugar in- 
dustry, Mr. Oxnard, came before the Committee on Ways and 
Means and made a statement before the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. And before the Committee on Insular 


Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE, I was not present there, and I only heard him 
make it before the Ways and Means Committee. I made this in- 
quiry: Mr. Oxnard, do you fear the disastrous influence of the 
importation of sugar from Puerto Rico, bearing in mind the fact 
that the United States consumes 2,000,000 tons of sugar annually; 
that it is i ing by 100,000 tons every year; that we import 
1,400,000 tons and pay duty upon it? Do you think the free im- 
portation of only 58,000 tons, and supposing it should be doubled 
to 120,000 tons, from Puerto Rico, would affect your industry?” 
2 said, No; that is not what I am afraid of. What I am afraid 
O is a 

Mr. Henry of Texas rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, let me make that statement. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to make a statement of what he 
said before the Insular Affairs Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, you can not do it in my time. He said 
what he was afraid of was free sugar from the Philippine Islands, 
and he was afraid that when prosperity came to Puerto Rico under 
free sugar Cuba would be knocking at the door for admission, and 
that all sides of the Chamber, imperialists, expansionists, anti- 
expansionists, and every other kind, would vote to admit Cuba 
into the Union; and if we extended free trade to Cuba with her 
one thousand million tons annually, which she is capable of pro- 
ducing, it would break down all the sugar industries. 

Mr. RY of Texas. Now will the 8 permit me? 

Mr. PAYNE, I think I shall have to decline to be interrupted, 
because the questions do not seem to elucidate the subject, and I 
want to get through with it, 
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Mr. GAINES. I rise, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. PAYNE. I am already taking the time that belongs to 
others now. 
Mr. GAINES, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. GAINES. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has the 
floor and declines to be interrupted. 
Mr. GAINES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
ae CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is ont of 
order, 
FH GAIN ES. Does the Chair rule that I can not rise to a point 
of order? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, if the gentleman will allow 


me—— 
Mr. PAYNE. Ican not yield any further; my time is being 


frittered away. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the beet-sugar industry has been some- 
thing of a pet of mine since I have been in Congress. I have been 
as anxious as any man in the United States to see it succeed. I 
had something to do with framing the schedule of the Dingley bill 
and the McKinley bill and framing the bounty in the McKinley 
bill, and I have watched with interest in the past ten years the 
progress of this industry in the United States, commencing with 
the most feeble beginning and gradually growing year by year, 
until this gear the crop will be more than 100,000 tons against the 
forty or fifty thousand tons a year ago. 

It is increasing every year, and already they have made con- 
tracts to build 51 beet-sugar factories in the United States during 
the coming season. It will double, probably, this year. Farmers 
are getting interested in it, and the people of the United States 
are getting interested all over every section of the country, and, 
as I said in the debate on the conference report on the Dingley bill, 
Mr. Chairman, I look to this as the one means of meeting what 
pone nen call an octopus, the sugar trust, because [ believe there 

s nothing which will so tend to destroy the sugar trust as beet- 

sugar factories in every Congressional district in the United 

States; and if they get incidental protection against the future ont 

of this bill, I am glad of it. 

I Want to go a step further than that and declare to-the country 
and to the world that when we legislate for this island, when we 
proposo a tariff, we have the duty and the power and the privilege, 
under the Constitution, of imposing a tariff on all article 

to the territory belonging to the United States from the United 
States, or coming to the United States from the territory belong- 
ing to the United States. Iwantto make a precedent that all men 
can read with reference to the Philippine Islands; and if Cuba 
shall come, I want to give notice to Cuba that we popas to pro- 
tect this industry when it comes to the question of admitting the 
1,000,000 tons that will come from Cuba. So I was glad to bring 
in this substitute, this new bill, that we might assert this prin- 
ciple, that we might give them incidental protection against a 
threatening future, and at the same time that we might furnish 
revenue and take care of the needs of that island. 

A further thing: Wecould not extend the internal-revenue laws 
to that island for the reason that it would destroy other industries; 
and it occurred to me at once that if we allowed Puerto Rican 
cigars to come in here without paying an internal-revenue tax, it 

laced our people at a disadvantage. Our manufacturers would 
ve to pay the 25 per cent of the duties under the Dingley law 
and in addition to that they would have to pay the internal-rev- 
enue tax. I thought the Cigar Makers’ Union had a just griev- 
ance against the proposition. So we put it into the bill that in ad- 
dition to that 25 per cent they must pay the amount of the internal 
revenue. 

It occurred to me afterwards that these same people would 
have to put the internal- revenue stamps on the boxes of cigars 
whenever they were taken out of the custom- house for consumption; 
and that is the reason that I wanted to reserve the right toamend 
the bill if it should become necessary before we get through with 
it. But we want to ere our people at least an equal chance with 
ae $ le in Puerto Rico in making cigars; and we will do it by 
this bill. 

Wages are cheaper there—30 cents a day in gold; 50 cents in 
peace: Can our ple compete with that? Well, not right off; 

ut I am glad to hear that those people are learning to realize the 
value of themselves and the value of their labor. One gentleman 
who went down there to make cigarettes told me they got a sort of 
corner on him, and he had to pay 886 a month in gold for making 
Senor while he could get similar labor in the United States 

or $1 a day. 

I doubted both propositions, because I did not believe the last. 
Yet I did believe t those people were beginning to realize the 
worth of themselves and the worth of their labor; and if we put 
into the hands of these sugar planters the means of paying those 

ple better wages, we have taken a long step in advance in giv- 

ing prosperity to the poor people of those islands, 


oing 


Thus we shall encourage them; we shall encourage the sugar 
planters, we shall encourage the coffee men in the island of Puerto 

ico; we shall help to make the people there contented and happy; | 
we shall help to build up a proper school system. And in doing 
this we are raising the money from those best able to stand it. O 
course we might impose a tax of $1 an acre on the poor coffee 
planter whose land is now mortgaged, and might, perhaps, realize 
a considerable amount. We might squeeze the money out of some 
of those people. But why not stop part of it that flows into the 
coffers of the sugar planters ana tobacco planters in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. Chairman, I have here a table showing the tariff on various 
articles—ad valorem duties exacted by Spain and equivalent ad va- 
lorem duties under the present bill on those articles going from the 
United States to Puerto Rico. This table I will print as part of 
my remarks, It shows an increase in some items, but a great de- 
crease in all items of food. The average Spanish tariff on articles 
of food was 20 per cent. 

Under this bill the article rice paid aduty of 16 per cent. That 
is a pretty high duty; but you know we put that on to benefit 

our Georgia planters in raising rice. We did not have to do it. 

e did not get a vote from your side by reason of doing it. But 
out of our national spirit we put it on and forced you to take this 
tariff. But on the article of codfish, for instance, the duty, instead 
of 20 per cent, is 4.43 per cent under our bill; on flour, 6.25 per 
cent; on pork, 5 per cent. 

Here the hammer seu 
. RICHARDSON. Lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] be allowed to continue and 
conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. I would like the gentleman to state how the Span- 
ish tariff on products of the island compares with the provisions 
of the present bill. I mean the general provisions, and I mean on 
products, not on imports. 

Mr. PAYNE, It is very difficult to get at that. In the first 
place, they had an export tax from Puerto Rico, and then an im- 
port tax, and then a consumption tax, so that when you get all 
through you can not tell exactly What their tariff amounts to. 
But under oar tariff and under the Spanish tariff, our tariff being 
nearly r centjad valorem on sugar, we imported from Puerto 
Rico two-thirds of their crop and Spain one-third. That shows 


Now, I was about to of the item of flour. The Spanish 
tariff on flour for 1897 was $4 for 92 kilo; , or 200 pounds. In 
addition to that there was a consumption tax of 82.30, making 
$6.30 on 200 pounds of flour coming from the United States. The 
tariff from Spain on flour was smaller than that. The tariff on 
wheat was $3.15 on 200 pounds. This was on a silver basis, 

The idea was that no bushel of wheat should ever be ground in 
Puerto Rico. Spain bought American wheat, ground it in Span- 
ish mills, and sent it to Puerto Rico at a little under the price at 
which American flour could be sold there. We gota part of the 
market even under that tariff of $6.30 upon a barrel of flour. We 
got a part of the market, but Spain got the most of it. Her tariff 
as against Puerto Rico, collected at Puerto Rico, was not large 
on flour. 

The whole tariff on food products was 20 per cent. We fur- 
nished the most of them. Aside from flour it was not so high; 
but there was a tariff on our wheat going to Spain which was 
collected in Spain; and then there was an export duty; and then 
there wasa consumption tax; and when they got through with all 
this they had pretty nearly equaled the $6.30 tariff that they 
exacted on American flour, but not quite, so as tohold the market. 
This bill gives them flour at 6} per cent ad valorem—the tariff 
under the Dingley bill being 25 per cent ad valorem on flour. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not time to go into all of the details 
of these figures. As I have said, I will have published a table 
which will give the information, if gentlemen desire to examine 
it. If the bill passes, it will give to Puerto Rico a better system 
and a better condition of things than anything they have ever 
dreamed of under the Spanish tariff rule, which was said to be a 
nominal tariff and ad valorem in its operation. They will have 
better trade relations with the rest of the world and cheaper food 
5 8 than they have ever had before. 

e rate on cotton cloth—an ad valorem rate—runs a little 
higher, it is trne, than the Spanish rate. But then we consider 
the fact that the cotton cloth the island consumes is of a cheaper 
grade and comes in at a cheaper rate under our tariff bill—which 
is only about 10 per cent on cotton cloth where it is 7 under the 
Spanish—and Spain herself exported every yard of cotton cloth 
sent into the island, amounting to about $2,500,000 a year on the 
cotton cloth that went into Puerto Rico. 

Some gentlemen whocame here from Puerto Rico, some of them 
bankers and some engaged in other occupations, sought to induce 
the committee to authorize a loan to be issued by the is!and of 
Puerto Rico; that bonds should be issued and placed upon the 
market to the amount of some ten to fifteen millions of dollars. 


comparatively what the tariff must have been. 


— 


1900. 
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They said, as an inducement to allow the issue of these bonds, that 
Puerto Rico was out of debt, which is a fact, excepting that there 
are some $600,000, perhaps, of municipul indebtedness existing; 
but the island itself is absolutely out of debt. Ten million dollars, 
these gentlemen said, could be floated as aloan at 7 per cent inter- 
est, and they were desirous of taking it up. 

Then, if this indebtedness had been incurred and the money re- 
ceived, they could go on and build schoolhouses and roads and 
spend the money for the benefit of the people of the island, and 
everything would be glorious and prosperous until some time in 
the future some man would come around asking them for the 7 
per cent interest and finally come around asking for the entire 
principal of indebtedness. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the last thing that we 
ought 15 a oe put 1 ware ae bonds against the future 
industries of their people and for the purpose of raising money 
for the necessities of the island. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are these municipal taxes to which 
the gentleman refers collected by our Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Les; and I will say to the gentleman that they 
have been reduced to $552,000, including tal receipts. The 
estimated expenses for postal service is included in the estimate 
for es made by General Davis. 

It is estimated that under the operation of the bill the total re- 
nes of the first year will be in the neighborhood of $2,300,000 
and the expenses about $1,900,000, giving a surplus of some three 
hundred and fifty or four hundred thousand dollars if we get the 
revenue that is contemplated to be raised by the bill. Of course 
there is a question as to the operation of the bill in the first year. 
But after that undoubtedly the amount would be increased, and 
we can reduce taxation. 

I would rather await the operation of such a measure as this 
than to authorize the issuance of bonds and put that poor people 
in debt. The issuance of bonds is not at all necessary. Tax the 
man who can afford to pay the tax; that isnot hurtful to 2 
and you will get money enough to run the government, to build 
your schoolhouses and roads, and do whatever is necessary for the 
convenience and comfort of these people. 

778 PEARCE of Missouri. How much school fund comes out 
of that? 

~ Mr. PAYNE, About $300,000 was estimated for this year. 

But there will be $350,000 of surplus, and General Davis has now 

about $500,000 on hand, much of which, I hope, will be available 
for school pupae 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had designed to discuss the meaning of 
the Constitution of the United States—— 

Mr. LACEY. Before my friend goes on to that question, I 
should like to know what the arrangement now is by which the 
ik Tg een are obtaining the money to run their affairs? 

Mr. PAYNE. By local taxation. 

Mr. LACEY. And this does not propose to interfere with such 
system as they now have under the military government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not at all. But it is said that we have no power 
under the Constitution to discriminate and fix the duties between 
the United States and Puerto Rico under this bill. I do not pro- 
pose to go into a discussion of the dicta of the Supreme Court, 
which are claimed by the minority to be against our contention 
in this case. In none of these cases is the question directly in- 
volved, and none of them were decisive. 

The cases which bear out our contention, some of them directly 
and others indirectly, are cited in the majority report. I will 
add a reference to but a ai case. That of Endleman et al. vs. 
United States (86 Federal Reporter, 458, 459), argued before Gil- 
beri Ross, and Morrow, circuit judges. Morrow, Chief Justice, 
said: 

In support of the first ground of demurrer it is contended that the law 
upon which the prosecution is is unconstitutional, barnes among 
other things, the Government of the United States can exercise only those 

fic powers conferred upon it by the Constitution; that the Constitution 
guarantees to the citizens the right to own, hold, and acquire property. and 
makes no distinction as to the racter of the property; that intoxicating 
liquors are property and are subjects of exchange, r, and traffic, like 
any other commodity in which a right of property exists; that, inasmuch as 
the power to regulate commerce was committed to Congress to relieve it from 
all restrictions, Congress can not itself impose restrictions npon commerce 
by prohibiting the sale of a ticular commodity; that if Congress has the 
power to zepa te the sale of intoxicating liquors within the Territories as a 
5 — regulation, it can only enact laws applicable to all the Territories 


The answer to these and other like objections urged in the brief of counsel 


for defendant is found in the now well-established doctrine that the Terri- 


tories of the United States are entirely subject tothe legislative Seen ee 


ion and sovereignty, national and munici Federal and state. (Insurance 
Company vs. Canter, 1 Pet., 511, 542; Cross vs. m, 16 How., 164, 193; Na- 
vs, Yankton County, 101 U. S., 129, 133; Murphy vs. y, 


United Stai 141 U. S., 174, 181; 11 Sup. Ct., 949; Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U. S., 
1, & 14 Sup. 


nder this full a comprehensive 13 Congress has unquestiona- 


T 
late in accordance with the needs of each locality and its regula- 
tions to meet the conditions and circumstan un 


It is now universally conceded that we have the power to acquire 
territory by conquest or by treaty. I find no limit in the Consti- 
tution to this power. It may be for the purpose of removing all 
fetters from the mouth of a great river, or for coaling stations, or 
for the building of an isthmian canal, the opening of guano beds, 
or the formation of States, or any other end which may suit the 
Pp of the American people, 

ving 9 the nation may dispose of territory. This is 
inherent to the right to acquire, and it is as broad as the right. 
We never lose these rights until we give to the Territory the at- 
tribute of a State or otherwise extend the Constitution over it. 
eee right also comes from the express language of the Constitu- 
on: 

The Con shall have power to of and make all needful rules 
and Teguiations respecting The . property belonging to the 
United States. 


In governing the Territories, Congress has all the powers of the 
State and of the United States combined. Such been the 
9 construction of the Constitution for a hundred hae Se 

mgress has always assumed that its power was n zd 
the act of October 31, 1803, in respect to Louisiana, All the mili- 
tary, civil, and judicial nove exercised by the officers of the 
existing government of the same shall be vested in such person 
or persons and shall be exercised in such manner as the President 
of the United States shall direct for maintaining and protecting 
the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and religion.” Here is an absolute government set up, 
without any provision for the right of habeas corpus, trial by 
jury, or any other guaranty of the Constitution to the citizens of 
the United States. 

The act of March 26, 1804, in respect to Louisiana, was drawn 
by Madison, with the advice of Jefferson. It declares, In all crim- 
inal prosecutions which are capital the trial shall be by jury of 
twelve and lawful men of the vicinage, and in all cases, crim- 
inal and civil, in the superior court trial shall be by jury if either 
of the parties require it.” What becomes of the guaranty of the 
Constitution that all criminal cases and all civil cases involving 
$20 or more shall be tried by a jury? If the fathers believed that 
the Constitution ex proprio vigore extended to a newly acquired 
Territory, solemnly annexed, of what use are these words? 


The inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
3 habeas corpus, * * * and no eruel or un punishment shall 


If the inhabitants of that Territory were entitled to self-govern- 
ment, why did they provide in the fourth section for a govern- 
ment consisting of a governor and thirteen councilors, to be called 
3 council, to be appointed annually by the President 
of the United States? Evidently the fathers believed that the 
Constitution did not extend to a Territory unless by an act of 
Congress, and that the Congress had full and absolute power to 
govern the Territories regardless of the restrictions of the Consti- 
tution limiting their powers as to the States. 

Over the States they had only such powers as were granted 
under the Constitution, one of which was uniform duties, excises, 
etc. As to the territory belonging to the United States their 
pre was unlimited. These various ordinances in regard to 

uisiana are but a riage of those applied from time to time to 
other territory which afterwards belonged to the United States. 
Precisely similar legislation was enacted concerning the Territory 
of Florida in 1819 and again in 1822. 

Mr. Roscoe C. Brown discusses this Florida case in an interest- 
ing manner in The Open Court, from which I quote: 

This same question came up with reference to Florida in 1822. The bill was 
modeled on that of Orleans in its administrative features, and contained a 
section forbidding the Territorial government to aes the personal 
—— of 8 . that al the 5 EE 
fhe Constitution and all the prohibitions to legislation, as well with respect to 
Congress as the legislatures of the States, be declared to be applicable to 
the said Territory, as paramount acts.“ This was voted down, and the fol- 
lowing is Benton's comment on the incident (Benton's Abridgment, Volume 


VII. 205. note): 

y; Ths proms rejection of Mr. e Yeu Ae proposition shows what the 
Congress of 1822 thought of the right of Territories to the enjoyment of any 
pe of the Constitution of the United States. * * * The only question 

tween Mr. Montgomery's pro: tion and the clause already e bill 
was as to the tenure by which these rights should be held—whether under 
the Constitution of the United States or under a law of Congress and the 

And the decision was that they should be held under the 


ngress 
tory, and decided promptly and without debate (for there was no speech 
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after that of Mr. Rea on either arg epee the Constitution. It was tanta- 


mount to the declaration: Lou shall haye these principles w are 


ee ROE —— 
under Constitution, as a justice nowing from our „and as 
imposed by the treaty which transferred you to our sover- 


an obligation 
Justice Story, in his Commentaries, section 1328, has thus stated 
this doctrine: 


tions or by 
it has been settled. 


Cooley on Constitution, page 36, says: 

The Constitution was made for the States, not for the Territories. It con- 
fers power to the Territories, but in ercising this the United States 
8 witha ent i as in its wisd 


shall B 


seem and ha regard 
as to ————— e 


And he cites cases to support this proposition: 
‘The Congress shall have 


U States. (Const., art. 4, 3.) = oe 
The of — ty blic territory is exclusive and 
universal, and ie puiiject to no ocastrol. last absolute and 


their 
affected stipulations in the cessi: 
tho ordiasneeof ist, under Wh by 318 — 8 ooa or by 
Const., 1328. 


It will be remembered that the original charter of the United 
States Bank, of February 25, 1791, authorized the directors to es- 
tablish offices of discount and deposit wherever they shall see fit 
within the United States.” When Lonisiana was annexed they 
desired to establish a branch in New Orleans. Believing that they 
had noright to do this, they sought the authority of Congress. On 
the 22d of March, 1804, the President approved an act authorizin 
the directors to establish branches on the terms of 8 
act in any part of the Territories or encies of the United 
States. Tihs was another legislative construction of the meaning 
of the term United States.” It will be noticed also that the 
e en e ede in this act. They seem to have 
questioned whether the word Territories” would authorize the 
establishment of this branch in New Orleans, 

It is worthy of note that the first internal- revenue tax on spirits 
distilled in the United States, and which became a law on the 3d 
of March, 1791, directed that the United States shall be divided 
into fourteen districts, each isting of one State.” No atten- 
tion was paid to the Territories of the United States, although 
they were . and large towns existed in some 
portions of them. , too, the original 
customs duties, of April 31, 1789, divided the States into districts, 
but did not extend over the Territories. Tennessee had no 
custom-house until it was admitted as a State, when Congress 
extended the customs laws to the Stateof Tennessee. Goods were 
admitted free into the Territories until 1799, when for the first 
ea customs laws were put in force in any part of the Northwest 

‘erritory. 

When Vermont was first admitted into the Union Congress did 
not believe that the tariff law extended over Vermont; hence a 

= i was passed extending these laws over the State 
ermoni 


— eas be Kept busy, by special F 
Was enactments, - 
stitution over the United States. Finally the following general 
law, which became section 1328 of the Revised Statutes, was 
enacted: 


The Constitution and all the laws of the United States 

locall sad Save the eaten LOTOS nd sree wien Sil Che Eee: 
Territory hereafter organized as elsewhere withi 

A 2 of the same joint resolution by which the Hawaiian 
Islands were annexed provided that they are 

Annexed as of the territory of the United States and are subject to 
the sovereign , *_* and until legislation is enacted ex- 
tending the United States customs lawsand regulations to them the 
customs of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States 
remain un 


Yet no one 


interpretation of the Constitution by has not been ques- 
tioned by any citizen of the United States in any court. 


In respect to Puerto Rico, we are not hampered by treaty stipu- 
lations or by act of Con There has been tad law extending 


the Constitution over the island. In this it differs from the 
status of every formerly acquired territory. We have absolute 


power. 
This principle for which we contend was claimed in the debate 


rules | tions and the eee 


law for the collection of | to 


Tr ne first BARROS le 8 anit 2 . the —.— 
been repeated in the legislation as to each and every part 
the territory belonging to the United States. No citizen claimin 
to be injured as to his rights has seen fit to question the power o 
as absolute over the territory belonging to the United 
States, e t in the few cases cited in the report. This principle 
has not only been i into the laws, but has been sanc- 
tioned through the century by the acquiescence of the people. 

But now opposition say this is imperialism. You are but 
reechoing the cry of the o ition of a hundred years ago. Still 
the majority moved on, and the American people approved their 
course. The Territory of Louisiana, in the pl powers given 
to the President, survived and flourished until 1812, when part of 
it was or; into the Territory of Missouri, with a legislature 
at that late day composed of a legislative council apes by the 
President and an assembly elected by the people. in we 
had “imperialism,” but the fathers wisely waited until this peo- 
ple were fit for self-government before they extended the limita- 
Constitution tothem. The same 
e 8 two-thirds vote in th 

ya year and a ago a vote in the 
House and a two-thirds vote in the Senate, annexed Hawaii by an 
act modeled after the Florida and Louisiana acts, which was in 
these words: 

Until shall provide for the government of such islands all the 

„ and . exercised by the officers of the 
government in said shall be vested in such person or an 
be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shall 
direct; and the President shall have power to remove said officers and fill 
the vacancies so occasioned. 

The debate was strong and furious, but according to my recol- 
lection no gentleman in the opposition raised the of imperial- 
ism against the manner CC ‘ht to 
its absolute paes to provide any sort of government for this new 
territory. Nor is there in all this, Congress, represent- 
355 St ay DOA “ok the tacthiey weloepinn to 
ment into the of any people e terri onging to 
the United States.” 7 a 

I want to make this further suggestion. Gentlemen who are 
lawyers are honestly divided on this question—this constitutional 
question. We believe that the United States means the United 
piate, in the 8 — . — 3 i yee are added, 
gi us 1 dispose of and make rules and regulations re- 
8 terri! and other property belonging to the United 
States, refer to a ETT A subject from the United: States itself— 

territory belonging to the United States. We believe that there 
sca plain distinction. Some gentlemen profess to believe 
otherwise. 

If this bill is passed it will give the Supreme Court of the 
United States the first ty it has ever had to meet that 
question fairly and squarely and say whether the limitation for 
uniform taxation in the United States refers to the United States 
or to the United States and the territory belonging to the United 
States. It may be an important question to be considered in the 
future when we come to | ate for the Philippine Islands, 
when we come to legislate, if we have to, with to Cuba, 
and I think it would be a good ition to submit that ques- 
tion now to the Supreme Court. I! you are right, gentlemen, in 
png contention we shall have difficulty when we come to legis- 

te for our other islands. We shall have difficulty in protecting 
the interests of the people, the manufacturers, the farmers of the 
United States. If we are right in our contention, our way is 
more simple. 

As for Tha propie of Puerto Rico, I would move as fast as their 
own good will warrant. Pass this bill, which even the gentleman 
from Massachusetts admits is a well-considered measure from a 
fiscal stand 
revenue. not tie down their destinies to the whim of the 88 
per cent illiterate or to the caprice of the 12 per cent of the edu- 
cated, who have known no government except Spanish misrule. 
Keep them all in leading strings until you haye educated them up 
to the full stature of American manhood, and then crown them 
with the glory of American citizenship. In the meantime give 
them all the rights accorded to our own people under the Consti- 
tution, consistent with their best interest and well-being. 

Our duty now, Mr. Chairman, is, in the first place, to restore, 
nay, to give law and order in the Philippine Islands, then to in- 
vestigate, then to legislate, remembering that these poopie are 
uneducated, remembering that it would be unsafe to give full 
— oh government to the illiterates or to those who can read 
and write. 

The rights of neither would be preserved. ‘The rights of either 
would be unsafe. 

We can proceed as did the fathers a hundred years ago, who 
had no scruples on that question, but believed that Congress had 
the absolute power over the territory of the United States. 

It is our duty to take these poor ple and educate them and 
lift them up and give them the pri of the Constitution and 


int, and give them better markets and abundant | 
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the privileges of government as they shall grow in education 
and in know. EN 
And finally, whether we send them forth among the nations of 
the earth or annex them as States in this Union, we will brin. 
them up to the full level and stature of American manhood. 
Wherever the flag is raised it shall not go down until it covers 
beneath its folds a people enjoying the blessings of civilization, of 
freedom, and of sovereign citizenship. [Applause on the Repub- 


by Congress. Thesestatements are broad, I confess, but that the 
are true I do most solemnly assert, as the result o ay Tak aod 
most deliberate judgment. 

The objects and purposes of this bill are as follows: 
FCC 
and ite adjacent islanãa, coded by treaty of April 11, by Spain to the 
Poa pEi tay eee eee eee 
ee ae F the rate of tariff duties col- 


lican side. ] rece merchandise from foreign imported into the United 

Table showi: Puerto Rico Spanish ad valorem Section 3 imposes a tariff tax on all merchandise into the United 

rates rap adie A ai ka AAA States from Puerto Rico, and into that island from the United States, at a 
eq per cen e 


ra 
ble under substitute for H. R. 6883 at 25 per cent of rates under present 
United States law, add duties collectible if ail im shall be from United 


ual uties collected on merchandise to 

the United States from foreign countries; and further es that duties 
collected in U e sy hey atest ei from Puerto Rico 
shall be equal in rate and amount to the internal-revenne tax im by the 
United States upon the same articles manufactured in the U. States,and 
in addition thereto 25 per cent of the duties now collected by law u like 
articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries, and that duties 
collected in the island upon manufactured goods from the United States 
paperekoa paser kane eee in Puerto Rico upon arti- 
cles man th and in addition ete a pee Canes Se Sees 
now collected by law upon articles of merchandise imported from foreign 
Section 4 provides that the net collections under this act in Puerto Rico 


AS IR A GFE from the island into the 
681, 947. 52, 155. Ny ange shall be placed at the disposal of the President for the expenses 


States. 


Qbemicals 
Cotton and manufac- 


5 The bill is framed upon the idea and the assumption that enters 
eee eee nny nw e SO of the 


This assumption we deny. Those of us who oppose this meas- 
ure, I believe without exception, maintain that the bill can not 
S be enacted into law without a total disregard and violation of not 
—— . . - .62 | simply the spirit but the express letter of the Constitution. In the 

{ the majority of the committee say: 

the term “ United States,” as used 

States that constitute the Fed- 


That the power of Congress with respect to legislation for the 


423 . a p 
— 4 Third. under that power Congress different rates of 
L = duty for Puerto Rico — prescribed for? United States. 
2 The claim or contention thus made was never before set up on 
the floor of Con in so far as I know. This country has grown 
as i 58. ¥ .s4 | from a small and feeble territory on the Atlantic Ocean, with about 
IEIR 5 27, 185. -78 | 827,000 square miles, to the mightiest republic of this earth, with 
2. 12,900.88 | 10 an area of 3,500,000 square miles. It has increased in population 
from three to over seventy millions. This marvelous expansion 
to continental growth and grandeur has all taken place within 
about one hundred years. The Louisiana territory, Florida, 
Texas, California, New Mexico, Oregon, and Alaska have all been 
ired under our Constitution without a jar or strain to any of 
its wise and beneficent provisions and without any demand for its 
amendment. This growth was natural expansion. Then these 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LITTLEFIELD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 854. An act for the relief of Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh; and 

S. 392. An act to pay the General Marine Insurance Company 
of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for certain coupons detached 
from United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea on March 14, 1886, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants having 
suits against the United States pending in the circuit and district 
courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, 
amending the act of March 3, 1887. 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose and was i 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] may be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Tennessee may conclude his re- 
marks without interruption. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I am not an alarmist. 
Those on this floor who know me and have done me the honor to 
listen to what I have had to say on former occasions when speak- 
ing to pending measures will bear me witness that I have not been 
accustomed to indulge in extravagant statement or vehement de- 
nunciation. [endeavor at all times to be conservative, and I may 
add I am naturally inclined to optimism. With this much of pref- 
ace ofa parecon character, I begin by saying that in my judgment 
the pending bill is more dangerous to the liberties of the people of 
this Republic than any measure ever before seriously presented to 
the American Congress. It will prove more far-reaching in its 
Sa and disastrous in the results that must of necessity 

ollow if it should be enacted into law than any act ever passed 


ing this measure are not basing our .f eee 


pansion. Whether 

tended to the island of Puerto Rico, ex proprio vigore, or not, it 
must be admitted that when we enter upon legislation for the 
island, as Congress will do if it passes this bill, that question will 
DO ee e ee Dw S pEr the United 


part of the United States. This being true, the proposition which 
this bill carries for ual taxation of the island as a portion of 
the United States is the baldest form of imperialism. 

The 1 this bill plants itself upon this ground. The 
measure is imperialism itself. In the former acquisitions to which 
I have referred oy such 5 So the 1 one x. ever pro- 
posed or deemed necessary. en the Louisiana territory was 
jag, peed ean Texas was annexed, when California and Arizona 
and New Mexico and other Territories were acquired, did any man 
ue 38 this House or the other bey of this Congress an 887 
such a legislative proposition as the pending one? This effo 
therefore, clearly 5 dividing line between all former 
acquisitions and that of Puerto Rico, if it be conceded that the 
enactment of the proposed bill into law is required. 


1948 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


regularly applied to these Territories, and in no instance has it 
ever been considered wise or necessary to make the slightest 
infraction of our great charter, Is it so now? Can we, in con- 
formity with former rules and regulations and laws which con- 
trolled us in annexations of territory, do so now without violatin, 
our organic law? If not, the So to my mind is strong, an 
perunpe unanswerable, that such annexation should not be made. 

hey will cost us more if this be necessary than they can ever be 
worth. If we are ed to make such annexations, and if 
they can not be made and the territories governed without violat- 
ing the Constitution, then as wise legislators and as patriots we 
should set to work to so amend the Constitution as to allow us to 
accomplish the desi end. We should not march to that end 
over the dead and mangled form of the fundamental law we have 
sworn to protect and defend. 

I am not ing here of the Philippine Islands, as they are not 
involved in the pending measure. As to Puerto Rico, we may be 
able to govern it as we have 8 all territorial possessions in 
the past. I believe we can, though the task will not be free from 
difficulty. The territory is a small one in area. The population 
is not large. It is near by us. The inhabitants have given every 
assurance that they desire to be with us anda part of us, to enjoy 
our free institutions and our civilization. The chief objection to 
haying the island annexed, to my mind, consists in the fact that 
there is so little room there for an increasein the population. It 
is already far more a t populated than our own territory, and 
there is no room or but little room for N in the island. 
The population is about 300 to the square mile, or 
times as great as in the United States. 

ing a part of our possessions as the result of a war which wedid 
not, by our own declaration, wage for conquest, I might be willing 
to a t it and try the experiment of governing it as we have 
controlled all of the territory in the past. I can never agree to 
the plan of dealing with it as is proposed in the pending bill. 
Sir, is but the inning of our troubles if we enter upon the 
licy of imperialism. The box of unmeasurable evils fabled to 
ave been presented to Pandora by Jupiter, from which, when 
opened, countless ills and diseases issued forth to afflict mankind, 
was as nothing as compared to the ills and diseases that will 
afflict us in our body politic when the policy of imperialism is 
developed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

This is a tax measure. The power to tax is the power to destroy. 
This is the language of the Supreme Court, if it be not unlawful 
at this period of our history to quote the lan of that high 
trib All taxes are burdens to be borne. They are necessary 
burdens. They are borne without murmur and without com- 
plaint, no matter how high they may be and onerous they are, if 
they are only equal and uniform in their burden. Under our be- 
loved Government, with a Constitution approaching perfection, 
all its bl fall, share and share alike, on all its citizens every- 
where, and all its burdens, great and small, are laid equally on the 
people. The wisest clause in it, 8 that one which declares 
that all taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

/ Equality of taxation, equality of governmental exactions, equal- 
| ity of contributions to the nation’s revenue are the privileges ex- 
pressly guaranteed every citizen of the Republic. Upon no other 
principle or theory can we hope to raise the millions and hundreds 
| of millions necessary for governmental purposes, When these 
| exactions are equal and uniform none can complain or murmur. 
| When they are unequal the complaints will be loud and long, 
and will eventually rend us and destroy the Government. Mr. 
Jefferson announced a great truth when he said that all taxes 
| to be just must be uniform.” 
The power of Congress to levy taxes is derived from section 8 
of Article I of the Constitution, as follows: 

The Congress shall u 
and excises, to pay A eee pats paia — „ — | pet 
eral welfare of the United States: but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

In construing this section we must first decide what is meant 
by the term United States” as here used. Does the term include 

ply the area actually included within the boundaries of the 
ren or does it cover all the territory belonging to the United 
es 

The committee in framing the pending bill proceed upon the 


more than ten 


Soe ss 


ideaand make the contention that the term ‘‘ United States” as used 

in the Constitution has reference only to the States that consti- 

tute the Federal Union, and does not include Territories. They 

assert that the power of Congress with respect to legislation for 

the Territories is plenary, and that Congress may prescribe differ- 

8 of duty for Puerto Rico from those prescribed for the 
ates. 

I dissent in toto from this conclusion. I insist that the meaning 
of the term “ United States“ as here employed (whatever defini- 
tion may be given to the term when used elsewhere) is the desig- 
nation of the whole of the American Republic, which is composed 
of States and Territories. 

I shall cite decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
which in my judgment are absolutely decisive of this question, 
As I read and understand our early history one of the leading ob- 
jects in calling the convention which adopted the Constitution 
was to make duties and customs equal and uniform. When the 
Constitution was framed and adopted it was declared by its makers 
that We doordain and establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America.” When this was done we then owned the great 
Northwest Territory, as large or larger in extent than the original 
States. It was expected and intended that this vast territory 
would be peopled by many who were then inhabitants of the thir- 
teen old States and their descendants. The framersof the Con- 
stitution most assuredly did not mean that these people were not 
to enjoy its benefits and the blessings of liberty. 

This Territory must have been, in the opinion of the framers of 
the Constitution, included within the term United States” as they 
usedit. Ihave just stated that one of the chief objects the framers 
of the Constitution had in mind was to make customs duties equal 
and uniform. The complaint was at that time that New York 
could lay and collect a different duty from that levied and collected 
at Boston, or Charleston, or other ports. The Northwest Terri- 
tory was adjacent to Canada and the Great Lakes, and also was 
bounded by the Mississippi River, opening a market to the world 
by way of the Gulf. There were and landing places on these 
Great Lakes and the Mississippi River within this Territory, and, 
as stated, it bordered on Can It was not to be supposed that 
it was intended at that time that these ports would not be bound 
by the equality of rates of duties while in a Territorial condition. 
There could have been no reason for the requirement that uni- 
formity should be observed at the ports within the thirteen States, 
with all the other ports and landing places in the Territory open 
to different rates. 

It is not necessary for me, however, in attempting to make an- 
swer to the contention of gentlemen who favor the bill, to tax the 
panoi of the House with arguments of my own. The question 

been squarely met and passed upon by the Supreme Court. 
If I shall be able to adduce even one decision of that court defin- 
ing the term United States” as used, a decision that has never 
been overruled, it seems to me that the controversy should end. 
I shall offer the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall, possibly the 
greatest jurist who has ever adorned that high tribunal. In this 
case he spoke for the entire court, 

The case referred to is Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
page 319), and was decided in 1820, The decision has stood for 
eighty years as the solemn adjudication of the court upon a pend- 
ing question, and has been acquiesced in by the bench, the bar, 
Congress, and the whole people of the land. I will not read all 
the case, but will submit so much of it as bears directly upon the 
matter in controy a 

Judge Marshall said: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Con the “ power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, im and excises” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
e eranda to all places over which the Government extends. If this 
could doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words, which 

ify the t. Th ords are: But all duties, imposts, and excises 


mod ese w u 
shall be uniform t. hout the United States.“ It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power itself 


does not extend. 
The power, then, to lay and collect 5 „and excises may be exer- 
e United States. Does this term 


throughout 
* this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given to 
our grea 


United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less necessary, 
on the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition o! 
imposts, duties, and excises shall be observed in the one than the other, 
Since then the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct 3 
is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties. mag Pa ani 
excises; and since the latter extends throughout the United States. it follows 
5 the power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United 
tates. 


The United States, said Chief Justice Marshall, are a great Re- 
public of States and Territories; and yet these gentlemen come to 
the lame and impotent conclusion in their report that the term 
„United States” means the original thirteen States and the States 
that have been added to the American Union, and no Territories. 
[Applause on Democratic side.] 

I know, gentlemen who make other contention will insist that 
this opinion is obiter dictum, and therefore not binding. I can 
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uired to construe 
oing so proper! 
If it were dictum it was suc 
a declaration of opinion as has stood the test of time and has never 


not agree that this is true. The court was 
the word ‘‘taxes” in the clause quoted, and in 
took into account the whole clause, 


been overruled. But it was not dictum. 

I repeat, this opinion of Chief Justice Marshall has stood for 
eighty years. It was given in a case in which he was compelled 
to rule upon and give construction to the very language we are 
construing here to-day. He says that the United States” means 
all the States and the territory of our great empire, and I wish 
no higher authority. 1 

The committee, as authority for their action, quote clause 2, 
section 3, of Article IV of the Constitution, which reads as follows: 


The Co shall have power to dispose of and make all needfal rules 
sno Tegalations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
es. 


What is meant by this próvision of the Constitution? The 
friends of this measure say that this provision means ‘‘ that the 
power of Congress with respect to legislation for the Territories 
is plenary.” 

e ADINE of plenary in its largest sense is full, entire, com- 

lete. 

$ If it be meant that the right to legislate for the Territories is 
full, entire, and pee within the limits of the Constitution, 
the position assumed is correct, If it be meant that Congress has the 
right to legislate for the Territories in contravention of the pro- 
visions of the Constitution and along the lines that are prohibited 
by that instrument, I can not agree that the position is correct. 
When it is asserted that this power to legislate is plenary by the 
advocates of the pending bill, they mean to say that there is no 
prohibition, no restriction, and no limitation on the power of Con- 
gress in legislating for the Territories. The language of the Con- 
stitution is that— 

Won, shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 

This is a reasonable provision, and a highly proper one. It is 
necessary that the authority for the exercise of the power here 
given should be lodged somewhere, and very properly it waslodged 
with Congress. ButIcan not see where there is reason for the 
contention that the power given can be exercised contrary to the 
Constitution. If it be true, as is contended, that Co has 
plenary power over the Territories to the extent claimed by the 
advocates of the pending measure, and as sor attempt to apply 
that power to Puerto Rico in the bill, then it follows that Con 
may enact laws which would be unconstitutional within the limits 
of the States of the Union, but which would be constitutional 


within the Territories, 

This can not be true. The words they quote do not-sustain 
them in their contention. It is monstrous to suppose that Con- 
gress is not restrained by the Constitution from passing laws im- 
posing customs duties on the minerals and ores of the Territories 
of Arizona and New Mexico, the furs and fish of Alaska, the lum- 
ber of Oklahoma, and of all products of these Territories when 
imported into any of the States of the Union, and also upon all 
importations of products of every kind into the Territories from 
the States, or any one of them. the action it is proposed to take 
by this bill in t to Puerto Rico can be taken, it must inevi- 
tably follow that Congress can pass laws imposing customs duties 
affecting all the Territories as indicated above. 

There are limitations upon governmental absolutism imposed 
by the Constitution upon the Government of the United States in 
all places over which it has territorial jurisdiction. Let us see 
where we will be placed by the contention of the advocates of the 
bill. There are limitations upon the Government in that part of 
the country in which State governments exist, but I am not 
discussing these limitationshere. The constitutional limitations 
upon the Government of the United States which run with the 
Government in all places throughout the country I will in part 
enumerate, that the importance and magnitude and far-reachin 
effects of the contemplated legislation may be better realized an 
understood. The enactment of the bill into law means the aboli- 
tion of these just limitations. They are: 

The Congress shall pass no bill of attainder or ex post facto law, 
nor define treason to be anything but the levying of war against 
the United States or adhering to their enemies, giving them aid 
a 5 No title of nobility shall be gran by the United 
k The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be 

y jury. 

No person shall be conyicted of treason unless on the testimony 
of eye witnesses to the same overt act, or on confession in open 
court. 

No attainder of treason shall work corruption of blood or for- 
feiture, except during the life of the person attainted. 

That the Government shall not arrest by general warrant; shall 
not suspend the writ of habeascorpus in time of peace; shall not 
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require excessive bail; shall pass no law seein the freedom of 
speech or of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to as- 
semble and petition the Government for redress of grievances, 
or ecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercisé thereof; shall not raise revenue except by bills originat- 
ing in the lower House of Con, ; shall not appropriate money 
except by a legislative act for a public purpose; s. not take 
property for a public purpose without UN g just compensation 
therefor; shall not prosecute for felonious crime except through 
the form of grand jury indictment; shall not authorize any un- 
reasonable delay in the trial of a person held for crime; not 
deprive an accused person of the right to have counsel, nor deny 
to him information of the nature and cause of his arraignment, 
nor prevent him from confronting the witnesses against him, nor 
refuse him compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, 
nor prosecute him the second time for the same offense, nor com- 
gainst himself, 
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pel him to give testimony in a criminal action a, 
nor im excessive fines, orcruel or unusual punishments; shall 
not levy andcollect any duties, imposts, and excises, except they be 
uniform throughout the United States; shall not seize property nor 
authorize its seizure by general search warrants; shall not quar- 
ter soldiers in any house in time of peace without the consent of 
the owner, nor in time of war, but in a manner prescribed by 
law; shall not deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law, nor deny the right of trial by juryin 
suits at common law. 

Others might be mentioned. But with these limitations to be 
found in the Constitution, and the others that 5 be mentioned, 
it will spyor that if the contention of the friends of the pending 
measure be allowed, the foregoing just limitations may or may 
not be 9 in the Territories as the Congress may from time 
to time decide. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to su 
nessee that the provisions he h 
Rights 

r. RICHARDSON. That is true, the most of them are; and 
yet it will depend upon the whim of a Congress, shifting in - 
ties from time to time, as to whether these just limitations s 
be applied to the Territories that we own if this bill be Š 

It will be seen that one of the above limitations is that Con- 
gress shall not levy and collect any duties, imposts, and excises 
except they be uniform throughout the United States.” The con- 
tention made by those on the other siđe is that these taxes need 
not be uniform throughout the United States, and that Congress 
can make them unequal by virtue of clause 2, section 3, of Article 
IV of the Constitution. If this limitation does not restráin Con- 
gress in the enactment of law for a Territory, then, as stated, no 
one of the limitations will do so. It will follow that Congress 
can pass bills of attainder for the Territory, and that for certain 
crimes the penalty may be corruption of blood beyond the life of 
the criminal. It will also follow that Congress can pass laws in 
the Territories abridging the freedom of speech and of the press, 
and apply or refuse to apply any one of the limitations I have 
enumerated, or any other limitation in the Constitution. 

But what I stated in respect to the proper construction of the 
term United States” a little while gone, I now repeat as to the 
propa construction of the language quoted by the committee, 
and upon which they rely for the authority to pass the pending 
bill, and of the whole power of Congress to legislate under the 
clause of the Constitution they cite, to wit: 


wer to dispose of and make all needful rules 
@ territory or other property belonging to the 


I insist here again that the Supreme Court, if it be not unlawful 
to say so, has passed upon this question and has left us no doubt 
as to our power to deal with and govern the Territories of the 
United States. I shall quote some of the decisions of that court 
when considering the question before us. 

I believe the true theory to be that the Constitution applies to 
the whole domain of the United States—that is, both States and 
Territories. The plenary power given Con over the Terri- 
tories is the control of their Territorial and municipal govern- 
ment and laws, but this power must be exercised under the lim- 
itations of the Constitution. The decisions of the Supreme Court, 
to which I will refer, and from which I will quote brief extracts, 
establish this principle beyond controversy. 

In the case of National Bank us. County of Yankton (101 U. S. 
Reports), after announcing that Territories are but political sub- 
divisions of the domain of the United States, Chief Justice Waite 
said, with reference to the organic law of a Territory: 

It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities, but Congress is 
supreme. and for the purposes of this department of its governmental au- 
thority has all the powers of the people of the United Sta’ 
have been exp) yor by implication reserved in the pro 
Constitution. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S. Reports) the court says: 
3 can not a law for the government of the Territories — 


rohibit the free exercise of religion. The firstamendment to the 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. 


est to the gentleman from Ten- 
just read are from the Bill of 


except such as 
bitions of the 
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the seventhamendment secured unanimity in finding a ver- 
dict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law The act of 


cases. 
id not impart the to change the constitutional rule and 
VV = 


In Thom vs. Utah (170 U. S. Reports) the court, through 
Justice Harlan, says: 
8 Bored Constitution of the United States relating to the 


That 
ht of by ts at common law apply to the Territories of the 
Baltes States 18 hg — an open question. 


In Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S. Reports) the court says: 


The people of the United States as sovereign owners of national Terri- 
tories have power over them and theirinhabitants. Inthe 
of this sove: dominion they are represented by the Government of the 


United States, to whom all the ers of the Government over that Ä EN 


have been delegated, subject to such restrictions as are ex 
FFF 


In Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S. Reports) the court says: 


There isn 
ments to 5 bee assertion that the people of this District ma 
efit of any constitutional 


cases. 5 
tha „less rights than those accorded e people of the Territories 


t 
ol the United States. 


In the celebrated case of Dred Scott vs. Sanford (19 Howard's 
Reports) this territorial question is exhaustively discussed, and 
though there were dissenting opinions in the case, the discussion 
of that question is instructive. Upon the pending question, how- 
ever, there was no difference of opinion by the learned judges, the 
majority of the court and the dissenting justices agreeing in the 
conclusion reached. The able Chief Justice, R. B. Tanev, among 
other things, said: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or main colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to en eits 
territorial limits in any way except Le By mo einer of new States. That 


er is plainly given, and if a new Sta — 
Eation = because the Constitutionitself defines therelative ri his 
and of the State and the citizens of the State and the Fed- 
vernment. But no power is given to acq 


uire a territory to be held 

pit each th — . . by Onn to acquire territo a 
© power exe: mgress to acq ry an 

establish a government there according to its own unlimited discretion was 
viewed with great jealousy by the leading statesmen of the day. * * * 
We do not mean, however, to question the power of 1 gered in this re- 
The power to expand the terri’ of the Uni States. by the 
mission of new States is 


Congress with 
absolute authority; and as 1 of admitting a new State is com- 
mitted to the sound discretion of Co the power to acquire terri for 
that p to be held by the Uni States until it is in suitable condition 


to become a State upon an equal footing with the other States, must rest 
upon the same discretion. By 


Justice McLean says: 


Ino the Congress 
Pt von a he ent of the 8 object. No powers can 
be exercised which are prohibited by the Consti 
to its spirit, so that, whether the o bain gfe nea) eee ms 
and property of rs of the public lands or o caateunttian WTO NATE 
been annexed to the Union by conquest or percha. they are initiatory to 
the establishment of State governments, and no more power can be claimed 
or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. This is the lim- 
itation of all the Federal powers. 

Justice Curtis gave especial attention to the language quoted, 
and said in respect to it: 


Since, then, this pone was manifestly conferred to enable the United 
States to dispose of its public lands to se and to admit them into the 
Union as Sta when in the jud mt of Congress they should be fitted 

‘or; since were the n vided for; since it is confessed that 
government is indispensable to provide for those needs, and the power is to 
make ‘all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territory, I can not 
doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the Territory by such 
laws as Congress deems n 1l until they obtain admission as States, 


The same justice said: 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to legislate respecting the Terri- 
hae? À what are the limits to that power? To I answer that in common 
wit it finds limits in the express 


ee of Conen no do certain things; that in tho exercise of the 
tive power can not pass an ex post facto law or bill of at- 
in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in the 


Chief Justice Marshall, in the case I have already quoted, Lough- 
borough vs. Blake, in discussing the government of Territories, 
@: 


used following 


The difference between popula- 
a eee ghed epte l miig ra fidei of pert: 
Be 8 
and associated with it by no Ce on feelings, and permitting fr bere: — 
under the 
either in a state of popes 4 advancing to 
ty as soon as that state of man- 
‘erritories, or which has vol- 
— d has ted the whole 
eee Congress for its legitimate F with the 


The committee, in behalf of the contention they make, quote in 
their report on this bill the argument of Mr. Webster, in the case 
of the American Insurance Company vs. Canter, decided by the 


Supreme Court in 1828. Mr. Webster made the argument in the 
case which they quote, but it is proper to state that the court did 
not follow his argument. The opinion in that case was delivered 
by Chief Justice Marshall, who eight years prior thereto de- 
livered the opinion in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake. This 
great jurist did not overrule in the Canter case the judgment of 
the court in the Loughborough case. In the Canter case he dis- 
cussed fully the provision in the Constitution which we are now 
discussing, which provides: 

That Con, may make all n 
territory orcther Dreperty e te the Unitel Bene 8 


He expressly held that the laws made by the Territorial legisla- 
ture of Florida (that being one of the questions before the court) 
and all the laws made by Congress in respect thereto were not to 
bs „ with the laws and Constitution of the United 


But it is hardly fair, I submit, to that eminent lawyer, Mr. Web- 
ster, that his argument as an advocate in a lawsuit should be 
quoted against him as his solemn opinion on a great constitutional 
question. Such an argument, I think, can hardly be considered as 
authority, though it can not be shown that Mr. Webster in his 
argument cited, or ever at any time in his long and illustrious 
career put forth the claim, that the power given by the Constitu- 
tion to Congress over the territory of the United States authorized 
the passage of such a bill as that now presented to us, 

I challenge gentlemen on the other side of the question to show 
where and when the great expounder of the Constitution ever 
claimed for Congress the power to levy taxes in the States or 
Territories that were unequal and not uniform. I shall quote 
here a more mature and more reliable opinion of Mr. Webster. 
This opinion was not advanced by himas an advocate in a lawsuit, 
but was given by him from his high place which he so much 
adorned, his seat in the United States Senate. Speaking on the 

roposition we are now 3 on the 23d of March, 1848, 
rom his high place in the Senate, he said: 


An arbitrary government may have territorial governments in distant 
. an arbitrary government may its distant territories 

different laws and different systems. Russia may govern the Ukraine, 
and the Ca Chatka by different codes or ukases. We can do 
no such thing. ey must be of us— of us—or else I think 
I n progress what is to figure and deform the tution. 
+ „ Tthink I see a course adopted that is likely to turn the Constitution 
under which we live into a deformed monster—into a curso rather than a 
blessing—into a great frame of unequal government, not founded on popular 
representation, but founded in the equalities; and I think if it go 
gn 8 is a great danger that it will go on, that this Government will 

en up. 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, if this was the opinion of Mr. Webster, 
Iam warranted in the strong assertion I made at the outset, that 
this bill, if it passes, establishes imperialism in this country and 
nothing else, and it will be, in my judgment the beginning of the 
end. Imay be mistaken in the result it will have on the dominant 

ty in the United States. The gentleman who preceded me 
Mr. PAYNE] ke of the t hurricane that swept over the 
unfortunate i d of Puerto Rico in August, 1899, but I say to 
him and to the country that in my humble judgment if you pass 
this bill, if you take this step and plunge country into im 
rialism, that that hurricane will be but a gentle zephyr com to 
the mighty whirlwind which will follow and sweep the Repub- 
lican party from power. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

The conclusion of the matter must be from all the authorities 
cited that the Constitution requires that taxation shall be uniform 
throughout the United States—that is, all the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States. The object was to make permanent 
and effective and as unchangeable as the organic law can be, 
throughout the United States, the principle that all taxes imposed 
by the General Government upon the property of the people, ex- 
cept direct taxes, which, for political reasons, were required to 
be apportioned among the States, should be equal and uniform 
everywhere within its jurisdiction. There is nothing in the lan- 
guage of the Constitution, or in the history of the times, to justify 
the conclusion that the men who framed it, or the States and peo- 
ple when it was ratified, intended to deprive themselves and their 
posterity of the protection afforded by the well-settled rule re- 
quiring uniformity and equality in taxation. 

The direct taxes were required to be ap 
States, without expressly requiring unif ty in the rates within 
each State; but not so as to all other taxes. The constitutional 
provision for the imposition of duties, imposts, and excises,” 
which include all other taxes, expressly required them to be uni- 
form throughont the United States. Uniformity and inequality 
are incompatible terms, and consequently uniformity throughout 
5 States forbids inequality anywhere in the United 

es. 

I come now to discuss another phase of the question presented 


rtioned among the 


1900. 
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by this bill. The feature to which I shall now address myself is 
fraught with immense interest to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico. 
If it be conceded that Congress has the power to legislate in ac- 


cordance with the provisions of the ding bill, then the exercise 
of such power would be unwise. we pass this bill it will be an 
act of bad faith toward the people of Puerto Rico. We were told 
that the inhabitants of that island gladly welcomed General Miles 
and the armies of the United States in July, 1898, when they in- 
vaded their territory and struck down the power pr apen i 
they did because they were assured, and 5 ieved, that 
as the tyrannous shackles of Spain were stricken from them they 
were to be admitted to the immunities and blessings of ourliberal 
institutions, as well as our enlightened civilization. 

We are told our soldiers were hailed as redeemers. Why were 
shoy hailed as redeemers? It was because of the alluring promises 
held out to the inhabitants of the islands by the United States. 
Speaking through our representative directly to those people, sol- 
emn promises were made. They are to be found in the proclama- 
tion of the Commanding General of the United States Army as 
that army under him invaded the island. Whatever ground of 
complaint we may have had against Spain to justify us in the 
war, no one will assert that we had any cause of war the 
8 of that island. We did not enter upon a war t them. 

ey did not welcome our soldiers with hospitable hands to 

bloody graves,” but, on the other hand, hailed them as redeemers. 

We asked them to become our allies and they did so. Here is the 
proclamation of Major-General Miles: 

HEADQUARTERS OF 

Ponce, P. 


THE ARMY, 
R., July 28, 1898. 
To the Inhabitants of Puerto Rico: 

In tion of th against the Kin f by the l 
of thet U ted States in 3 of Marte, a Say repeating on ite mili. 
tary forces have come to occupy the island of Puerto Rico. 

Mr. TERRY. Have that printed in big capitals. ughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of the to 
the remarks of my friend from Arkansas. [Laughter.] 

The proclamation continues: 


ty of Spain and to give to the le of your beautiful island the largest 
8 of liberty Bd Beds with mitten occupation. 


We have not come to make war upon the people of a country that for cen- 


turies has been oppressed, but, on the contrary, to bring you protection, not 
only to yourselves but to your property, to promote 1 and 
bestow upon you the immunities and blessings of the liberal institutions of 
our Government. It is not our to in ere with any existing laws 
and customs that are wholesome and beneficial to your people so long as ony 
conform to the rules of military administration of order and justice. Thisis 
not a war of devastation, but one to give to all within the control of its mili- 
tary and na val forces the advantages and blessings soe e ae WE ci 


Major-General, Commanding United States Army. 

Mr, GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to say that the 
other day, when I interrupted the gentleman from New York 

r. CLAYTON], who, it will be remembered, was under General 

es in Puerto Rico, and I asked him, Were the people there 
glad to have your troops come?” he replied: Oh, yes; the con- 
servative and intelligent part of the population were glad to 
become Americans.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The solemn pledge of our Government 
made by this t soldier to these people was that we came 
to occupy and take possession of their island in the righteous 
cause of liberty, justice, and humanity; that we came i 
the banner of RAIE hrig to bring them the fostering arm of a nation 
of free peonia, whose greatest power isin its justice and humanity 
to all those living within its fold; that the object of America was 
to give the people of that beautiful island the largest measure of 
liberty; that they were not to be oppressed, but given protection 
in their property; that their prosperity was to be promoted, and 
they were to have bestowed upon them the immunities and bless- 
ings of the liberal institutions of our Government, and that the 
were to share with us the advantages and blessings of enlighten 
civilization. 

The foregoing proclamation of General Miles was accepted as 
his invitation to the people there to unite their fortunes with our 
own. They accepted the invitation. Their acceptance was based 
on the word and honor of an American soldier. I am sure the 
great soldier would not violate any promise, expressed or implied, 
in that proclamation, and as the representative body of his coun- 
va we should be reluctant to do so. A very intelligent witness, 

led to testify before a committee of this House on Jan 19, 
testified that the proclamation of General Miles was deemed an 
invitation extended to the people of Puerto Rico that they might 
be induced to become the allies of the United States and fight a 
common enemy, 


g — and tobacco withou 


The witness says in his testimony that the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico fulfilled their of the contract with General Miles, but, 
he adds, the Uni States has not carried out its part of the 
compact. He stated to the committee that the conditions in the 
island were no better now than under Spanish rule. Another 
witness, testifying before the same committee the same day, said: 


Before the occupation of the United States, the conditions. 
avery bad form of government, were prosperous to a certain nt; but 
since the United States has had the occupation, I am sorry to say, we have 
gone backward; that two years ago we were 8 a great deal moro 
prosperous than we are to-day. There is a great deal more poverty than 
there was two years ago, etc. 

This witness is a resident of the island. General Davis has 
made a public declaration confirmatory of these statements, 

If it be true, as these and other witnesses affirm, that the condi- 
tion of the inhabitants of that island is worse now under our own- 
ership than it was two years ago under Spain, there can be no 
guenon but that every effort we can constitutionally exert as a 

ngress should be put forth to ameliorate and improve their af- 
fairs. I am not here to ask for charity for the people of Puerto 
Rico, but is it not a sad thing to contemplate conditions there 
which are shown after two years of American freedom, liberty, 
humanity, and civilization, to be worse than they were under an 
effete old monarchy? 

All of these things were known to the President. He has had 
his officers and commissioners in the island for nearly two years. 
‘They have submitted reports to him which have been laid by him 


before Congress. Delegations have come by anthority of tlio resis- 


dents of the island, some from boards of trade ami other com- 
mercial organizations, and all of them agree in the story of the 
desolation nd poverty of tha istand, and all unite in saying that 
the last coudition thers is worse than the first. The question pre- 
sented to us is, What is Congress to do in consideration of the cir- 
cumstances and surrounding conditions? 

Shall we put a further burden on them by enacting the pending 
measure into law? The President and his Cabinet of advisers have 
had the benefit of all the information as to the conditions in the 
island. He has not only had the opportunity to read and ie 
the reports of the various agents sent there to investigate and re- 
port to him toon re affairs, but he has heard in person the state- 
ments and declarations of the numerous agentsand representatives 
from that island to our country. He understands the conditions 
in the island, knows of the poy revailing there, and the dif- 
ficulties and trade complications of those people. 

These facts were all before him and no doubt constrained him, 
in pity for them, to make the recommendation to Congress which 
we find in his annual message sent us a little over sixty days ago. 
The Constitution imposes upon him a solemn duty ‘‘to give to the 
Congress information of the state of the Union, and recommend 
to their consideration such measures as he shall judge ee 
and expedient.” In obedience to this injunction, the President, 
after long and serious deliberation and the amplest consideration 
of the condition of the people of Puerto Ricoand their necessities, 
advised the Congress as to its duty to the island. Unless this 
House and the other branch of Congress intend to deliberately 
disregard the solemn advice of the President, made under his con- 
stitutional obligation, the pending bill can not In his recent 
message, read to this House on the 5th day of ber last, and 
enthusiastically Ki by its members, the President in his 
own felicitous style said: 

It must be borne in mind that since the cession Puerto Rico has been denied 
the pal markets she had long enjoyed, and our tariffs have continued 
her products as when she was under 8 sovereignty. The mar- 
5 are closed to her products ex upon terms to which the com- 
all nations is subjected. The island of Gaba, which used to buy her 

t customs du now imposes the same duties upon 
products as from any other country entering her She has there- 
fore lost her free intercourse with 8 and Cuba without any compensat- 
ing benefits in thismarket. Her coffee was little known and not in use by 
Naa poopie and therefore there was no demand here for this, one of her chief 

u The markets of the United States should be opened up to her 
Sol age duty is toabolish all customs tariffs between the United 
tates and Pu Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

I know it is in the power or discretion of the House to pass 
measures directly contrary to the decisions of the Supreme Court 
and also in disregard of the advice of the Chief Executive; 
nevertheless, I feel it my duty before such action is taken to bring 
to the minds and attention of members the decisions of the court 
and the advice of the President. I shall not assume that if gen- 
tlemen are reckless enough to di d the former, they will the 
latter. We have been fully informed as to the painful condi- 
tion of the We in Puerto Rico by the President, by the testi- 
mony of officers of the Government who have been there, who 
have submitted their reports to Congress, and by the evidence of 
numerous witnesses who have testified as to these conditions be- 
fore several committees of this body. 

The sum of all the testimony is that great want exists there, 
that the people are in poverty by reason of the action of our Gov- 
ernment, and that relief must come quickly to be available. Why, 


although under - 
e 


i 
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then, should there be delay in enacting proper legislation? I 
would nos go so far as to intimate, in view of what the President 
has told us, that if we utterly disregard his advice, such action on 
our would by his act be defeated. But why take such risk? 
We have not been informed that there has been any change in 
the opinion so lately expressed by the President, or that he admits 
the unwisdom of the solemn advice so recently given us by him. 
It is well known that his opinions are not hastily formed, but that 
he acts upon the most mature consideration after the most careful 
thought and investigation. 

Not only did the President give us the advice I have quoted, but 
it is also true that his opinion and advice were upon the 
knowledge and information of his Cabinet advisers. The Secre- 
tary of War in his late annual report sustains the President in all 
he said in reference to this matter, as is shown by the following, 
which is taken from his report: 

The highest considerations of justice and faith demand that weshould 
not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our 


( prosperity with 
which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their — to the 
t States, and that wə should treat the interest of this people as our 


own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 
Now I wish to speak of another matter, and I ask the atten- 


tion of gentlemen on the other side. Then again, as late as the 


19th of Jan „the distinguished gentleman, chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, who just addressed the House 
in favor of the pending measure, presented to this House a bill in 


the recommendations of the President. That 
bill was di 15. in ee ae to the one to which he has just ad- 
dressed himself and which he has asked the House to adopt. 

Mr. MADDOX, And which he declined to let us introduce as 
a substitute. ~~. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Of course that 3 has the right 
to change his opinion in the brief period since the i9th ultimo, 
and thereby admit that he was mistaken in asking the House to 
— his bill; but I sag Shad pardoned for questioning the right of 

t gentleman to ask colleagues on this floor to go with him 
in his sudden change of mind. So rapid 5 as this is in- 
dicative of fickleness on his part; and while I will not insist it 
reflects in any degree upon the gentleman’s puxity of p and 
integrity of action, I may be pardoned for saying that it is not 
calculated to enthusiastically inspire greater confidencein him as 
a wise and safe adviser of the House, [Applause on the Demo- 


cratic side.] 
The policy we are asked to pies here will without doubt 
urther impoverish the island. It may serve toenrich some of the 
corporations and syndicates, and perhaps a few individuals, but 
I do not believe it will benefit our ple asa whole. The great 
masses throughout the country believe in our free institutions, 
and above all things believe in that great fundamental doctrine 
first enunciated by Mr. Jefferson, of apal andexact justice to all 
men of whatever state or persuasion and special privileges to none. 
They can not be wou while in the engo pmen of equal rights 
themselves, with eq chances in the race for life, to oppress the 


inhabitants of any tory belonging to the United States. The 
poy yx is a robber policy, and will inevitably lead to a 
0 


s country by the pompo of Puerto Rico as bitter and 
unrelenting as they ever coul: bly have entertained toward 
the monarchy from which they have been wrested by us. In my 
humble judgment a most grave and serious mistake will be made 
if we 1 bill into law. The injury we will inflict on the 
island will be great, but this is nothing to be compared to the 
immeasurable wrong we do to the Constitution of our country, 

Shall we not, then, do our plain duty? Let us vote down this 
most dangerous bill. I take pride in being able to say that in my 
opinion, when the roll is called on its pasico not a solitary Dem- 
ocratic vote in this Chamber will be recorded in its favor. [Ap- 

lause on the Democratic side.] All will stand by the Union and 

e Constitution. We revere that instrument, because, while it 
is not perfect—for human perfection has neyer yet been attained— 
it is the best ever devised by the brain and intellect of man. It 
has been the hope and the stay of our people for more than a hun- 
dred years. They know that under it the poor man’s child, if he 
have talent and genius and ambition, can reach the most exalted 
stations of earth. : 

The oppressed of all nations have sought protection under its 
powers and limitations. Its blessings have been showered like 
the gentle dews of heaven on all alike throughout the United 
States. Under its benignant rule heretofore the rich have been 
shielded in their palaces and fortune, the poor in their hovels and 
in their rags, the middle classes in their contentment and happy 
homes, and all have cheerfully and lovingly rendered obedience 
to its injunctions. It was not made for the last century, which 
gave it birth, nor for the present century now drawing to a close 
which has seen conclusive evidences of its marvelous strength anc 

rotecting power, nor for the coming century, which, under Provi- 
ence, I pray is to witness its grander triumphs, but for all cen- 
turies, for all the people, all the States, and all the Territories of 


_rate is now considerably below the death 
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the American Union, 
desire to live on under our great charter and bill of rights in the 
future, as we have in the past, a free and a united people, one in 
mind to render it cheerful obedience, one in sentiment to cherish 
it as the almost sum of human 3 one in patriotism to die 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] We 


for, if need be, one in all that makes a republic great and its 
ee free, happy, prosperous, and contented. [Prolonged ap- 
plause. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, by virtue of a treaty with Spain 
the islands constituting the Philippine Archipelago and the island 
of Puerto Rico became territory belonging to the United States. 
That treaty was made in the usual way, was ratified by the Senate, 
and isan accomplished fact. Whatever we may think as to its wis- 
dom matters not now. Even if we were di to recede from its 
obligations, the time for so doing has long since gone by. The fact 
that stares us in the face is that by virtue of that treaty we have 
assumed certain responsibilities, certain relations with the inhab- 
itants of those islands, certain relations with the nations of the 
world, and certain duties to ourselves from which there is no es- 
cape. Whatever may be our ultimate purpose, we can now do 
nothing but provide for these acquisitions in such way as shall 
best contribute to their welfare and our own. 

Puerto Rico is a little island about 95 miles long and 45 miles 
wide, situated in the Caribbean Sea. It is the most densely popu- 
lated piece of territory in the world. Only about 12 per cent of 
its 3 are capable of reading and writing. The people are 
such as you might expect to find after a domination of three or 
four hundred years by Spain. The Philippine Islands are distant 
from us in the neighborhood of 8,000 miles, They differ from 
Puerto Rico in extent of territory, in number and character of in- 
habitants, in civilization, in the products of their soil. They differ 
ingay in many respects from each other. 

read from the report of the Philippine Commission: 

The total number of inhabitants has been estimated at all the way from 

1 = ge s * . 


* * 

The inhabitants of the Philippines belong to three sharply distinct races— 
the Negrito race, the Indonesian race, and the Malayan race. 

It is universally conceded that the Negritos of y are the disa 
remnants of a people which once populates the entire archipelago. 
ph sically, — * 5 of low sta „with black skin, closely suring hair, 

n thick lips, and clumsy feet. In the matter of intelligence 
they stand at or near the om of the human series, and they are believed 
to be expats of any considerable degree of civilization or advancement. 

Centu ago they were driven from the coast re; to the wilder in- 
terior portions of the islands by Malay invaders, and from that day to this 
they have steadily lost ground in the for existence until but a few 
scattered and numerically . of them remain. As arule, 
they are to be met with only on the fi sides of the higher mountains 
of Luzon, Panay, Negros, and Min although in the northeastern part 
of Luzon they are said to still inhabit the wooded lowlands near the coast. 
They lead a nomadic life, wandering almost naked through the forests and 
living on fruits, tubers, and such game as they can bring down with their 


aring 
iey are, 


bows and poisoned arrows. It is believed that not more 25,000 of them 
2 in the entire archipelago, and the race seems doomed to early ex- 
ction. 


Within a comparatively short time it has ne lorry ar py from 
several of the islands which it formerly inhabited, and it is said that the birth 
tar as is at present known, the Philippine tribes belonging to the In- 

nara confin island of Mindanao, the surface of 


show that 
dences = Indonesian origin; but this is a question which remains to be de- 
The 3 representatives of this race are physically superior not 
only to the Negri but to the more numerous Mala ples as well. 
They are tall and w: ae ag with high foreheads, e noses, 182 
hair, and often with abundant beards. color of their skins is sate ligh 
Many of them are very clever and intelligent. None of the tribes have been 
Christianized. Some of them haye grown extremely flerce and warlike as a 
result of their long struggle with hostile Malayan peoples. Others, more 


happy in their surroundi are pacific and industrious. 
© t majority of the inhabitants of the Philippines are of Malayan 
extr re in any of the islands, but is 


on, although the race is not found 
modified thro’ with Chinese, 


everywhere more or less inte 
ted extent, Spaniards and other 


Indonesians, Negritos, Arabs, and, to a 


is usually ar ban and ap e. The skin 
brown and distinctly darker o Indonesians, although very 
much lighter than that of the Negritos. The nose is short and frequently 
considerably flattened. 

The representatives of these three races are divided into numerous tribes, 
which often differ Net herent in language, manners, cu and 1 
well asin t 


d christian 
majority of the inhabitants, ‘i 
t the Filipinos do not constitute a nation or “a people” will ap 
Ecinas ao tar ay known, the copies witch € ey respect tively inhabit, and, 
where practicable, an es oe the number of indi duals composing each 
Then follows a statement showing that there are 84 different 
tribes, differing in language, differing in customs, and differing 
in civilization. x 
Now, then, these people beyond all recall have fallen to our care. 
We are to give them peace and order, education, civilization, 
and possibly independence; but the immediate necessity of the 


D- 


1900. 


hour is that we govern them. If there is anything in the world 
clear it is that these eighty-four tribes require different modes of 

vernment, different kinds of laws, different treatment adapted 

their respective needs. And yet, attempting now for the first 
time to legislate for one of our new possessions, we are met with 
the pr tion that all of our new possessions, must be governed 
by one fixed, unvarying system, and thatthe system which applies 
2 Ter age the freest and most intelligent people on the face of 

e earth, 

An amazing proposition, involving free trade with the Philip- 
pines, the extension to them of our navigation laws, and the in- 
corporation into the body politic of from six to twelve millions of 
semisavages. How do you like the problem? Do you believe that 
you can carry civilization and ultimately independence to those 
poopie if your hands are tied by the limitationsof the Constitution 
of the United States? 

But are our hands so tied? By no means. My proposition is 
that the government of territory . the United States 
is not subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but that 

has power, absolute power, to govern, keeping only in 
mind those fundamental principles Which, though they may be 
written in the Constitution, are not binding on us in this 
because they are so written, but because they are a part of our 
system of government. 

Now, under the treaty the political status of the inhabitants of 
those islands is to be fixed by the Congress of the United States. 
Under a provision in the Constitution Congress has power to dis- 
pose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting ter- 
ritory belonging to the United States. It would seem, therefore, 
that the power to pass this bill providing for customs duties in 
Puerto Rico and in the United Statesis unquestionably in Congress. 
But it is said that there exists a limitation upon that power; that 
the limitation arises out of that provision of the Constitution 
which says that— 


Sw duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
es. 


Does the term “United States” include Puerto Rico as the 
framers of that instrument intended when they used that language? 
The first place that we ought to go for an answer to that question 
is to the Constitution itself. e ought to be able to ascertain 
from the ə used what was the intention of the framers of 
that great instrument at the time when it was made. The term 
“ United States” is used to express several different things. The 
United States, for instance, means the forty-five States that col- 
lectively constitute the Federal Union. The United States” is 
used as a term of geographical description, just as we use the 
British Empire” to cover all Great Britain’s possessions, 

But ‘‘ the United States” is used in a political sense in the Con- 
stitution to indicate that corporation which is the result of the 
union of the original thirteen States, and it seems to me thata 
study of the language of the Constitution can not but lead any 
impartial seeker after the truth to come to the conclusion that the 
words United States” as used therein have reference only, ex- 
cepting where otherwise pointed out, to the thirteen original States 
and to those that under provision made should subsequently be- 
come a part of the Union, 

5 0 HEN RY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption 

Mr. DALZELL. Without wishing to be uncivil, I ask as a fa- 
vor that I be not 3 

Certainly no one would say from reading the preamble to the 
Constitution that anything but the thirteen States were referred 

to therein. We, the people of the United States” could only 
mean the people of States that adopted the instrument. The peo- 
ple of the United States in e that Constitution were en- 
gaged in setting up a working government, consisting of three 
separate departments —the legislative, the executive, and the ju- 
dicial. Take the articles in the Constitution that relate to these 
three separate departments of the Government, and you must 
come to the conclusion that ‘‘the United States” means only those 
who participated in the making of that Constitution. 

The legislative department is to consist of Representatives and 
Senators chosen by the States. The executive is the Executive 
of the United States, chosen by the electors of the States, The 

judiciary is the judiciary of the United States, and its powers, its 
3 as has been beld many times, as I shall show you, 

ve uniformly been confined to the United States. The power 
of amendment is in the United States. The limitations upon the 
power of Congress are thoseimposed by the States; the sovereignty 
5 the United States isla sovereignty granted by the States. 

that all through that instrument, except, as I say, where it is 
expressly stated to the contrary, it seems apparent that the only 
3 was in the view of the [framers of the Constitution 
8 ə they made the Constitution was the thirteen original 


Now, then, where it was intended that the Constitution should 
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have extra State jurisdiction, that fact is made clearly to appear. 
Article IV, section 3, clause 1, provides that new States ma ad- 
mitted by Congress into this Union. Article IV, section 3, clause 2, 
provides that Congress shall have the power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations r ting the Territories 
and other property banene to the United States. And the thir- 
teenth amendment provides that slavery shall not exist within the 
United States or any place subject to its jurisdiction. It seems to 
me that the inclusion of that term in the thirteenth amendment is 
significant. It is the only place in the Constitution where the 
jurisdiction of the United States is expressly provided for outside 
of the States. It was to get rid of slavery for all time to come 
and beyond all possibility of mishap that the clause was inserted. 
The same men that wrote these words into the thirteenth amend- 
ment drew the succeeding amendments, and made no reference at 
all to any extra State jurisdiction. That, therefore, is an argu- 
ment to my mind in favor of phe proposition that the States onl 
are meant, unless something to the contrary be expressly sta 

The phrase throughout the United States,” which occurs in 
this par: ph relating to taxation, appears three times in the 
Constitution. In Article II, section 1, paragraph 2, it is provided 
that the day on which electors shall be voted for shall be the same 
throughout the United States. That, of course, could have no 
reference to any other territory than the United States, it being 
applicable only to electors. We have, therefore, in that instance 
ascertained the meaning of the term throughout the United 
States,” and it is a fundamental rule of construction that having 
once ascertained the real meaning of a term in an instrument, 
that same meaning must accompany the term throughout, unless 
there be express reasons to the contrary. 

In Article I, section 8, cin ib 4, it 7 8 that bankrupt 
laws shall be uniform throughout the United States. The first 
bankruptcy law was confined in terms to the United States. The 
subsequent bankruptcy laws were extended to the Territories by 
express provision thought to be necessary for that purpose, 

icle I, section 8, provides that duties shall be unifo mthrough- 
out the United States. That is the clause now under considera- 
tion. In the same sentence, paragraph 3, Congress is given power 
to regulate commerce—commerce of the United States and among 
the several States, This means, of course, the several States of 
the United States. It can hardly be assumed that the several 
States did not mean the United States. In point of fact, some of 
ied “cee reyenue laws were confined in terms to the United 

a 

It seems to me, therefore, that if we were confined to the Con- 
stitution itself for the meaning of this term ‘‘ United States,” we 
must necessarily come to the conclusion that what was in the 
minds of the framersof the Constitution was the original thirteen 
States and as ge cher Ja as might be added under the terms of 
that instrument. under the term ‘‘ United States” all the ter- 
ritory under the jurisdiction of the United States was included, it 
was a useless performance to put into the Constitution an express 
provision that Con should have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory of 
the United States.” 

Now, on the other side, as against this proposition, there is 
cited the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, decided in 1828 by Chief 
Justice Marshall, in which he answers the question ‘‘ What does 
the United States mean?” by saying that it means all the terri- 
tory of the great Republic—the District of Columbia, the Territo- 
ries beyond the Missouri, and so on. It seems to me perfectly 
patent that what Chief Justice Marshall said apes that subject 
Was a mere dictum and had no connection at all with the ques- 
tion involved in the case. In 1815 Congress a law levying 
a direct tax and apportioned it among the States, and in that law 
it named the particular States and apportioned the amounts re- 
spectively to those States. Subsequent to the passage of that 
act Congress another act and levied a direct tax upon the 
District of Columbia. One of the citizens of the District having 
refused to pay this tax, his property was levied upon, and in an 
action of trespass the question of constitutional power was raised. 
In delivering a decision the Chief Justice said: 

This case presents to the consideration of the court a single question. It 
is this: Has Congress a right toimpose adirect tax on the District of Columbia: 

This question he answered in the affirmative, 

Well, of course Congress had aright to impose a direct tax upon 
the District of Columbia, because under the Constitution Congress 
is given exclusive control over that District. No necessity arose 
for the court to define the term United States.” It does not, there- 
fore, necessarily follow that in the disposition of that case anythin 
was involved like the proposition that the United States cover 
both the United States and Territories, nor did the case decide 
any such thing. In effect it decided the exact opposite, because 
it decided that a tax which was uniform throughout the United 
States, but was not applied to the Territories at all, was a consti- 
tutional tax. 

So that the case, as it seems to me, is an authority against those 
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gentlemen on the other side who cite it in support of their 

sition, And when the framers of the Constitution provided in 
that instrument that all duties, im , and excises shall be 
uniform Ne oan the United States,” I put to you the question, 
by virtue of what authority do you write into the Constitution 
that which they left out, and say “shall be uniform throughout 
the United States and Territories?” But there are cases directl 


in point, some of them decided by this same Chief Justice. It 
that if this is a dictum it is the dictum of the great Chief 
Justice. And so, I grant you, it is. But when I place against 
the dictum of the great Chief Justice the decision of the great 
Chief Justice upon the very point at issue, I think Iam justified 
in asking you to set aside the dictum and to follow the decision. 

In a case in which the District of Columbia was again involved, 
reported in 2 Cranch—the case of Hepburn vs, Ellzey—the ques- 
tion arose as to whether or not a citizen of the District of Colum- 
bia was a citizen of the United States within the meaning of the 
term United States” in the Constitution and therefore entitled 
to sue in the Federal courts. And now I read what Chief Justice 
Marshall said: 


The question in this case is whether the plaintiffs, as residents of the Dis- 
trict of umbia, can maintain an action in the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of Vir This depends on the act of Congress de- 

the at court. jurisdiction to the 


cases 

ht and a citizen of another State. To support the jurisdiction in this 
erefore, it must a that Columbia is a State. 

the part of the 


ters on ge à 
uses the word State“ in reference to that term as used 
it becomes necessary to inquire whether Columbia is a State in the sense 
that instrument. The t of that examination is a conviction that the 

mnfederacy only are the States contemplated in 


n d of bers chosen by the 
o House compose members 

people of the Sta and each State shall have at least one Repre- 
sen 


ti 
tors from each State. 
ecutive, a number of 
Representatives. These clauses — 
Constitution as pore ime td a member of the Union, and excludes the 
terms the signification attached toit by writers on the law of nations, When 
the same term which has been used p eee eee ee 


Upon the same line of argument that I ap" ee a few mo- 
ments ago Chief Justice Marshall comes to 

when the framers of the Constitution said United States,” they 
did not mean United States and Territories.” 

The same question substantially arose in the case of a Territory 
the case of New Orleans vs. Winter, in 1 Wheaton. In this case the 
court said: 

It has been attempted to distin a Terri from the District of Co- 
Jumbia, but the court Fa T. 
Pirat ea f differ in many 


in which that term is used in the Constitution. Every 
of the court that a citizen of Col 


These rnlings have never been disturbed, but the principle asserted has 
been acted upon ever since by the courts when the t has arisen. 

And in the case of Texas vs. White, reported in 7 Wallace 
where the question involved was as to the status of the State of 
Texas by reason of her having joined the rebellious States, the 
court undertake to define the word States as used in the Con- 
stitution, and they say: 

sense of the Constitution, isa political communi 
* NN in the ordinary pol 


ing a territ of defined boundari 


es and 
under a government sanctioned and limited by a written constitation and 
established by the consent of the 


verned. It is the union of such States 
under a common constitution which forms the distinct and greater political 
unit which that constitution designates as the United States. It speaks of 
the people and States which compose it as one people and one country.” 
The use of the word in this sense hardl . In the 
clauses which impose prohibitions upon the States with respect to the mak- 
— Jo treaties, emitting of bills of credit, and laying duties on tonnage, and 
which guarantee tothe States representation in the House of ta- 
tives and in the Senate, are found similar instances of this use in the Consti- 
tution. Others will occur to every mind. 

I say, then, that not only from the four corners of the Constitu- 
tion itself, but from the decisions of the highest court of the land, 
we are led to believe that the term ‘‘ United States” in the Con- 
stitution does not extend to and cover the Territories. 

I ask, now, what was the judgment of the men who made the 
Constitution and of the men who were cotemporaries of the men 
who made the Constitution with respect to the power under the 
Constitution to legislate for Territories? And I say that both 
Federalists and Pepan agreed in the proposition that the 
Com{stitution related only to the States. Let me read you some of 
the opinions on this subject. 

This discussion arose out of the proposition to acquire and out 
of the subsequent acquisition of the Territory of Louisiana, 


e conclusion that —.— 


Mr. Pickering, of Massachusetts, declared in the Senate that it 
was not in the power of the President or of Congress to incor- 
poras the Territory into the Union, as the treaty demanded. He 

d not believe even that an amendment could be made to the 
Constitution so as to authorize it in the ordinary way, but only by 
the assent of each individual State, as in a commercial house the 
consent of each member would be necessary to admit a new part- 
ner into the 8 

John Quincy Adams agreed with him, but had a remedy to 


propose. He said: 


This is et gax m in the very case before you, have confessedly 
done. It is well known that their powers did not authorize them to con- 
clude this treaty; but they acted for the benefit of their country, and this 
large majority, bas advised to the ratification of their proceed- 
ings. — ig — then. not —— that the ministers who signed, but the Presi- 
te who ratified this contract, have exceeded their powers. 
that the other House of Con, who have given their assent by 
g this and other bills for the fulfillment of the o tions it imposes on 
have exceeded their powers. 
ay, suppose eyen that the majority of States competent to amend tho 
tution in other cases could not amend it in this without exceeding their 
ponere esa this is the extremest point to which any gentleman on floor 
extended his scruples—suppose all this, and there still remains in the 
country a power competent to adopt and sanction every part of our eng: 
ments and carry them entirely into execution. For notwithstanding the 
objections and apprehensions of many individuals, of gE ees able, and 
excellent men in various of the Union, yet such is the public favor 
attending the transaction which commenced by the negotiations of 
treaty, and which, I hope, will terminate in our full, undisturbed and undis- 
puted possession of the ceded territory, that I firmly believe if an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, amply sufficient for the accomplishment of — 
thing for which we have contracted, shall be proposed. as I think it ought, it 
will be adopted by the legislature of every State inthe Union. We can there- 
„„ this is all that France has a right 
require of us. 


And Thomas Jefferson said: 


This treaty must, of course, be laid before both Houses, because both have 
important functions to exercise it. They, I will seo 
their duty to their country in ra‘ an paying be it ao an to secures 
good which would otherwise probably never bein their power. But I sup- 
pose they must then appeal to the nation for an additio: 


article to the Con- 
stitution, a ving and confirming the act which the nation had not pre- 
viously authorized. ‘The Constitution has madeno provision for our hol 
foreign territory, still less for oepa foreign nations into our Union. 
The Executive, in seizing the fugitive occurrence w. so much advances 
the of their country, have done an act ond the Constitution. 
e ture, in casting behind them metaphysical subtleties, and risk- 
like faithful servants, must ra: and pay for it, and throw 
their coun: 


themselves on 
would have done for th: ves 


case of a in the money of his purchasing an im- 

t adjacent territory and sa; to when of :I did for 

your oe tono t d you; you may disavow me, and I 
must get out of the scrape as my duty to risk myself for 


can: 1 Senge i 

disavowed by en ae their act of indem- 
nity will confirm and not weaken the Constitution by more strongly mark- 
ing out its lines. 

And when in the debate it was said that the powers conferred 
on the President were unconstitutional, the reply was made by 
the President’s advisors that the Constitution was made for States, 
not for Territories. 

Mr. Rodney, of Delaware, said: 

It shows that Congress have a power in tho Territories that they can not 
exercise in the States, and that the limitations of power in the Constitution 
are applicable to States and not to Territories. 

And John Randolph, a Republican of Republicans, said: 

PR cen Naf Soba of vt Bind rary — —— extent as that ar the 
existing government of the provinces. 

Now, no constitutional amendment was made, not because Mr. 
Jefferson, as my friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] said, 
came to the conclusion that none was necessary, but because it 
was held by statesmen, as it was subsequently held by the court 
that the United States was a sovereign nation, having and entitled 
to exercise all the powers of any sovereign nation, the right to 
make war and peace, the right to acquire territory, and as a neces- 
sary consequence of that right, the right to govern it without lim- 
itation, save that in the discretion of the Congress, its agents in 
the government. 

On the 18th of January, 1803, Mr. Gallatin wrote to Mr. Jeffer- 
son, saying with respect to the acquisition of Louisiana: 

But does any constitutional objection really exist? To meit would appear, 
first, that the United States as a nation have an inherent right to acquire 

5 3 that whenever that acquisition is by treaty, the same con- 
stituted authorities in whom the treaty making power is vested have the 
constitutional right to sanction the acquisition. 

But we have more than the opinions of the men who were con- 
tem with the making of this Constitution. We have their 
express acts, in the shape of legislation, declaratory of-what they 
thought as to the limitations that existed in the g of territory 

uired under the treat 1 the war power of the Con- 
stitution. What limitatſons did Mr. Jefferson and his Con 
oe upon them when they set up a government in 


? 

Will anyone contend that Louisiana was governed under a re- 
publican form of government and subject to the limitations of the 
Constitution? hy, Con turned over to the President the 
dictatorial power to e officers, civil and military, and to 


mi- 
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delegate to them the government of Louisiana. And Mr. Jeffer- 
son appointed one man as governor-general and intendant, two 
offices that had been filled under Spanish rule by different men. 
And this man had the power to make laws. He had the power to 
dispose of the finances. He had the power to review the deci- 
sions of the courts. There was no such thing as jury trial in 
Louisiana. There was an ecclesiastical establishment in Louisi- 
ana, and priests and curates were paid out of the Louisiana 


ury. 

There were the old medigval laws, long since gone out of use 
amongst civilized peoples, such as cutting ont a man’s tongue for 
the offense of blasphemy, and all that sort of thing. 

75 Mr. WILL LAus of Mississippi rose.] 

suppose my friend was going to say that that was merely the 
temporary government of Louisiana, and so it was; but what was 
the permanent government of Louisiana asa Territory? It was 
better in this respect, that despotic power was not placed in the 
hands of one man in Louisiana; but it was no better in this, that 
tic power still remained in the hands of one man who occu- 

pied the Executive chair as President of the United States. 

Let me read you what the historian Adams says with respect 
to this government, set ap by the gentlemen who were contempo- 
raries with the framers of the Constitution: 

It created a Territorial form of government in which the people of Loui- 
siana weretohavenoshare. The governor and were to be a ted 
by the President for four years. The legislative council, constitu’ of thir- 
teen members, was to be appointed by the President without consulting the 
Senate, and was to be convened and prorogued by the 8 as he might 
think Beg The judicial officers, also appointed by © President, were to 
ae for four years instead of the usual term of good behavior. 

Said the historian— 
seemed to set the Territor estate, to be ed 
by the power 3 in the eee e * 8 88 

With 3 this act and its twin statute for collecting duties in the 
ceded territory precedent was complete. received a ern- 
ment in which its people, who had been solemnly promised all the rights of 
American citizens, were set apart, not as citizens, but as subjects lower in 
the political scale than the meanest tribes of Indians, whose right to self- 
Se was never questioned. By these measures the Executive and the 

ture recorded their decision in regard to the powers of government 
over national territory. 

Was there ever a plainer declaration made under the solemn 
responsibilities of official duty that the limitations of the Consti- 
tution do not apply to the government of Territories than was 
made by the President and Con in dealing with Louisiana? 

Now, Louisiana came into the Union under the terms of a 
treaty with France known as the Louisiana treaty, of April 30, 
1803, which provided: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, e Pgs rin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the en. a hp 55 of all the rights, advan- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the United States; and in the meantime 
they shall be maintained and 1 in the free enjoyment of liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess. 

The inhabitants of Louisiana protested that this treaty obliga- 
tion was not being observed; that they were not r as 
citizens of the United States; and they presented a memorial to 
Congress, and in that memorial and in the answer that 

ve we may find another illustration of the opinion of the 
thers as to whether or not the limitations of the Constitution 
apply to Territories, These gentlemen said: 

A governor is to be placed over us whom we have not chosen, whom we 
do not even know, who may be ignorant of our language, uninformed of our 
5 and who may have no connections with our country or interest 
in elfare. 


Baj eon Pye ronek) ted the — be easily proc 3 from 
e a council selec’ resident or governor an Spe 
ent No or their appointment and continuance in office; or if they should 


. refractory, the power of 5 frees him from any troublesome 
terference until a more prudent se. 


Now, how did Congress answer this protest of these people in 
Louisiana? Mr. John Randolph, from the committee appointed 
by the House to take into consideration the memorial, reported on 
January 25, 1805. I read only a short extract: 


They shall be incorporated into the Union and admitted—to what? Tothe 
enjoyment of all the rights, etc.,of American citizens. When? As soon as it 
can be done in conformity with the principles of the Federal Constitution; 
meanwhile they are to be protected, ete. 

Could any doubt be excited of the soundness of this construction of the 
English context it would be 8 dissipated by a recurrence to its coun- 
tex part in the French lan h e manifest absurdity of the concluding 
words of the article, which would result from an gare interpretation, 
should fail to remove it. For what necessity could exist for a provision 


poy as t or to that provision of the Constitution which requires the ae 


enjoyment by the Ka ged of the Constitution. The imputation, therefore, 
unsupporte: the language of the third article of the treaty of Paris than 
it is repugnant to the orm tenor of the American character, from the 
commencement of the national existence. 

So that to the complaint that those people occupying a Territory 
belonging to the Untied States had made, that they had no rights 
under the Constitution, Mr. Randolph made answer in the House 
of Representatives, telling them that it was true that they had no 
rights until the time should come when Congress should see fit to 

t them into the Union. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I fear that Iam spending too much time 
upon this icular branch of the case, but it seems to me that 
the history of the Louisiana purchase, the legislation, and the 
opinions of our statesmen with respect thereto, all furnish cogent 
arguments in favor of the proposition that the term United 
States” in the Constitution does not carry the limitations of that 
instrument to the government of Territories. 

Up to this time we have seen what construction the executive 
and legislative branches of the Government have put upon the 
Constitution in its relation to Territories. 

I now advance a step further and say that the courts have 

adopted and indorsed that construction. In the case of Sere vs, 
Petot, reported in 6 Cranch, the court said: 
Biron ping oa e right g and ig aad Mis tote ound 8 Nd 
be contested, the Constitution of the United States declares that = Conghees 
shall have power to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
5 — hed Gongres possessing and exercising the absolute and 
undiapnted 8 of governing and legislating for the Territory of New Or- 
leans. has given them a legislature, an executive, a judiciary, 
with such powers as it has been their will to assign to these de ts, 
respectively. 

I shall show as my argument proceeds that this is the uniform 
doctrine of the courts upon this subject. 

Now, we have had various acquisitions since that of Louisiana. 
Each and all of them have come to us by treaty, and in each and 
every case, except in that of Alaska, it was thought necessary to 
limit the unlimited power of the Congress to deal with these Ter- 
ritories belonging to the United States by treaty provision which 
should secure for them the right of ultimate admission to the 
United States, and in the meantime protection to their inhabitants 
in their life, liberty, pro , and religion. All the legislation 
and all the cases decided by the courts with respect to these Ter- 
ritories are to be read in the light of those treaty provisions. 

In the treaty with Spain known as the Florida purchase, in 1821, 
it was provided that— 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 

treaty shall be incorporated in the Union of the United 
States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal Con- 
stitution and admitted to the enjoyment of the privileges, rights, and im- 


In the treaty with Mexico concluded in 1848 a substantially sim- 
ilar provision occurs. 

And in the treaty with Mexico concluded in 1854, known as the 
Gadsden treaty, there was a substantially similar provision. 

In the treaty with Russia, concluded in 1867, there was no pro- 
vision for the incorporation of the Territory of Alaska into the 
Union, but there was a provision that the inhabitants, with the 
exception of uncivilized native tribes, should have the immunities 
of citizens of the United States and should be maintained and pro- 
“ten in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and re- 

gion. 

As these treaties were under the Constitution the supreme law 
of the land, it will be observed that the unlimited power of Con- 
gress to deal with the territory ceded was expressly limited to the 
extent provided for by the treaties. 

Had it not been for these treaty provisions the 8 of Con- 
gress to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations 
needful in its judgment, mark you—with respect to the territo: 
belonging to the United States would have vested an unlimi 
power in the Con, 

In the case of the acquisition of the Philippines and of Puerto 
Rico by the terms of the treaty the political status of the native 
inhabitants of the islands is to be determined by Congress; and its 
power therefore with respect to them, whether that power be the 
result of our power to sope or of the constitutional power to 

i of and makeall needful rules and regulations, is unlimited, 

a matter of legislative history these acquisitions have always 
been governed by acts of Congress, made applicable to each in its 
turn, and they have been governed by such laws as Congress saw 
fit to prescribe, based upon the requirements of each individual 


case. 
With respect to all of them the principle recognized in the case 
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of Louisiana has been affirmed, namely, the principle that Terri- 
torial laws are dependent entirely upon Congressional action. 

If the provisions zasune to any department created by the 
Constitution are inapplicable beyond the States, then the provi- 
sions of all its de ents must be inapplicable beyond the 
States. It seems to me that this must be itted. There is no 
distinction drawn in the Constitution between the jurisdiction of 
the executive, the legislative, and the judicial departments. 

Article III, section 1, of the Constitution reads: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court and in such inferior courts as the Con may from time to time or- 


dain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
shail hold their offices during good behavior. 


It is then further provided that— 


The judicial power of the United States shall extend to all cases of mari- 
time and admiralty jurisdiction. 

Mr. Webster said that the legislature and judiciary of the Ter- 
ritories have always been established by a law of Congress, and 
the decisions of the Supreme Court from the earliest down bear 
him out in the assertion. The first case to which I call your at- 
tention is the case of Benner against Porter reported in 9 Howard, 
page 242, It is there said: 

The distinction between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States has no foundation in these Territorial govern- 
ments, and consequently no such distinction exists, either in reaneer to the 

urisdiction of their courts or the subjects submitted to their cognizance. 
ey are legislative governments and their courts legislative courts, Con- 
in the exercise of its powers in the o ization and government of 
Rrerritories, com the powers of both the Federal and State authorities. 
There is but one system of government or of laws 1 within their lim- 
its, as neither is subject to the constitutional provisions in respect to State 
and Federal jurisdiction. 

They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to the complex 
distribution of the powers of government as the ic law, but are crea- 
tions, exclusively, of the tive department and subject to its supervi- 
sion and control. 

Mr, TERRY. I would like to ask the 

Mr. DALZELL. All right, although 


rupted. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to ask the gentleman if, under the logic 
of his contention, Congress could have instituted free trade with 
Arizona and high-protection tariff with New Mexico. 

Mr. DAL Tes. 

i Mr. TERRY. Ionly wanted to know where the gentleman’s 
ic went. 
. DALZELL. Iam not afraid of my logic. I sayitcould. 

Now, in the case of Canter, Chief Justice said, upon 
this same subject, speaking of the courts of Florida: 

These courts, then, are not constitutional “courts in which the judicial 
power conferred by the Constitution on the General Government can be de- 
posited. They are incapable of receiving it. They are legislative courts, 
created in ue of the ral right of soverei 8 exists in the Gov- 
ernment, or in virtue of that clause which enables to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United 


The jurisdiction with which they are invested is nota 
power zenten is defined in the third articl 
‘erred by Congress 


over the Territories of the United 


ntleman a question. 
prefer not to be inter- 


The same doctrine is affirmed in Clinton vs, Engelbrecht (13 
Wallace, 484). The court said: 


There is no court of the United States, nor is there 8 
court ot the United States in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory 
of Utah. ahe udges are not appointed for the same terms, nor is the juris- 
diction which 


y exercise part of the judicial power conferred vy the Con- 
e courts are the legislative courts 

of that clause which authorizes Co: 

to make all rules and regulations respecting the Territories belong- 

ing to the United States. 

In olds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145) it was held that 
the laws relating to the number of grand jurors requisite de- 
pended upon the rule, not of the United States, but of the Terri- 
torial court. 

In The City of Panama (101 U. S., 453) the courts of Washing- 
ton Territory were held clothed by an act of Congress with admi- 
ralty jurisdiction. : 

In McAllister us. United States (141 U. S., 174) it was held that 
the judge of the district court of Alaska was not a judge contem- 
pae y the Constitution, and was subject to removal by the 

esident, 

And so I might multiply cases, but I refrain. It is 8 
clear, therefore, that so far as the judicial decisions go, there are 
at least two departments.created by the Constitution where there 
are no limitations upon the pone of Congress with respect to 
Territories—the legislative and the judicial. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the geen from Pennsylvania be allowed to complete his re- 
marks, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania have time to 


complete his remarks. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALZELL. But it is contended, Mr. Chairman, that im- 
mediately upon the acquisition of territory by the United States 
the Constitution ex proprio vigore is extended to that territory. 
That, Mr. Chairman, was the ground assumed in the argument 
of that great case which really, by its decision, covers all these 
questions and which has been affirmed over and over again—the 
case of the American Insurance Company vs. Canter. 

It was contended in that case by the counsel for the appellant 
before the court, first, that the people in the Territories of the 
United States are citizens entitled to all the benefits derived from 
the laws and the Constitution of the United States and subject to 
all the provisions of the Constitution and the laws passed under 
it; second, that in principle there can be no difference between a 
Territory formed out of a country within the old limits of the 
United States and a Territory in a newly-acquired country, and, 
third, that therefore the poopie of Florida, immediately upon its 
cession, or at any rate upon the passing of the act instituting the 
Territorial government, became citizens of the United States, to 
whom the laws and Constitution extended. 

On the other hand, Mr. Whipple, who was with Mr. Webster 
for claimant, said: 


Much a ent has been used to show that the Constitution and laws of 
the United States are, per se, in force in Florida, and that the inhabitants are 
citizens of the United States. 

How the Constitution became of force in Florida has not been shown. Was 
it by the act of cession? Is there any principle in the law of nations which 
upon the act of cession or conquest gives to the cedgl or conquered country 
a right to participate in the privileges of the constitution of the parent coun- 
try? The usages of nations, from the period of Grecian colonization to the 
present moment, are procy the reverse. Such a tnever was asserted. 

The Constitution was established by the people of the United States for 
ae Canes nd xt provides for the root a _ m of antos aoe 

e Union, and exp y confers upon Congress power of gove: 
them as Territories until they are admitted as States. 

If the Constitution was in force in Florida, why wasit not represented in 
Congress? Why was it necessary to pass an act of Co: entending sev- 
eral of the laws of the United States to Florida? Why did Congress designate 

rticular laws, such as the crimes act, the slave trade and revenue acts,and 

ntroduce them as laws into Florida? Why enumerate cular rights se- 
cured to the people of the Unites Stated if the inhabitants of Florida were 
entitled to them on the act of cession? 


Arguing upon the same side, Mr. Webster, in his argument, said: 


by Congress as she thought pr 5 has Con 
have done anything; she Wiebe re refused the right or ti trial by Jory and re- 
fused at her will; 


guish ion, anticipating the future 
erection of the Territory into a State. the law esta the court at 
Key West come within the restrictions of the Constitution of the United 
States? If the Constitution does not extend over this Territory, the law can 
not be inconsistent with the national Constitution. 

Now, what did Chief Justice Marshall say in deciding the case? 
He said, first and foremost: 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
powers of war and of g treaties; consequently that Govern- 
mens possesses the power of acquiring territory either by conquest or by 

reaty. 

_ And then, addressing himself to the doctrine that the Constitu- 
tion is extended to ceded territory ex proprio vigore, and speak- 
ing of the inhabitants of Florida, he said: 


They do not perag te in tical power; they do not sł iu a 
ment until Florida shall . th 7 govorn 


the Constitution which empowers Congress“ to make all needful 


wer of governing territory belonging to the United States 


g a State, acquired the means of self-government 
may result necessarily from the fact that it is not within the jurisdiction of 
any particular State and is within the power and jurisdiction of the United 
States. The right to govern may be the inevitable consequence of the right 
to acquire territory. Whichever may be the source whence the power is 
derived, the possession of it is unquestioned. 

Now, let me say in this connection that when my friend from 
Tennessee, 1 Mr. Webster's argument in the Canter 
case, said that Mr. Webster had never as a public man affirmed 
the unlimited power of Congress, and that no particular regard 
was to be placed upon his argument as a lawyer, he was mistaken, 
I will show the gentleman later on that in the closing years of Mr. 
Webster's life, as a United States Senator, he affirmed, in one of 
the greatest speeches of his life, the same doctrine that as counsel 
he so ably argued before Chief Justice Marshall in the case of the 
American Insurance Company vs. Canter. 

But I come now, Mr. Chairman, to aspeech made by Mr. Web- 
ster upon this question as to the extension of the Constitution by 
its own power over ceded territory, an argument made by him in 
the great discussion that preceded the admission of California and 
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New Mexico into the Union. This speech will be found in the 
Congressional Globe, volume 20, page 273. Mr. Webster said: 


There 
as that. The Constitution, what is it? 
United States to error] 

Is not its very first principle that all within its influence and comprehension 
shall be represen in the Legislature w 


will see that it is altogether im 
say that in this general sense there is no sucht as extending the Consti- 
tution. The Constitution is extended over the United States, and over noth- 
ing else. It can not be extended over anything except over the old States 
and the new States that shall come in hereafter, when mey do come in. 
There is a want of accuracy of ideas in this t that is quite remarkable 
among eminent gentlemen, and professional and judicial gentle- 
men.. It seems to be taken for granted that the right of moh „the 
habeas corpus, and every principle designed to protect personal y are 
extended by force of the Constitution itself over every new Territory. The 
proposi can not be maintained at all. * Undoubtedly these rights 
must be conferred by law before they can be enjoyed in a Territory. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], mycolleague 
on the committee, quotes from Mr. Webster, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee quoted from him again the same p „about 
the powers of monarchies ruling distant colonies, and all that 
sort of thing. Why, Mr. Webster said that in a speech when he 
was questioning the right to continue the war against Mexico and 
when he denied that we could admit new territories into our 
Union without imperiling it. But when he came to discuss this 
subject—when he came to talk about the power of Congress in 
the Territories, in a speech made two years after that quoted, he 
made use of this language, and I call the attention of my from 
Tennessee to it: 


wer over the subject. It may establish an 
laws in the Territories as, in its discretion, it ma; 


5 

e same principle that as counsel he advocated in his early 
manhood he advocated in a still more emphatic and unqualified 
form in his maturer years, peerless statesman of the Republic as 
he was at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will not the gentleman allow 
mea a i 1 i 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 
I shall have difficulty, at any rate, in getting through with my re- 
marks within the time to which I must confine myself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will not the gentleman allow 
me to call his attention to the fact that the extract read by him 
from the language of Daniel Webster was a part of an argument 
made by Mr. Webster as an attorney? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is mistaken. I read froma 
speech that Mr. Webster made in the Senate. 

A MEMBER. In what 8 
„ In 1848, I think. A gentleman near me says 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that this doctrine of the extension 
of the Constitution by its own strength was advanced by Mr. 
Calhoun in the interest of MAYERI- 

Mr. Calhoun first announced the doctrine that Congress had no 

wer to prohibit slavery in the territory; but when free-soil New 

exico and California were acquired, it e necessary for him 
to take a step in advance, and he therefore announced the new 
dogma that the Constitution ex eh ee vigore extended to the 
5 territory and that, slaves being property under 
the Constitution, slavery could exist in that new territory. Let 
me quote from Mr. Benton (Thirty Years in the United States 
Senate, volume 2, page 713): 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case—that of the transmigration of 
the Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories—overriding 
and ove: ng all the anti-slavery laws which it found there, and planting 
the institution there under its own wing, it beyond oad 


and [main 

poner of eradication either by Congress or the people of the Territory. 

ore this was proc efforts were e to get the Constitution 
extended to these Territories by act of Congress; failing in those attempts, 
the difficulty was leaped over by boldly assuming that the Constitution went 
of itself—that is So say, me saro partofit. * 5 * . 

History can not class er than as a vagary of a diseased imagination 

this imputed self-acting and self-extension ofthe Constitution. The Consti- 
oes nothing of itself—not even in the States for which it was made. 
Every part of it requires a law to por it into operation. No part of it can 
reach a Territory unless imparted to it by act of Congress. 


This of a diseased imagination, this transmigra 
power of the Constitution, has received the reprobation of some of 
the most distinguished statesmen in our history. I will not de- 
tain the committee by quoting from any but a few. 

3 Clay said in a speech in the Senate, on February 5, 1850, 


The 1 law of the world, of reason, and of — is that Co. has 
the right to legislate for the Territories from very moment they are 


acquired by conquest or treaty; and this point has been settled by all the 
elementary authorities and by the uniform interpretation and action of 
every department of our Government. 


Horace Mann, of Massachusetts, said in Congress in 1850: 


The argument that by the cession of new Territories the Constitution, by 
some ical elasticity, extends itself over them does not rise to the dignity 
ofa op The Constitution is a compact between States, not Territo- 
ries. Otherwise the people of the Territories would have all the rights un- 
der the Constitution that the le of the States have; for example, the 
right to choose electors for President and Vice-President and to be repre- 
sented in Congress by a member who can yote as well as speak. 


So late as 1850, in a speech in this House, in the Thirty-ninth 
Congress, Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, discussed the question of 
the right of sovereignty of the United States over territory and 
people acquired by cession. In that discussion he said: 


decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
Story, Rawle, and others—had so laid down the law. 

By the law of nations, when a nation acquires territory, either by conquest 
or treaty, it es subject to the will of the meaning power. e laws of 
such power, however, do not spread over it until some es legislation. 
In the meantime their own laws re: 


ves to the sov- 
g 5 or such uisi-, 
constitutional or treaty provision. Wherever the Tsis: 


nal tenure. No law of the United States was ever su 
to any of the Territories by the mere force of the Constitution. The provi- 
sion for the return of fugitive slaves does not extend tothe Territories. Any 
slave escaping or being taken into New Mexico or California would be in- 
stantly free. Hence, by the act of 1793 oe oe for the subject was 
made with regard to the Territories which we then had. 


But with respect to the particular subject that we are discuss- 
ing, the subject of imposing duties, there are express decisions 
holding this same doctrine, The case of Fleming vs. Page (9 How- 
ard, 603), to which I beg leave to refer for a moment, was this: 
The port of Tampico had been taken by the United States in the 
war with Mexico; duties were collected at the port of Philadel- 
phia upon a cargo re. from Tampico, and the question was 
whether or not those duties could be lawfully collected, Tampico 
being, as Philadelphia was, in the ion of the United States. 
The court held that Tampico was a forei rt within the mean- 
ing of the tariff law then existing, and that duties were properly 
ee soe foods imported into the United States from Tampico. 

e co s 


This construction of the revenue laws has been uniformly given by the 
ative department of the Government in every case that has come 


haye been si 

port. For after 

of the 2 5 — States K Bee ess reia 

Treasury Departmen rted 

Congress was erecting it into 2a collection district and authorizing the 

3 of a collector were liable to duty; that is, that although Florida 
by cession, actually become a tof the United States and was in our 

lon, yet, under our revenue laws, its ports must be regarded as foreign 

until they were ed as domestic by act of Congress; and it appears 

that this decision was sanctioned at the time by the Attorney-General of the 

United States, the law officer of the Government. 

And ete E not so directly erence to the case before us, yet the de- 
cisions of the ent in relation to Amelia Island and certain 
ports in Louisiana, r t province had been ceded to the United States, 
were both made on the same grounds. And in the latter case, after a custom- 
law at New Orleans, the collector at that place 


house had been established b 

was instructed to regard as foreign ports Baton Rouge and other settlements 
still in the on of Spain, whether on the Mississippi, Iberville, or the 
seacoast. instance that we are aware of since the 


e Dar enn in no 

establishment of Government has ever recognized a pe in a newly 
acquired country as a domestic port, from which the coas ing trade might 
be carried on, unless it had been previously made so by act of Con i 

The principle thus adopted and acted upon by the executive department 
of the Government has been sanctioned by the decisions in this court and the 
circuit courts whenever the question came before them. We do not pro) 
to comment upon the different cases cited in the argument. It is sufficient 
to say that there is no discrepancy between them. And all of them, so far as 
they apply, maintain t under our revenue laws every port is ed as 
a foreign one unless the custom-house from which the vessel clears is within 
a collection district established by act of Congress and the officers granting 
the clearance exercise their functions under the authority and control of the 
laws of the United States. 


And precisely the same doctrine was held in Cross vs. Harrison 
(16 Howard, 166), although that case is cited as an authority upon 
both sides of this question. The case was this: The port of 
Francisco came into ion of the United States during the 
war with Mexico. military governor, exercising belligerent 
rights, imposed a schedule of tariff duties. Subsequently Cali- 
fornia became a part of the United States by treaty; but without 
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regard to that treaty the military governor still continued to im- 
pose and collect sa until the time of the arrival of a collector 


appointed under an act of Congress, 

he question was as to the power of this governor to collect 
those taxes before the cession to the United States, and his power 
to collect them afterwards, and that was the only question in the 
case. The court said: 


over a ceded conquest without an 
violation of the Constitution or laws of the United Sta and that, un 
Congress ted for it, the duties upon foreign goods im into San 
Francisco were legally demanded and lawfully received by Mr. Harrison, 
collector of the who received his appointment, according to instr 
tions from Washington, from Governor Mason. 


In other words, this case decided that the laws in operation in 
an 8 territory continue in operation until new laws shall 
be e by Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I must leave many of these 8 that I had 
intended to discuss, as time passes rapidly. I hasten on to say 
that there is not a single case in all of the cases decided by the 
Supreme Court that is at variance with the doctrine that I have 
sought to establish. Many cases have been cited in opposition, 
and you will find many dicta, but they are only dicta, against my 
position. The cases cited relate generally to territory where a 
treaty right existed—a compact with the United States securing 
to the bitants of the territory the rights of American citizens. 
These cases are substantially all reviewed by Mr, Justice Brewer 
in the case of the American Publishing Sonay vs. Fischer (166 
U. 5., 467). In that case Justice Brewer said: 


Whether the seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 


which provides that “in suits at common law, where the value in contro- 
preserved,” oper- 


t of trial b 


Howard, 437) an act of 
E a jury in a certain class common-law 
in the opinion, on page 400, the seventh amendment was quoted, it was 
also said: “ The organic law of the TOONA lowa, by è: provision 
and by reference, extends the laws of the United States, including. the ordi- 
nances of 1787, over the Territory as far ;" and the or- 
dinance of 1787, article 2, in terms provided that inhabitants of said 
Territory shall be entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus and of 
a b y Jury.” 80 3 may have been adjudged by reason of con- 
with Congressional 
In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154) it was said, in reference to 
a criminal case coming from the Territory of Utah, that by the Constitu- 
t VI) the accused 


e 
uc 


as they are applica 


lation. 


tion of the United States (Amendmen was entitled toa trial 
by an impar jury.” Both ese cases were quoted in vs. Wilson 
ar U. S., 540) as authorities to sustain the that the provisions of the 

stitution of the United States relating to by jury are in force in the 
District of Columbia, On the o hand, in Mormon Church vs. Uni 
piatos a36 U. S., I, 44) it was said by Mr. Justice Bradley, speaking for the 
court: 

“Doubtless 


in legislating for the Territories, would besubject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 

hich derives all its powers. than by any express and direct ap 
cation of its ons.” And in McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S., 174 
it is held that the constitutional provision in respect to the tenor of judi 
offices did not apply to Territorial judges. 


And then, most significant of all, in this, the most recent of the 
cases, Ju Branly avoiding an express decision on the consti- 
tutional question, adds: 

But if the seventh amendment does not operate in and of itself to invali- 
date this Territorial statute, then Congress full control over the Terri- 

irrespective of any express constitutional limitations, and it has leg- 
in respect to this matter. 

In Callan vs, Wilson the point at issue was whether a citizen of 
the District of Columbia was entitled to the provisions of the Con- 
stitution relating to trial by jury. Held that he was. It could 


hardly have been held otherwise, since the District of Columbia | by 


was carved out of land and Virginia, two of the original 
parties to the Constitution, and since 3 by act of Con- 
ution 


gress of Fe 21, 1871, the Constit been expressly 
erben den to the District 


In Thompson vs. Utah (170 United States, 343) defendants com- 
mitted grand larceny in 1895, when Utah was a Territory. 

By the statutes of the Territory then in force they were entitled 
to be eg Ha Ge jury of twelve men. 

When Utah became a State, its constitution provided for a trial 


by a rat fer ight. 

Held that was an ex post facto law and infringed the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The provisions of the itution 
had been extended over Utah by act of Congress in 1850. 

All of these cases were decided as to the law in places where the 
constitutional pore of Congress had been limited. 

That it is plenary and unlimited under the Constitution will 
2 from the decision in In re Ross (140 U. S., 453). 

the petitioner, was one of the crew of an American ship, 
and when lying in the harbor of Yokohama made an assault upon 
and killed one of the officers of the vessel. He was arrested and 
tried before the American consul-general and four associates for 
murder. He was convicted, and, his death sentence having been 


commuted, was sent to the penitentiary at Albany. He sought Canter 


release therefrom upon a writ of habeas corpus, and it was argued 
thathis conviction was unlawful because he had not had the benefit 
of the constitutional provision which secures a common-law trial. 
The court that tried him was constituted by virtue of a N 
between the United States and Japan. The papreno Court af- 
firmed the finding of the consular court and held that Congress 
had power, irrespective of any limitations in the Constitution, to 
provide for the creation of the court contemplated by the treaty. 

The court said: 

By the Constitution a government is ordained and established for the 
United States of America and not for countries outside of their limits.. The 
guaranties it affords against the accusation of capital or infamous crim 
except by indictment and presentment by grand att Gong for the imparti 
trial by ajury when thus accused, apply only toci and others within 
the U States, or who are brought there for trial for alleged offenses 
committed elsewhere, and not to residents or temporary sojourners abroad. 
The Constitution can have no operation in any other country. 

In the case of United States vs. Dawson (15 Howard, 467) it 
was held that the sixth amendment to the Constitution, which 
declares that— 

Tn all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right toa dy 

and public trial by an impartial jury of the State and district whanste the 
crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously 
ascertained by law— 
did not apply to the case of the defendant, who was indicted in 
a Federal court in Arkansas for a murder committed in the In- 
dian Territory. The district in which the trial was had had been 
created subsequent to the commission of the crime. Speaking of 
the constitutional provision, the court said: 

It will be seen from the words of this amendment that it applies only to 
the case of offenses committed within the limits of a State; and whatever 

ht be our conclusion, if this offense had been committed within the State 
of Arkansas, it is sufficient here to say, so far as it affects the proposition, 
~~ the offense was committed out of its limits and within the Indian Terri- 


It seems to me that the conclusion is irresistible that the 
of Congress with respect to trials outside of the United 
except when limited in terms, is plenary and unlimited. 

With respect to the cases cited, involving the question of jury 
trials, it may be said further that even if they furnished deci- 
sions instead of opinions—mere obiter dicta—they would not be 
decisive of the question now under discussion. They related to 
an entirely different condition of things from that now presented. 

(1) They all had to do with territory belonging to the United 
States acquired for the purposes of statehood and with respect to 
which the general and plenary power of Congress had been modi- 
fied by treaty stipulations, 

(2) They all had to do with territory over which Congress had 
legislated, provided a code of laws, and, so far as might be, extended 
the provisions of the Constitution. 

ith respect to Puerto Rico, on the other hand, we have not 
legislated, but are just about todo so. Unhampered by treaty or 
other stipulations or causes, Congress has both the constitutional 
power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations,” 
and also all the combined powers of both the State and Federal 
governments. 

That in governing territory belonging to the United States the 
power of Congress is absolute has uniformly been asserted by 
writers on the Constitution and by the Supreme Court. 

Judge Story is an authority who I am sure will command the 
highest respect. He says: 

The power of Con; over the public t is l 
anfworia aad tot foptation is allot lono contral bar o ainsale and 


versal, unless so far as it is affected stipulations in the cession or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any of it has been settled. 


And again, at section 1324: 


ower 
tates, 


ritory does not, when so 5 become entitled to self-government, and 


ornent of the conqueror. In case of confirmation or cession by 
e acquisition becomes firm and stable, and the ceded territory becomes a 
t of the nation to which it is annexed, either on terms stipulated in the 
ty or on such as its new master shall impose. 
he relations of the inhabitants with each other do not change, but their 
relations with their former sovereign are ved, and new relations are 
created between them and their new sovereign. The act transferring the 
country transfers the allegiance of its inhabitants. But the general laws not 
strictly political remain as they were until altered by the new sovere It 
the treaty stipulates that they shall enjoy the privileges, rights, and u- 
nities of citizens of the United States, the treaty, asa part of the law of the 
d, becomes obligatory in these respects. ether the same effect would 
result from the mere fact of their becoming inhabitants and citizens by tho 
cession without any A age stipulation may deserve inquiry if the question 
should ever occur. Bu — 5 do not per tintpete in political power until — 5 
me a State and are admitted into the Union as such. Until that pe 
the territory remains subject to the Government in such manner as Congress 
shall direct, under the clause of the Constitution now under consideration. 


In the last section he follows and uses almost the exact language 
of Chief Justice Marshall in American Insurance Company vs 


| 


| 
| 
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And in the case of United States vs. Kagama (118 U. S., 375, 380) 


Justice Miller says: 


But this power of Congress to organize Territorial governments and 
laws for their inhabitants arises not so much from clause in the Consti- 
tution in regard to di of an rules and tions concerning 


ain mang which must exist in the National Government and can be found 
nowhere . 

And Mr. Justice Bradley, in the case of Mormon Church vs. The 
United States, a very recent case, says: 

The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is general 
and plenary, arising from and incidental to the right to acquire the terri- 
tory itself, and from the power given in the Constitution to make all needful 
rules and tions respecting the territory or other property belonging 
to the United States. 

It would be absurd to hold that the United States had power to acquire 
territory and no er to govern it when uired. The power to uire 
territory, other than the tory northwest of the Ohio River, which be- 
longed to the United States at the adoption of the Constitution, is derived 
from the treaty-making power and the power to declare and carry on war. 
The incidents of these powers are those of national sovereignty and belong 
to all independent governments. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I shall not weary the committee with 
further citations. To my mind itis clear upon reason and au- 
1 that Congress has the unquestionable power to pass this 

ill. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are compelled to legislate subject to the 
limitations of the Constitution, we can not, in my judgment, E 
ern the Philippines and Puerto Rico so as to secure both 
welfare and our own. We must let them go, or we must secure 
a constitutional amendment, or we must govern by that method 
which I have seen so many times su , and which seems to 
find favor in this House, by allowing the Executive to govern as 
he is governing in the Philippines and in Puerto Rico to-day. 
But when you suggest that method to me I ask you what limita- 
tions are there in the Constitution upon the power of Con 
that do not exist upon the power of the President of the United 
States? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The President of the United States is in possession of the Philip- 
pines to-day because, as President, he is under asworn obligation 
to see that the laws shall be faithfully executed, and he is in pos- 
session of Puerto Rico to-day, an island in a condition of peace, 
simply as the trustee for the American people, to hold that island 
until the Congress of the American people shall ibe the 
method of its government. [Applause on the Republi side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I pass over the question as to the policy o 
this bill. Ido not care to discuss at length what the gentleman 
who preceded me [Mr. PAYNE] has already discussed—the reasons 
why we should impose this duty upon Puerto Rico. 

To my mind the t question presented by this bill rises above 
any material consi tions. It is not with me a question of dol- 
lars and cents. It is a question of the constitutional power of 
asa ag to deal with these pains in such a way that that 
dealing shall inure to their advan and to ours. 

So far as Puerto Rico is concerned, it is not a question of senti- 
ment, It is a plain, practical business question. I admire the 
loyalty of the Puerto Ricans; Isympathize with them in their mis- 
fortune; but their government can no more than any other gov- 
ernment be administered without a revenue. There m 
money for schools, for internal improvements, for general admin- 
istration. We can get revenue only inone of three ways. By 
borrowing, by direct appro riations from the Federal = 
or by taxation. I do not believe that Congress would be justified 


| instarting Puerto Rico on its new career mortgaged for the ex- 


i 


penses of its current needs. 

I do not believe, however strong may be the ae, of the 
American people for the Puerto Ricans, that they look with 
satisfaction upon direct appropriations of money out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury for papport of a people who do not themselves con- 
tributethereto. Only one alternative, therefore, remains, namely, 


taxation. Indirect taxes are the least oppressive and easiest to be 


borne. They will fall on those who are best able to pay. It would 


be oppressive and burdensome beyond measure to extend our in- 


te revenue system to Puerto Rico, and yet if we are to treat 
Puerto Rico as we treat ourselves we must do that. 

_It must not be forgotten, Mr. Chairman, that we are conferring 
advantage upon these people far beyond what they have ever 
dreamed of. © have relieved them of the multiplied and op- 
pressive Spanish taxes—export taxes, consumption taxes, trans- 

tion taxes, and others without number. 

I find, for instance, from the report of Mr. Carroll, special com- 
missioner from the Treasury Department to Puerto Rico, that in 
the year 1896 the producers of Puerto Rico pad export and cargo 
duties on iene molasses, coffee, and lumber to the amount of 
$351,624.40, e relieve them from all burdens of that kind. 
Their cofee comes into our markets free, and that is two-thirds of 
their exports, On sugar we reduce the duty from $30 per ton to 
$7.50 per ton. This will save them over $1,000,000 annually. We 
reduce the duty on tobacco from 35 nr per pound to between 
8 and 9 cents, and this will save another on annually, 


In 1898 a committee of goniant 83 to | 
upon desired changes in the Puerto Rican system, 

report to the Club de Industriales of Ponce recommending certain | 
changes, but particularly two. One was greater protection to 
their own industries and the other was an attempt to secure from | 
the North American Republic a reduction of 20 per cent in duties 
on tobacco, sugar, molasses, and salt rted from Puerto Rico. 

This bill more than satisfies the desires then expressed. We | 
give them protection and, instead of a 20 per cent reduction, we 
give them a das cent reduction. | 

But above all, Mr. Chairman, we give them the benefit of all | 
the money collected. What they pay out with one-hand they ' 
receive again with the other. 

The question of free trade or protection with respect to this 
little island is one of absolutely no importance; but when you 
come to say that under the limitations of the Constitution you 
zeae pato free trade to the Philippines, you must incorporate into 
the y politic 12,000,000 Malays as citizens of the United States, 
and must extend to that archipelago our navigation laws, I calla 
halt. In behalf of my own people I am not willing to see the 
wage-earner of the United States, the farmer of the United States, 
put te a level and brought into competition with the cheap half- 
savo on savage labor, of the Philippine Archipelago. [Loud 

use. 8 
want to say before I conclude, Mr. Chairman, that I am not 
impressed with the argument that all government is by the con- 
sent of the governed. That is a proposition that, however nicel: 
it looks theoretically, we have never adopted in practicos in 
country. We did not adopt it in Louisiana; we did not adopt it 
in Florida. For more than thirty years we have ignored it and 
are ignoring it to-day in Alaska, and for five years the Territory 
of New Mexico existed under a code prescribed by a military gov- 
ernor, a code as to which the inhabitants of the Territory had 
nothing at all to say. 

The rule does not apply to republican representative govern- 
ment, This Government itself does not t by the consent of 
the governed. Twelve million five hundred thousand voters in 
the last Presidential election determined the policy of the Admin- 
istration for 75,000,000 people; and during four years of bloody 
warfare the people of the South were governed and for years after 
against their consent. The question we have to meet is a practi- 
cal question, Mr. Chairman; it is not a question of theory. 

Liberty does not find its definition in g ittering generalities. It 
is practical in its scope and p t is not the same at all 
times and in all places, It means the largest individual freedom 
consistent with welfare of all. It is therefore limited by con- 
ditions. What would be liberty in one place, among one people, 
would be license in another place among a „ There 
is a necessary relation of suitableness between the government 
and the governed. 

The methods of government prescribed by the principles of 
Anglican aoan as practiced in the United States would be gro- 
tesque in the Philippine Islands and would bring to their people 
no advantage. They would be in point of fact impossible of ex- 


ercise. 

Lam sorry that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. MCL. 
seems to think with our friends on the other side that the Amer- 
ican people can not be trusted to do justice unless they are tied 
down by the terms of a written instrument. My friend from 

husetts says: 

t it as 
5 
liberty which have made it glorious. Whi 
result from a denial of the fundamental muniments against 
which our Constitution surrounds the individual? 

When and where will my friend tell me has the flag ever gone 
unattended by ner pee principles of liberty? Never anywhere. 
But it goes attended by those great principles not because they are 
written on any parchment, but because they are i in the 
hearts of the can people. [Applause. 

The anties of liberty do not exist alone in the Constitution 
of the United States. They donot depend upon that great instru- 
ment for their strength and perpetuity. They would continue to 
live and flourish if that Constitution were annihilated. They are 
the indestructible heritage of humanity. They are our rich her- 
sago, gained step by step through years of blood and struggle in 
a — 


Just and old renown 
Where freedom broadens slowly down 
From precedent to precedent. 

They existed before the Constitution was framed. They landed 
at Jamestown in 1607 and at Plymouth Rock in 1620, The prin- 
ciples of Charta, the Petition of Right, and the Bill of 
Rights—the statutes which Edmund Burke called the Bible 


of the English Constitution—and their accretions in the battles 
for liberty throughout all the centuries furnish the rule of politi- 
cal action Wherever the Saxon race assumes to govern. No 


aa 


1960 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


American Con, would dare to violate them in the face of the 
American people, 
That people would brook no interference with the fundamental 


prinsi pies of liberty in the government of others any more than 
ey would in the government of themselves. They will not un- 


write their history. They will not dishonor their ancestry. Their | cal 


flag shall be, as it has ever been, the flag of thefree. And where- 
ever it shall float, on land or sea, in sunshine or in storm, in the 
sky of the Occident or the sky of the Orient, every star shining 
from its field of blue and every stripe blazing from its field of 
white shall symbolize justice and the guaranty to every man of 
his full measure of liberty under law. [Loud and long-continued 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

nder the rule the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8245) and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 392. An act to pay the General Marine Insurance Company 
of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for certain coupons detached 
from United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 854. An act for the relief of Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


` WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. SPERRY obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of National New Haven Bank, Fifty-fourth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for to-night, on account of physical condi- 
tion. 

To Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania, for three days, on account of 
important business, 

o Mr. ATWATER, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Browy, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SHELDEN, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Mupp, for this evening, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the order of the House makin 
this evening the same as Friday Sie for the consideration o 
pension and other bills, the House will stand in recess until 8 
o'clock; and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will act as 
Speaker at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


2 ired, the House reassembled and was called 
to order at 8 p. m. by Mr. HEPBURN, Speaker pro tempore. 

The SP. pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule 
under which the House is in session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 e 
or the remo’ 
be 


utes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were 63 ayes and 1 no. 

Mr. TALBERT. I shake the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is 


no quorum present, 
The It is evident that no quorum is 


SP. pro tempore, 
present. 
Mr. GIBSON. I would like to ask my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] if there is not some way whereby we can 
pee st some agreement, Anything he may propose we will 
agree to, 
Mr. TALBERT. I have nothing to aly aac Mr. Speaker, ex- 
cept to bring a quorum here to transact business legally, lawfully, 
and constitutionally. 

Mr, GIBSON. Well, I will to that. [Laughter.] 

of the House, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. A 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is evidently no quorum 
present, The Clerk will read section 4 of Rule XY. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


shall be brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms before th 
shall be noted: 15 disch 8 


If those young on the question and those who are present and decline to 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Under that rule, Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a call of the House. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the motion to 


cai eae 
. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays have been 


demanded. 
The Clerk be: the call of the roll. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I did not demand the yeas 


and nays; the demand was made by the gentleman from Michigan 
Mr. BisHop], and the Chair has not submitted the question to 


e House. 
The Chair has not submitted the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the motion 
to adjourn was defeated under viva voce vote, and under the rule 
it is the duty of the Speaker to call the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The motion to adjourn has not 
been determined, and upon this question the yeas and nays have 
been demanded. Does the Chair understand that the demand for 
the yeas is withdrawn? 

Mr. BISHOP. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 
5 Ae NORTON of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr, 

peaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 6 
members voted in the tive. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Six members voting in the affirm- 
ative not a sufficient number. The noes have it, and the motion 
to adjourn is not agreed to. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. The yeas and nays are ordered, and gentlemen in favor 
of the motion when their names are called will say ‘‘ aye,” and those 
opposed say ‘‘no.” The doors will be closed and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will bring in absentees. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
ame à 5 to ask if this call is being had under section 4, 

Ə RXV 


The SPEAKER go tempore, Itis. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Is it the ruling of the Chair 
that that rule is applicable to this session? 

Mr. LACEY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
this is expressly eliminated from the rule. 


The SP. protempore. This is not Friday night; this is 
N night. 
Mr. LACEY. Monday night was substituted for Friday. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. 
age vo 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his par- 


liamen 1 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Will it be necessary now for any fur- 
ther motion to the Chair to issue his warrant to bring in the ab- 
sentees, or will it be done as the matter now stands? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be done as the matter now 
stands, under the rule. e Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nay 1, an- 
swering present 13, not voting 183; as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 


YEAS—155. 
Allen, Me. Bontell, Il. Burkett, Cooper, Tex. 
Baker, Bowersock, Burnett, Crawford, 
Bar renner, Butler, Cromer, 
Bartholdt, Brick, Calderhead, Crump, 
Bell, Brom dwell, Crumpacker, 
Bellamy, Brownlow, pron, Cummings, 
Berry, ndi Clarke, N = .— 
Bishop, Bull, , 
Boreing, Burke, Tex. Cochrane, N. Y. Cushman, 
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Dahle, Hedge, Miers, Ind. Smith, H. C. 
Davenport, S. A. Hemenway, Miller, Smith, Samuel W. 
Davidson, enry, Conn. Minor, Smith, Wm. Alden 
p U»BVo) a ES 
ayton, y, u 
Dick, Hoffecker, oon, Stark, 
Dolliver, Howell, Neville, Steele, 
Dovener, Jack, Noonan, Stephens, Tex. 
dy, Jenkins, Norton, Ohio Stevens, Minn, 
B, Johnston, Norton, S. C. Stewart, Wis. 
Y, Jones, Wash. Otjen, Stokes, 
Fitzgerald, N. T. Kahn, acker, Pa. Sutherland, 
tcher, Kerr, Parker, N. J. Talbert, 
Fordney, Lacey, Pierce, Tenn. Tate, : 
Lam — Tawney, 
Fowler, Landis, es, Thomas, Iowa 
Gardner, Mich. Lentz, A Thomas, N. C. 
Gardner, N. J Linney, Reeder. Tompkins, 
Gaston, Little Rhea, Va, Underhill, 
Gibson, Littletield, Robb, Van Voorhis, 
aiy i 35 Robins Ind. Waters, 
ynn, en: r, obinson, In a 
Graff, Lybrand, binson, Nebr. Watson, 
Greene, Mass. cCl = Rodenbe: ‘Weaver, 
Grosvenor, McDow: yan, N. L. Weeks, 
Grout, McLain, Ryan, Pa. Williams, J. R. 
Hall, McPherson, Salmon, Williams, W. E. 
H Meskison, Shattu Weich 
augen, ee! ©, 
Heatwole, Mercer, Showalter, 
NAYI 
Jones, Va. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—13 
Burleson, Griggs, Marsh, Sheppard. 
Ca Jett, Ransdell, 
Driscoll, Shackleford, 
Fitzpatrick, Lloyd, Shelden, 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Acheson, Davey, Lester, Rucker, 
De Armond, fore. uppert, 
A De Graffenreid, Le 
Alexander, De Vries, Littauer, Scudder, 
Allen, Ky. nny, Li he: 
Allen, Miss. re, Long, Sibley, 
Atwater, Dougherty, Loud, ims. 
Babcock, Dri Love Slayden, 
Bailey, Kans. Elliott, McAleer, mall, 
rie oo McClellan, Smith Ey 
pes, y- 
Bankhead, Faris, McCulloch, 8 > 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Mass McRae, Sparkman, 
Barney, Fle A Maddox, Sperry, 
Bartle Foster, Mahon, Spich. 
Benton, Fox, 85 0, 
Bingham, Freer, Mesi 8 
Boutelle, Me. Metcalf, Stewart, N. J. 
Bradley, Gamble, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. Y. 
Brantley, Gayle, Mondell, Sulloway, 
Breazeale, Gilbert, Morgan, Sulzer, 
Brewer, Gillet, N. Y. Morris, wal 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. Mudd, Tayler, Ohio 
Broussard, Gordon, Muller, Taylor, 
Brown, Gra Naphen, Terry, 
Bersih, Grist, Newlands, Targor, 
rieig: r ow. PP, 
Burton, Grow, O'Grady, Tongue, 
Campbell, Harmer, 0 er, 
Canno: Hawley, Otey, Underwood, 
oe Hay, 8 Vandiver, 
anler. enry, Miss. ayne, reeland, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Tex. Pearce, Mo. Wachter, 
Clayton, Ala. Pearre, anger, 
Clayton, N. Y Hopki Polk, Warner, 
Connell, oward, Powers, Weymouth, 
Cooney, Hull, 3 
Cooper, Wis. Joy. Pugh. White, 
806 it Rhea Wilson N.Y 
Cousin ea, Ky. n, N. Y. 
Cowherd, Kleberg, Ri Wilson, 
Cox. Kluttz, Ridgely, Young, 
Crowley, OX, Rio Young, Va. 
v. Lane, Rixey, or, 
Dalzell. Latimer, Robbins, er. 
Davenport, S. W. Lawrence, Robertson, La. 


Before the result of the vote was announced the following pro- 
ceedings took place: K 

Mr. HILL. My colleague, Mr. RUSSELL, has been sick for a 
week, and I ask that he be excused. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Connecticut will be excused, 


There was no objection. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. S er, [understand that the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. is not well, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
sot will be granted. : 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. SHATTUC, The oo from Kentucky, Mr. Puan, 
is unavoidably detained from the House this evening, and I ask 
that he be excused. 

There was no objection; and Mr. PUGH was excused. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The tleman from Missouri, Mr. BENTON, 
had an appointment to-night with a delegation from Missouri, 
which he could not very well waive, and he asked me to call him 


up by telephone in case of a roll call. The roll call was going on 
when I came in, and therefore I could not notify him in time, I 
ask that he be excused for 9 5 


There was no objection; and Mr. BENTON was excused. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BROSIUS, 
is absent to-night on account of attendance upon a conference 
committee. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. BROSIUS was excused. 

Mr. SHOWALTER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. OLMSTED, 
who has been called away on important business, may be excused, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Ju 
Mappox, be excused on account of sickness. 7 e age 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Georgia will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved that the House do 
now adjourn. This motion must be seconded by a majority of 
those present. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
15 members rising to second the motion, and, 15 not being a ma- 
jority of those agape 169, that the motion was not seconded, 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HILL. I understand that the Chair, at the beginning of 
the session this evening, ruled that this is not a Friday night ses- 
sion. Am I correct? 


The SPEAKER Pog tempore. This is a meeting on Monday 
a bars to transact the business which would be done on Friday 
nig 


Mr. HILL. And therefore we do not adjourn at half past 10 
under the rule of Friday night sessions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the special or- 
der 8 uires an adjournment at that hour. 

Mr. Ik the special order applies in that case, why does 
it not apply in the other case? 

The SPEAKER tempore. The special order authorizing 
the business of Friday night to be transacted to-night—— 

Mr. HILL. Then a point of order against adjourning at half 
past 10 would be sustained by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will determine that 
when we reach it. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
to take a recess until to-morrow evening at 8 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would not be in 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Imovethat the Housedonowadjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: It is moved by the gentleman 
from New Jersey that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROS OR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that motion is not in order. A motion to adjourn has just 
been voted down, and there has been no intervening business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled. 
There has been intervening business. The Chair responded to a 
parliamentary ng aed of the gentleman from Connecticut. The 
gentleman from New Jersey moves that the House do now ad- 

ourn. Thig motion must be seconded by a majority of the mem- 
born presen 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
28 members 1 not a majority. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

Sc SPEAKER pro tempore, There is no other side on this 
motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. S. er, if it be in order, I ask that the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. SuLLowAy, chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, be excused to-night. I know 
of my own personal knowledge that he has-been in very bad 
health for a week and is utterly unable to be present to-night. 
So I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire will be excused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio will 
state his parliamentary ANETE 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before Iwaive an objection to that request, 
I desire to ask what would have been the penalty if the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee had not been made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair scarcely regards that 
as a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


ourn, - 

: The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 

moves that the House do now adjourn. This motion must be 

seconded by a majority of those 
The question being taken, the 

64 members aeng to second it, not a 
Mr, ROBINSO 


t. 
khan, SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair declines to appoint 
tellers, because under this rule the Speaker has to ascertain 
whether the motion has been seconded. 7 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. BALL, be excused on account of 
illn 


ess. 
The SPEAKER pro tem . Without objection, the gentle- 
j will be excused. 


man from Texas BALL 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleagues, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. GAINES, Mr. Cox, and Mr. 
Sims, be excused. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the gentlemen 
will be excused. i 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I object. 

The SPEAKER tem . Objection is made. 

Mr. GIBSON, di. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

3 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves that the House do now adjourn, This motion must be 
seconded by a majority of those present. 

The question being taken, the § er announced 90 members, 
a majority of those present, seconding the motion. À 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, GIBSON, it was 

to. 


Accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his 
annual report for the calendar year 1899—to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Light-House Board submitting a 
draft of proposed legislation relating to traveling expenses of 
civilian members of the Board—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect 
increasing the estimate of deficiency appropriation, for vaults, 
safes, and locks for public buildings—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Long Bridge 
across the Potomac—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Turtle Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


—ů— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to 2a Clerk, and referred to several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 5065) to extend the laws relating to commerce, navi- 
gation, and merchant seamen over the Hawaiian Islands ceded to 
the United States, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
pana by a report (No. 875); which said. bill and report were re- 
paths to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. - 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6071) 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, re- 
pree the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2 which said bill and report were referred to the House Calen- 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr, HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1458) for the relief of 
John E. Whinnery, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No.352); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1201) granting to James McNutt a pen- 
sion, 8 the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

Ne. 58); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Marie Wiersang, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
20; which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 153) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Johns, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 355); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. McMains, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 356); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3863) granting a pension 
to Alfred Dyer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 357); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6092) 

anting a pension to Louisa Stearns, widow of Lewis Stearns, 

eceased, re the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 858); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 5882) 
granting an increase of pension to John Fairchild, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 359); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4836) for the relief of Wilbur F. Loveland, 
late of Company E, Seventh Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, 
1 the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 o. my; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 857) for the relief of 
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James Chapman, late eet Aas Eighth New York Cavalry, assist- 
ant surgeon Nineteenth New York Infantry, and sugeon One hun- 
dred and twenty-third New York Infantry, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 361); which said bill 
and 5 referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HRANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 856) 
for the relief of Mary McCarthy, mother of John E. McCarthy, 
Sixth Company, First Battalion New York ooters, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
peg Hes which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6250) 
extending the time for proof and payment on lands claimed under 
the desert-land law of the United States by the members of the 
Colorado Cooperative Colony in southwestern Colorado, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 364); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GRAFF, from Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4835) granting a pension 
to Sarah Robinson dian of William H. Ramon „ helpless 
and idiotic minor of Joseph C. Edmonds, reported the same with 
amendment, Seog ani by a report (No. 865); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7323) 8 
an increase of pension to Harrison Canfield, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a severe (No, 866); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (H. R. 8397) for the relief of John White, re- 
porre the same with amendment, accompanied — 5 report (No. 

Y; which said bill and report were referred to Private Cal- 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3202) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
O’Brien, reported the same with amendment, e ae bya 
report (No. 368); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7445) granting 
a pension to Emma B. Reed, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 369); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7594) 
granting a pension to Amelia Taylor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 370); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3085) granting a 
pension to William Sheppard, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, re the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 371); which said bill and 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1768) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Stealy, of Clarksburg, W. Va., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 372); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 156) Gums a 
pension to Lena E. Patterson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re (No. 378); which said bill and 
report was referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6356) to 
grant an increase of pension to Lewis R. Annon the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 874); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar., 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
dischar; from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8670) to in- 
crease the pension of Stephen J. Watts; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

on following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 8690) for the erection of a 
memorial building or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio—to the 
Committee on gs 77 ke 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8691) to amend the laws relating 
to the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. STARE: A bill (H. R. 8692) to improve the armament 
of the militia—to the Committee on the Mili 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8693) for widening and extend- 
ing Warder avenue, opening a highway through Whitney Close, 
along Soldiers’ Home grounds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8694) to acquire bal- 
ance of square 636 and erect thereon a building to be used by the 
House of Representatives for committee rooms, document and 
folding rooms, storage of archives, and other purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8695) to relieve pensioners and Congress by the establishment of 
a court of pension appeals, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITE (by request): A bill (H. R, 8696) prohibiting 
bone or fertilizing factories to be operated in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the efficiency of 
the military establishment of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. 
of 50 per cent additional for all work in excess of eight hours per 
diem for certain per diem employees of the Government—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 8699) to provide for the erec- 


HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8698) to provide for payment | Pı 


tion of a public building in the city of Georgetown, S. C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) asking for 
estimates for the improvement of Aquia Creek, in Stafford County, 
Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) donating 
a condemned captured cannon to the Commandery in Chief of the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America—to the Committee on 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8 
hibiting the transportation of sugar from one State to another 
to the ittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res, 181) to admit free of duty 
sugar, AG aaa and everything entering into the manufacture of 
eee 1 from Puerto Rico and Cuba—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr, LACEY: A resolution of the legislature of the State of 
California, favoring the completion of surveys in California—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ows: 
By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles B. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8701) to remove charge of desertion from rec- 


ord of Thomas Ready, Thomas O’Maley—to the Committee 
on gm Affairs. 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of Mrs. 


Virginia Grant, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) for the relief of the estate of Ann Lum, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R, 8704) granting a pension to 
Lois D. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8705) to ee 
compensation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of Water- 
town, Wis., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, w occurred June 9, 
1893—to the Committee on Claims. 


airs. 
By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8708) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Jackson and her minor child—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8709) granting an increase 
e to Lewis H. Sanford to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8710) granting a pension to Sarah K. 
Adams to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8711) to correct the military 
record of George Moltz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8712) for the relief of 
the estate of Christopher Armat, deceased, late of Spottsylvania 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also (by ), a bill (H. R. 8713) for the relief of J. A. 
Shackelton, of Lunenburg County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8714) to increase the pension of 
Joseph Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8715 granting a pension to Lewis Bryan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8716) to increase the pension of Emily Mur- 
dock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) to increase the pension of Catherine 
Bowsher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8718) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. 
Penniman—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill S R. 8719) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from naval record of Thomas Dunlop—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8720) to grant an honorable discharge to 
W. H. H. Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8721) for the restora- 
tion of pension to Amos L. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Ann Eliza 
Bever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8723) granting a 
pension to Ann S. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8724) for the relief of the estate 
of Sarah G. Smith, deceased, late of Stafford County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8725) for the relief of legal rep- 
resentative of John Souder, deceased, of Loudoun County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8726) for relief of James T. 
Smith, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8727) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Fraser—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Leahey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Bump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8730) for the relief of Kate 
Winter—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8731) granting an increase of 

msion to Andrew J. Malcomb—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8732) for the relief of Frances 
G. Elderkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of 
7 2 bill (H. E. Frank to 5 Committee onl Invalid 8 

80, a 8784 g a pension to Mary Ryan— 
the Committee on avalig Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie B, Sharrard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8736) granting a pension to Marium Barton— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting a pension to Kate Forrester 
to Aiso a bill (EL R. 6798) granting an in f pension to Fred 

„ . gran an increase of pension to - 
erick Cordele 46 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8739) granting an increase of pension to La- 
vina Rosen to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 8 R. 8740) granting a goen to Caroline Com- 
mandeur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 3 . R. 8741) granting a pension to Samuel O. Han- 
cock to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) pee a pension to Andrew Fergu- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8743) granting an increase of pension to 

enry Schaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8744) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mat- 
thews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8745) ting an increase of pension to John 
W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8746) granting an increase of pension to Val- 
entine Lloyd—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also (by 8 a bill (H. R. 8747) for the relief of Henry S. 
Saunders to Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8748) for relief of Catherine E. 
Jones—to the ittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8749) for the relief of Adelaide 
B. Linden to the Committee on War Claims. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8750) for the relief of Anthony McAndrews— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of Coopers’ Unions Nos. 72 and 
29, of Dubuque, Iowa, protesting against the passage of a bill for 
the abolishment of revenue tax on one-eighth barrels of beer—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Vicksburg, Miss., in favor of the laying of competing 
cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Christian Monson, of Five Points, 
Wis., and other fourth-class ters, favoring the passage of 
House bills Nos. 4930 and i—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of Boulder (Colo.) Trades and Labor 
Assembly, against the ceding of public lands to States and Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr, BELLAMY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Charlotte, N. C., favoring the parcage ol House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petitions of the members of the bar of Charlotte, N. C., 
Gastonia, N. C., and of the Chamber of Commerce of Charlotte, 
N. C., to provide for the appointment of a resident clerk of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Charlotte, N. C., 
2 „ House bill No. 6968—to the Committee on the Ju- 

C: . 


_By Mr. BURTON: Petition of J. A. Bartlett and other drug- 
gists, of Cleveland, Ohio, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolutions of Abraham Lincoln Regi- 
ment, No. 22, Army of Illinois, Union Veterans’ Union, in op 
sition to the passage of House bill No. 3988, for a reorganization 
of the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Francis Seiglie and others, 
re Sagua la Grande, Cuba, for relief—to the Committee on Insular 

‘airs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of S. F. Scott and other post-office 
clerks in the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Mrs. Lois 
D. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany House bill ting an 
. of pension to Thomas Reed to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of W. H. Foster and other citizens 
of one, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Fred E. Smith and 8 other citizens 
of Montpelier, Vt., for the passage of House bill No. 1144, relating 
to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Vandegriff & Price and other 
druggists of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House bill 
relating to the claim of Matthew Broome, of Hinds County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on 

pyr: JONES of Virginia: Petition of A. B. Yates and other 
clerks in the post-office at Fredericksburg, Va., asking for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of clerks in first 
and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of N. Hebard and others, of 
America, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of Local Union No. 178, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Beacon, Iowa, and Retail Clerks’ 
International Protective Association, No. 87, of Ottumwa, Iowa, 
in een to eight-hour law and prison labor—to the Committee 
on r. 

Also, petition of Christian Endeavorers of the Methodist Pro- 
testant Church of Ottumwa, Iowa, protesting against the sale of 
1 by canvassing agents—to the Committee on Alcoholic 

uor Traffic. 

y Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of A. M. Conkly and other citi- 
zens of Canton, N. X., praying for a law subjecting food and dairy 
products to thelaws of the State or Territory into which they are 
imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

y Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the of House bill 
No. 887, for the promotion ‘of exhibits in the P elphia mu- 
seums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of New York City, for competing cable facilities be- 
tween the United States and Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Letter Carriers’ Fraternal and Benevolent 
Union of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring retirement of letter carriers 
after a specified number of years—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, with ref- 
erence to the bill for the encouragement of the American mer- 
cuon: marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 

rtation, fayoring the 5 of a commission for extend- 
ing trade with C and Japan—to the Committee on Foreign 


airs. 

Also, petition of Boericke & Tafel, pharmacists, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., relating to re tions for the use of alcohol in the arts and 
medical compounds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of 
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring the conversion of the Chippewa 
Indian Reservation, at the head waters of the Mississippi River, 
into a national park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Coopers’ Union, No. 62, of St. Paul, Minn., 
against the passage of House bill amending the revenue law, mak- 
ing a quarter barrel of beer the smallest package of beer that can 
be stamped—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Protests of the Engels & Krodwig 
‘Wine Company and 9 other business firms of Sand „Ohio, 
against the ratification of the treaty with France to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of A. L. Flack, of Tiffin, Ohio; E. W. Laughlin, 
of Carey, Ohio; E. R. Tarr, of Crestline, Ohio, and Louis Duero- 
nisch, of Sandusky, Ohio, favoring House bill No. 2944, for an 
independent telephone plant in the city of Washington and the 
ack Bi of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Cigar Makers’ Local Union No, 79, 
of Sandusky, Ohio, in relation to the reclamation and settlement 
of public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

, resolutions of Born & Co., the L. Hoster Brewing Com- 
pany, and N. Schlee & Son, brewers, of Columbus, Ohio, favoring 
the passage of House bill No, 4727, amending the revenue law mak- 
ing a quarter barrel of beer the smallest package of beer that can 
be stamped—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of E. V. Putnam and other employees 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry, of Milwaukee, for provision to 
grant them the usual leave of absence with pay—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks in the Fourth Co 
sional district of Wisconsin, for the reclassification of the il- 
be Fant Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, petition of Herm Nelsen and other druggists, relating to 
ne stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Vermont Maple eget 
Makers’ Association, asking for the passage of a pure-food law 
that ber prevent the adulteration of sugar—to the Committee on 

ture. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
rtation, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4909, to create a 
ina-Japan industrial commission—to the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, favoring free trade with Puerto Rico—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): 
anting a pension to Ann S. 

id Pensions. 

Also (by request), rs to accompany House bill for the relief 
¢ Ei ames T. th, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on 

ms, 


Also, letter of Gill & Gill, of Garrisonville, Va., to accompany 
joint resolution for an appropriation for 8 certain of 
Aquia Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of Augustine Sei- 
zan (Pierre Saizan), for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the directors of the Connecti- 
cut State prison, opposing House bills 19, 5450, and 7519, relating to 
interstate transportation of prison-made products—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Thames Union, No. 137, of United Brother- 
hood of ters and Joiners, of Norwich, Conn., opposing 
grants pal lic lands to any parties but actual settlers, and fa- 
vok gation of arid lands—to the Committee on the Public 


Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of New 
London, Conn., expressing sympathy for the 82 les of the South 
African and Orange Free State Republics— e Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. i 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of James Sweeney and other cit- 
izens of Little Falls, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy 
products to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are 
aac ‘Saran the Committee on Interstate and 9 Commerce. 

y e 


Paper to accompany House bill 
arvey—to the Committee on Inya- 


Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of Wisconsin 
Branch of the Railway Postal Clerks, favoring a bill providing 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Port Huron, Mich., in 
regard to divorce laws in the Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Ex- 
change of Detroit, Mich., relative to the passage of House bill in 
aid of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum, Senate bill creating 
a department of commerce and industries, and Senate bill provid- 
ing for the improvement of the United States consular service—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Drug Exchange, indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for add- 
ing o and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be ex- 
hibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


Also, petition of William A: 


& Sons, of Philadelphia, Pa., fa- 
voring the improvement of Trinity River from its mouth to the 
city of Dallas, Tex. to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition ot the American Association of Knit Goods Man- 
ufacturers and Ziegler Brothers, Philadelphia, rte ae | amend- 
ans of the treaty with France—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 20, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 


EXCHANGE OF DENUDED LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 5th instant, a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, relative to the legislation 
necessary to protect the Government in the exchange of denuded 
lands in Government reservations for other lands on the public 
domain, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS presented the credentials of Thomas R. Bard, 
chosen by the legislature of California a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1899; which were read and ordered 


to be filed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A m from the House of mtatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S, 160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Revised 
tatutes of the United States, relative to internal-revenue tax on 

scented liquors; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
a 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that after the 
routine morning business forty minutes be devoted to the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, from the Committee on Pensions, asks that after the routine 
morning business forty minutes may be given to consideration of 
pona cases on the Calendar, Is there objection? The Chair 

ears none, i 
Mr. HALE. Task that after that, until 2 o'clock, the Calendar 
os be taken up under Rule VIII. 
he PRESID pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that after the completion of this order the Calendar may be taken 
up under Rule VIII until 2 o'clock. Is there objection? The 
hears none. It is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A moment ago unanimous 
consent was given that at the conclusion of the routine mornin: 
business a certain time should be devoted to the consideration 
ponon bills. My attention has been called to the fact that the 

nator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] had given notice that after 
the routine morning business to-day he would submit some re- 
marks on Senate joint resolution No, 45. Inowask that the unani- 
mous-consent ent be modified so that the consideration of 
pension bills will follow the remarks of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire now asks unanimous consent that the unanimous consent 
previously given be reconsidered, and asks unanimous consent 
that after the completion of the speech by the Senator from Dela- 
ware forty minutes may be given to the consideration of pension 
cases. Is there objection? TheChairhearsnone, It is so ordered. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York 8 a petition of the Harlem 
Board of Commerce, of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the deepening, widening, and opening 
of the Kills between Harlem River and the Sound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 1, Ship Masters’ 
Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation relative to the employment period of service, salary, etc., of 
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men in the Life-Sa 

States; which was 
He also 

Makers’ In 


Service on the riversand lakes of the United 

erred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ted memorials of Local Union No. 89, Ci 

tional Union, of Schenectady; of Local Union No. 

132, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of 5 and of Local 
Union No. 283, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Geneva, all 
in the State of New York, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation admitting cigars free of duty from Puerto Rico; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico, 

He also presented a petition of 36 citizens of Ithaca, Gainesville, 
Rock Glen, Warsaw, Castile, Perry, and Geneva, all in the State 
of New York, and a petition of 51 citizens of Port Jefferson, Long 
Island, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Trades Labor Assem- 
bly of Watertown, N. Y., and a petition of Local Union No. 24, 
United Brotherhood of 3 and Joiners, of Batavia, N. V., 

Part that all the remaining public lands of the United States 

held for the benefit of the whole people, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Peekskill; of Local Union No. 289, United Brotherhood of Car- 

ters and Joiners, of Rockport; of Local Union No. 24, United 
therhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Batavia, and of Local 
Union No. 177, Journeyman Barbers’ Association, of Lockport, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to limit the hours of daily service of laborers, etc., upon 
ublic works of the United States, and also for the protection of 
freo labor from prison competition; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Hatch & Foote, bankers, and 
100 other citizens of New York, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to authorize the Secretary of War to contract wi 
Charles Stoughton and his associates for the construction of the 
Harlem Kills Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a 1 1 of sundry members of the 
bar of the Su e Court of the United States, praying that bet- 
ter accommodations be 8 for the law library of Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on the . 

Mr. GALLINGER mted a petition of Post No. 7, Depart- 
ment of New Hampshire, Grand y of the Republic, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to provide for the detail of active 
and retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in mili in- 
struction in public schools; which was referred to the Committee 
on Mili ffairs. 

Mr. N ted a memorial of the Ramsey County 
Medical „of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the en- 

ation for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
ct of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of S. C. Saunders and 
sundry other citizens of Rutland County, Vt., and the petition of 
A. Davis and sundry other citizens of Washington County, Vt., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to fix the salaries of fourth- 
class postmasters; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post- 

He also ted a petition of the Vermont Maple Sugar Mak- 
ers’ tion, praying for the passage of a pure-food bill, so as 
to protect producers and consumers from fraudulent adulteration 
A ood products; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 

ures. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men's Asso- 
ciation of Hampton, Va., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to tne interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Rockbridge County, Va. praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the continu 

matter; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of trustees of the 
Virginia Penitentiary, Richmond, Va., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring convict-made goods to be 
labeled, stamped, or branded as such, and regulating the trans- 
Somes of the same; which was referred to the Committee on 

ucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the army-nurse committee of 
the Johns Hopkins Alumn Association, of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide for the employ- 
ment of graduate nurses for the Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on art ge Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR mted the petition of Pemberton S. Hutchinson 
and 19 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to assure the inhabitants of the Philippine 


free distribution of cattle vaccine | N 


Islands that it is not the purpose of the United States to subject 
them to its authority against their will, but only to out the 
rovisions of the treaty of peace with Spain pending the estab- 


shment of a permanent constitutional government in the islands 
under the protection of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Dr. Blair Medical 
Company, of Freeport, II., praying for the repeal of the stamp 
taxupon proprietary medicines, umeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute, of Cham- 
paign County, III., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
extension of rural free mail delivery; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- £ 

He also preen a petition of the National League of Commis- 
sion Merchants, praying for the adoptión of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of S. M. Blunt and 24 other citi- 
zens of Chicago, III., ying for the establishment of an Arm 
veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Billings & Spencer 
Company, of Hartford, Conn., and a petition of the Pratt & Whit- 
ney Company, of Hartford, Conn., praying that an appro ria- 
tion be made for the construction of a new Patent Office building, 
including a hall of inventions; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I nt a letter from the Secretary of War, re- 
lating to Senate bill No. 8240, being a bill to increase the efficiency 
of the military establishment of the United States. I move that 
the letter be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Madden, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a mpa thereon. 

. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 259) granting a ion to Lizzie Breen, reported 
it with amendments, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill G: 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. 
3 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. Fit- 
see reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Brown, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 304) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Tacoma, in the State 
of Washington, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3189) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the 3 bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8127) granting an increase of pension to Major A. 


orthrop; 
A bill (S. 2881) granting a pension to Mary A. Parker; 
TAMI (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
erkins; 
A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 
A bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars; and 
A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 289) granting a pension to John B. Turchin; 
Pas bill (S. 8004) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
evens; 
A bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Patterson; 
A bill (8, 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
A bill (8. 2400 granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; and 


A bill (S. 2463) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy. 
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Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BAKER), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 817) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia A. Taylor, of Pratt, Kans., reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Kauffung, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8186) granting a pension to Margaretha Lip- 
pert, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico, to whom was referred the amendment submitted b 
him on the 19th instant, intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 
2264) to provide a government for the island of Puerto Rico, and 
for other pur , reported favorably thereon; and the amend- 
ment was ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL INTELLIGENCE PUBLICATIONS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Lam 8 the Committee on 
Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint 
resolution authorizing the printing of extra copies of the publica- 
tions of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy Department, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 91) authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Na 
Department, was read the first time by its title and the secon 
time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
hereby, authorized to print, in excess of the 1,000 copies authorized by the act 
of January 1 pa extra scar aay the lar ncaa ae ee — Office 33 
meet other oficial domanda: Provided, That in no case shall the edition of 
any one publication exceed 2,000 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? - 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withont amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 

whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr 


LopcGeE on the 18th instant, reported it without amendment; and P 


it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coe: That there 
be printed for the use of the United States Commission to Philippine 
Islands 1,500 copies of volume 1 of their report recently submitted to the 
Senate by the dent. 


REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] on the 14th instant, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present considera- 


on. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the report o Paymaster 
Willis B. Wilcox, United States Navy, on the island of Luzon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest the substitution of the word 
directed“ for ‘‘ requested.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to, The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE YEARBOOK, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 77) 
authorizing the printing of a special edition of the Yearbook of 
the United States Department of Agriculture for 1899, to report 
it with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 9, 
before the word thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘five;” 
so as to make the joint resolution read: 

eee That there be printed of part 2 of the Annual Report of the 


ent of Agriculture for 1899, ed in accordance with section 
paragraph 2, chapter 23, Statutes at Large, 2 issued under the title 


* Yearbook of the United States Department o ture,“ a - 
tion of 5,000 copies, on sized and su paper, to be bound in best 
8 of book cloth, subject to the approval of the Secre of Agricul- 
ture, for distribution abroad, and y dw the Universal Ex; tion 
8 Ritutionsiend Horarie . moak 

nstitutions{an raries, an ablic men wor! 
beneficial to agriculture: Provided, That in the detention fen edition 


. 79 of said en 73, of chapter 23, volume 28, Statutes at 


Large, 1395, is hereby suspen: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN CHRITZMAN, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the 9th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed 
to pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the sum of $949.32; and the said Ser- 
3 is hereby directed to std e amount to the e of the 

neral Spee and the expenses of the sickness of Chris Chritzman, 


deceased, late to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
including the sum of $100 loaned to him by C. L. Reynolds to meet expenses 
of his last sickn and also to provide a suitable headstone to mark his grave 


in the cemetery at burg, Pa., at a cost not toexceed $50; the sum herein 
provided to be in lieu of the usual allowance on the death of an employee of 
the Senate, and the youcher for payment of the same to be approved by the 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the 14th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

rts es ees te seta Ser er 
Thorat of $1,200 per annum out or the contingent fund of the Senate. z 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3242) granting an increase 
of ion to Edwin Mattson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8248) to create a new Fed- 
eral judicial district in Pennsylvania, to be called the middle dis- 
trict; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3244) to correct the military record 
of Levi Sheetz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


‘ensions; 
A bill (S. 8245) granting an increase of pension to qohn C. Lloyd 


(with an accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 3246) granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. 


or; 
Pry bill (S. 3247) granting per diem pension service to honorably 
discharged officers and enlisted men of the Union Army in the 
civil war; and 
= Be aag (S. 3248) granting an increase of pension to Reid Me- 
en. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (S. 3249) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the naval record of Charles C. Lee; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3250) to protect the fresh-water 
mussels in the rivers of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3251) for the relief of Mrs. H. B. 
Clay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S, 8252) to establish a branch soldiers’ 
home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
a. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to 
Harriet H. B. Wales; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8254) to amend section 953 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the signing of a 
bill of exceptions; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3255) to increase the pension 
of Zenith R. Prather; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3256) to increase the pason of 
James B. Logan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
sopombpenying peper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MO. introduced a bill (S. 3257) to legalize and maintain 
the iron bridge across Pearl River at Rockport, Miss.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


1968 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8258) for the relief of the estate of 
James Spiars, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3259) for the relief of the estate of 
Lemuel R. Hanks, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 8260) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. H. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment propos- 
ing to appropriate $2,220 for salary of clerk to the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
e to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment increasing the number of 
ressmen in the office of the Treasurer of the United States from 
our to five and increasing their compensation from 81, 200 to 

$1,400, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on A 1 and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the removal of the Indian school now located 
at Perris, Cal., toa new and more suitable site at or near River- 
side, Cal., from $75,000 to $100,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian 1 bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian airs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to place 
under Class V the consulate at Milan, Italy, intended to be p 

by him to the diplomatic and cons appropriation bill 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment proposing to place under 
Class V the consulate at Chihuahua, Mexico, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 


ordered to be pon 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,000 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, 


to compensate the United State delegate, commissioned by the 

Secre of State, to the Seventh International Congress of Nav- 

igation, held at Brussels, Belgium, July 28, 1898, intended to be 

proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 

ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 

to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
EXTENSION OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 


Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road 
east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed, 

BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, 

Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the report, or a copy thereof, made by H. L. Marinden, the 


officer of the Coast and Geodeti rvey, detailed by the Secretary of War 


under the provisions of the river and harbor acts of 1894, 1896, and 1899, to 
Ga., filed in the War Depart- 


make survey of the outer bar of brunswick, 
ment Dece: r 4, 1899, together with the report supplemental thereto. 


NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY OF FRANCE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith in to the resolution of the Senate of January 
23, 1900, copies of the communications received by the President and by tlie 
Secretary of State from the New Panama Canal pany of France, or any 


of its officers or attorneys, 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, February 20, 1900. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of 
the Revi Statutes of the United States, relative to internal- 
revenue tax on fermented liquors was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I ask that Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 45, known as the Bacon resolution, may be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the joint resolution. Does the Senator from Delaware 
desire to have it read at length? 

Mr. KENNEY. I do not desire to have it read at length, 


The SECRETARY, A joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the 


pipe of the United States with reference to the Philippine 
an 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I am one of those Senators who 


voted for the ratification of the treaty of Paris, believing that 
ratification meant the end of the war we had commenced for 
humanity’s sake, and that the $20,000,000 awarded Spain was the 
act not only of a magnanimous victor, but as well a tribute placed 
on Liberty's altar by a people who knew the value of freedom. 
Are there any who know the history of the last two years who 
will contend that if at the time the vote on the treaty was taken 
it had been stated on the floor of this Senate that war in the 
Philippines was to go on and that the millions awarded to Spain 
was the purchase price for a people to be held in perpetual v - 
age that instrument would have been ratified? Ido not think 
there are any such, 

I do know, Mr. President, that of the influences which moved 
members of this Senate to vote for the treaty the most powerful 
were the desire to end the war and commence the work of liberty 
and freedom in those far islands. It was believed the intentions 
of our Government as to the Philippines were not different from 
those which had been declared as to Cuba, and that the establish- 
ment of 1 meant an earlier and easier solution of the Philip- 
pine problem, To continue the war conditions, fearing unjust 
treatment by the United States of those who had aided us in the 
overthrow of the Spanish arms in those islands, seemed unreason- 
able and without foundation; certainly so in the face of assurances 
made by those who should have been able to speak on the subject. 

I believe, Mr. President, that there are Senators to-day who are 
supporting the policy outlined by the junior Senator from Indiana, 
and which we are told is the policy of the Administration, who 
at the time of the vote on the peace treaty never dreamed that 
now they would be advocating territorial and foreign policies for 
this Government which are as strange to its institutions and tra- 
ditions as they are unjust and iniquitous. But under the lash 
and spur of party pas and e. ency they have wheeled into 
line and now stand ready, not merely as passive agents, but as 
active workers, to consummate that which must then have been 
the hidden purposes of persons who dared not that the light of 
public discussion should shine on their nefarious schemes, 

That which has occurred in the Philippines since the Senate 
ratified the treaty of peace is as little chargeable to that act of the 
Senate as it is to those who voted ratification. The peace 
with Spain entailed no war with the Filipinos nor change in oue 
country’s foreign policy. The war in Luzon may or may not hayr 
been avoided under a different 2 by the Administration. 
Certain it is there is no article in the treaty declaring war on 
Aguinaldo and his people, and there can be found therein no 
authority for the retention of the Philippines as a dependent 
colony, nor does the Administration’s purpose in this regard find 
warrant in that instrument. The reason for the war with the 
Filipinos and the imperalistic policy of the Republican Adminis- 
tration must be sought for outside of the treaty of Paris, for in it 
there will be found authority for neither. Those who are wont 
to charge all the evils of the present war, and those which may 
follow, to the ratification of the treaty are indeed ‘‘running a 
hant.” The war and its evils are chargeable to other causes which 
anona be too clear not to be seen by those who so much deplore 
them. 

Among these causes, Mr. President, is the greed of those of our 
countrymen who set self above honor and country; and who for 
wealth and power will use the miseries and misfortunes of others; 
who for their own selfish ends are willing to reestablish slavery 
within the domain of this country and withhold the Constitution 
from a part of the people. The horrors of war are to them but a 
means to accomplish their sordid ends. National honor and jus- 
tice to the Filipino is to them of no concern so long as they are 
the beneficiaries of dishonor and injustice. It is here, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the evils which have followed the treaty and which are 
so often charged to it can in part at least be found. 

THE ISLANDS ARE TERRITORY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

That the islands are territory of the United States and the in- 
habitants thereof citizens of this Government there can be no 
doubt. Whether they came to us by conquest of arms or by treaty 
with Spain, there can be no difference. That title and possession 
has passed to us is beyond ute, and with title and possession to 
us the Constitution has gone to them. s 

In 1859 Stephen A. Douglas, in an article published in Harpers’ 
New Monthly Magazine, Volume XIX, pages 519-537, entitled 
Popular sovereignty in the Territories,” says: 

Thus it appears that our fathers of the Revolution were contending not 
for e in the first instance, but for the inestimable right of local 
9 under the British constitution; the right of every distinct 
political community- independent colonies, territories, and provinces, as well 
as sovereign States—to e their own local laws, form their own domestic in- 


stitutions, and manage their own internal affairs in their own way, subject 
only to the constitution of Great Britain as a paramount law of the Empire. 


Speaking of the charter compact,” he said: : 
It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of 8 for the Territories 
should be carefully considered for many obvious reasons, It was the first 
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lan of government for the Territories ever adopted in the United States. 
ft was Pid by the author of the Declaration of Independence, and revised 
and adopted by those who shaped the issues which uced the Revolution 
and formed the foundations upon which our whole erican system of Goy- 
ernment rests. It was not intended to be either local or 3 its 
character, but was designed to apply to all territory ceded or to be ceded, 
and to be universal in its application and eternal in its duration wherever 
and whenever we might have territory requiring agovernment. It ignored 
the right of Congress to legislate for the people of the Te: thout 
their consent, and recognized the inalienable right of the people of the Ter- 
ritories when or zed into political communities to govern themselves in 
t to their local concerns and internal polity. 

t us pause at this point for a moment and inquire whether it be just to 
those illustrious patriots and sages who formed the Constitution of the United 
States to assume that they intended to confer upon Congress the unlimited 
and arbitrary power over the people of the American territories which they 
had resisted with their blood when claimed by the British Parliament over 
British colonies in America? Did they confer upon Congress the right to 
bind the le of the American territories in all cases whatsoever, after 
having fought the battles of the Revolution against a preamble declaring the 
right of Parliament to bind the colonies in all cases w oovan If, as 


distinct political 


il unities of self-government in 
and internal polity, subject nie to the Constitution of the United States. 


In his contention Mr. Douglas is in line with the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which have never been 
overruled directly or indirectly. In the case of the American In- 
surance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, page 511) Chief Justice 
Marshall, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

CHIEF JUSTICE MARSHALL. 
The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 


power of making yer and of 8 knee and 5 — N — — 
ernment © power uire ry, either u r 
treat: e of the world iseit a nation be not entirely subdued, to 


consider the land of the conquered territory as mere military occupation 
until its end shall be determined at the treaty ft 
by treaty, the acquisition is confirmed and the conceded territory becomes 
a part of the nation to which it is annexed, either by the terms of stipula- 
tion in the treaty of cession or under such as its new master shall impose. 

And he also said: 

The right to govern is the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire 
territory. Whichever may be the source whence the power is derived, the 

on of it is unquestioned. 

Later, in the case of Scott vs. Sanford (20 Howard, 107), the 

Supreme Court held to the same opinion and in the following 


language: 
CHIEF JUSTICE TANEY. 
This brings us to examine by what provisions of the Constitution the pres- 
ent Federal Government, under its delegated and restricted powers, is au- 
thorized to acquire territory outside of the original limits of the United 


States, and what powers it may exercise therein over the person or A 
of a citizen of the United States while it remains a territory and until i shall 
be admitted as one of the States of the Union. 


There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
ata ce, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in ba way except by the ad on of new States. 

The power to expand the territory of the United States by the admission 
of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of this power by all the 
de ments of the Government it has been held to authorize the acquisition 
of territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as 
its population and situation would entitle it to admission. It is acquired to 
become a State and not to be held asa colony and governed by Congress with 
absolute authority, and as the 8 of tting a new State is com- 
mitted to the sound discretion of gress, the power to acquire territory 
for that purpose to be held by the United States until it is in a suitable con- 
dition to become a State upon an equal footing with the other States must 
rest upon the same discretion. 

All we mean to say on this point is that as there is no express regulation 
in the Constitution defining the power which the General Government ma 
exercise over the person or propert of acitizenina 2 thus acq K 
the court must necessarily look to the provisions and principles by which its 
decision must be guided. 7 i t rule to guide us, it may be safely 
assumed that citizens of the United States who emigrate to a Territory 
belonging to the people of the United States can not be ruled as mere colo- 
nists dependent upon the will of the General Government, and to be gov- 
erned by any laws it may think proper to cor go The Territory being a 
part of the United States, the government and the citizen both enter under 
the authority of the Constitution with their respective rights defined 
marked out, and the Federal Government can exercise no power over his 
person or ae, beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully deny 
any right which it has reserved. 


The right to acquire territory is certainly an inherent right of a 
nation, and to Korom it necessarily follows, but its government 
must be by and under its constitution and laws. In case of the 
United States, the Constitution applies at the same moment title 
and possession 177 to them, and there is nor can be no part of 
the domain of the United States an exception wherein a different 
or limited citizenship exists from that of other portions of the 
country. There is no such warrant in that instrument. 

Both Chief Justice Marshall and Chief Justice Taney agree that 
territory acquired by the United States becomes a part of the na- 
tion and must be governed under the Constitution, and that no 
power is thereby given to govern or rule as mere dependencies at 
the pleasure of the Federal Government. 

At no time in our history has there been acquired territory b 
the United States except with an ultimate view of 9 
through, of course, the regular and necessary step first of Terri- 
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and 


torial probation. 
acquired, to-day there are left out of the federation of States only 
Alaska, Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico, all of which are look- 
ing to ultimate statehood. There can be noexcuse for the perma- 


Of all the millions of square miles heretofore 


nent retention of the Philippines based on the former action of the 
United States in acquiring Louisiana and the other territory on 
this continent. No one can successfully contend that the reason 
ihe the acquisition of the latter can be urged in support of the 
ormer, 
FORMER ACQUISITIONS. 

In the case of Louisiana much trouble had been experienced 
for years by the inhabitants of the western regions of the ter che 
by reason of the 3 and tribute levied by Spain upon th: 
commerce on the Mississippi River. The vital point was the re- 
striction necessarily consequent 2 the navigation of the Mis- 
— River while the mouth of the river was in possession of 
any foreign power. 

ere had been a treaty made between Spain and the United 
States prior to 1802 which nominally opened the Mississippi to the 
commerce of the United States; but this was indirectly violated 
in various stealthy ways and was thereby virtually annulled. No 
redress seemed possible, and Spain refused to sell her posses- 
sions. However, in that year negotiations arose between yes 
and France involving the transfer of Louisiana. Pendin; ese 
negotiations, Mr. Livingston, our minister to France, ad ed 
a letter to the French Government in which he protested against 
the proposed transfer for reasons which afterwards furnished the 
chief motive for our purchase. 

Nearly seventeen years afterwards Florida was ceded by Spain, 
thus freeing us from a barrier along the northern coast and the 
eastern part of the Gulf of Mexico. is was also urged as a para- 
mount necessity. 

In 1827 Henry Clay, Secretary of State. offered to purchase 
Texas from Mexico and give $1,000,000 for the cession. In 1829 
Martin Van Buren, Secretary of State, offered to purchase at 
$5,000,000. Both offers were rejected. Annexation was effected 
after the Texas war of independence, not by treaty, but by the 
action of the Congress of each country, and may be said to have 
been the mutual act of the people: Daniel Webster said in regard 
to the proposed treaty for Texas: 

I have, on the deepest reflection, long ago come to the conclusion that it is 
of very dangerous and doubtful consequences to enlarge the boundaries of 
this country or the Territories over which our laws are now established. 


There must be some limit to the extent of our territory if we would make 
our institutions permanent. 


After the war with Mexico resulting from the annexation of 
Texas, a portion of the territory of Mexico was demanded by our 
Government on the pronnag of indemnity for the past and security 
of the future, By the treaty signed February 2, 1848, a tract of 
Mexican territory was annexed. The treaty was bitterly de- 
nounced by Daniel Webster and other Senators on the ground 
that it was equivalent to a robbery enforced by theinsolent power 
of arapacious conqueror. The price paid for the territory thus 
taken was $15,000,000, and besides the United States assumed 
claims of American citizens agame Mexico; and, in addition, 
afterwards paid Texas $10,000,000 for the portion of New Mexico 
lying east of the Rio Grande. The Gadsden treaty settled disputes 
with Mexico as to the southern part of Arizona. Fheoir the 
United States secured the disputed territory at the price of $10,- 
000,000, and with it a right of transit for sore mails, and mer- 
chandise over the isthmus of Tehuantepec. The treaty of pur- 
chasefrom Russia was of date March 30,1867; price paid, $7,200,000. 
There had been unofficial correspondence concerning it from 
ere 1859. The treaty was ratified in May, and proclamation 

e June 30. Mr. Sumner said, in his in the Senate 
a 9, 1867, that it was a visible step in the occupation of the 
whole North American Continent. We dismiss one other mon- 
arch from the continent. One by one they have retired—first 
France, then Spain, then France again, and now Russia.” 

In all former cases the lands acquired were a part of the North 
American Continent, and by nature intended as a t of one 
1 In every case the territory was practically unin- 

bited, and by climatic and other conditions suited for the uses 
of the people of the United States. There was no congested popu- 
lation, such as is the case in the Philippines. There was indeed 
room and reason for expansion in these former cases. The 
taking of none of these territories entailed 1 changes in our 
foreign and territorial policies, nor the burdens of great standing 
armies. Then we carried civilization into the uninhabited wil- 
dernesses, and prepared places for our growing population suited 
to their needs. Then no free and independent people were driven 
into mountains and their homes made waste places. No lands nor 
peoples were taken for other government than under the Constitu- 
tion—citizenship and equal rights for all. 

I hold that the title and ion of the Philippine Archipelago 
having been perfected in the United States, and no matter whether 
by treaty or by force of arms, there is left but one of two courses 
opan to this Government as to their disposition. The one is that 

ey be retained as a Territory, with the ultimate and certain 
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purpose of admission as a State or Eger: into the Union, The 
other, that they be given to the people of the islands themselves, 
to be erected into F717 and so under the guid- 
ance and protection of the United Sta 
STATEHOOD IMPOSSIBLE. 

That the first course is im ble there can be little doubt when 
we take into consideration character of the people and under- 
stand the differences Which exist between them and the peo- 
ple of the United States. Imagination can not be invoked so wild 
as to contemplate an addition to our present statehood of the State 
of the gre sree 

All the itions, manners, and customs of the Filipinos, their 
racial extraction, affiliations, and tendencies, to say nothing of 
their location, being separated from us b; thousands of miles of 
ocean, have erected a barrier too high and strong to be passed in 
making them a State of the American Union. Notwithstanding 
their love for free institutions and their enlightenment, these rea- 
sons alone must forever ae them from membership in the 
Union of American States. The distinguished senior Senator from 
Kentucky, in an address before the American Bar Association on 
August 28 last, said: 

We phe extended our domain into and across the Pacific, but we have not 
o nature of our Government or the character of our institutions. 

rican 8 remain to the 


Ours stilla Union of Ame tates and will so to end. The 
bond of union + — —— the States are held together was and — 
lished as the itution for the United States of America.“ Our poli 
our traditi our interests, and our g 


ons, alike forbid the admission into 
the Union of any other than a North Ame; State. 

In that statement he fully expressed what I believe are the real 
sentiments of all true Americans, certainly of all who hold sacred 
the traditions of our country and love its institutions. 

So, Mr. President, we have in honor left us but the latter course, 
to give the islands back into the hands of their own people, and 
in doing this we must be satisfied that there is in them and their 
leader, Aguinaldo, fitness and ability for self-government. 


THE FILIPINOS ARE FITTED FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


The proofs of this are overwhelming. In August, 1898, Major 
Bell reported to the Government that the f residents at 
Manila all felt that a native government would better than 
Spanish rule. 

In that same report he says that he has arrived at the follow- 
— conclusions as to the principal leaders among Agui- 

do’s following: 


Baldomero Aguinaldo, a first cousin of Don rei is secretary of state, 
and is Tarand dunce — — wari meee a nigerian mye ot His 
* o Trias, an educated, honest man secretary treasury. 
vice-president of a former revolution, and AS all the insurgent leaders 
tes stands next to Aguinaldo in pop jeo eoa the people. 
eee Y. Barra, a lawyer and good, E anan, 6 eacretary of the in: 
or. 


One Estefan de la Rama, a rich and educated man, who speaks English, is 
a ap prota, I rg de marina, or commander in chief of the navy. He is reported 
onest and capable. 
Aguinaldo’s — and secretary is one Escamilla, a good linguist, 
La ch, Spanish, and English—Spanish finentl 8 En, 
well, to my personal knowledge. He wasa teacher of the 
one a the best interprete rs I have ever seen. 
e Mala studentof lawand notary public, honest, but not especially 
talented, is one of his councilors. There is a prominent and wealthy 3 
of this city who is also a councilor, but I prefer not to mention his name. 
Ho ts = avowed annexationist, and sincerely hopes the Americans may re- 
main here. 
Don Feli ebe 5 a bighi respected ca A and has for some time 
Fhipino agent Her Brion T understand itis he who has been 
. by 3 Da Bo to Paris and America to represent the insur- 


C. Sandico, a skilled and ty phe ee machinist, 8 Fab English quite 


well, is ap tppear on bebal of jutor of Aguinald t commis- 
sion is to u ical prisoners — the office officer charged 
with investigating such nama: Me has been generally useful to Aguinaldo as 
. military £ Cavite, is 

eut. 0 overnor o 9 
said to be an honest man, but with little education. 8 


of trenches, appears and is said to be a well- 
Lg a 


. Panteleon in command of o satel along the northern 
Dapa is Ee able, Det, and agreeable 


uneducated 8 and highway 
commanding the military forces in Cavite, has the credit 
with little 


of Brigg an honest man education. 
Mascardo, fairly educated and honest, but possesses 


experience He belon; 
sabi 70115 1 fonet, fx co and 

e w, who 
good soldier. ma 


Colonel Montenegro, avery hae AOR tomeg Hor Kae; 
educated. Speaks French, English, and Spanish. mi one Enid A a 
ery He isa considerablect = a talk a hi hon- 
est and was a clerk in Lalla hotel, where he recetved | is . — a honesty. 
There are other 8 o who it is hardly necessary to men- 
tants, most of whom are young, smart, 


Mr. President, this is what was said of the principal men of the 
Philippines by an officer of the American Army, and on the whole 
is testimony most favorable to them. No better would have been 

of General Washington and his principal following and asso- 


sch 
Pio Del Pilar, 


3 and 
è reputation of a 


ciates during the ave: of our Revolution by General Howe or 
the others of the British army. 
Admiral Dewey, in June, 1598, cabled the Navy Department: 
338 
And then in August of that year ae toa e ask- 
ing for his views on the Psion pee subject he ee he re- 
ferred to his cable message of June and added 


Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 


In June, 1898, Consul Williams's opinion of Aguinaldo and the 

Filipinos was as follows: 
U. S. S. BALTIMORE, 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, June 16, 1898. 

Ihave the honor to report that since our squadron d 
fleet on May 1 the insurgent forces have been 
— successful in 


to and 


le to personal! lead i in battle, Pat from head- 
Linney movements, a 


cg 5 8 and 1 fleldpiece, with8,000 more 
and a dynamite ina and now in transit. 

esp ve defeated the „ Seal nts exco a at fort near 
aud eld atom North 8 rbs of a, but Ba- 


tangos i ce also bay coast entire, save the city of Manie. 
e the poe no cruelly and barbarously slaughter Filipinos taken in 
arms, and often noncombatants, women, and chil the victors, 
following ee le, Ua life, 2 i he. ma jpg n 
and care for Spaniards taken rs 7 aor woun as 
one ae conn te Cin macnn’ PORTA a ly 
elr OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 


Lom United States Consul. 

General Whittier testified that— 

Their conduct to their foray yey prisoners has been deserving of the praise 
of allthe world. With ha of priests and Spaniards, fairl hela on account 
of the conditions before meat and with every justification to a savage 
mind of the most brutal revenge, Thave heard of no instance of torture, mur- 
der, or brutality since we have been in the country. 


In an interview in a New York paper he is quoted as saying: 


There is a wide ignorance of the wealth of the es and the char- 
acter of the Filipinos. The natives are not ignorant; they are not savages. 
They are adept at manufactures and as accountants, ers, and railroad 
operatives. They are quiet, most temperate, and have shown great ability 


in their military affairs. 


An Englishman, Mr, Wray, who has lived for seventeen years 
among the Filipinos, says: 


“The are the most enhghtened and branch of 9 
race, and have been Christians for centuries; in longer than the princi- 
ples of the Reformation have been established in Great Britain, and are the 


ee to Europeans of any alien race.“ Professor Worcester says that 
are as industrious as the Lee. and less Gen- 


criminally disposed. 
bin Whittier stated to the commissioners at Paris the had never 


risoners they have been dese: e praise of all the world; 
with eve: ustification foa savage 8 tor the most brutal revenge, he 
ad heard of no instance of torture, murder, or brutality since he had been 


in the country. 
A late writer in the Independent, speaking of their intellectual attain- 
ments, says that 83 per cent of them can read ea write. This seems hardl 
ible, for, if true, the proportion of literates is almost that of the Unit 
tates. General me eng told the Paris commissioners that he had bee 


—— in the islands and ti the 8 at Manila, and a — — —.—f 
have been educated in Europe. They have attained the first rank among 
lawyers and physicians at Manila. 


Gen. Charles King after serving in the Philippines, in a letter 
to the Milwaukee Journal, speaks of them in the following terms: 
SAN FRANCISCO, June 22, 1890. 
To the editor of the Journal, Milwaukee, Wis.: 
Dear Srr: Thinking over pu telegram and request of June 7, I find my- 
self embarrassed. As an officer of the Amey there are many rea- 


sons why I should not give my views of situation in the Philip; — 4 how 
one nd is likely to continue, and thoughts as to America's port infuture 


at Tue r of the Filipinos for self-government can not be doubted. 
Such meu as Arellano, Aguinaldo, and many others whom I might name are 
highly educated; nine-tenths of the people read = write; all are skilled 
artisans in one way or AEE. they are industrious, frugal, temperate, and, 


ven a fair could look out for themselves in: ee better than our 
people — — my on, they rank far higher than the Cubans or the 
uneducated negroes to whom we have given the right of suffrage. 
Very truly, yours, 


CHARLES KING, Brigadier. General. 
No better or more conclusive evidence of the patriotism and 
ability of General A 2 could be had than is furnished b 
his letter to Mr. W It is dated August 1, 1898. It 
be found in Senate 8 No. 62, Part I, page 397, and is as 
follows: 
AUGUST 1, 1898. 


arenes by the note of July 8 
admirati t a f r the grado of Sor — on 
on not o or ade of pro an 

7 7 tac for their 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
ra Stn AND DISTINGUISHED FRIEND: PBs |b, acct 


Poney ber pn VFC 
e destinies of that great people without an equal in history. 


1900. 


our note quoted above, and I tul 
Lenteness and ingenuity Bey ng ou hase. 
W. 


pie 
so finished, is capable of fascinating not only the dreamy im tion of the 
impressionable Oriental, but also the cold and Forigar: Kje . the 
iz ie not saying that I t. of your opinion. I 
not sa; am no our 
that the Filipinos or ae and gi 
they can show with raised heads the rights which to-day are 
free citizens of North America. These islands will be 
richest and pleasantest countries of the globe if the capital and industry of 
North Americans come to develop the 
You say all this and yet more will result from „ to your 
le, and I also ve the same since you are my friend and the friend of 
thet 15 osand have said it. But why should we say it? Will my people 
vo 


I. with true knowledge of the character and habits of these people, do not 
dare assure you of it, since I have ae wished to establish a government in 
order that none of those you call ambitious should be able to 
has been done in the past by the Span- 

blishing a ment in order 


have done what they d esta 
that no impo. t may be done without consul! fully their sover- 
will, not only use it was my duty, but also in any 
r they woul: me as the interpreter of as- 


compatriots, 

‘Theas any that if the object of the United States is to annex these islands, 
0 the government established in them in order in that man- 
by annexation? 

Why do not the American generals operate in 8 8 Fili- 

vo 
Is it intended, indeed, to carry out annexation gen the wish of these 
people, distorting the legal sense of that word? If the revolutionary govern- 
ment is the genuine representative by right and deed of the Filipino 
as we have proved when 5 is it wished to oppress 0 
gaining their confidence and friendship? 

It is useless for me to rapran to my compatriots the favors received 
through Admiral Dewey, for they assert that up to the present the American 
forces have shown not an active, only a passive tion, from which the 
sup that the intention of these forces are not for the best. They asser 
benides, that it is possible to suppose that I was brought from Hongkong to 
assure those forces by my presence that the Filipinos would not make com- 
mon cause with the Span s, and that they have delivered to the Filipinos 
the arms abandoned by the former in the Cavite Arsenal in order to save 
themselves much labor, fatigue, blood, and treasure that a war with Spain 


would cost. 

But I do not believe these e ag tpg I have full confidence in 
the generosity and philanthropy which shine in characters of in the 
history of the a peop e of the United States, and for that reason, 
invoking the frie: which you profess for me and the love which you 
have for my people, I pray you 8 as ed =~ 
who represent your country in these islands, that you entreat the Govern- 
ment at Washington to recognize the revolutionary government of the Fili- 
pines, and I, for my part, labor with all my power with my people that 

United States shall not repent their sentiments of — in coming 
to the aid of an oppressed 2 

Say to the Government at Washington that the Filipino people abominate 

vagery; thatin the midst of their t misfortunes they have learned to 
love liberty, order, justice, and civil life, and that they are not able to lay 
aside their own wishes when their future lot and history are under on. 
Say also that I and my leaders know what we owe to our unfortunate coun- 
try; org —— care how 5 and 5 to er disinterested- 
ness, the abnegation, and the patriotism of the men of America, among 
whom stands 8 the immortal General Washington. 

You and I both love the Filipinos; both see their progress, their rity, 
and their greatness. Forghis we should avoid any conflict which would 
fatal to the interests of bo ag re who should always be brothers. In this 

ou will saguna a name in the history of humanity and an ineradicable affec- 
tion. in the hearts of the Filipino people. (From General Aguinaldo to Mr. 
Williams, United States consul.) 


RETENTION NOT WARRANTED, 


If from any point of view it should be contended that the Phil- 
ippines should be held for the present as a colony no matter what 
may be the ultimate disposition of them, is it nota self-evident 
fact that such retention would entail on this nation a task far 
greater than any possible benefits could justify? Assuming, for 
the sake of the argument, that this Government will hold the 
islands as dependent colonies and govern them by such means as 
the Con and the President shall elect, would not the sacri- 
fices which must be made by the United States be too great to 
warrant the attempt? Certainly so, if we are to judge the future 
by the past. The retention of the Philippines up to this time has 
cost the United States many millions of dollars and the lives of 
thousands of our soldiers, to say nothing of the thousands of them 
who, by reason of their services in the Tropics, have been made 
invalids for life. And worse than death itself, hundreds have 
lost their reason and are to-day inmates of the abodes of the mad. 
Only the other day the Post of this city published the following: 


ABOUT 450 OF OTIS’S MEN HAVE LOST THEIR REASON. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., February 13, 1900. 

Eleven insane soldiers were to-day sent from this city to the Government 
poe at Washington, D. C., and it is probable that about th more 
go t onting s week. During the last three months nearly 250 demented 
soldiers have n sent across the continent, and it is said that over 200 more 
will soon arrive here from Manila. In nearly all cases the men are violently 
insane. 

Now, Mr. President, in the face of these facts, who is there that 
will insist that these islands shall be retained on any grounds or 


for any reasons? Are not the burdens of our people heavy enough, 
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never be had from them compensation equal to their cost. Al- 
ready the people of Germany are learning what their colonial 
policy is costing in life and treasure, 5 went to East 
Africa as it is ed we shall remain in the Philippines, the 
ruler of a dependen le, and all for the sake of exten: com- 
merce. In one of her cts alone during 1899 the ulation 
has diminished from over 100,000 to less than 70,000. Following 
in the wake of her commerce has gone to her colonies famine, 
sickness, and death. The cost of governing her d dencies is 
many times greater than all the trade benefits she derives from 
them. What has been the experience of Germany will be ours if 
we g into the business of extending our commerce through the 
method of dependencies. No people worth being Americans will 
submit to vassalage. 
ROME FOUND HER END IN IMPERIALISM. 


Mr. President, does not this for conquest take us back 
through the centuries until we find ourselves in that time of the 
Roman Republic, when by the ambition and greed of some of her 
sons was begun her conquest of the world—the beginning of her 
end? In that history can we not see ourselves and read our future? 
New territories were conquered and their people enslaved. Mili- 
tary governors were sent to rule over them. Strange laws were 
enacted for their government and alien judges sent to administer 
them. Thereligion and manners of the conquerors were enforced; 
in a word, all the miseries which follow in the train of the con- 
rong and oppressor came to the peoples to whom Rome brought 

of her civilization. me then thought herself 
trusted of the gods for the civilizing of mankind throughout the 
world, but soon was taught her o. In her struggle to de- 
stroy the liberties of others she lost her own. Man's unalienable 
rights—life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness—then, as many 
times since, asserted itself and the conquered became the con- 
Seed py the mave POO APARETA And Rome, the punton of He 
world, repudiated and despised, passed—a page in history, 
imperialism she found her end. “i sf 
ere are those who would treat this question by no ordinary 
rules. They find new definitions and meanings for our laws. 
They produce strange rules for the interpretation of our Consti- 
tution. They find virtue in absolutism and see freedom where 
once slavery was. For commerce’s sake they would obliterate 
the Declaration of Independence. For the imagined riches of 
the East, honor and justice are to be set aside. The cost and 
sacrifices to secure the prize are not to be counted—only the glit- 
ter of the gem is the moment's concern. 

Let our dealings with these people be in justice, not only to 
them, but to ourselves. If there be doubt as to our agreement 
with them touching their ind dence, let them have the benefit 
of that doubt. The ed senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts has described us as— 

The American people, the brave and just people, who made the immortal 
Declaration and who maintained it with life and fortune and sacred honor, 
who established our wonderful Constitution, to whose Monroe doctrine is 
due the freedom of the American continent from the Rio Grande to Cape 
Horn, have not changed their character or their principles in the twinkling 
of an eye under the temptation of any base motive or personal adyantage or 


under the excitement of war. They are subject, doubtless, as all masses of 
men are subject, however intelligent or however upright, to great waves of 


on. 

But their sober second thought is to be trusted. Their deliberate action 
will be wise and just. The great passions by which they are stirred and by 
which their judgment is now clouded are generous, noble, and humane. 
Kapu in its rightful sway and the great Republic will remain a 

Therefore let us so demean ourselves that that which he has said 
of us shall be true. 

Mr. President, the American people are too great and free to be 
unjust. They are too rich and ee to be mean, Justice alone 
should govern us in our action with the Philippines, so that in the 
years to come no blush of shame shall be ours. We should now 
and at once say to those brave men of the Pacific, ‘Our war with 
you is not for conquest, but that peace in the islands may be re- 
stored; and so soon as peace does come, American duty and honor 
will be the American policy and the freedom and 5 
of the Philippine Islands guaranteed, if need be, for all time by 
American arms.“ Let it not be said of the American people that 
they who first wrested freedom from a crown and proved to the 
world that a people could govern themselves, in the zenith of their 

tness, flushed with victory, forgot what liberty meant and 

e cost at which it was obtained and acted the part of a king. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that upon 
this resolution and similar ones in regard to the Philippines I wish 
to submit a few remarks on Tuesday, the 27th instant, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] gave notice a few days ago that on Wednesday (to- 
morrow) he desired to speak on the various measures relating to 
the Philippine Islands, but he has been suddenly called away and 
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will not be able to be present to-morrow. I therefore ask leave 
to state that he will defer making the speech until some other 
time, of which he will give notice. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro kes Peg The Secretary will state the 
first pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not see the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] in his seat, but he 5 to yield to me to ask 
consent to call up at this time Order of Business No. 408, being the 
bill (S. 3003) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved February 27, 1899. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go to the Calendar under the unani- 
mous-consent ent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
Secretary will state the first pension bill on the Calendar. 

ROBERT BLACK. 


The bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Robert Black was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Eighth,” to insert Regi- 
ment of; and in line 7, before the word Heavy,“ to insert Vol- 
unteer;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre’ of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the ae laws, the name of Robert ate a 


ent cf New York Vol Hen 

Trällerz, — — 8 90 per month in r he 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. I } : 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Black.” 

HENRY FRANK. 


The bill (S. 1769) granting an increase of 
Frank was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Thirty-ninth,” to insert 
Regiment of;” in the same line, after the word “ Illinois,” to 
strike out “ Volunteers and insert Volunteer Infantry;” and 
in line 8, after the word“ month,“ to insert “ in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enact 


ion to Henry 


to place upon 5 roll, subject otherwise tothe 

ws, the name of Henry Frank, late 
inois Volunteer Infantry, and 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments were to. ‘ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend in line 8, after 
the Word on,“ by inserting “at the rate of;” so as to read, 
“ and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month,” etc. 

e amendment was agreed to. 
e bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

B. H. RANDALL. 


The bill (S. 607) granting a pension to B. H. Randall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
F pelo igre e eee Bort l 
Alu Suring the Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay him a pension at the rato 
of $12 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. ALLEN January 
80, 1900, as follows: 


inga 8 to B. H. Randall, have examined the same and Sy ks 
A similar ~: Congress, 
is committee, and passed the Senate. 


a military 
being but ee 
other private ci 


“The facts in the case are shown by medical and other affidavits. 
There is no general law under which the claimant can apply for pension. 
ve bill — igi neok yn F that it oe 
our committee e fore; report and recommen: e passage 
of the bill with the following . i 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute therefor the follow- 


g: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of B. H. Randall, late sutler at Fort Ridgely, 
Minn., during the Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID HUNTER. 


The bill (S. 645) granting a pension to David Hunter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “lieutenant,” to strike out 
“and adjutant of the” and insert and adjutant;” in line 7, be- 
fore the word Wisconsin,” to strike out ‘‘of;” and in line9, be- 
fore the word „he,“ to strike out the rate” and insert ‘‘that;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., eae the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Hunter, late first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant -fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
„ pension at rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Hunter.” 


JERUSHA W. STURGIS, 


The bill (S. 677) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow 
of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Sturgis,” to insert the 
initial“ W.;“ and in the same line, after the word of where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out Brig. Gen. Samuel Davis 
Sturgis, and pay her a pension of $100 per month from and after 
the passage of this act” and insert Samuel D. Sturgis, late 
brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 
ing;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerusha W. Sturgis, widow 
of Samuel D. Sturgis, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as aménded, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerusha W. Sturgis.” 


ANNIE A. GIBSON, 


The bill (S. 2742) restoring to the pension roll the name of Annie 
A. Gibson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to restore to the pension roll the name-of Annie A. Gibson, 
widow of James Walters, of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment 
e Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
mont 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. EUDORA S. KELLY. 


The bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. 
Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. í 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause anà insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Endora 8. Kelly, widow of James R. Kelly, 


late captain, Third Artillery, United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Eudora S. Kelly.” 
ANNIE B. GOODRICH. 


The bill (S. 1419) to increase the pension of Annie B. Goodrich 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Annie B. Goodrich, widow of Amos B. Good- 
rich, late second lieutenant of Company A, Twentieth Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 2 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Annie B. Goodrich.“ 


THOMAS JORDAN, 


The bill (S. 1228) granting a pension to Thomas Jordan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 8 y 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word Sixty-third,” to insert 
Regiment, and in line 7, after the word him,“ to strike out 
dollars a month” and insert ‘‘a pension at the rate of $30 pa 
58 in lieu of that he is now receiving; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place on the pona roll, subject to the proyi- 
sions and limitations of the poan laws, the name of Thomas Jordan, late 
of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and 1 pay 
him a pension at the sate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Jordan.” 


RHODA A. FOSTER. 


The bill (S. 239) granting a sion to Rhoda A. Foster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘* Massachusetts,” to strike 
out Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pen- 
sion of — dollars a month,” and insert Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rhoda J. 
Foster, widow of Albert H. Foster, late captain of Company D, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now rece A 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Rhoda A. Foster.” 


PATRICK LAYHEE. 


The bill (S. 241) granting a pension to Patrick Layhee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the 8 roll, subject to the limitations of the Be 
laws, the name of Patrick Layhee, invalid and dependent son of William 
Layhee, late of 3 G. First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment in line 
10, before the word limitations,“ by inserting “ provisions and,” 
so as to read subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws,” etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was a 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Patrick Layhee.” 

FLAVEL H. VAN EATON. 

The bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“fifty” and insert thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flavel H. Van Eaton, 
of Olympia, Wash., and that he be granted a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of $12 per month now granted him. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend, in line 6, after 
the name Van Eaton,” by striking out ‘‘ of Olympia, Wash., and 
that he be granted” and inserting ‘‘and to pay him;” in line 7, 
after the word pension,” by inserting “at the rate of,” and in 
line 8, after the Word month,“ by striking out the words now 
granted him” and inserting ‘‘ that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The bill (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia De 

Peyster Black was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘colonel,” to strike out 
in the;” and in the same line, after the word and,“ to strike 
out to pay Sete said Cornelia De Peyster Black a pension of $60 
per mont lieu of the pension she is now receiving” andi 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sane to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia De Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel, United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE I, OFFLEY. 
granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ih 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “Infantry,” to insert “and 
pay her a pension; in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out“ sixty and insert“ fifty; ” in line 9, before the word “ which,” 
to strike out the pension to,” and insert “‘that;” and in the same 
line, after the word now,” to strike out “entitled by law” and 
insert receiving; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine I. Offley, widow 


of Robert H. omen, late colonel of the Tenth United States Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that which she is now 


The amendments were agreed to, r 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in 
crease of pension to Josephine 1, Offley.“ 

CONSOLACION VICTORIA KIRKLAND. 

The bill (S. 1919) nting a pension to Consolacion Victoria 
Kirkland, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
F to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secre 


The bill (S. 8 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirkland. 

ELI J. MARCH. 

The bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of sion to Eli J, 
March was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word Wisconsin,” to insert 
„Volunteer;“ in line 7, after the word Cavalry,“ to strike out 
Volunteers;“ in the same line, after the word pension,“ to 
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insert ‘‘at the rate;” and in line 8, before the word ‘‘he,” to strike 
out the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll sabes to the Fadi 
Se e Garay. tad’ pay ict pelos St 
the — per month in lieu of that he is now — ring. 727 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

HERMAN PIEL, 


The bill (S. 1309) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Piel was considered as in Committee of the ole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word he,“ toinsert “is;” in the 
same line, after the word hereby,” to strike out ‘‘is;” in line 6, 
after the word . late,” to strike out ‘‘ a private in” and insert of; 
in line 7, before the word Cavalry,” to insert Volunteer; and 
in line 9, before the word“ he,“ to strike out the pension“ and 
insert that; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the 88 
ye a ee as 
Hon at the rate of $9 per month in lieu of that he is how receiving. > 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. OSCAR TAYLOR. 

The bill (8. 1298) granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word Minnesota,“ to insert 
„Volunteer,“ and in the same line, after the Word“ Cavalry,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: ; 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
msion roll, subject to the provi- 


si 
tain Com D, First Re; ent Minneso olunteer Cav: “and 
a pension at e rate of re month in den ot that he 1 teen . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar Taylor.” 

CASPER MILLER, JR. 

The bill (S. 994) ting an increase of on to Casper 
Miller, jr., was consi as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word Regiment,” to strike out 
*‘of;” in the same line, after the word“ Pennsylvania,” to strike 
out Volunteers“ and insert Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension;” and in line 9, before the word he,” to strike out the 
pension ” and insert that;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Beit ie gene ete., Si the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized an on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of — pe on laws, the name of r Miller, jr., late first 
lieutenant Company E, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
a ie bill wos ordered to be sed for a third reading, read th 

e bill was engros ora T e 
third time, and passed. : 
FREDERICK HIGGINS, 


The bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of Pig to Frederick 
Higgins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
% fifty ” and insert twenty-five;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of erick late of 
Company G, Thirty-first ent Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of a month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, After the word “ dollar,“ in line 8, let the 
article a“ be stricken out and the word per substituted. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 
ELLEN C. ABBOTT, 


The bill (S. 1381) granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. 
Abbott, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen C. Abbott, 
widow of Joseph C. Abbott, late colonel of the Seventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. RUSSELL. 


The bill (S. 2375) granting a pension to Mary A. Rnssell was 
considered as in Cummittee of the Whole. It Propose to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Russell, helpless and de- 
pendent daughter of Herbert C. Russell, of Company C, Sixty- 
eighth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BENJAMIN F. BOURNE. 


The bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Bourne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Indiana, to insert 
Regiment;“ in the same line, after the word Indiana,” to strike 
out Volunteers“ and insert Volunteer Infantry;” and in line 
9, before the word he,“ to strike out the pension” and insert 
**that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benj F. Bourne, late of 
Company F. Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY ATKINSON, 


The bill (S. 833) granting an increase of pension to Henry At- 
kinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike out 
‘fifty ” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” and in line 9, before the word 
„pe,“ to strike out the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANNA M. DEITZLER, 


The bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna 
M. Deitzler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name Anna,“ to strike out 
„Mrs.; in the same line, before the word widow,” to strike out 
“ of Berkeley, Cal.;“ in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike 
out fifty“ and insert “ thirty;“ and in line 9, before the word 
“she,” to strike out the pension” and insert that;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna M. Deitzler, widow of 
George W. Deitzler, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and 
pay — a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ce: 8 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna M. Deitzler.” 

MARIA A. THOMPSON, 

The bill (S. 2622) penig a pension to Maria A. Thompson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ Charles,” to strike out 
**Doctor;” in line 7, before the word surgeon,“ to insert ‘‘assist- 
ant;” in the same line, after the word and,“ to insert “‘surgeon;” 
and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to insert twelve;“ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed So piace on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. . Thompson, widow 
of Charles A. Thompson, assistant sur; N. 
tieth Ri ents lilinois Volunteer 
rate of per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

CATHERINE L, NIXON, 


The bill (S. MD) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an . to strike out all after the enacting clause and 

rt: 

That the eee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
nsion laws, the name of Catherine L. Nixon, widow of Andrew 

Nixon, late of Company A, Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Indian war of 1855 
and 1856, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HATTIE E., REDFIELD. 


The bill (S. 1250) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was R from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out the 
article ‘‘a;” in line 7, before the word “company,” to strike out 
„in;“ in line 8, before the word“ Wisconsin,” to insert Regi- 
ment;” in the same line, before the word Infantry,“ to insert 
Volunteer;“ and in line 9, before the word of,“ to insert at the 
rate;“ so as to make the bill read: 


S, mth, and surgeon, Nine- 
antry, and pay her a pension at the 


and limitations of the pe: laws, . 
Char . Redfield, late second lieutenant Company A, Forty-second - 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
de EU Wek ee to reeds TA ball ting a pension 
e title was amended so as to read: gran a 
to Hattie E. Redfield.” 


CELIA A. JEFFERS. 


The bill (S. 1251) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to 

sun of $30 per month was considered as in Committee ọf the 
0180. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Celia A. Jeffers, widow of Aaron Jeffe: 
late of Compan: F, Nineteenth Regiment Michi Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay — a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 0 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
che bill seas ordered to be grossed for a third 

0 was orde 0 en or a read 

the third time, and passed. 8 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Celia A. Jeffers.” 

CATHERINE E. O'BRIEN, 


The bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien 
‘was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Catherine E. O’Brien, widow of George 
M. O'Brien, late major, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $39 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M, SIMERAL, 

The bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Simeral was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,” to strike out 
*of;” in line 7, before the word Iowa,“ to insert Regiment; 
in the same line, before the word Cavalry,” to insert *‘ Volun- 
teer;” in line 8, before the word of, where it occurs the first 
time, to insert ‘‘at the rate; and in line 9, before the word “he,” 
1 ae out “the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the 

read: 


The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN C. PLANTZ, 


The bill (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
Plantz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to the pension roll bj and limitations 
of the pe: laws, the name of Franklin C. Plantz, late corporal, Company 
C, Fifty-Arst ent New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH W. SKELTON. 


The bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to Joseph W. Skelton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the paoman roll, i Sies 
Com: F Seventh Rechneat In ang Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
e che of ; vin 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph W. Skelton.” 


ALICE V. COOK, 


The bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
on roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the V. Cook, in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. RITZMAN, 


The bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to John B. Ritzman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name “ Ritzman,” to strike out 
“ of Burlington, Iowa;” in line 7, after the word Iowa,“ to strike 
out ‘‘ Cay: Volunteers” and insert Volunteer Cavalry;” and 
in line 9, before the word “he,” to strike out which;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secretary of the be, * 
authorized oe directed to place on the wens nga ees 8 fob ameby, 
5 and 3 of the ee Foie laya; —— vans of John by Ri Pa late 

* Regiment Iowa n 5 - 
sion at the rate of $16 per month n Tion of thet he F 

The amendments were 1 to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B, Ritzman.” 


SARAH E. STUBBS. 


The bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Stubbs,” to strike out ‘‘of 
Hedrick, Iowa;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Stubbs, widow of 
Martin D. Stubbs, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Iowa 
Infantry, and 
she is now 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah E. Stubbs.“ 
AMOS H. doONOW. 


The bill (S. 1721) ting an increase of pension to Amos H. 
Goodnow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word Company,” to strike out 
„private“ and insert ‘‘of;” in line 7, after the word Iowa,” to 
insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” and in the same line, after the word In- 
fantry,” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos H. now, 
late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


olunteer 
oo Benes a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that 
g. 


The amendments were eed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER J. LYON, 

The bill (S. 1729) anne ae increase of Pac to Oliver J. 
Lyon was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word Iowa,“ to insert Regi- 
ment;” in line 8, before the word “Iowa,” to insert ‘‘Regiment;” 
and in line 10, before the word “he,” to strike out the pension” 
and insert that;“ so as to make the bill read: 


te of 
Company K. Twen of Com- 
pany G Forty of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now nore pra 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed, 
ALLEN BUCKNER, 


The bill (S. 320) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buck- 
1 E Baldwin, S., was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
pensions la 


Paciocens i Volunteer: tatantryc tind pew him ADOOS ae the tate of 
n olun rT an s an a on & e ra 
$50 per month in lieu of that be & now receiving: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Allen Buckner.” 


JAMES A. SOUTHARD, 


The bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to James A. Southard was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “Infantry,” to strike out 
wat the rate of $24 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving under the act of June 27, 1890,” and insert 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of James A. Southard, 


Company K, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and a ad K, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 

try, an pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
FFV a 

e was o ora third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Southard.” 

ELENDER HERRING, 

The bill (S. 1265) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of 
Elsmore, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Elender Herring, mother of George W. Her- 
ring, late of Company I, Sixty-second Regiment Minois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 1, page 2, I move that the word 
„dependent“ be inserted before the word mother;” so as to read 
“dependent mother.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Elender Herring.” 

JACOB SALADIN. 

The bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word First,” to insert ‘‘ Battal- 
ion;” in line 7, after the word “ Missouri,” to strike out Bat- 
talion,” and in the same line, after the word and,“ to strike out 
“rate him at $12 per month” and insert pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on —— roll, subject to the provi- 
2 ͤ ave ee ene Gece pene ect 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SARAH R. BURRELL, 


The bill (S. 1268) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, ., Was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of Sarah R. Burrell. widow of Andrew J. Bur- 
rell, late captain Company A, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Sarah R. Burrell.“ 

FELIX G. SITTON, 

The bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Felix G. Sitton, late of Company H, 
First Regiment Doniphan’s Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infan- 
try, in war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 


month. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Let the“ be inserted in line 7 before the 
word war,“ so as to read in the war.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A, THOMAS. 

Mr, GALLINGER, I ask unanimous consent that the remain- 
ing few minutes be given to Senators to call up bills in which 
they are interested. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] is especially interested in one bill. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to that effect, and I hope no Senator will object. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Iam much obliged to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2432) 
granting an increase of pension to James A. Thomas may be now 
considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments. The first 
amendment was, in line 6, after the word Company,“ to fill the 
blank by inserting the letter“ B;“ so as to read Company B.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and insert thirty-six.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 hope the amendment will be noncon- 
curred in and that the amount as originally proposed will be 
allowed to stand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JULIA M. EDIE, 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3017) granting an increase of pension 
to Julia M. Edie. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 9 the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, sable to the visions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia M. Edi dow of John R. Edie, late 
captain, Ordnance Depurtment, United States v. and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY M’MILLEN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to call up at this 
8 ne bill (S, 8129) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

cMillen. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pae on the 
ponon roll the name of Henry McMillen, late of Company I, 

ird R ent Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 
Mr. GALLINGER, I think the time allotted to the committee 
has expired. 


RAILROAD BRIDGES IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
4473 and also House bill 5487, bills providing for bri across 
rivers in my State. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. I desire to state that there was a unanimous- 


consent ent that after the expiration of the forty minutes 
allotted for the consideration of pension bills the unobjected Sen- 
ate bills on the Calendar should taken up; and after the bills 


of the Senator from Louisiana have been 
that that 75 be carried out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenipo There was such an agreement, 
The Secretary will read the first bill called up by the Senator from 

uisiana. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchi- 
toches Railway and Construction me ped to build and maintain 
a railway and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in 
the 3 of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, page 1, after the word 
through,“ to strike out their“ and insert “‘its;” so as to read: 

That the Natchitoches Railway and Construction Company, a corporation 
1 and existing under and by virtue of the Jaws of the State 
of Louisiana, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, by it- 
ats point DADIE to te iutarest Of navigation; at Geena Moers nome et 
Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. 3 ere, S 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1, 3, after the word 
displayed,“ to strike out the words on said bridge;” so as to read: 

And W be dee 5 yeni ties 8 osy 1 be 

upon reasonable or passage 7 
2 kind ve 1 2 Is built there shall ba eee from —— to 


sunrise, at the expense of said A 
3 A te 85 company, such lights and signals as the Light- 


The amendment was agreed to. 


of, I shall ask 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senate now to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the construction by 
the Texarkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a 
bridge across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 419) amend- 
ing the act providing for the appointment of a Mississippi River 
Commission, and so forth, approved June 28, 1879, 

Mr. WARREN. I do not want to be discourteous, but I hope 
there can be a time when we can take up the Calendar. I have not 

et asked for the consideration of a single bill because we have 
baa upon the Calendar, and I have some matters at the head that 
have been passed over, I think, eight times. 

Mr. VEST. We could do very little with the Calendar now in 
five minutes. We have been on the Calendar all morning. 

Mr, WARREN. Ido not wish to object and I shall not object 
to the Senator's bill, but I want to observe that I shall have to 
interpose an objection hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 419) amending the act providing for the appointment of a Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, and so forth, approved June 28, 1879. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the act by adding 
thereto the following section: 

SEC. 8. That the headquarters and general offices of said commission shall 
be located at some city or town on the Mississippi River, to be d nated by 
the Secretary of War, and the meetings of the commission shall held at 
said headquarters and general e eps times of said meetings to be fixed 


by the president of the commission, who shall cause due notice of such meet- 
ings to be given members of the commission and the public. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous agree- 
ment the Calendar will be taken up now. 

The bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to grant 
50,000 acres of the unappropriated nonmineral public lands within 
the State of Wyoming unto the State, to be selected by the proper 
authorities thereof, to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and ors’ Home, 
But such portion of the granted lands as may not be found neces- 


for the purpose specified shall be applied to the support of 
such public, benevolent, reformatory, or other educatio; insti- 
tution as the legislature of the State may designate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL su 8 said: I ask that the report which 
accompanied the bill (S. 200) granting to the State of W yoming 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlar ent, an 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home 
may be printed in the RECORD in connection with the passage of 
the bill this morning. I intended to make that request at the time, 
but my attention was diverted for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANSBROUGH in the chair). 
That order will be made, in the absence of objection. 

‘ 50 report, submitted by Mr. NELSON January 22, 1900, is as 
ollows: 

The Committee on Pablic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 200) 
granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in continuation, 
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors 
Home, having considered the same, beg to report it back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

That such an institution deserves support must be admitted. No National 
Soldiers’ Home is situated anywhere near the Wyoming State Home, A 
thousand miles or more of expensive, fati; ing travel must be taken by. a 
Pad tery: Ebi era to reach the nearest regular overnment Home. The alti- 

of Wyoming at the points most thickly settled is from 6,000 to 8,500 fee 
and to cha the old and feeble from the high, dry climate to a lower an 
more h one is usually injurious. 

The men who are 8 inmates of the Wyoming Home are those who 
spent their best years in other ts of the United States. They not only 
offered their lives in defense of the country's flag, but for many years after 
with the upbuilding of other Commonwealths, 


the war they were bus 


Wyoming being a new State, and that l ty containing no white man's 
settlement for many years r the war, she necessarily received these vet- 
erans in the d years of their lives. Nevertheless, that State, with 
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commendable benevolence, has established a home and a 0 
ear for its maintenance. It is true the Government 9 
r that country, cost 


17 8 — capita per annum), but in 
living, and a not number of inmates, the expense too 
heavily on that young State, where the United States Government owns in 
public lands, indian military reservations, over fifty-seven and one-half 
millio: -two and one-half million acres of the 
over 87} per cent of all its land no tax 

because of Government ownership. 
as have many of the 


than half of what Conacess granted 
Union ata later date, though the State later admitted had but about four- 


fifths nye feet 
The whole of Wyoming is within the arid belt, and the lands can not be 
t irrigation. Th and nonforest lands are 


settled upon and to be se upon, wi tion and 
therefore be ultimately of value to the State and 
income to the Soldiers’ > 


in the law ad- 
hese lands, and so do 
for and every neces- 


e. 
donations reads as follows: 
reby agrees to accept the grants of lands here- 


by the act or acts of 88 
ds shall be disposed of only at public au he highest responsi- 
ble bidder, after haying been duly appraised land commissioners, at 
e thereof, and for not less 
tual and bona fide settlement 
adoption of this constitution 
t urchase 


improyements shall not be taken into consideration. If at png sue ere- 
after the United States shall grant any arid landsin the State to the State 
he condition that the State reclaim and dispose of them to 


í gee yf Seon oer . 
ther. The laws seem to cover every con mcy, 
the intent being made plain that State fanda shail be selected only for the 
benefi named in act making the donation. 3 ego 
with rare ex never reach ue oi 
remain tho leased 
rules an 


nt- 


pode Sas of the State and are 
the man visions of W. ‘s land law we quote as follows: 
Seta beard say inane ain WY ae blivision of the lathe of Coon at an 
annual rental not less than Par ee Os tien Sateen (c 


y the 
for periods of not more than fi 
All water 1 have become t to 
u 


ve years. 


acres, of Rien only lg sores bed been ; 
* acres 

002 acres are in reservations—Indian, 
acres were reported as vacant public lands. 


lands, tho same report records as donated swamp 


ot 


—— — — — 


ERE 


popoh h nago 
283 
82888 


42228 
35 


R 


and various other States smaller amounts. Not one of the above, 3 
PFF 
these grants were made have but one- to one-third as much area as Wyo- 


oe — must be reclaimed to be of value, much the 
same as swamp require reclamation. In one case there was too much 
water, and too little in the other. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF INDIAN WARS. 
The bill (S. 340) to amend an act entitled An act pa 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 


known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, 
and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892, was announced as 
next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That bill has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read through. 
The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, There are amendments of the committee 
to be acted on. 

The PRESIDENT E tempore. The amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions be stated in their order, 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, after the word “ military,” 
insert the word ‘‘State;” so as to read: 

That the act entitled “ An act granting pensions to the survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek 
war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1992, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended and extended so as 88 the names 
of the surviving officers and enlisted men who served for thirty days or more 
and were honorably discharged under the United States military, State, Ter- 
ritorial, 187 provisional authorities in the Florida aud Georgia Seminole Indian 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The SECRETARY, On page 2, line 14, after the words “eighteen 
3 and fifty-eight,” insert the word inclusive;“ so as to 
read: 


The Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 to 1888, inclusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 
20, page 2, after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and fifty-three,” to 
insert the word ‘‘inclusive;” so as to read: 

The Utah Indian disturbances of 1850 to 1853, inclusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to insert the 
following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That all contracts heretofore made between the 

ies under this act and attorneys and claim agents are 

hereby declared null and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Are we going on with the Calendar regularly? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the unanimous-con- 
sent eement. > 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator will not interpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN, No, Iam not going to interfere at all. 

The bill (S. 157) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of North 
Dakota was announced as next in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Task the Senator in charge of this bill if there 
is any objection to making the provision ganara, making lands 
within abandoned military reservations subject to be selected to 


satisfy grants made to States where they are located within the 


State? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I must call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the hour of 2 o’clock has about arrived. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course I knew if there was to be any 
discussion of the bill it would have to goover. The hour of 2 
8 arrived, I will postpone my answer to the Senator 

om 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, Which is the bill (S. 222) to provide a 
government for the Territory of Hawaii. 


JOHN M. GUYTON, 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from South Carolina pe: TILL- 
MAN] has asked me to yield to him for the purpose of enabling 
ae have a bail passed, silt have neroud is Aiken TE wis ce 

te 


Mr. TILLMAN. It will take no debate, I am sure, because it 
has already passed the Senate twice before, and I am only anxious 
to get it on its way to passage through the other House. I ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1017) for 
the relief of John M. Guyton. y 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It proposes to pay $484.79 
to John M. Guyton, former postmaster at Blacksburg, S. O., be- 
ing the amount deposited him to cover a deficiency arising in 
his office in the year 1890, which deposit was made to meet a loss 
by the embezzlement of a clerk on or about the 30th aay. of Janu- 

, 1890, without blame or fault on the part of John M. Guyton. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


1900. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM, 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CULLOM. I have also consented to ree to the junior 


Senator from Minnesota on the same terms. I hope that 1 shall 
not be asked to yield to any others. 2 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to have a local bill relating to a matter 
in Minnesota placed on its passage. I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 3003) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom 
Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” a ved Fe 27, 1899. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It-proposes to amend sec- 
tion 3 of the act so as to read: 

Sego. 8. That this act shall be null and void unless said dam herein author- 


ized be commenced within two years and completed within four years from 
the date hereof. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to make an inquiry. Has this 


bill passed the approval of the War it jeg 
Mr. NELSON. It has been approved by the War Department. 
It is recommended by the Department. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CULLOM, For what purpose has the Senator risen? 
Mr. PETTUS. Lask unanimous consent for the t con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 1175) to grant lands to the State of Ala- 
bama for the use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of 
Alabama, for negroes, and the State Normal College, at Florence, 


a. 
Mr. CULLOM. I yield if the bill which the Senator desires to 
have passed 5 no discussion. 

Mr. PETTUS. It will require none, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say to the Senator from Alabama 
I do not know whether he understood me—that if the bill the 
Senator desires to call up for consideration or passage requires no 
discussion, I have no objection to yielding. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand you, sir, perfectly. The bill is 
one that the last Senate and has received the unanimous 
report of the committee of this Senate. I ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. aie to t lands to 
the State of Alabama for the use of the Agricultural and Mechan- 
ical College of Alabama, for negroes, and theState Normal College, 
at Florence, Ala., which has reported from the Commi 
on Public Lands with an amendment, after line 12, page 2, to 
strike out the proviso in the following words: 
22322000 ͤ ges TT 
ull settlement and payment for 2 or- 


mal College, or its predecessors, destroyed ad the war. 
and shall received by said Stato Normal College in full satiataction of all 
such claims, 


The amendment was a: to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S, 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make two or three little formal 
amendments to the bill. On page 11, line 22, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ayes and noes” and insert ‘‘ yeas and nays;” and 
in line 23, same , I move to strike out ‘‘ayes and noes” and 
insert “yeas and nays.” That is the form that is used in this 
country more particularly. f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 18, line 22, I move to strike out “ayes 
and noes” and to insert ‘‘ yeas and nays,” and wherever those 
words occur I desire that they should stricken out and the 
words “ yeas and nays” inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

e Gey LLOM. I move the same amendment on page 19, lines 

and 23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have nothing further to say 
at this moment., 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANSBROVGH in the chair). 
This bill is in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was an amendment passed 
over. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to offer an amendment in section 10, 
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— apaga 7, after the word ‘‘contracts,” by inserting ‘‘except 
or labor entered into since Hawaii was annexed to the 
United States.” I desire to except all labor contracts which have 
been entered into since the T was annexed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In section 10, on page 7, line 22, after the 


word contracts,“ it is proposed to insert except contracts for 
labor entered into since Hawaii was annexed to the United States.” 


Mr. NELSON. I will briefly state the object of the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. L have no objection to the amendment, 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. FORAKER. Isuggest tothe Senator from Minnesota that, 
instead of the expression, since Hawaii was annexed to the 
United States,” he adopt the date which has been adopted in this 


bill, 1 1898. 

Mr. N. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as modified, 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, section 10, line 22, after the word 
“ contracts,” it is proposed to insert except contracts for labor 
entered into since August 12, 1898.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. On page 23, in section 55, line 8, I move to insert: 

Nor shall any such bonds or indebtedness be incurred until approved by 
the President of the United States. 

This bill provides that 3 per cent upon municipal assets may be 
issued in the way of bonds—not exceeding 8 per cent. Three per 
cent is à very large indebtedness, and our experience in Missouri 
has been so fearful about municipal indebtedness that Iam always 
anxious to curtail the power as much as possible. The le of 
Missouri to-day pay $20,000,000 on fraudulent bonds ed by 
county courts under old charters, which nobody had paid any at- 
tention to, for railroads that never were constructed and never will 
be constructed, and there is no more possibility of their being con- 
structed than there is of me carrying off this Capitol. Under the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the Iowa 
cases, any bonds issued by lawful authority and negotiated before 
maturity to an innocent holder for value assume the status of com- 
mercial paper and must be paid. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do J understand that the bonds are not to be 
issued beyond a certain per cent? 

— The percentage is already fixed in the bill at 3 per 
cen 


Mr, CULLOM. Does the Senator mean by that that no indebt- 
edness shall be incurred without the approval of the President 
or beyond such an amount? 

Mr. VEST. I say any such indebtedness.” That retains the 
limitation of 3 per cent. I think that is too much. I think it 
ought to be 2 per cent. Anysuch indebtedness or loan, I assume, 
would retain the limitation of 3 per cent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am inclined to accept that amendment, so 
far as I am rar concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 


All offenses which by statute then in force were punishable as 1 NN 
except for violation of labor contracts, against the republic of Hawaii sha 
be punishable as offenses the government of the Territory of Hawaii. 


It is to prevent the enforcement by cri unishment or to 
noes criminal punishment for the mere violation of labor con- 


Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator that all the laws of 
Hawaii relating to punishment predicated upon labor contracts 
are repealed by this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. In so many words. 

Mr. MORGAN, They are all gi 

Mr. CULLOM, T have the laws of Hawaii in my a 
and that particular provision in the repealing section repeals 
of the statutes pertaining to labor, servants, masters, etc. 

Mr. HALE, I wish the Senator would state that to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield, of course. 

Mr. HALE. I thought we were considering the amendment, 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would state for our benefit the 
theory upon which this bill proceeds as to the entire question of 
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contracts for labor. The situation is and has been peculiar in 
Hawaii and in marked contrast to our conditions here. I have 
not been able to find—because I have not examined the volumes 
of the statutes referred to—just what is the theory of the commit- 
tee with reference to this subject, and what the bill contains and 
carries. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, to begin with, as I stated yes- 
terday, there are about 40,000 laborers in those islands, about 
of whom are supposed to be under contract, and who were brought 
there under contract. - 

Mr. HALE. Under existing contracts? 

Mr. CULLOM. Under contracts now existing in the republic, 
socalled, This bill goes upon the theory that when the labor 
laws of the United States are extended over these islands by the 
passage of this bill nothing more can occur in the way of the im- 
portation of contract labor. Then, in addition to that, we go for- 
ward and repeal all the penal laws which justify the puni ent 
in any way of a violation of labor contracts. So that, as the com- 
mittee think, and as I think, the whole question is put beyond the 
control of the islands in undertaking to make any further labor 


contracts. 

Mr. HALE, If the Senator will allow me, what troubled me 
was the repeal of all legislation which punishes the violation of 
the labor-contract provisions. As I understand the Senator, the 
bill proceeds upon this proposition, that there shall be no future 
contracts for the im tion of foreign labor. 

Mr. CULLOMu. There can not be after our laws are extended 
over the islands, 

Mr. HALE. The operation of this bill is to extend our laws, 
which provide, just as they do for Illinois or for Maine, that there 
shall be no ere of foreign labor by contract, 

Mr. CULLO. Jes. 

Mr. HALE. And those laws which make that provision also 
provide punishments for their violation. The Senator does not 
mean that there is anything in this bill which prevents the opera- 
tion of the penal force of our laws or permits any violation of the 


labor-contract laws that we have. 
Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. We have just adopted a o 
ruth be and I desired to 
that all prosecutions for 


2 which I 1 
o so specifically—requiring by 
violation of labor contracts should be prohibited. In addition to 
= we repeal all the local laws which in any way authorize 
such things. 

Mr. HALE, All prosecutions not for the violation of labor 
laws, but labor contracts, so that they can not be enforced, 

Mr. CULLOM. They can not be enforced. 

Mr. . Now, what does the Senator believe is the condi- 
tion of the contracts which are now subsisting? n 

Mr. CULLOM. That raises a constitutional question, I might 
say, as to whether Congress or any other body can legislate right- 
m thereby invalidating a civil contract. 

. PLATT of Connecticut. No doubt they can. 
Mr. HALE. I think they can; but does this bill attempt to do 


that? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, it does not. 

Mr. HALE. Then this bill excludes that in so many words. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I so understand. This bill in 
terms its those contracts to exist and to run until they ex- 

ire. Now, from the Senator’s examination, what does he 

the actual operation of existing contracts for labor upon persons 
who have been brought in under those contracts, as to what num- 
bers and what time, and how long they will continue? Ido not 
know anything about that myself. 

Mr. C M. Those contracts run usually, I think, three 
years, That is my impression; but after the passage of this bill 
the repeal of the laws authorizing labor contracts to be made, and 
the 3 of an attempt to punish anyone for violating such 
contracts, what the result will be I do not know; but my judgment 
is it will result in the entire abolition of the contract system there. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator believes that. Then, certainly in not 
more than three years it will all pass away. 

Mr. CULLOM. My judgment is that it will pass away in less 
than one year, because they can not enforce such contracts by 
punishment as they have been doing heretofore. So I think in a 
very short time the result will be that the contract laborers in 
those islands will be a thing of the past. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator thinks that it is practically abolished 
by this bill? 5 


CULLO Yes. 
Mr. PLATT a 5 Will the Senator read the laws 


which are repeal 

an ede oii 1 1 3 read all eid . which are re- 
peal 8 „IO reading nearly y. x 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I mean the penal laws with re- 
gard to 5 of contract labor. 

Mr. M. I have the chapter here before me. Here is 
the chapter with the title Masters and servants.” I shall not 
un to read all of that. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is repesi 
Mr. CULLOM, A part of that is repealed, I see, Here is one 
of the provisions: 


TO REGULATE CONTRACTS BETWEEN MASTERS AND SERVANTS. 


Su. 1368. All contracts for service between masters and servants, where 
only one of the parties is a native Hawaiian, shall be written or printed in 

both the Hawaiian and English languages. No such contracts shall have any 
effect in law when exec in one only: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be held or construed to prevent any such contracts 
being written or printed in the Hawalian only where both parties 
thereto are native Haw: 


aiians. 
SEC. 1369. The minister of the interior is hereby authorized to pre 
both langaagee, printed 
section, in bl as to place, time, and service, wages, name, place wh 


ts, as hereinafter provided, and the certifi 5 W dali 
be substantially as follows: uia i 85 Si ih pea 
. And so it goes on here for pa 

By this 8 law we will wipe that entirely out, so that 
there will be no statute in the Territory of Hawaii that pertains 
to the importation of labor or labor contracts such as we under- 
stand to be now in existence. 

Mr. TILLMAN, But if the Senator will permit me, do not the 
penalties attaching to the breaking of a labor contract still obtain? 
Are 5 left? 

Mr. SPOONER. They are eliminated by the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you will read it, you will see that they are 
not eliminated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear it read distinctly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They apply to contracts made since the islands 
have been in our possession, and not all the time, 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Illinois Mr. CuLtom] will 
allow me a moment, I want to say to him that the amendment I 
offered can do no harm. lt covers the exact case which he in- 
tends toreach. Here is the phraseology of the bill, commencing 
in line 5, on page 8: j 

All offenses which by statute then in force— 

That means in August, 1898— 


were punishable as offenses against the blic of Hawaii shall be punisha- 

ble as offenses against the government of the Territory of Hawail unless 

puch statute is inconsistent with this act or shall be repealed or changed by 
It may be that your repeal covers the case; but should there be 

any question about it, it will do no harm to insert this clause, as I 

suggested, after the word “ offenses,” in line 5; so that it will read: 
All offenses except for the violation of labor contracts. 


There can be no harm in that, and it makes assurance double 
sure” on this pt : 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to say 
a word to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. If the statute which defines the crime and pro- 
vides the penalty is repealed, then how can it be in force? 

Mr, NE N. That may be true, technically. 

Mr. MONEY. It is absolutely so. 

Mr. NELSON. I have not had time to examine it. 

Mr. MONEY. All of those statutes are repealed by this bill. 
If n part of a statute falls, everything else goes with it. 


Mr. NELSON. Is the Senator sure that the repeal will affect 
all of those laws? 
Mr. MONEY. They are named by sections in the bill itself; 


m 
and if the Senator compare that—I suppose he has the pen 
statutes of Hawaii before him, has he not? i 
Mr, NELSON. No; I have not, 


Mr. MONEY. I thought 8 the Senator had a copy of 
aa 3 He will find that those statutes are repealed 
y 2 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think they are. 
Mr. MONEY. If they are repealed, there can be no offense and 
no punishment; and therefore the amendment would be entirely 


unn À 

Mr. CULLOM. The committee thought and believed that the 
bill had been so framed that it would get rid entirely of the con- 
tract-labor system which has prevailed in Hawaii. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Chapter 78, if the Senator will 
permit me, which relates to masters and servants, reads: 


district magistrate of the 


an 
republic, upon complaint e, under oath b e master or by anyone on 
is behalf, may issue a warrant to Sprroten such person and bring him 
before the sai te; and if the complaint shall be maintained, the 
e shall 


ti er such offender to be restored 
shall be compelled to serye the remainderof the time for which he originally 
contracted. 

That has all been repealed, and those were the objectionable 
features, as I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM, On page 6 of the bill the Senator will find that 


1900. 


chapter 78, in relation to masters and servants, will be repealed 
by the age of this bill. 

Mr, TILLMAN. But, if the Senator from 1 
me, While theg repens those statutes which are for the puni ent 
of contract laborers who break their contracts, section 10 provides 
that “all obligations, contracts, rights of action, suits at law,” 
ete., pnan be continued as effectually as if this act had not been 
passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Those are contracts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is not a contract for labor a contract? 

Mr. FORAKER. That has been amended. 

Mr. CULLOM, I proposed yesterday the following amendment: 

Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or by legal process, 

Mr. TILLMAN. That applies to all contracts. Make it a little 
more 88 so as to apply either before or after annexation. 

Mr. CULLOM. It applies back to the beginning of time, so far 
as that is concerned. 

Mr. HALE. It applies to all contracts that are subsisting at the 
time of the ge of this bill. 

Mr. C OM. To all contracts. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. Is that in the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is in an amendment which I propose, and 
which I referred to yesterday. 

Mr, TILLMAN. You have not put it in the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; it is not in the bill, but I will offer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
if we do not by this bill confirm some labor contracts? 

Mr. CULLOM, I think not. 

: 7 N ER. Are there none entered into prior to 1898 still 
n force 

Mr. CULLOM. Isupposethereare, I do not know about that; 
but if any Senator can draw an amendment which will close ont 
those contract-labor importations and the enforcement of such 
contracts afterwards, and show that his proposition is constitu- 
tional, I shall be glad to vote for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not any doubt about the constitution- 
ality of it. The inhibition against the passage of laws impairing 
the obligation of contracts is upon the States. It is not quite 
enough to eliminate punishment by the court after the fashion of 
the violation of some criminal act. The provisions themselyes 
may be of a character which are offensive to our sense of what is 
just and what is right. That is what led me to ask the Senator 
if we are expressly affirming here and continuing any alien-labor 
contracts in Hawaii; and if so, to what extent? wanted to 
follow that question by another, which 8 I have not any 
need to ask, as to the general character of these contracts, 

Mr. HALE. The statute covers that. 

Mr, SPOONER. No; it does not. 

Mr. CULLOM. L have a document which shows that. I have 
it not on my table at present, but I can get it in a little while. It 
shows copies of numbers of contracts, the exact contracts in letter 
and terms. I have not that here, but I will furnish it to the Sena- 
tor, so that he can see exactly what the terms of the contracts are. 

Mr. SPOONER. My recollection of these contracts, growing 
out of the debates on the annexation of Hawaii, is that they were 
brutal contracts that would not be tolerated at all in this country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here are some provisions which are on a par 
with the black codes of some of the Southern States,and you gen- 


tlemen of the Republican party are in honor bound not to leave | f. 


the people of Hawaii in the same condition in which the former 
slaveholders wanted to put their ex-slaves. If it is intended to 
re the provisions regarding these contracts and to annul them, 
why not say expressly that the contracts for labor heretofore ex- 
isting, punitive in their character, are annulled, so as to make 
assurance double sure that you do not intend to leave those people 
over there in 1 A 

Mr. CULLOM. That is just what we are trying to do, if the 
Senator will take notice. In the amendment which I propose to 
offer it is provided that no contract for labor or personal service 
ALAN bo enforced, That comes pretty near annulling such con- 

acts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Where does that come in? 

Mr. CULLOM, I propose to offer it at the end of section 10, 
which is the section which proposes to keep alive all obligations, 
contracts, rights of actions, etc., as Hawaii passes from one form 
of government to another, 
Carolina whether he does not think that amendment would ac- 
complish just what he wants? : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator indicate where he proposes 
to put his amendment? Z 

Mr. CULLOM. At the end of section 10, 

Mr. TILLMAN, I hope the Senator will offer the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will move to add to section 10 the following: 

Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process. 

Mr. NELSON. You ought to insert criminal process.” 
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Mr. CULLOM. This refers to any legal process. If the Sen- 
ator thinks he can ey be amendment or strengthen it in any 
way, I shall be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would that forbid a citizen to bring a civil 
suit against a m violating an ordinary contract for labor? 
Mr. CULLOM. It is a question with me whether that does not 
pow far as to interfere with civil contracts which are legitimate. 

ere ought to be some way of enforcing contracts other than by 
imprisonment. 

. HAWLEY. Does the Senator mean contracts for labor 

made before the person contracted for arrived in that Territory? 

Mr. CULLOM. I mean contracts growing out of the importa- 
tion of those men to that country. 

Mr. HAWLEY, That can be easily defined, so as to leave all 
innocent contracts under the law. 

Mr. In other words, the Senator proposes to leave the 
contracts as civil contracts existing and to strike out all penal 


So Sar ar and laws for enforcing them. 
r. PLATT of Connecticut. No; Mr. President. 
Mr. HALE. Is not that so? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The effect of the Senator’s amend- 
ment is, I think, to prevent the enforcement by law of all con- 
tracts in the islands relating to labor. 

Mr. HALE. Any kind of enforcement, not only the penal pro- 
visions and punishments, but a civil suit or a civil process can 
not be maintained. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Well, that in effect abolishes it in toto, does it not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it goes too far, 

Mr. CULLOM. As I said a while ago, my judgment is that if 
we repeal Tne ee provisions affecting such contracts the result 
will be that the whole business will break down, because it can 
not be enforced. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator leave standing? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator leaves, then, all in the bill, in the 
hope that the insertion of a provision preventing criminal prose- 
porone for violating contracts is all that is necessary to be done 

ugress. 

2 55 ATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if I can have the 
attention of the Senator from Maine, it is proposed, at the end of 
page 8, to insert: 

Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process. 

If that means simply that no action shall be brought to compel 
a laborer to perform his contract either by injunction or applica- 
tion for specific 33 Ido not know that I have any ob- 
jection to it; but if it goes so far as to prevent an employer bring- 
ing a suit against a person who may have entered into a contract 
for labor to recover , I do not think that ought to be done. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator read that again? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me that, in connection with the repeal 
of the penal provision, is extirpation of the whole thing, is it not? 
Does it not go to the root? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me it does. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, I donot know but that it goes too 


ar. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me it is extirpation of the whole thing, 
and there is under that proviso no process that anybody on the 
other side can invoke in criminal form, or any injunction or by 
suit for breach of contract, for damages. 

Mr.CULLOM. Lappreciate that, but it seems difficult to adopt 
an amendment that goes far eno h and does not go too far. I 
think myself, and I believe every will agree, that if a business 
man, for instance, in this country or in Honolulu, makes a contract 
with another citizen there to perform work, building a house or 
what not, if the man does not do it the other man ought to haye 
the right to bring a suit against him, and I do not know but that 
this would interfere with that. If it does, it would go too far. If 
not, it does just what I want to have done, 

Mr. HALE, I suppose the committee intended that it should 
apply only to contract-labor matters, affecting the importation of 
foreign outside labor, and nothing more than that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam satisfied to have that adopted, and if on 
further investigation it seems to go too far, we can modify it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Read it agai 

Mr. HOAR. Have it read at the desk. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he 
change it to ‘‘ criminal prosecution,” so as to limit it to injunction 
and criminal prosecution. That would leave the matter of the 
validity of the contracts to stand. 

Mr, CULLOM. The amendment which is being discussed more 
or less referring to contract labor is as follows—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it does not refer to that. 
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Mr. CULLOM. It does not refer to it in so many words, but 
the purpose of this amendment, while its phraseology may not 
exactly state it, is to prevent a criminal prosecution a 
violator of a contract after he is brought into Honolulu from 
Japan, if you 1 a contract, and then violates it. We 

sen 


do not want k 

Mr. HALE. It much further than that. 

Mr. CULLOM, e do not want him prosecuted, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was going to have the amendment 
read at the desk or read it himself, as he prefers. 

Mr. PUED; I will read it myself. Itis proposed to add to 
section 10: 


Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process. 


Mr. HALE. Why do you not say contract for foreign labor? 

Mr. CULLOM. It means about the same thing, because they 
are all 3 much foreign who are laborers there. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Ilinois a ques- 
tion. While in the islands investigating the question of labor, did 
the commission hear any testimony as to the abuse of contract 
laborers, the manner in which labor was performed, and the - 
alties imposed for violations of their contracts? I should also like 
to inquire if they ascertained whether there were any large con- 
tracts for the construction of canals or railroads or aqueducts on 
the islands. We made every effort in the last session to extend to 
the islands our laws relating to contract labor and immigration, 
and it failed by reason of an objection upon this floor near the 
closing hours of the session. It isa notorious fact that since Con- 
gress — . —— many thousands of laborers have been brought 
nto the ds of the Hawaiian group under contract for labor. 
I certainly think this amendment should be so framed that there 
can be no ambiguity whatever in its language and so that it will 
not require a judicial body to construe its meaning. 

Both of the Senators on this floor who are members of the com- 
mission are thoroughly conversant with these great abuses, and I 
trust they will so formulate the amendment that there can be no 
question or doubt about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator from Ilinois this phrase, 
which I think will accomplish all Senators desire and which goes 
as far as we ought to go: 

Provided, That there shall be no remedy for the specific performance of 


any contract for labor, and that the failure to comply with the same shall not 
be punished criminally. 


Those are the things you want to do, leaving an ordinary action 
for damages for breach of contract. 

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator make that apply to general 
contracts for labor? 

Mr. HOAR. I think so. 

Mr. HALE. Not only N labor, but ordinary contracts? 

Mr. HOAR. We lived in Massachusetts without any remedy 
to compel the specific performance of ordinary labor contracts 
down to within a very few years, and I suppose they did in most 
of the other States. 

Mr, HALE. A contract for labor sometimes involves a large 
transaction, like the building of structures. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not a contract for labor. 

Mr. HALE, 

mal service.“ 


Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the committee intends to 
go into that large domain of regulating contracts and controver- 
sies about labor outside of foreign contract labor. 

Mr. CULLOM, That is all. 

Mr. HALE. Why not, then, limit this by termsso that it shall 
only apply to the subject the committee intend to take up, and not 
take up that aly domain the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 

2 3 we have not had up? Let it apply only to contracts 
or labor. 

Mr. HOAR, I have an impression that we have passed, cer- 
tainly through the Senate, and I think through both Houses, a 
1 domestic statute containing that provision so far as the 

nited States courts go. I do not believe, in other words, that it 
is expedient that labor contracts shall be enforced by specific per- 
formance. Any other contract where specific ormance is en- 
forced is N by the payment of a sum of money, by the 
making of a deed of conveyance, or something of that kind, but 
holding a man to labor or service Slaw is repugnant to the 
genius of our institutions, whether it be holding him to the labor 
or service of a slave or any other form. In the description of 
slavery in our Constitution by a euphemism they avoided the 
term “slave” or ‘‘slaveholding” or ‘‘slayeholder,” and the Con- 
stitution of it as a person held to labor or service. 

Now, when the i i t comes over from a foreign country 
and gets to Hawaii, heis toa certain extent rather helpless if he has 
made an improvident contract. It is taking the y for the su- 

reme court to say to a man, “You go and work for A B on his 
‘ fac and stay there six months.” It seems to me that wherever we 


have the legislative power we should that the right of a man 
to himself shall not be interfered with by law in consequence of 
any alleged or any actual contract. You may come upon him for 
damages, if you can, but you shall not take him by the ear and 
lead him out to a day’s work under the order of any court. 

I will take the responsibility of moving the amendment I pro- 
pose, and let the Senate do with it as it pleases. I move to insert: 

Provided, That no proceeding shall be maintained for the specific perform- 
ance of any contract for labor or service, and there shall be no criminal pro- 
ceeding for the breach thereof. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Ilinois will accept 
that. amendment, 

eek e I think I will accept it, so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Several SENATORS. Say personal labor.” 

Mr. HOAR, Insert the w vy ” so as to read per- 
sonal labor.” I intended to put that in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
rs amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota fur 

ELSON]. 

w NELSON. My amendment is to insert the following 
words—— 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? 

Mr. NELSON. On page 8. I think, however, that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will cover it, and 
if that is adopted mine will be unnecessary. 

Mr. CULLOM, Withdraw it. 

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw the amendment if the other amend- 
ment is to be adopted. I withdraw it for the time being at least, 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 2 is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Illinois has accepted my amend- 
ment to his amendment. 

Mr. SORROM: IL accept the amendment of the Senator from 


Massachuse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] asmod- 
282 by the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

Mr. Kalk. Let that as finally modified and offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts be read, stating where it comes in. 

a SECRETARY, Itis proposed at end of section 10 to in- 
sert: 

Provided, That sik poy tained į = 
ance of any contract for isc by woes 3 — — S 
inal proceeding for the breach thereof. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly that goes very far. It goes a great way 
beyond what the committee contemplated, It does not in any way 
confine itself to the evil which the committee sought to remedy, 
the continuance of contract labor and the enforcement of those 
contracts. That, I take it, was the only subject with which the 
committee intended to deal. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was the only subject it seemed to be neces- 
sary to deal with in connection with labor, so far as we heard over 
there. Hence it was that we desired to break up the importation 
of laborers and contracts with laborers. 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, is foreign imported labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator from Illinois accepts this amend- 
ment to the amendment, and I think the Senate ought to under- 
stand that it is 3 very far-reaching, a very wide 
provision, touching not only labor imported Dy ne which 
we have forbidden here and mean to forbid in Hawaii hereafter. 
but contracts touching any kind of business that involves personal 
labor. It declares that no eee shall be instituted to en- 
force it. I think that is the 3 What is the language? 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon. suggested to the Senator’s ear, 
No.“ Isaid it not with reference to his statement, but his lan- 
guage was ‘‘any kind of business that involves personal labor.” 

Mr. HALE. That has been accepted. Personal“ has been 


incorporated. 

hag HOAR. Anything that involves personal labor” is not 
e lan 
Mr. Let us have it exact. 


Mr. HOAR. Any contract for personal labor.” 
Mr. HALE. Any contract that involves personal labor, and no 
roceeding— 
P M, HOAR. The words involving personal labor“ are not 
re, 
Mr. HALE. Well, for the enforcement of any contract for per- 


sonal labor. It would apply to any large contract. 
Mr. NELSON, Mr. ident, will the Senator from Maine 
yield to me? 
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Mr. HALE. As a Senator suggests to me, it would apply not 
simp y to a contract of a day laborer to perform work upon any 
building or any farm or any estate, but a contract for serv- 
sone, for the superintendency of an estate, of a plantation, of a 
mill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 
. HALE. Certainly. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me one word here? 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator from Maine yielded to 
me. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to all. 9 

Mr. NELSON. I think the Senator from Maine misapprehends 
the effect of the amendment. The effect of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is simply to prevent the enforcement 
of certain contracts by specific ormance and to prevent crimi- 
nal prosecution. That is y the law all over the country, in 
every State in this Union. It has always been so. You can never 
enforce by specific performance a contract for personal labor in 
any case, from the President of the United States down to the 
commonest laborer. Neither can you prosecute it criminally. 
This leaves the law, I want to say to the Senator from Maine, just 
2 a is in respect to remedies for breach of civil contracts. t 


Mr. HALE. I understand. I do not know so well as the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota that there are not anywhere in any State pro- 
visions or laws or decisions which authorize the enforcement of a 
3 contract for labor of any kind. Certainly this strikes all 

at out, and I think Senators should understand that it is a very 
wide-r ,far-stretching provision. It may be right. It may 
bo that other States have such laws. I do not think we have in 
Maine. But it ought to be understood how far this provision 


088 go. 

There are plenty of things in this bill I can see as plain as day 
that will come up to perplex us hereafter. The relations are new. 
It is bringing into our system something about which none of us 
haye any knowledge or experience—the application of laws to 
these people, the sustaining and upholding of certain other laws 
of theirs in part and making them remain in the future. All the 
complications in this bill, as I look at it and as I hear discussion 
upon it, grow in my mind, and I am afraid we will find, with all 
the care the committee has bestowed upon it and the scrutiny 
which Senators have given it, that when we get in opera- 
tion we will find a bill that will come back to trouble usin a great 
many ways, and that we are going very far in certain ions 
and not far enough in certain other directions. Therefore I call 
attention to this provision, which may be allright. It may beall 
right that every kind of contract involving personal labor shall 
only be enforced by a suit for damages; but everybody knows that 
a suit of that kind in most cases is of no avail and has nothing on 
which it can base a judgment. But it may be better to apply it 
here. We ought to understand it, of course, and I we do 
understand the extent of the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, as is very well known, I have not 
been in favor of undertaking the government of subject popu- 
lations, and all the reflection I have given to the matter increases 
my opinion that it is not desirable, either for such populations or 
for us, that we should doit. But I am in favor of giving a code 
of laws toa people whom I hope and expect some time may become 
a 3 and strong American State; and it seems to me that 
when we are legislating for Hawaii, in r d to which I have 
such a hope and expectation, we ought, when we deal with any 
tie te to make our legislation perfect as far as possible in that 
particular. $ 

Now, if it be sound public policy, in the judgmentof the Senate, 
to pronen a court from ordering anybody, humble or not humble, 
to be taken by the power of a sheriff or à marshal and led out to 
his work in the morning and sent back, not exactly like a galle 
slave scourged to his dungeon, but sent back, confined and ag | 
and held in duress, I can not for the life of me see why that doc- 
trine ought not to be applied now to the island of Hawaii by 

enactment while we are sera with the specific subject. 

ey are not going to make a law on the subject this year or next 
year. We are making a code which involves other large relati 
and we are going to say something in that code about the legal 
remedy on contracts to labor. e have the subject up. 
question is, having the subject up, whether we shall do the work 
or only half do the work. I am in favor of doing the work and 
not stopping when we have half done it. As the Senator from 
Minnesota has so well said, we are only enacting in this code what 
other States, some of which have codes and some have not, have 
for their law now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois as modified 
by the Sanator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Lask that the amendment may be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed at the end of section 10 to in- 
sert the following: 

Peles a it Wg pg ie Psong negen rine ag oa a 
criminal proceeding for the breach thereof. 

Mr. HALE. Would that description, no “contract for personal 
labor,” cover the contracts that the committee originally intended 
to provide for—foreign labor? Ido not know enough about it to 
know whether they are made with the persons who labor or 
whether they are made with parties who agree to furnish con- 
tract labor. In providing on the general ground that the Senator 
stated so strongly, I d not want to have this enacted and find 
that there slip: out the very provision that we started to putin 
affecting contracts for imported foreign labor. I do not know - 
whether the contracts are made with those persons or with agents, 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I have before me 
a document containing a contract. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Ilinois knows about that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read a contract. 

Mr. HALE. Read a portion of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN JACOB COERPER AND CERTAIN JAPANESE WORKMEN. 


Kona, Hawaii, and K. Yako Yama x 470 k. dend Takiste * 
of thes cor "Kahuhui 2 X orth 1 ona e witnesseth: 5 
CCCSTTTTCCCTTT perky of ts ae encing within 
tan days from date, all that 9 ahm 2, aforsoaid- 

Mr. HALE. The Senator need not go on. It appears that it is 
a contract made with each of the persons who are to perform the 
labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Who are to perform the labor. 

Mr. HALE. And is signed by each of them personally? 

Mr. CULLOM., It does not say how it is signed. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it must þe. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it is. 

Mr. In some of the California contracts the persons 
who performed the labor never signed any contract. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will see that this contract is not 
only to labor, but it involves a sort of partnership by which these 
men are to raise sugar at certain figures, and so on. You can 
scarcely say, in fact, that it is a personal labor contract, because 
it is an agreement between these parties to raise sugar on certain 


Mr. HALE. The last observation of the Senator from Illin 
that this does not come up to the legal description of a perso 
contract, raises a doubt. Has the Senator any doubt that the 
amendment which he has accepted does entirely cover the system 
of foreign-labor contracts? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt it will destroy the business, 
and my own judgment is that without this amendment, the Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States being extended over 
those islands, it will break up the whole thing, and there will be 
no more of it than there is in the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Dlinois 
if, in his soe the amendment will cover a contract made by 
a certain Japanese company represented by its officers for a cer- 
tain number of Japanese. As a matter of fact, thousands and 
thousands of Japanese workmen have been imported into the 
Hawaiian Islands. They come there under contract made with 
the managers of those companies. As evidence of that fact, per- 
mit me to read an extract from the report of Commissioner Pow- 
derly, made one year ago to our committee: 

Detailed information of a confidential nature has been received, showing 

of the joint resolution annexing the said islands im- 
migration thereto been greatly stimulated; as many as 7,000 Japanese 
have been contracted for by residents and 250 Italians engaged to work on 
sugar plantations. These figures, by a comparison with arrivals prior to the 
passage of the said act, indicate that interested parties are exerting them- 
selves to land in said islands as many immigrants as possible of such classes 
as would be excluded if the ino of our immigration laws were extended 
so as to embrace arrivals in Hawaii. 

It is a notorious fact that since this, one year ago 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to ask the Senator what is the 
date of that report? I believe he said it was a year ago. 

Mr. PER S. February, 1899. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How many of these Japanese labor- 
ers have been imported into Hawaii since that time? 

Mr. PERKINS. The on is dated February 13, one Sen 
ago. I was about tosay—Í have it unofficially—that there have 
been fully 15,000 immigrants into the island since that time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Istated yesterday what seemed to be as far as 
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I could learn the fact, that there are about 40,000 laborers in the 
Hawaiian Islands now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Including Japanese? 

Mr. CULLOM,. Including Japanese and others. 

Mr. PERKINS. And my friend was there a year ago or more. 

Mr. CULLOM. A year ago last September. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend was there a year and a half ago. 

Mr. CULLOM, But what I wanted to say is that the statement 
made by those who seem to know about it is that about one-half 
of the 40,000 have been brought there under contract, and about 
25,000 of them perhaps, or a few more, have been brought there 
since the annexation. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me the point made by the Senator 
from Maine is worth our consideration. If this can only apply to 
personal contract and will not a Ely to companies, the very object 
we have in view will be frustrated. It is a question of great im- 
portance to the honor of this country and to Congress in legislat- 
ing. The amendment proposa 15 the Senator from Massachu- 
setts gives no more nor no less to the islands than i ie to labor 
in other States and Territories of this Union. As I said before, 
the language should be so clear that he who runs may read. If 
the phrase personal labor contracts” does not apply to compa- 
nies, then the amendment should be reformed so that it will do so. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President, right in line with what the Sena- 
tor is saying,to confirm the doubt that arose in my mind as to the 
application of the amendment, the danger in our scheme of larger 
benevolence of missing what is wanted in Hawaii, I have just 
been called out by a 5 of that people, who is here with 
some Official recognition, I do not know just what. He is an ac- 
tive, practicing, experienced lawyer, and he has just told me at 
the door that he is satisfied, as a lawyer familiar with their stat- 
utes and provisions, that this language, ‘‘personal labor,” will not 
in any way affect the er soy companies who have made these 
contracts and assigned them from time to time in bulk. So I 
think before we pass it we had better include both the larger 
scheme for labor and also the plan that the committee had origi- 
nally of striking at this distinctive evil, so that it shall apply to 

rsonal labor and to all contracts involving imported foreign 

bor—something of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. have all the respect for the gentleman named, 
I do not know whether my honorable friend gave his name or not 
in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave his name. 

Mr. HOAR. I have all the respect for him which is due to the 
indorsement of the Senator from Maine, and that is very great 
respect indeed; but I must beg leave to suggest that the criticism 
comes from a very hasty and superficial notion of the matter. 
Weare talking about contracts for specific performance and pun- 
ishments by criminal process. You ought not,I believe every 
Senator will agree, to have a remedy by specific performance or a 
remedy by criminal process for the failure by a man to keep his 
engagement for personal labor and service, That, as has already 
been said, is the policy of most or all of the States of the American 
Union. Now, then, that, it is said, does not interfere with one 
man’s contract to deliver the labor of another. 

Mr. HALE. Or of many others. 

Mr. HOAR, Or of many others. But it certainly does if the 
man who has agreed to deliver the labor of a thousand coolies or 
a thousand Japanese could not have any remedy against the man 
whose contract is to be delivered. The latter man is left free for- 
ever, and the other man, of course, can not havearemedy. There 
can not be a remedy for a specific performance against him that 
would be of any value, and there could not be before. There is 
no reason why he should not be liable in damages if he has made 
an imprudent contract of that kind which the man whom he 
undertakes to act for can not execute. In other words, what 
more do you want in regard to these contracts for the delivery of 
a thousand workmen and furnishing their service for a certain 
fixed time after they arrive in the island than a provision that the 
men whose service is sought are absolutely free in the matter, so 
far as these two proceedings go? 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me put what might be an actual occur- 
rence. Anemigrant society—they call them that—signs a contract 
with A B to furnish the labor of 500 coolies for three years or 
five years. The contract is signed by the society upon the one 
side, by A B, who employs the society, on the other, and not one 
of the 500 persons either signs with the emigrant society person- 
ally, or with A B, who is to get the benefit of the labor; but it is a 
general sweeping contract to furnish labor, not the personal labor 
of the emigrant society, for it has none, but the labor of 500 differ- 
ent persons. Now, if we include in the operation of the bill noth- 
ing but contracts for personal labor, notwithstanding the great 
authority and experience of the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
should doubt whether, upon a question coming up between A B, 
who takes this labor, and the emigrant society, who contracts for 
it, the courts would decide that that was, under the language here, 
a contract for personal labor. 


Mr. BOAI Suppose they will not. What harm would then 
en 3 
. HALE. Then we are doing nothing. 
Mr. HOAR. You have made it absolutely impossible for this 
man to perform that contract except by the voluntary consent of 
the men who want to be employed. Nobody objects to that. 


Mr. HALE. It does not come up between the men who are em- 
ployed and the society. 
. HOAR. Suppose it does not. 


Mr. HALE. It comes up between the man who is to use the 


labor and get the benefit of it and the original society, 
Mr, HOAR. Suppose it does; what happens? 
Mr. He may enforce it. 


Mr. HOAR. How can you enforce it? 

Mr. HALE, Because we do not prohibit it, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; we have taken it out. The Senator fails to 
get my pains, undoubtedly owing to my failure in stating it. 

Mr. HALE. No; it is my failure to comprehend it, 

Mr. HOAR. I can not for the life of me see what, if you have 
said that these laborers are free from all legal constraint whatever 
except a suit against them for damages, which nobody thinks is 
worth the paper on which the writ was printed, how the whole of 
this mischief is then cut up by the roots. In other words, the con- 
tract of the man to furnish 500 laborers is a contract which he is 
left utterly powerless to perform, and there is no remedy against 
him, of course, except the suit for damages, 

Mr. HALE. But, like any process, there are other things and 
there are other results. It may be an entirely responsible com- 
pany: Do you want these processes? If the Senator says, Why, 

have got as far along, in that I have exempted these persons and 
that nobody can trouble them, and these other parties may fight 
it out with the contract for a I performance just as they 
hoota oe is an answer; the Senator does not care anything 
about that. 

Mr. HOAR, You have taken all. What is themischief? Sup- 
ose the Senator from Maine and I make a contract that one shall 
urnish to the other 500 laborers in the State of Maine. Now, what 

is the mischief of that contract? The mischief is that 500 men, 
who are not free agents by reason of their poverty, have put them- 
selves in a position where they have got to be compelled to labor 
by a civil or criminal process for the specific ormance, by an 
indictment, against their will. Of course, if the contract between 
the Senator and myself is not enforced at all, it does not do any 
public harm or mischief. If it is enforced merely by a suit, it is 
not against me in the sum of damages due to the Senator, but 
men who are not laborers. That does not do any public mischief 
at all. Neither of us would undertake to enter into such a con- 
tract. He is only a public sufferer, but the public mischief of 
having involuntary labor kept to its task in that way is utterly 
gone by the result of this amendment, and there is nothing left 
which can do any public harm. That is the answer to it. 

Mr. HALE. In a contract such as I have stated I do not think 
that these 500 individuals would have anything to do with it any- 
way. They have not made any contract. The bill does not apply 
to them at all. 

Mr. HOAR. They could if they had made the contract. 

Mr. HALE. But they have not made it. 

Mr. HOAR, The trouble is this: The Senator from Maine 

with somebody to furnish him 500 laborers for twelve 
months the Ist of next January; and thereupon when the Ist of 
next January comes, he goes and gets the laborers in a condi- 
tion of poverty and distress, and brings them across the sea; and 
he has got them where he can scourgethem to that labor. I do not 
mean that he can literally scour, em, but he can compel them 
by criminal and civil process both; and that is the mischief, that 
he should have 500 men compelled to labor at his terms in compe- 
tition with 500 free laborers. 

Now, that is the whole mischief. The fact that he has agreed 
to furnish me a certain amount of labor does not do any harm. 
This law comes in and says, in other words, the man who has 
made that contract with you shall have no legal power what- 
ever to help him to keep it. You can only enforce it by the vol- 
untary action, voluntary all through the time up until the twelve 
months are over, of the men whom he expects to do the work. 
Therefore, that being right, we say that can not be enforced, 
and nothing has happened except that one rich man has made 
a contract with another, which he can not keep by any legal 
power and which he ought to be permitted to keep if the work- 
men are free all through the time, because there is no constraint 
on them, if they are willing to help him to keep it. The only 
mischief, then, that has . is that one rich man, a well-to-do 
man, has got a claim for damages against another rich man, and 
we do not care anything about that at all. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. HALE. I have been looking at this in a different way from 
what the Senator has. He has been looking at it at the end of the 
contract that is made by the party furnishing the laborers, Tho 
contractor brings them over here, Ihave been looking at it, and 
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I supposed the committee was looking at it, from the other end, | I think the bill already provides for it; but I have no objection to 


whether the party in the island who hires the men to do his work 
can enforce it. 5 
3 HOAR. We have cut off the other end altogether by this 

W. 

Mr. HALE, I do not know whether you have. I have not been 
looking at rights on the part of the individual who brings the 
poor creatures over here and sells their labor. I do not care 
whether he is protected or not. I do not think he would come 
in. I think the committee has been looking, as I was, at the 
other side, at the man on the island who is conducting the works, 
who is running a manufactory or a plantation, who hires the men 
from the contractor. That is the side I have been considering, 
not the side the Senator from Massachusetts has considered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine, how would the 
contractor who had agreed to furnish 500 men have any hold on 
them unless he had a contract? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis a contract which is made outside of this 
country; I do not know. 

Mr. TILLMAN, But under the penal laws of Hawaii, which 
we are discussing, that contract made in Japan or China has been 
enforceable in waii, and punishable by imprisonment and 
scourging, so to speak. 

Mr. HALE. That entire provision has been abolished in another 
way. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have repealed the Hawaiian statutes, and 
now we are trying to let loose the people under contract. 

Mr. HALE. Now we are dealing with the other end. We are 
dealing with the relation of this labor and the man who contracts 

_ to furnish the employment, as I understand it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator from Maine whether, in 
the absence of a statute, the contract made by either. the con- 
tractor or the laborer could be specifically enforced under any 


principle of equity? 
Mr. HALE. I do not know that it can. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not think there can be any enforcement 
of either one of these contracts unless there be a statute, and I 
understand the Hawaiian statute is to be repealed. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Then this statute, to make it clear and plain, is an 
American law for Hawaii and can not be enforced here; whether 
noeng or not is another question. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the fact that this bill as framed and brought in here 
expressly excepted the existing contracts and only repealed the 
statute to take effect hereafter, and we are now trying to get the 
people loose from the contracts that have been made in the past. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment, if I may do 
so. Has the amendment been accepted? 

CULLOM 


Mr. . Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massacbusetts by inserting after the word contract“ 
the words ‘‘ heretofore or hereafter entered into.“ 

Mr. HOAR, I accept that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
accepts the pro amendment, Theamendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read as modified. 

i The SECRETARY, As modified the amendment will read as fol- 
ows: j 

Frondo That no proceeding shall be maintained for the specific per- 
formance of any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for personal 
8 service, and there shall be no crimimal proceeding for the breach 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I ask if that would cover cases involving a 
relation of confidence—for instance, contracts with ncies 
where there might be embezzlement? Would that exclude a 
transaction of that kind? 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that would be like larceny, and that 
class of services is not usually spoken of in law. Personal labor 
or service” is a well-und legal term in the statutes. R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 
ae WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

4 The SECRETARY, On page 25, after the word “language,” in line 
„insert: 

Provided, however, That the le of the Territory of Hawaii may at 
any time after January 1, 1903, submit to the lawfully qualified voters of such 
Terri such changes and modifications in the q ications for electors as 

the same being adopted by a majority, vote, taken in 
an 


they see fit; an 
the mode prescribed by the legislature, l be valid binding as law. 


Mr, CULLOM. I think that provision is entirely unnecessary. 
XXXII— 125 


it myself. They can have that privilege pan Seidi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gaon on the ađoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HALE, On page 29, line 3—— 

Mr. CULLOM. t section’? 

Mr. HALE. It is chapter 3, under the head The executive.” 
It is the appointment of a governor, the executive power; that the 
executive power of the government of Hawaii shall be vested in a 
governor, etc. Hes not be less than 35 years of age; shall 
reside within the Territory. If it is intended that a resident of 
the Territory shall be appointed, I should prefer the words * be a 
resident” to the word “reside,” because the governor may be 5 7 
pointed anywhere and reside in the Territory after he is made 
governor. I suppose the design is to appoint an actual resident 
at the time of his 8 How is that? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that isa fair construction of the lan- 
guage as it is in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Then there certainly will be no harm, and it would 
make it more clear, to strike out the word “ reside” and insert the 
words ‘‘ be a resident of.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. I move that amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Maine will 
allow me, I have an amendment prepared upon that same line, 
which proposes to strike out all of the words ‘‘shall reside within 
the 53 be a citizen of the Territory of Hawaii.” I be- 
lieve that of these offices should be filled from citizens of 
Hawaii, but this is a limitation upon the power of the President 
to appoint Territorial officers. th political platforms in late 
years have declared that it is the policy of both parties to appoint 
residents of the Territories to office, but ofttimes conditions have 
arisen when the President could not, with justice to the people or 
with justice to himself or the people of the whole country, appoint 
a resident of that particular locality. 

I have no fear that the President of the United States would 
abuse his power of tect corre and I think there ought not to 
be a limitation upon him, but that he should be allowed to make 
these appointments from whatever part of the United States he 
should see fit under the special circumstances which might arise 
at that time. For one, having lived in a Territory, I have always 
insisted that appointments should be made from the citizenship 
of that Territory. But conditions, as I say, have often arisen in 
special cases where this limitation imposed on the President would 
work harm, not only upon thecountry at large, but upon the par- 
ticular Territory to which the appointment was made. I think 
the Senator from Maine can see circumstances and conditions 
which might arise where there might be a quarrel of factions and 
where the President could not appoint an officer from the locality 
in which he is to serve. 

Therefore I have prepared an amendment to strike out even the 
part which the Senator from Maine seems to think is too weak. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suggest to the Senator to let my amend- 
ment beadopted, which goes to a certain extent—it does not inter- 
fere with his—and then he can move to strike out the whole clause 
as amended and insert his substitute. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I certainly have some objection to 
that, because I think the committee provision goes far enough, 
and certainly the amendment of the Senator from Maine goes a 
great deal further. So I should prefer that the committee pro- 
vision should stand, if either is to be made a part of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Well, let my amendment be voted down, if that is 
the view of the Senate. I have assumed that the intention was to 
Appony some one who at the time of the appointment is a resident. 

ere might be some doubt under the N e whether anybody 
might not be appointed and sent there and move there and reside 
afterwards. ‘‘ The governor shall reside.” I make it more cer- 
tain, if it is the intention that he shall when appointed be a resi- 
dent, by substituting the words be a resident” for the word 
“reside.” I move that amendment. If that feature is incorpo- 
rated, then the Senator comes in with a much larger proposition, 
which leaves it o to 8 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It leaves it open to the discretion of 
the President. 

Mr. HALE. Les; it leaves it to the discretion of the President. 
Of course that is for the Senate to determine. It opens up a much 
wider question. But my amendment does not open as wide a ques- 
tion. I move that amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator will remember 
that this is going much further in the appointment of governors 
of this new Territory than the Senate or either House of Con- 
gress has ever ventured to go in regard to the appointment of 

overnors of our own Territories. We have enac in the plat- 


orms of both the political parties the same thing that is proposed 
here; but none of our political platforms in words haye been en- 
acted in the organic acts of any of the Territories, 
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Mr. HALE. No; but I offered the amendment under the im- 
pression I had gained from distinguished men, like the Senator, 


who for years represented a Territory in the other House, that it 
was much better in all these cases that the officials should be taken 
from men residing im the Territories. That has so operated upon 
me; there were so many evils in the old arrangement, and 8 
men were foisted upon the Territories who were incompetent an 
who added nothing to the life or the prosperity of the Territories, 
that I think it has worked better where residents have been ap- 
inted; and while we have not crystallized that principle into 

W, it has been done with few exceptions by both parties appoint- 
ing residents. My impression is, if all is true that has been said 
about the intelligence of the people of Hawaii, their brightness, 
their capability of enacting and observing laws, we should do 
much better if we provided for the appointment of distinguished 
residents, actual residents, at the time of the appointment. 

Iam rather more hopeful than some of our friends. I think 
there are Senators who have looked at this matter y who 
are rather hopeless, and who say that we shall have to send our 
own le out to govern eB poopie of Hawaii. I did not vote 
for the ball which annexed thei with that view, and I should 
not have voted for it if I had had that opinion, but I should have 
said. Wait a while.” But, going on the proposition that those 

ple are very intelligent, that we are going to restrict the suf- 
age, that not much can come during the time of their 
remaining as a Territory, I still think that the appointment of 
their chief executive should be restricted to those who are actual 
residents of the Territory at the time of the appointment. It was 
with that view that I offered the amendment; but, of course, the 
Senate may vote it down. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould like to have the amendment which 
has been offered read at the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 3, after the word“ shall, 
where it last occurs, it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘reside” 
and insert the words be a resident,” so as to read shall bea 
resident within the Territory,” etc. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not want the 
Senator from Maine or any oiber Senator to misunderstand my 
position in this matter. I believe and I know that the people of 
the proposed Territory of Hawaii are as capable of self-government 
as the people of any State or toe J in this Union. But we are 
not giving them self-government under this bill; we are not giv- 
ing them the right to select their governors; we are simply giving 
them right to have a governor appointed by the President of the 
United States, and the appointment should be made in the same 
manner as that of thé governor of any other Territory. 

Weare giving them a very considerable measure 
vexrnment. 
LARK of Wyoming. We are giving them more than we 
have given any other Territory ever admi to the Union; and I 
am glad of it. They should have the highest measure of self- 
8 But where we limit them, we ought not to limit 

e exercise of the discretio power of the President. If they 
should go into elections and elect their governor, that would be 
one question; but here we have a condition of affairs arising where 
sd ident of the United States is called upon to make the se- 

tion. 

As the Senator from Maine says, I have lived in a Territory; I 
have advocated home rule for the Territories, and have insisted 
that the officers of the Territories should be appointed from their 
citizenship, because I have always contended that the men who 
go into a country to make new Territories have as much brains 
and know the conditions of those countries as well as any who 
Bee aes Dem tic party and the Republi arty, while f. 

ocratic an e ublican „While fa- 

voring home rule in the Territories, never insisted. that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should be deprived of his authority to 
go outside of the people of a Territory to make appointments if 
should deem it expedient or necessary. If thə Senator had 
lived in a Territory as long as I have, he would know that there 
are conditions sometimes arising, where, for instance, there are 
contending parties for a given office, where partisanship runs 
much higher than it does in a general election in one of the States, 
and where if the head of one of the contending parties should be 
appointed by the President it would result in ‘“‘ confusion worse 
confounded.” In such cases in our stone 1888, when the 
principle of home rule was first adopted by both political parties, 
the President has found it necessary to go outside of the limits of 
the Territory and appoint the governor and judges of the courts. 

While I say I do not apprehend for a moment that the people of 
Hawaii would not select a just and proper person among theis own 
citizenship for the governorship, yet a condition of affairs might 
arise where the best interests of the wholecommunity would be sub- 
served by the President going outside of the limits of those islands, 
Therefore, Isay I think that Territory ought to be left in exactly the 
same situation as any other; not that I think the President without 
cause would go outside and foist unpleasant appointments upon 


of self- 
Mr. 


the people, but because I say a condition might arise when, for the 
best interests and the good order of a community, he would be 
compelled tomake appointments from outside a Territory. Ithink 
the discretion ought to be unlimited in Hawaii the same as it is 
in the Territories on the mainland. 

Mr. TILLMAN. L hope the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine will not prorat, for it appears to me from the information 
Ihave been able to gather that we already have an oligarchy 
in Hawaii, and to perpetuate it by prohibiting the President from 
sending some new men there who might inject some American- 
ism into that country would be a calamity. I therefore think 
that the proposition that the President shall be limited in his ap- 
pointment to a resident of those islands is pernicious in policy 
and will tend to accentuate the existing evils there. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think this bill as it stands on that question 
is good enough, and an important feature is that the man who is 
appointed governor shall reside in the Territory during his term 
of office. My own opinion is that the President of the United 
States, whoever he may be, will find men in the Territory who 
are just as well qualified for the office of governor, or any other 
office, as anybody outside of the Territory. I hope the bill will 
stand just as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want a vote on my proposed 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
that the Senator from Wyoming had offered an amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I had not offered it, but I intended 
to offer it. It was right on this same proposition, Mr. President. 
I move to strike out, in lines 3 and 4, on page 29, the words shall 
reside within the Territory,” for the reasons I have mentioned. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that motion prevails, we shall endanger 
those islands, I think, by having a nonresident governor, who 
may reside in California and govern the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that my object is simply to provide for residence at the time 
of the appointment. Ofcourse it is 5 the governor of a 
Territory or a State will reside in the Territory or State during 
his incumbency of the office. 

Mr. MORGAN. As IJ understand the object of the bill, it was 
to Be he the governor to reside there and not to restrict the 
President as to 8 of a m who at the time of 
the appointment ed in the islan There are some ve 
strong reasons for requiring the governor to reside in the Terri- 
tory. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If I could understand the bill in 
that way, I should not object; but I think it is capable of a dif- 
ferent construction. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it is; but the committee intended to 
were the President at liberty to make his appointment from where 

e chose. 

Mr. HALE, I understood it the other way. I thought when I 
appealed to the Senator from Illinois that he would sustain me in 
that view, and that is why I offered the amendment. 

x: CLARK of Wyoming. That is exactly the way I under- 
stood it. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the committee intended that the gov- 
ernor should be a resident of the Territory, and that there was no 
need of my amendment, and therefore I did not make much pns 
about enforcing it. Now, however, the Senator from Ala 
comes in and says the committee meant the other thing, just the 
opposite—meant that the governor might not be a resident, I do 
not know who is right about it, whether the Senator from Illinois 
or the Senator from Alabama. It now seems that it means either. 

Mr. CULLOM, Ithink the bill is all riea asit ison that point, 
There is nothing before the Senate, I believe, in the way of an 
amendment, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] was recognized. 3 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there may be something in the 
peculiar situation in Hawaii—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pardon the 
Chair for a moment while he inquires if the Senator from Wyo- 
ming has offered an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. He has not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator from Wyoming offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM, He withdrew it, if he offered it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I withdrew it under the statement 
that was made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What was the statement of the Senator from 
IIlinois? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Under the statements of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama and the Senator from Illinois, who are both 
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members of the committee and who cooperated in the preparation 
of the bill, that it meant exactly what I said and argued for,I 
withdrew the amendment. 5 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there may be something pecul- 
iar in Hawaii and the situation of the people there which not only 
justifies, but requires a departure in some instances from the gov- 
ernmental methods which are fundamental in this country. If 
there be, I do not wish to make any motion to strike ont section 
15; if there be not—and I ask the Senator who has charge of the 
bill [Mr. CuLLom], or the Senator from Alabama Mr. MORGAN], 
who is very familiar with the situation in Hawaii to explain it— 
I shall e that motion. The section is as follows: 

Sec. 15. That in case any election to a seat in either house is disputed and 

y contested, the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii shall be the 
8 2 of whether or not a legal election for such seat has been held; and. 
if its find that a legal election has been held, it shall be the sole judge of 
who has been elected. 

Of course, under our system of government, without any ex- 
ception, so far as I remember, each house has been made, and is 
made, the sole judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns 
of its members. There may be some situation in Hawaii which 
demands this change, this liar provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not knowof any situation in Hawaii that 
makes it exceptional on this subject. I can only say that if Ken- 
tucky had such a provision in her constitution now, we would not 
have the row that is going on there, but we should have the means 
of settling the question in dispute as to the title to the office of 
representative or senator, to be determined by the supreme courtof 
the State. I think it would be a great relief to this country now if 
we had sucha 228 Ido not remember perhaps the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] can remind me- whether this provision 
was in the constitution of the republic. I rather think it was. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was in that constitution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, Mr. President, that it has been 
observed here by a Senator who knows all about Hawaii, who has 
studied the system very fully, that that is a government which is 
equal in all respects in its political economy, in the wisdom of all 
its constitutional and other provisions—and he might have added 
in the fruits of government—to any State government in the 
American Union. 

When the commission went out there the circumstances under 
which they were zoqpired to act were altogether the reverse of 
those which attended the action of any committee of either House 
of Congress in the formation of a Territorial government for our 
young and growing Territories. In the formation of the Terri- 
torial governments in the United States, which have been very 
numerous and very diverse, we have commenced with a commu- 
nity that was 8 ing in a legal sense, and have 
undertaken to build it up y into statehood, especially in re- 
gard to those areas of territory which are on this continent. The 
purpose has always been distinct and perfect that the ultimate re- 
sult of our work in giving them governmentrepublican in form, as 
is required by the fourth section of the fourth article of the Consti- 
tation, has been that they should be admitted as States into the 
Union. No such definite purpose as that was in the act 
of annexation; and perhaps it is in the contemplation of Senators 
now that it will bea long time before Hawaiican be admitted 
into the Union, if ever. e honorable Senator from Connecticut 
pe. PLATT) remarked this morning that he hoped it would not 

a long time before a great and prosperous State would be found 
there in the heart, I may call it, of the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is mistaken. It was 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who said that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. It was the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ientertaina different idea about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I went out there under commission from 
the President, in company with my colleagues, one from the Sen- 
ate, one from the House of Re ntatives, and two from Hawaii, 
after 1 had studied the system there during that visit and also the 
year previously, I became satisfied of the perfect truthfulness of the 
observation that those people had built up a government that was 
at least equal in all respects to any government in the American 
Union. y first proposition was that we should recommend that 
the people of the Hawaiian Islands should hold a convention, 
adopt a constitution, and apply for admission into the American 
Union. None of my colleagues on the commission with 
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me about that. I still adhere to that as the opinion which I think 


is best entitled to be followed. 

But what work had we to do there? We were not preparing to 
build up a Territorial government step by step, through such 
processes as we are now carrying on, for instance, in Alaska; 
starting in one session of Congress to do one thing, and at another 
session of Congress, when matters are a little advanced, to do 
another, and we have not yet in the case of Alaska got so far as 
to authorize the people thereto have a legislature. are gov- 
erned by a code of laws which we borrowed from the State of 
Oregon, and by a United States court, or a Territorial court, that 


is now established there for the of executing those laws 
and also the laws of the United States. Alaska is in a very nebu- 
lous condition as yet asto government; but it is among that class 
of efforts we have been to ri up a condition of affairs 
in the Territories, so that they can y be prepared to attain 
to statehood. A 

When we got to Hawaii we found a state in full operation; we 
found a republic there. It had been an independent republic, 
We found that that republic had been in; upon a monarchy; 
that it had excluded all of the monarchic features of government, 
but still retained many of the constitutional features which had 
been inaugurated there by the monarchs themselves, beginning 
with Kamehameha I or Kamehameha II and ing down 
through that dynasty. Our duty was dangerous and 
able, the difficult duty of tearing down a state government, a per- 
fect system of government, with its constitution and laws, with 
its supreme court, with 11 volumes of supreme court decisions of 
very high grade and character, tearing all that fabric of govern- 
ment down, attended, as it was, with a great many institutions of 
renown really, such as colleges and hospitals, and the like of that, 
and substituting for it a Territorial government. Naturally our 
affections turned to the best forms of Territorial government in 
the United States, which I may say now are possessed by Arizona 
and New Mexico. 

Now, to describe those advantages for a moment, and to borrow 
from the Senator from Nevada a statement which I think is en- 
tirely correct, we find in New Mexico and in Arizona complete sys- 
tems of Territorial government, in which they have their courts, 
their supreme court, their governors, appointed by the President, 
and some of the other officers appointed by the ident; their 
legislature elected by the people; ir codes of laws which they 
have enacted from time to time, very few, if any, of which Con- 
gress has ever exercised the right of repealing or amending. The 
whole civil code of New Mexico and Arizona stands upon the will 
of the e out there, just as the civil code that was built up in 
Hawaii stood there upon the will of the people, expressed not only 
during the time of the republic, but antecedent to that, durin 
the time of the monarchy, with principles perfectly well settled; 
institutions thoroughly established; laws that were approved by 
the people, and the fruits of which have not been surpassed, I be- 
lieve, by any civil government in any country in the world. 

We had all that to tear down, and our natural disposition and 
our natural inclination was to preserve to those people as many of 
their own institutions and as many of their laws as we could that 
were consistent with the laws and institutions of the United 
States and those principles of government which obtain in the 
United States. ' 

So that in going upon this very difficult work we had to take the 
entire code of laws—the civil code and the penal code, which are 
embodied in two volumes which I have upon my desk here, very 
ably compiled and codified by Mr. Ballou, and the subsequent 
session statutes of 1888—and incorporate them into a new system, 
We naturally, as I observed before, left as much of those laws 
standing as we thought we could leave standing, to have the sys- 
tem there comport with the laws and policy of the Government 
of the United States. In doing that we arrived at the conclusion 
that what they had adopted in what is here presented in section 
15, and which they had arg me in their constitution, was a wise 
provision of law and tended to prevent those outside controversies 
of a political kind which arise in Congress here, or in the States, 
and which haye frequently given rise to very serious difficulties 
involving the Government of the United States in interference 
between the belligerents or at least the highly irritated parties 
in the States. 

I believe that is a good provision of law. It has worked in the 
government of Hawaii and has really suppressed those contro- 
versies which have arisen so frequently in the States, where a 
political majority could unseat a man for the mere p of 

aining a N in either house in order to carry out some other 
tinct purposes, such as the election of a Senator of the United 
States. tty nearly all these controversies we have had in the 
United States have related to the election of Senators to this 
body. I think that is a sound and wise provision of law, and that 
it would be a good thing and a wise thing in the constitution of 
every State in this Union. It would promote the peace of the 
country and its security against those political controversies 
which arise in the legislatures of the States, and have reference 
as I have observed, chiefly to the election of Senators of the United 
States. It is as follows: 

Seo. 15. That in case any election to a seat in either house is disputed and 
legally contested, the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii shall be the 
sole judge of whether or not a legal election for such seat has been held; and 
if it Wall find that a legal election has been held, it shall be the sole judge of 
who has been elected. 

The contrary provision was put into the Constitution of the 
United States, and bes been followed, I think, without any par- 
ticular reason or necessity for it, by the different States of the 
American Union. It was originally adopted in England for the 
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purpose 2 the Crown from having the power to unseat 
members of Parliament, so as to give to the House of Commons 
the power to determine its own membership. When we arrived 
at the proposition here to set up an independent government, those 
provisions were in almost all of the old continental constitutions, 
or, as we called them, charters; and they were incorporated in the 
Constitution of the United States. I have no disposition to change 
the provision that each House of the Congress of the United States 
be the sole and exclusive judge of the elections, returns, and 

qualifications of its own membership; but at the same time, when 
we come to the subordinate tribunals in this great imperial affair 
we have got here, republics united into a confederation, I think it 
is a wise thing to have the provision that is inserted in the fif- 
teenth section of this bill. If it goes out, I do not know that it 
would ever make any difference in Hawaii or that it would in 
Alabama or in any other State of the Union, but I believe the 
principle of it is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I move to strike out the fif- 
teenth section of the bill and to insert in lieu of it: 

Each house shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 


I have listened to the statement of the Senator from Alabama 


Mr. MORGAN, Fifteen. 

Mr. SPOONER. Fifteen. Under the provisions of this bill the 
chief justice and the two associate justices who constitute the su- 
prome court are not to be appointed Dyt President of the United 

tates. They are to be chosen over there; and they are impeach- 
able. They are not to be removed by the President of the United 
States, but they are subject toimpeachment. They are subject 
to im ent before the senate. The senate is the impeaching 
body or tribunal. The house of representatives, of course, pre- 
sents the articles of im ent. I do not myself take kindly 
to the notion that the judges of the supreme court, who may be 
tried, one or more of them, should be given power to decide who 
should be or who should not be, in a contest, members of the senate. 
Under this it might happen, perhaps it is not probable, but it might 
happen, that the leading members of the senate at least would owe 
their seats in that body to a decision of the supreme court. The 
supreme court are not only to upon the validity of the election, 
but they are also to be the sole judge as to who has been elected. 

I believe it is a bad provision. It is utterly out of harmony with 
our theory. It does not maintain the independence absolutely of 
the three departments of the government, and no reason has been 
given, at least none that I have heard, which ought, I think, to 
commend it to the judgment of the Senate. If that is an intelli- 
gent people, as the Senator says it is, if they have not only ca- 
pacity for self-government, but for a fine ue I can con- 
ceive of no reason why each house should not be, as the houses 
here all are, from the Congress down, the judges of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of their own members. It seems to 
me to be rather a vicious departure from our theory that the 
judges who are to be tried by a senate should have had a voice in 
87 at the members of that body. I am willing to take the judg- 
ment of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, on page 9, line 17, to strike out 
section 15, as follows: 

SUPREME COURT JUDGE OF QUALIFICATIONS OF MEMBERS. 


been held; 


e judge of whether or not a J 
and, if election has been held, it shall be the sole 
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judge of who has been 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 15. Each house shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its own members. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I pro „as an amendment, to 
strike out all of section 56 and insert in lieu thereof: 

That the ture at its first session shall create counties for the Terri- 
tory of Ha and provide for the government thereof. 


Mr. HALE. What section? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Section 56. 

I will say in explanation of the amendment that avery peculiar 
condition of affairs exists within the republic of Hawaii. There 
is there a central government, consisting of a president and his 
cabinet. There are no municipalities, There are no county or- 
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ganizations. There is no place, as I understand—and if I am 
wrong I Bope I will be corrected—in the island of Hawaii where 
even a deed, or a mortgage, or a bill of sale, or any other legal 
instrument can receive Psa, here except at the city of Honolulu. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 
There are registrars in all the islands. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Are there registrars in the islands 
who have the authority to register and keep records? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iso understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not so understand it. If I am 
mistaken, I should be glad if the Senator will correct me, because 
that is the sole object of this amendment, so that the people may 
have access to the records. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you not provide for local punishment by 
local courts? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There are local courts. There are 
circuit courts—five of them. 

Mr. TILLMAN, What about warrants? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I suppose they have means to get 
those, but what I refer to is the registration of deeds. There 
should be counties created thers, so that within each county there 
would be a county clerk and register of deeds, 

Mr. TILL And a sheriff. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes; whatever form of government 
they may provide, so that the Senator from South Carolina, for 
instance, if he lived on the island of Hawaii and wanted to regis- 
ter a deed, would not be compelled to put it off four or five days 
till he could take a vessel and go over to the city of Honolula, on 
the island of Oahu. 

The PRESIDENT pro 58. eh The Senator from Wyoming 
pro an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, section 56, line 10, after the word 
“legislature,” it is proposed to strike out may” and insert “shall 
at its first session; and after the word “‘counties,” to strike out 
“and town and city municipalities;” so that if amended the sec- 
tion would read: 

Src. 56. That the legislature shall at its first session create counties within 
the Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was called out for a moment. 
Does the Senator from Wyoming by his amendment propose to 
preven; the legislature from creating municipal governments 

ere? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; I 8 they have the right 
to do that by virtue of their being a legislative power. The only 
object I had in view was that they should at least create the county 
governments at their first session. 

Mr. SPOONER. As it is now it is only permissive. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As it is now it is only permissive. 
They might go on as they are at the present time. Every State 
and every Territory here has county governments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, itis probably necessary to con- 
fer upon the legislature of Hawaii the power to create counties, 
because that is a part of the organic government there which 
would naturally come under the jurisdiction of Congress to grant. 
Permission is therefore put into the proposed act to enable them 
to organize counties. I confess I have never heard any complaint 
made of the operation of the laws of Hawaii, as they are, about 
the registration of deeds or anything of that kind; but the subject 
came up before the commission and was discussed there, and my 
understanding is, although I may be in error about it, for I have 
not the statutes here and can not refer to them, that a registra- 
tion system is provided in each county, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There are no counties. 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean in each island, and that itis connected 
with the district court of the respective districts. I will explain 
in a moment what the system there is. ' 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
ask him a question as he goes along? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have there ever been counties there? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. The entire group of islands is governed 
by the legislature, of course, from Honolulu, and that has led to 
some jealousy, particularly on the part of Hawaii, which is the 
largest island and the richest in the group. The town of Hilo is 
an aspiring town, and some of these days will be an important 
place. They have a very good anchorage in front, and there is a 

t deal around it to give promise of great success as a town. 

I have no doubt the legislature will organize counties there and 
they will probably do it at the first session, but to do that they 
have 55355 a greal deal of the administrative system of the 
islands of Hawaii. For instance, they haye no magistrates, no 
justices of the 5 in Hawaii. The district judge has all the 
jurisdiction and funetions that we give to a justice of the ce 
and certain larger ones. I forget the number of districts. There 
are some ten or twelve, perhaps fifteen,in the islands. Some: 
times two islands are put into one district, Those courts, as I 
understand, are courts of record and have the power to accept 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1989 


the registration of deeds. In that I may be mistaken, but I think 
not. 

Now, in regard to the sheriff, there is a head sheriff, we call 
him in the proposed act a high sheriff, who has under his jurisdic- 
tion a number of deputy sheriffs, or sheriffs of the different judi- 
cial districts in the islands. There isa sheriff for each judicial 
district, and so there isa clerk for each of these district courts and 
clerks for the circuit courts and aclerk for the supreme court. 
The clerk of the supreme court has the clerks of the circuit courts 
and the district courts under his jurisdiction, not as to appoint- 
ment, but as to rape up the functions and dispatching the busi- 
ness of his office. The system in regard to sheriffs was found to 
be very valuable indeed, because the sheriff has a right under the 
order of the high sheriff to sammon a posse comitatus whenever 
it is necessary in any part of the islands. 

The whole force of the sheriff's office in the islands can be 
brought to bear at once upon any pareen ae part of those islands, 
and sometimes it has been found absolutely essential for the safety 
of property and life that it should be done, especially in the quar- 
rels that are continually fomented and are sometimes exceedingly 
bitter and fierce between the Japanese and the Chinese and some- 
times the Portuguese. That is part of the police establishment. 
The sheriff’s office is a very important one for the preservation of 
the peace. When this system is all disrupted and counties estab- 
lished, of course there must be a sheriff for each county, and this 
unity of power, which, up to the 2 time, has been effective 
in preserving e and order in Hawaii will be broken up. 

think we had better go a little slow about this and not force 
them at the first session of the legislature to take upon themselves 
the organization of the counties. The first session of the legisla- 
ture in Hawaii will have a great deal todo. Its time is limited. 
It will require a very able and very industrious body of men in 
that first session of the legislature to provide for all the wants of 
the islands. Here, for instance, is the bubonic plague, which is 
already upon the islands, and which has cost them an expendi- 
ture of some hundreds of thousands of dollars and has resulted 
in the exhibition for the second time or the third time of the very 
highest efficiency in the preservation of the health of the islands. 
No people have had greater danger to contend with, and none 
have met it with more resolution or more perfect dedication to 
the public welfare, than ane popio of Hawaii, I havea letter on 
my table here now from a lady in Hawaii, who was then with her 
husband on guard for the purpose of protecting the country 
against the spread of bubonic plague, which was brought in there 
on ships from China. 

The whole system of administration in Hawaii will be c 
whenever counties are established, and there will be a great mul- 
tiplication of offices and a great addition to the expense of Hawaii. 

p to the present time it has been, and according to the estimates 
of this commission, for all time to come Hawaii will be a self-sus- 
taining community. Although it gives up entirely its revenues 
on imports, or will do so whenever this bill is passed, it is still a 
self-sustaining community; and I must say that I think the bur- 
dens of taxation in Hawaii seem to rest as lightly upon those peo- 
ple as any country I was ever in. There is no complaint of any 
taxation in Hawaii. I saw no evil effects of the pressure of gov- 
ernment on those people. On the contrary, they are a happy, 
decent, well-ordered, cleanly, nice-appearin, popie. 

I do not remember ever to have seen a patch on the garment of 
a Hawaiian, great or small, and I do not remember to have seen 
one whose clothes were out of order, except a workman employed 
about a ditch or furnace, or something of that sort. Ido not re- 
member ever to have seen a beggar there. I am satisfied there is 
not one in the islands. They are all cared for. There are no exhibi- 
tions of persons in pauperism or in distress on the streets of the 
islands, and everybody there seems to be prosperous, and, as far 
as I could judge, everybody seemed to be happy. The burdens of 
1 therefore, are not heavy upon those people, and 

hey are perfectly self-sustaining and will be self-sustaining, 
Those are very fertile islands; there is great prosperity in all in- 
dustries, and there is a great invitation for new industries to go 
there, and a great influx of population has gone there. I think 
there have been thirty or forty thousand people added to the popu- 
lation of Hawaii since the act of annexation. 

Under these circumstances I think we ought not, for the pur- 
pore of getting deeds registered, if they are not authorized now to 

registered, to compel them at the first session to organize into 
counties and take upon themselves the payment of a very large 
additional number of officers, with, of course, an increase of taxa- 
tion. I think we had better be indulgent with those people and 
let them work their way, Iam sure, Mr. President, there is nota 
State in the American Union whose people have shown a higher 
degree of patriotism than the people of Hawaii have shown. 
They have had the entertainment of our soldiers as they passed 
over to the Philippines, and all stopped there—nearly every sol- 
dier who ever went there. I myself have attended feasts laid out 
by the people of Hawaii, at which a king might be pleased to sit 


down, where three or four thousand soldiers were assembled at 
one time and fed entirely by the kindness and hospitality of the 


people of Hawaii. So I think it is not n to crowd them at 
all. They are a wise, generous, and just people, and their insti- 
tutions and their success in government show it. 

I think we had better leave this matter as it is, so that the leg- 
islature shall have the authority and the power to organize coun- 
ties, but not force it upon them immediately. The necessity is 
not great enough to undertake such a radical scheme of legisla- 


tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. A county government and county officers 
mean apre large burden of expense, 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; very large. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I have the highest 
regard for the extensive observation that was made by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] during his two visits to those 
islands, but I think perhaps he fails to comprehend some of the 
conditions there. I myself have spent three months in those 
islands during the past year, making two visits, Perhaps twenty 
days of that time were spent in the city of Honolulu. The entire 
remainder of the time was spent among the people for whom the 
Senator has such genuine affection. Some of his remarks would 
lead me to believe that he thought, possibly, I had not the welfare 
of that le at heart. 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, no; not by any means. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What I desire to do more than any- 
thing else by the passage of this bill is to assist the Hawaiian peo- 
ple to form a government that shall be best adapted for them and 
shall meet their needs. 

The Senator says he heard no complaint of lack of registration 
facilities. I heard it in hundreds of places where I went, both 
from those who are selling and those who arebuying. The Sena- 
tor knows very well that the re | Paes satrap for the legislature as 
made by this bill puts the legislature into the hands of those who 
would want few i ged places of registration other than Honolulu. 
I am fearful that if the simple authority is given in the bill and 
nothing commanding the legislature to take this action, it will be 
many, many years before it is taken. 1thinkthat Territory should 
= rom ape as the Territories of the United States and the States 
of the 
shall be as convenient to the inhabitants thereof as may be. 

Now, it is true that a large part of the transfers on the islands 
are made on the island of Oahu, upon which Honolulu is situated, 
but it will not be many years, as perhaps it is eyen now, when the 
transfers on the island of Hawaii equal it. Those people, who are 
divided et apes divided by the ocean, 300 miles away, should not 
be compelled to take a trip to Honolulu or take the time to send 
the papers to Honolulu. The Senator from Alabama says the 
burden of taxation there is verylight. That is one of the reasons 
why they can afford to assume this expense. My recollection is 
that the rate of taxation in the entire islands is about 1 per cent— 
less, perhaps, than in any county or State or Territory in this 
Union. ey can very well afford, then, with the $2,000,000 
which they now have in their treasury to bear this additional 

mse, if there be any. 
hope this motion will prevail. Ido not care about the special 
language of the amendment, I am willing to insert ‘‘at the first 
regular session of the legislature” or anything else that will make 
it mandatory on the Territorial government and the legislature to 
create counties. 

Mr. CULLOM. 3 to be out of the Chamber when the 
amendment was offered, and I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming will again be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 56, on page 23, 
in line 10, after the word ‘‘legislature,” by striking out the word 
„may“ and inserting ‘‘shall at its first session,” and after the 
word “ counties,” by striking out the words “and town and city 
municipalities; ” so as to read: 

That the legislature shall at its first session create counties within the 
Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not suppose the Senator from Wyoming 
desires to strike out that portion which allows the legislature to 
create towns and cities? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No, indeed; I want to avoid com- 
pelling them to do it. 

Mr. CULLOM. You strike it all out, apparently, according to 
that amendment, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is not what I intended. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I know something 
about the importance of creating counties with offices for records, 
especially on the Hawaiian Islands. If the language is to remain 
as it is, I think the words at their first regular session ” would 
do exactly what this provision intimates ought to be done. Per- 
sonally I have no objection to striking out the word ‘‘may” and 
inserting ‘‘ shall at its first regular session create counties.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will modify the amendment, if 


nited States do, to divide the Territory into counties, that 
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the Senator will allow me, so that I think it will meet all his ob- 
jections. It will then read: 


That the legislature at its first regular session shall create counties, and 
may, from time to time, create town and city municipalities within the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 


Mr. CULLOM. I myself have no objection to that, I think it 
is tolerably important that the people of the island of Hawaii, on 
which the town of Hilo is located, shall have some records there, 
so that they will not be required to go to the island of Oahu or to 
the city of Honolulu, taking a day by water, in order to record 
deeds or transact such business as the people of every county have 
to transact. I have noobjection to the amendment as the Senator 
now pro’ sit, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
Sa of the Senator from Wyoming as proposed to be 
modifi 

The SECRETARY. In section 56, page 23, line 10, after the word 
“legislature,” it is proposed to strike out may and insert at 
its regular session shall,” and before the word “town,” in 
line 11, to insert ' may from time to time;” so that if amended the 
section will read: 

Sec. 56. That the legislature at its first regular sessi te coun- 


on shall crea: 
ties, and may, from time to time, create town and city municipalities within 
the Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming as modified. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask if any amend- 
ment was offered or rp he or rejected yesterday to section 75, 
a fa ne was up for discussion, but I think it was not deter- 


ned, 

Mr. CULLOM. There has been no amendment to that section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that no 
amendment was to that section. 

2 5 8 of Wyoming. I desire to offer an amendment to 
on 75. 

I t, Mr. President, that I feel com to propose this 
„ I believe it is right. It is with no desire to interfere 
with the passage of the bill or the object of the committee. I 
think it will cover two sections. The section provides that an 
amount shall be appropriated to allow the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to investigate the laws of Hawaii relating to public lands, 
agriculture, and forestry, Now, so far as agriculture and fores 
are concerned, I think it quite proper that the N if of - 
culture should have that investigation under his charge, but so far 
as the laws relating to the public lands are concerned, which is 
going to be the great question in that country, a question which 
is going to be harder to solve than the labor question, they ought 
to b investigated by the department of the Government which is 
especially charged with the administration of the land laws. It 
seems to me that the only proper way is for the investigation, if 
any, into the land laws o waii to be made under the Land 
Department of our Government. This section, perhaps, might be 
divided, so that two investigations should be had. 

What I want is that the lands of Hawaii, which constitute and 
will constitute the greatest problem over there, will be, if they are 
to be investigated, should be investigated under the department 
of Government which should have and will have the administra- 
tion of those laws afterwards and has in every other Territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite understand the amendment of 
the Senator from Wyoming. If the Senator simply pro s for 
the present that the Secre! of the Interior instead of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall make the investigation, and stops there, 
I have no objection to his amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all I care for. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I do not desire that we shall adopt a land 
system for those islands until we know more about them. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all I went. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fact is that surveys such as we have in 
this country are not applicable to the conditions over there, as the 
Senator knows, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no particular concern as to who makes 
the examination, but I do object to anything beyond that being 
done at the present time. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no desire to do anything else, 
but I think the Senator is a little hasty, perhaps, in saying the 
Secretary of the Interior should make the entire investigation in 
respect of those lands, because the investigation includes matters 
relating to agriculture and forestry, which, I think, properly come 
under the Secretary of Agriculture, 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I. What I mean to say is that, so far as 
concerns the condition of the islands as to the present surveys and 
the policy to be pursued with reference to surveys hereafter, I 
should be willing to let the Secretary of the Interior control that 
question and the report. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And of course when the Senator 
eg of surveys he means the survey and disposition of public 


Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
intended to cover, 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, let us see what the amendment is as 


That is all that the amendment is 


offered. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming that 
he should strike out all about agriculture and let the inquiry per- 
tain simply to public lands and forestry. Ido not see that there 
is any objection, inasmuch as the Secretary of the Interior has 
control over the forest reservations, but he might strike out agri- 
culture and forestry both, if he wants, and let it be simply an 
inquiry. I do not think we need to institute two inquiries of this 
character just now. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say further to the Senator, 
by way of apology, that one reason why I offered the amendment 
was 


because I believed that the . in regard to the 
lands should be made immediately, whiſe possibly the other in- 
vestigation might have remained. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Wyoming 
has not yet offered any amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will offer the amendment to sec- 
tion 75. At the end of lines 17 and 18 I move to strike out the 
word Agriculture“ and insert the words the Interior.” 

Mr. LER. I think I would strike out “agriculture, and 
forestry ” wherever it occurs. In line 19 strike out the words 
“agriculture, and forestry,” and in line 20 strike out ‘‘forests, 


agriculture.” 

Mr. CULLOM. And public roads,” too. I do not see that the 
Secre of the Interior an to do with that. 

Mr. TELLER. Strike out, in line 20, ‘‘ forests, agriculture, and 
public roads.” 3 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then my amendment will be to 
strike out, in lines 17 and 18, the word “ Agriculture” and insert 
“the Interior;” and in line 19, to strike out ‘‘agriculture, and 
forestry;” and in lines 20, 21, and 22, to strike out the words for- 
ests, agen tare, and public roads, bearing upon the prosperity 
e 3 
Mr. TIL . Before that amendment is put, I wish to sug- 
gest to the Senator from Wyoming that the information sought 

ere is as to the character of the lands there, both the public 
domain and all the other, especially that left in charge of the 
Government. Now, if the Secretary of the Interior is charged 
with that survey and he undertakes to do it, they will simply 
give you the area, whether it is woods, or mountains, or valley 
land; whereas if left in charge of the Agricultural Department it 
is more than likely we will get some facts as regards the products 
that are grown on similar lands and we will get some facts as to 
the agricultural possibilities there. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator, if he will 
allow me, that he may not be fully familiar with the manner in 
which the Interior Department conducts its surveys. This does 
not provide for any survey or anything of that sort, I will say to 
the Senator. It simply is to be an investigation. When the Sec- 
retary of the Interior makes public-land surveys those facts ex- 


act ELEMAN You donot der a $15,000 
5 - Youdonot propose under a $15,000 appropria- 
tion to expect a survey of all those islands? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not expect any survey at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You want a reconnoissance, so to speak. 

Mr. CLARK of W yoming, It is simply to gain information. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ould the Secretary of the Interior give it to 
us better than the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly, because under the Sec- 
retary of the Interior it has been the special duty of that Depart- 
ment, and is now, to have supervision over all the public lands of 
the United States and over all the surveys of the United States 
except the geological and the coast surveys. That is the Depart- 
ment which is especially charged not only with theadministration, 
but with the recommendation of all laws that are passed by Con- 
gress relative to the public lands, 3 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, I understand that, but the question 
is whether this special work, which seems to be to obtain infor- 
mation in regard to the 3 possibilities of that country, 
can be better done through the Department of the Interior than 
the De ent of Agriculture. 

Mr. LOM. That partis to be stricken out. 5 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the provision as you presented it in the 
original bill provided that thissurvey or reconnoissance should be 
under the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I can not see any reason why you should 


change it. 
Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Because the Department of Agri- 
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culture has no jurisdiction whatever, and never has had, over the 
public lands of the United States. 
TILL. I understand that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator will read my amend- 
ment, or have it read from the desk, he will find that it refers 
only to the public-land laws of Hawaii and an investigation into 
them, with certain recommendations to be made as to what laws 
of ours should be applied there; and it contemplates, not in words 
but in that report, the formation of some system of laws by 
which we can deal with those lands. It does not propose surveys. 

Mr, TILLMAN. As J gather the meaning of the clause as it 
was in the bill, it provided for a kind of reconnoissance which 
would give us some definite information as to what kind of land 
the public domain there consists of. : 

Mr. CULLOM. That was the meaning of the provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN, And now the Senator from Wyoming is pro- 
viding for a survey or reconnoissance by the Land Office here for 
an entirely different purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Woning: The amendment provides for one 
of the purposes, I will state to tho Senator, that was provided by 
the committee bill. It leaves out some of the others, and is for 
one particular purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that the disposition of these 
lands in the future might well be left to the Land Office here, and 
they might, therefore, investigate the land laws of Hawaii and 
provide some scheme by which those lands should be n for 
preemption or homesteads or whatever other method of disposi- 


tion may be determined. 
Mr. C K of Wyoming. Les, sir; and that is exactly what 


1 poe to do. 
j r. TILLMAN. I know, but I want the other information as 
to what those lands are fit for. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That may neither be the Secretary 
of Agriculture nor any other person—— 7 

Mr.SPOONER. If the Senator from Wyoming will permit me, 
why not draw an amendment which will cover both? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Let both doit. Let the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, who deals with agriculture and is supposed to know some- 
thing about farming, being a farmer himself,send over there and 
tell us what kind of lands those are and what kind of farm prod- 
ucts they produce, and let the land laws governing the disposi- 
tion of those lands be in charge of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is uncertain as to 
who has the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know; we all have it, apparently. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say a word about the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Allow me to suggest to the Senator, who 
wants information about agriculture and forestry, that this bill 
porde for a commissioner of agriculture as one of the officers of 

awaii in the government to be established there, and it seems to 
me we ought to be able to get from him all the information that 
it is necessary to have to enable us to know what those lands are 
worth or what they can be used for, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only trouble I have in this matter is in 
trusting everything to the Hawaiians. They are a very enlight- 
ened and educated people, so the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morgan] tells us; but still they are not thought worthy to man- 
age their own affairs, and we have limitations as to property in 
voting there and other conditions which point to the creation or 
maintenance of an existing condition in the happy family over 
there. They do not want to be disturbed by outside interlopers. 
I think it is very well for the United States to have some say-so 
in this business and send somebody over there from here who 
will report back the facts. But this change does not Propose to 
giveus the facts. The Senator from Ohio tells us that com- 
missioner of agriculture of Hawaii will give us the facts here. 

Why, some of our people might want to emigrate over there and 
not have all eee things left in charge of the little coterie 
of capitalists who have gone over there and preempted and taken 
everything that is good in sight. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture being authorized by the bill to make investigation and 
report, but I supposed that we should rely upon the commissioner 
of iculture to be appointed as a part of this governing affair, 
to give us all the information that the Senator wanted. I was 
cnt suggesting it to save time and avoid further amendment. 

r. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think Senators have entirely 
mistaken the p rt of the seventy-fifth section. No one has 
referred to what it ought to be or what it really is, except the 
remark of the Senator from South Carolina, that our people need 
information upon this question. There is a disposition among 
small farmers, laboring men, to emigrate to Hawaii, and the 
could do exceedingly well by going there and cultivating a 
farm in coffee and make very large profits. It is quite a beauti- 


ful industry and a very convenient one in every respect. It oc- 


curred to the commission that the situation in Hawaii was very 
difficult to be understood by a person who had never seen it and 
who had never seen an accurate and official report aboutit. So 
this provision was put in here for the p of enabling the 
Secretary of Agriculture to do what? To examine the laws of 
Hawaii relating to public lands, agriculture, and forestry ”—for 
there are laws relating to all of them—‘‘ the proceedings there- 
under and all matters relating to public lands, forests, agricul- 
ture, and public roads bearing ppan Aha prosperity of the Terri- 
tory, and to report thereon to the ident of the United States, 
which duties shall be performed with all convenient speed.” 
That is all of it. It is to get a report of a certain situation or state 
of facts there relating to agriculture, the laws upon the disposal 
of the public lands, forestry, and public roads, 

Public roads is perhaps one of the most important of the ele- 
ments of investigation that are presented here, for the reason that 
until you have built a road through one of those forests you can 
not establish coffee plantations or any other kind of plantations, 
bananas or anything of that kind, allof which are very profitable, 
because you can not get your wagons and teams into the vicinity 
of the land. Hawaii herself has demonstrated the value of this 
by building the road which I referred to yesterday, from Hilo to 
the volcano of Kilauea, and various other public roads in Hawaii. 
As fast as the roads have been built, coffee plantations and other 
plantations of small area have been established on either side. 

Now, why do we select the Secre of Agriculture? Because 
agriculture is the only pursuit in Hawaii. Outside of fishing 
there is no other p t in Hawaii but agriculture, and none 
possible. There are no minerals there. There is not enough wood 
there to make it an object to run steam machinery, and agricul- 
ture is SOA story in regard to the present and future pros- 
perity o Wali. 

I must confess that so far as I was personally concerned my at- 
tention was drawn to this subject and the necessity of having 
this report made by the Secretary of Agriculture because he is a 
man for whose ability and enterprise and industry and scientific 
knowledge I have the greatest possible respect. He would love 
to undertake a matter of this kind and have it carried through in 
a By aad way; and when he made his re 
ple also w. 


port, Congress and the peo- 
d understand exactly what the situation was. 

Now, this is merely to get information, Can it make a matter 
of very great difference as to whether it is done by the Secretary 
of Agriculture or the Secre of the Interior, except that the 
Secre of Agriculture is to deal with the most important part 
of it? e are not undertaking to find out what changes ought 
to be made in the laws of Hawaii as to land, but to understand 
what they are, what the system is, how a man can go and make 
an entry, and the methods through which he can get possession. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, 
can not that investigation be made right here on the spot by the 
Secre of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and all the information be obtained that we can ob- 
tain in Hawaii? What we want is an investigation by trained 
farmers and agriculturists—men who are familiar with that busi- 
ness—as to the possibilities of those lands. The laws and the 
method of the Mae oie of the lands can be found out right here 
in i n. we just call on the Secretary of the Interior 
to report to Congress the present laws in regard to public lands in 
Hawaii and what change, if any, he ph pape and the disposition 
of those lands, we can get it without a dollar vang expended, 

Mr. K of Wyoming. If the Senator ever been to 
Hawaii, he would know that nobody could ever suggest a sensible 
change in those laws unless he had gone there and investigated 
the matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So J am confronted with a man who has been 
on the ground and says he knows something about it. I am will- 
in, Seay to yield to that kind of wisdom. 

y! ARR of Wyoming. I do not know anything about it, 
and that is the reason why I want the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur in the proposition that it is necessary, 
in order to have this investigation complete and really reliable, 
that an investigator should be appointed to go there and examine 
that country. It is not like any other country that lever saw, and 
I do not believe it is like any other country in the world. It may 
be, but it is very peculiar. To group all the different items to- 
gether is to constitute the picture that people want to see. They 
want to know, so far as they can ascertain it, what Hawaii is, 
from a careful inyestigation of what the lands are—that is to say, 
the elevation above the sea, which is an important matter, because 
you start at the level of the sea there and for 4 or 5 miles or for 6 or 
7 miles out you have rice farms and sugar estates. Then, as you 
ascend on the mountain slopes you cometoacoffeecountry. You 
can still pugar and you come to a corn and wheat country—a 
country that in the early settlement of California furnished flour 
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for the Californians, as well as education for their children, when 
. 

en you ge above you have got a g country. 
When you get still above that you have gota country that e 
in berries and ground fruits, such as raspberries, strawberries, 
and huckleberries, and the like of that, and a number of konah- 
berries and various kinds of very delicious fruits that grow spon- 
taneously on the earth. So, as you ascend toa height of 15,000 
feet, in some places, yon have several latitudes in the different 
altitudes producing different kinds of crops. 

Well, I can say that it would take an expert agriculturist to ex- 
amine into this subject and present to the people the facts that 
would induce them to go there and raise sugar, bananas, rice, 
wheat, corn, melons. Fruits, of course, of various kinds grow all 
the year through. The ohia apple is wild there and grows on a 
tree as 1 as an ordinary oak. It bears a delicious apple and is 
in great abundance all through the country. There are many 
other fruits that grow spontaneously in the country, such as 
fir nges, lemons, and limes. It is a country which abounds in 


‘I think our people would like to know exactly the situation there, 
and I think Congress would like to know it, because when Deno 
sitions are brought in here for the disposal of the public lands, 
when we have to enact laws to di of those public lands, we 
want to know what is the best system on which to proceed; whether 
the gridiron system of rec r surveys which obtains here or 
surveys that accommodate themselves to the particular business 
in hand. An area of land that is sufficient for a coffee plantation 
would not be enough, for instance, for a wheat farmer or a corn 
farmer. But all of these i are of such a peculiar char- 
acter that it occurred to the committee that it was better to have 
the Agricultural Department take charge of it than the Interior 

ent, which would deal with no g, as has been observed 
here, but the land and perhaps something about its quality and 
the method of survey and disposal. That is the whole matter. 

Mr. TELLER. . President, it seems to me that all this mat- 
ter touching the land laws ought to be left to the Interior Depart- 
ment. We can not afford to begin to divide up these questions 
in different De ents. Unless we are di to turn over 
the lands to the Agricultural Department all these things ought 
to be left to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Then, I suggest, if I may be allowed, to the Senator who has 
just taken his seat, who knows all about this subject, if he will 
draft a provision that will cover his s on, I shall be very 
glad to yote for it, and let that go to the tary of Agriculture 
and let him do those things which he can do. Let us confine the 
question of the laws to the proper Department, and it certainly 
will be proper then to turn over those questions of the character 
of the lands and the products that the country will raise and all 
that to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I believe if the Senator will draft by to-morrow morning a pro- 
vision of that kind, there will be no trouble about adopting it. 
There is money enough here, because, as the Senator from South 
Carolina says, the work of the Secretary of the Interior can be 

ractically done here so far as the law is concerned, and then the 

ice ye of Agriculture can carry out the other idea on the 
und. 
5 CULLOM. I merely want to say in connection with the 
Senator’s remark that it is very important that the Secretary of 
Agriculture should report on the condition of those islands, the 
possibilities of the lan 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what I want him to do; butI 
15 not want him to invade the province of the Secretary of the 

terior. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Secretary of the Interior ought to look 
into the question of how the best interests of agriculture can be 
served by dividing those lands, parceling them out so as to suit 
the conditions of agriculture. If a man wants to raise coffee or 
if he wants to raise taro he has got to have an opportunity of 
selecting coffee or taro land, if you please. I think it would be 
proper and right for the Secretary of Agriculture to look into the 
condition of the surveys over there and determine whether they 
ure made in harmony with the necessities of agriculture. 

Mr. TELLER, t is exactly what I think the Secretary of 
Agriculture may properly do. t I think whenever this land is 
to be surveyed, if we are to survey it, it will have to be surveyed 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CULLOM. I myself think so. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Interior Department will avail itself 
of the information. Now, we shall have to survey that country 
on the rectangular system unless we should find, when the report 
comes in, that the character of the country is such that we must 
introduce a different system and cut up the country into smaller 
lots, 40 acres being the smallest subdivision of the Government 
surveys. I learn that 20 acres there is a very respectable farm, 
in some places, In some places you might need a hundred. 


Mr. CULLOM,. And 2 acres make a respectable patch or farm 
for a native, for instance, who is raising taro. That would be all 
he would want and no more. 

Mr. TELLER. I am sure if we confine the legal question and 
those things to the Interior Department and turn the other things 
over to the other Department we shall get at it in better shape 
than if we were to have either Department do it alone. 

Mr. CULLOM. After this discussion with the Senator from 
Colorado, it is left to the Senator from Alabama to prepare an 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Some Senators desire an execu- 
tive session and there are some amendments to be proposed to the 
bill which will take some time in discussion. The Senator from 
Alabama is to prepare an amendment on the subject which he has 
just been discussing. I therefore move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After 8 minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
February 21, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1900. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
William Vincent, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
sale Galena, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Richard S. 
ck, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Puerto Rico Regiment. 

Maj. James A. Buchanan, Fifteenth United States Infantry. to 
be lieutenant-colonel Puerto Rico Regiment, United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, February 19, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS, 

Landell Foote, of California. 

C. T. Wescott, jr., of Maryland. 

Sidney W. Brewster, of Michigan, 

Paul E. Chamberlin, of Virginia. 

Douglas C. McDongal, of California. 

Albert N. Brunzell, of Idaho. 

Presley M. Rixey, of Virgini 

T. Edward Backstrom, of Mississippi. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 

Ray Spear, a citizen of 5 jn to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 19th day of February, 1900, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade. 

COLONEL IN MARINE CORPS, 

Lieut. Col. William S. Muse, to be a colonel in the United 
States Marine Corps, from the 31st day of January, 1900, vice Col. 
Charles F. Williams, deceased. - 


WITHDRAWAL, 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 20, 1900. 
Alva Ross, to be postmaster at Virden, in the State of Illinois, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1900. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE, 
Henry F. Severens, of Michigan, to be United States circuit 
judge for the Sixth judicial circuit. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department, 
Capt. David L. Brainard, commissary of subsistence, to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of major, February 12, 1900. 
s Corps of Engineers, 
Maj. William S. Stanton, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, Febru: 7, 1900. 


Capt. George W. Goethals, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 
Febru 7, 1900. 
First Lieut. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be captain, 


Febru 7, 1900. 
Second Lieut, Frank C, 


jr., Corps cf Eu ves, to be 
first lieutenant, February 7, 1 ¥ 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY—THIRTY-SIXTH 
INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenants. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. John M. Craig, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. 0 , 

First Sergt. Israel F. Costello, Company K, Thirty-sixth Infan- 
a nn States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. 

rgt. John A. Huntsman, Company E, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 

United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. f 

Q. M. Sergt. George F. Young, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. : 

Sergt. Maj. George J. Oden, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, February 12, 1900, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Twenty-seventh Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Albert S. Cummins, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
colonel, February 4, 1900. 8 

Maj. George L. Byram, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, February 4, 1900. x 
= Sapt Legge? pee Scherer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be major, 

e 4, b 

First Lieut. Zan F. Collett, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, February 4, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Brewer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, February 4, 1900. 


Thirty-sixth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Edward McGowan, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, February 7, 1900. 


COMMISSIONERS TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


William G. Thompson, of Michigan, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the year 1900. 
William M. Thornton, of Virginia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 
Arthur E. Valois, of New York, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 
Henry M. Putney, of New Hampshire, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to-be held at 
Paris in the year 1900. 
Alvin H. Sanders, of Illinois, to be a commissioner of the United 
States al the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
ear 1900. 
7 Louis Stern, of New York, to be a commissioner of the United 
States Bi the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

Calvin Manning, of Iowa, to be a commissioner of the United 
States do the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 

ear 1900. 

2 Franklin Murphy, of New Jersey, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International ition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. : 

Henry A. Parr, of Maryland, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

William L. Elkins, of Pennsylvania, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the international Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the Sos 1900. 

Ogden H. Fethers, of Wisconsin, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Peter Jansen, of Nebraska, to be a commissioner of the United 
— 5 the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year > 

Brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to bé a commissioner of the United 
8 7 5 the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year i 

Charles A. Collier, of Georgia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Michael H. De Young, of California, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Thomas F. Walsh, of Colorado, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

James Allison. of Kansas, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

POSTMASTER. 

Asa H. Faulkner, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 

of Warren and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 20, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Cornen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH AT DRAYTON, 
N. DAK. 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
os resent consideration of the bill S. 160, being the same as the 
bi R, 4167. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bil (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

The bill was read at length. 

he 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? ; 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if it carries any appropriation at all? 

Mr. SPALDING. It carries no appropriation at all. The bill 
is drawn in accordance with the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment, and is indorsed by that Department. 

Mr. TALBERT. Has it been fully considered by a committee? 

Mr. SPALDING. It was reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. TALBERT. Unanimously? 

Mr. SPALDING. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a panso] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPALDING. I move that the bill H. R. 4167, on the same 
subject, lie on the table, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
two weeks from to-day may be set apart, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, for the consideration of House bill 2538, 
a bill providing for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific cceans. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that Tuesday, two weeks from to-day, be set apart for the 
consideration of the Nicar: Canal bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man, as I have not had time to read the bill, if there is anything 
in it that deprives the United States of the absolute control of the 
canal, or do we have to acknowledge that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty is still in 7 gana by virtue of anything in this bili? 

Mr. HEPBURN. By the terms of this bill, if the canal shall be 
constructed, the United States will have absolute control over it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. What is the request, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, dl, nig sour from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to set apart Tuesday, two weeks from to-day, for the con- 
sideration of the bill known as the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. CANNON. In the state of the public business, it seems to 
me nm when two weeks from to-day comes, we can better tell 
about it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

3 RICHARDSON, There is no objection on this side, I will 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that 
to be an objection. If the gentleman wants to take the responsi- 
bility of objecting to it, let him say so. 

Mr. CANNON. For the present. As to two weeks hence, I do 
not know what I may do two weeks from now; but at this time, 
forecasting for two weeks, I do not know what we should do, 

Mr. HEPBURN. In order to obviate in part the objection, I 
would ask that a week from to-day be set apart for the considera- 
tion of the bill. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that Tuesday, one week 
from to-day, be set apart for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not ready at this moment to agree to 
either one or two weeks from to-day. There is quite time enough 
to consult about this in either one or two weeks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to Tuesday ons 
week on this side, 
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The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. By the 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; by the gentleman from Illinois,” 
standing ready to confer with the gentleman touching the matter 
between this and then. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


Objection is made. 
gentleman from Illinois. 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the Puerto Rican bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 


H. R. 8245. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, as a result of a humanitar- 
ian war, inaugurated not for the purpose of conquest, but for the 
purpose of freeing Cuba from the oppression and cruelty of Spain, 
the United States finds itself to-day in the qualified ion 
and control of Cuba, in the unqualitied possession and control of 
Puerto Rico, and in the disputed possession of the Philippine 
Islands. This ion and control are maintained to-day by the 
Army of the United States, under the direction of the President as 
Commander in Chief. With reference to them Con is now 
called upon to act, and we must consider three questions. First, 
what duty prompts; second, what self-interest requires; third, 
3 our constitutional obligation imposes upon us regarding 

em. 

The answer to all these questions largely depends upon the re- 
lations which they will bear to us in the future, whether tempo- 
rat or permanent, and every pe of obligation, duty, and right 
which can be ested to us by any conquest or cession of terri- 
tory is presented in the three classes of acquisitions thus secured. 


CUBA. 


As to Cuba, there is no contention between the opposing parties 
as to the policy to be pursued. Our sovereignty, jurisdiction, and 
control over that island were declared by the war resolutions to 
have in view only its pacification. That being accomplished, our 
solemn obligation to Cuba and the world was given to leave the 
government of the island to its people. 

In pacification is necessarily included the erection of a stable 
government, a government built up from below, not imposed from 
above; a government capable of establishing order, maintaining 
peace, and performing its international obligations, Municipal 
government, provincial government, insular government must be 
organi in order to create a body politic capable of assuming 
and maintaining sovereignty. Sucha is necessarily slow. 
The future of that i d, the maintenance of good order, 
and the establi ent of peaceful relations with this country, as 
well as the security of our trade and business relations, all demand 
that this work should be accomplished not in a rapid, loose, and 
perfunctory manner, but with deliberation and judgment. 

As to whether or not economic considerations will later on com- 
pel Cuba to seek the benefit of the commercial union and enlarged 
markets which incorporation with this country will afford is a 
question of the future, depending upon the consent of both 
parties, and only to be accomplished after a full consideration of 
mutual advantages. Cuba will in the future probably be more 
anxious about this than the United States, for time will demon- 
strate to Cuba the great advantages of annexation. Whilst her 
products will seriously compete with the products of certain sec- 
tions of our country, yet annexation of Cuba is in line with the 
traditional policy of our country, which includes expansion over 
contiguous territory and adjacent islands controlling our defen- 
sive line, Annexation of Cuba depends on her initiative and our 
consent after due deliberation, ean while we will carry out in 
good faith the guaranty of the war resolutions. 

PUERTO RICO, 


As to Puerto Rico, no complications exist unless they are created 
By the maladministration of Congress. Its area is small, its peo- 
ple can be easily absorbed, and we are in the unqualified and undis- 
puted possession of that island with the consent of its people, who 
are ready, willing, and eager to share with us the benefits and the 
burdens of our Government, Their industrial competition will 
not be serious, even though they are taken inside of our tariff wall. 
Doubtless the disposition of the dominant party is to establish 
there a Territorial form of Government and to extend our Con- 
stitution and our laws to them. Their fear is the establishment 
of a precedent which will be invoked to control our action regard- 
ing the Philippines later on; such action, embracing not simply 
one island near our coast, — — its people friendly and 
peaceful, but embracing an ipelago of seventeen hundred 


islands 7,000 miles distant, of diverse races, speaking different lan- 


guages, having different customs, and ranging all the way from 
absolute barbarism to semicivilization. ene. * 

It is evident, therefore, so far as Puerto Rico is concerned, what - 
ever present objections there may be upon the part of the domi- 
nant party to establishing freedom of trade between that island 
and the Union, such trade will not be long deferred, as apart from 
the contentions raised by a discriminating tariff, which will doubt- 
less be only temporary, it is evident that both of the political par- 
ties of the country are now in substantial agreement that Puerto 
Rico will become a part of the Union. 

The dominant Vg Pa is losing sight of the possibility 
that the unrest and dissatisfaction created by inequality of laws 
sim make our problem of government in Puerto Rico much more 
difficultthanitnowseems. Whether these newly acquired islands 
are to be regarded as dependencies or Territories, unless freedom 
of trade, freedom of migration, and equality of right and burthen 
are established, each community discriminated against will regard 
itself as the victim of American prejudice or greed. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Puerto Rico question is thus linked with the Philippine 
question. The latter presents the only difficulty in the way of 
the solution of the relations of our newly acquired islands, and it 
is necessary therefore to ascertain what duty, interest, and con- 
stitutional obligation require with reference to the Philippines. 
In doing so it is unnecessary to engage in crimination or recrimi- 
nation as to the past. The fact is that the United States has 
destroyed the Spanish Government and has also destroyed the 
2 ses government. 

The only government which exists there to-day is the military 
government of the United States. It is as clearly our duty to 
pacify these islands as it is to pacify Cuba. In this 5 
the organization of a stable government is necessarily involved. 
A slow and tedious process must be entered upon of organizing 
municipal, provincial, and insular government, and later on, pos- 
sibly, a confederated government or governments, including either 
all the islands or groups of islands related to each other by race 
or interest. This can only be accomplished by the recognition of 
the sovereignty of the United States for that purpose. 

Back of a!l government lies force, and the only government that 
exists in these islands to-day is the Government of the United 
States, and its power must, as a matter of necessity, be recognized 
and obeyed. us far, therefore, both imperialists and anti-im- 

erialists agree that the Philippine Islands must be pacified; that 
orce is essential for that purpose; that the military power of this 
country must be asserted there in the interest of order and gocd 
government; that the people must be for a time in the condition 
of tutelage, their duty being to obey and ours to control, but with 
the corresponding obligation upon us to gradually and progres- 
sively instruct them in the science of self-government. 
only difference, then, between the imperialists and the anti- 
imperialists is as to our future purpose, The imperialists con- 
tend that we shall hold them for all time as subject dependencies, 
with such system of autonomy as they are capable of exercising; 
the anti-imperialists contend that we shall hold the Philippine 
Islands, not for the United States, but in trust for the people of 
those islands, with a present positive promise that when a stable 
vernment shall be organized, capable in the judgment of the 
nited States of maintaining order and performing international 
obligations, the independence of the islands shall be assured. We 
must create a government there to which we can transfer the 
sovereignty transferred to us by Spain. 


ULTIMATE INDEPENDENCE. 


I contend that good faith, self-interest, and constitutional obli- 
gation compel us to the latter course, which will result in the 
pacification of the islands, the identification of the insurgents 
with building up the fabric of the new government, the establish- 
ment of order, the security of business interests, and the advance- 
ment of trade. 

Meanwhile, the friendship of the people being assured, our com- 
mercial interests can be rapidly developed there and a commercial 
hold on the islands will be secured toan extent impossible of reali- 
zation so long as the people maintain their present hostile attitudes. 
Naval stations and coaling stations can be secured during the 
process of establishing the new system of government, a process 
necessarily of long duration, and currents of trade with this coun- 
try will be created which can not be deflected. This process means 
the expansion of trade in the Orient without the annexation of 
oriental territory and oriental peoples, and saves us from the 
perilous undertaking of changing our theory of government, and 
abandoning our traditions as well as the contradictions which are 
Pada in asserting an interstate republic and an extra-state 

es m. 
he Philippine Islands can never occupy to us the same relation 
as the territory gained from France, Spain, Mexico, and Russia. 
From this territory the majority of the States of the Union have 
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been created, and the small balance remaining is certain of ad- of 


mission into the Union as States. No such contingency as the 
admission of the 3 into the Union as States is possible. 
The very argument of the imperialists is based upon this impos- 
sibility, and the new theory of government now asserted has its 
foundation in the pie Pesta of territory thickly populated by 
people absolutely tted for association with us in govern- 
ment. 

Their admission intothe Union would also mean an industrial re- 
adjustment in this country, for if free trade is established between 
the Philippines and this country, the inclusion of 9,000,000 le 
possessing a considerable degree of alertness and industrial 
capacity accustomed to the rare Pap wage and the lowest stand- 
ee iving will make itself felt not only in our agricultural, 
but also in our manufacturing industries. 

What, then, does self-interest require regarding those islands? 
Does self-interest prompt us to maintain a perpetual war with mil- 
lions of people, the continuance of which 3 not upon our 
power but upon their volition; for it is generally conceded that this 
contest, partaking of the nature of guerrilla warfare by millions of 
people against an invading and possessory force of only 60,000 men, 
can last as long as the Filipinos wish it to last. Or shall we secure 
the friendly c tion of those people and meanwhile secure the 
great commercial advantages to be obtained by the retention of 
naval stations and coating stations and creating currents of trade 
which can not be changed? i 

The course of the anti-imperialists entirely frees us from the 
danger either of the immigration of those people or the free ad- 
mission of their products into our markets; whilst the policy to be 
pursued by the imperialists (provided the Constitution extends 
over those islands) absolutely compels free migration and free- 
dom of trade. 

It is unfortunate that we should go into a great Presidential 
contest over a goon involving extra territorial policy. It is 
the sentiment of the American people that with reference to our 
foreign relations the entire country should stand united; and that 
patriotic sentiment might control now were it not that the ques- 
tion involved includes a change in our own Government under 
the Constitution—at all events a change of our Government as 
heretofore administered, 

I will not enlarge upon the disadvantages from the standpoint 
80 3 in holding those e e as a part of neumen 

tates. e all agree, imperialists and anti-imperialists, as to these 
evils. Imperialists propose to protect us yea these changes 
by making those islands not a part of the United States, but ter- 
ritory of the United States—colonies of the United States, under 
our absolute and unqualified dominion—our government there 
unrestrained by the great principles involving personal and prop- 
erty rights contained in the Constitution; while anti-imperialists 
are solicitous to avoid these very evils of free migration and free- 
dom of trade by absolutel pearen those islands from becom- 
ing in any way a part of the United States and by advocatin 
the policy of holding them in trust for their own people, = 
government to be ultimately established there and independence 
absolutely secured. 

CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

The question then arises next, apart from the question of self- 
interest, as to what our constitutional obligations are regarding 
theseislands. The treaty of Paris transfers them to the United 
States. The sovereignty of Spain has been broken. The sover- 
eignty of the United States has been established. But the treaty 
provides that the political and civil status of the people of those 
islands is to be determined by Congress. Thus far we have not 
made them a part of the United States by any enactment of Con- 
gress. They are ceded tous by a treaty of peace; but the very 
terms of the treaty indicate that the determination of the future 
of these islands is to be left to the Congress of the United States. 

We will soon be called apon to legislate re ing them, and I 
contend that unless we đeclare our pu: of holding the Philip- 
paa in trust for their own people until a stable government can 

erected, the n presumption from the cession of the 
islands to us will be that they are territory belon: to the United 
States, and the Constitution applies to them, with allits privileges 
and immunities. Noother presumption can be indulged regard- 
ing them unless an express declaration is made to the eee 
he Constitution is the organic law of the United States, a 
lutely controlling all the branches of the Government in their 
functions. The United States which governs consists of the States 
composing the Union, but the United States which is governed 
under the Constitution consists of the entire domain of the Re- 
yao Territories as well as States, and the United States” re- 
erred to in that provision of the Constitution which declares 
for uniformity of taxation is the “United States” which is gov- 
ed, not the United States which governs. The pending tariff 
as to Puerto Rico, therefore, raises the question as to whether the 
limitations and prohibitions of the Constitution control the action 


Congress as to territories ceded and belonging to the United 
States. The claim that any part of the territory of the United 
States can be governed by Congress outside of the Constitution is 
without solid foundation, either of reason or authority. The Con- 
gress of the United States is the creature of the Constitution; all its 

wers are created by the Constitution, and the limitations upon 
its power must be applied to all legislation which it originates. 

The Congress of the United States can not be a despotism in 
some parts of the Union and a body of limited constitutional 
powers in other parts. The Constitution of the United States was 
the com: of thirteen States, 8 of Great Britain, 
which revolted against the mother country. Equality of 
rights, the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, the 
right of Ss Biers penta where taxation was involved, were the 
essential iples to vindicate which the Revolution was inaugu- 
rated and free government established. 

The framers of the Constitution had in view the acquisition of 
the Northwest Territory, out of which five States were to be 
carved. They were ing an organic act which was to apply 
tothe entire domain of the Republic. Jealous of individual rights 
33 certain powers to the General Government, reserved 

wers to the poopie and the States, limited other powers, 

and prohibited others. ey organized a government capable of 

indefinite expansion. They provided for the admission of new 

States and for the hte of territory out of which States 

a) be made. The Territories were to be regarded as infant 
ta 

It is impossible to believe that they intended that the Congress 
of the United States should be a limited sovereignty in the States 
and a despotism in the Territories, and that they proposed that 
the people of the Territories should not enjoy the personal and 
property rights for which they had fought and which they pro- 
tected by the prohibitions and limi itations of Congress, 

It can not contended for a moment that they deliberately 
designed to give Con the power in the Territories to pass 
bills of attainder and ex post facto laws, grant titles of nobility, 
work corruption of blood or forfeiture, convict of treason on the 
testimony of one witness, or that they ry Sie that the people of 
the Territories should not be secure in the om of speech or of 
the press, the right to assemble and petition the Government for 
the redress of grievances, the right to keep and bear arms, the 
right to be secure in their persons, houses, and effects, or that 
they should be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due 
process of law, or be ived of private property for public use 
without just compensation, or should be deprived of the right of 
trial by jury, or should be subject to cruel or unjust punish- 
ment; and yet all these rights were absolutely secured by the 
Constitution, and Congress was forbidden to invade any of them. 

It is clear that if the prohibitions of the Constitution relating 
to the rights of individuals were to be enforced wherever the ju- 
risdiction of the Republic extended, the limitations of the Constitu- 
tion relating to the power of taxation must be similarly enforced. 
The Constitution demands uniformity as the rule of customs 
duties throughout the United States, which term covers the entire 
domain of the Republic. 

Now, the term United States” can of course be used in two 
senses—the political sense, which means the States composing the 
Union; the geographica sense, which means the entire domain of 
the Republic. e United States, in a poser. sense, means the 
States composing the Union; they are the source of all govern- 
mental power. The e of those States elect the President of 
the United States. e people of those States elect resenta- 
tives in Congress. The people of those States elect the State leg- 
islatures which elect our Senators. The lawmaking and the law- 
executing branches of the Government thus elected by the people 
of the States composing the Union provide for the judiciary, which 
sits in judgment upon our laws. 

The political United States consists of the States composing the 
Union—the ‘‘ United States” which governs is the‘‘ United States” 
consisting of the States composing the Union. The United States, 
however, which is governed is the entire domain of the Republic, 
Territories as well as States; and with reference to the larger 
United States, the United States governed, the Constitution is the 
organic law, defining the powers of the President, of Congress, 
of the Supreme Court over the entire domain of the Republic, 
Territories as well as States. 

It is impossible to believe that the framers of our Constitution 
could have had any other view. The States that originally formed 
this Union were certain colonies which had revolted against the 
oppression of the mother country—oppression involving, as this 
tariff does, the question of taxation, the question of taxation 
without representation, the question of unfair taxes, the question 
of imposition upon the natural rights and liberties of the colonists. 

After many years of protest the men of that time, men of 
wonderful . di and sagacity, framed the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, which was the assertion of the natural rights of man, 
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It was in itself the precursor of the Constitution. The very pur- tion, whose 


pose of the Constitution was to establish a limited sovereignty 
upon this continent. 

They were distrustful of absolute and unrestrained power. 
They been the victims of the absolute power of Parliament, 
just such ei as it is contended to-day we may exercise, 
under the Constitution, with reference to these new possessions; 
and they determined to frame a system of government which 
would put the representatives of the people and the people them- 
selves in a strait-jacket so far as the exercise of absolute power 
was concerned. ey framed a limited sovereignty, consisting of 
the United States of America, an indestructible Union of inde- 
structible States, a Union organized for general protection and 
defense and the common welfare. 

And so thirteen colonies of Great Britain, revolting against 
taxation by the mother country without representation in the tax- 
ing body, 3 r agabis invasion of their rights of mal 
liberty and indivi property, declared their independence of 
Great Britain, and later on formed a Union called the United 
States of America, the purpose being to leave local government 
in the hands of the States and to intrust all matters of general 
welfare, such as matters involving war, foreign relations, and 
Federal legislation, to the Fed Government, the source of 
which was to be the pope of the States composing the Union, 

They provided in their Constitution for expansion by the ad- 
mission of new States, entitled to the same rights of local self- 
government, yielding thesame allegiance to the Union and receiy- 
ing the same benefits from it. Connected with this expansion by 
the admission of new States was necessarily involved the acquisi- 
tion of territory, ultimately, when N permitted, to be 
admitted as States. Thus thescheme of government was formed, 
a union of States, e ion and growth by the admission of new 
States, expansion and growth by the acquisition of territory for 
the purpose of forming new States, everywhere maintaining the 
dual form of government—State sovereignty as to local matters 
and Federal sovereignty as to matters of general welfare. 

Certain powers were granted to Congress. Certain of the powers 
80 5 were limited. The exercise of certain other powers 
was prohibited. All powers not granted were reserved to the 
States or to the people of the United States. Combine all of the 
powers—the powers granted to the Federal Government, the 

wers reserved to the State government, and the powers reserved 
to the people—and you have all of the elements of absolute power. 
The very 1 of the 
combine them nowhere, but to create a government of checks and 
balances not capable, perhaps, of moving with the energy and 
efficiency and quickness of absolutism, but a government of 
limitations, of prohibitions, of checks and balances, so fram 
as to protect the individual rights, the individual lives, and the 
individual property of the people againstabsolute and unrestrained 
power. 


organization of this Government was to 


Union, i pre occu- 
pying territory belonging to the United States, that as to such 
ew they 


eee 8 asserted and exercised regard- 
ing the 


wer which 
lonies? 
EXTENSION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr, Chairman, the very scheme of government involved in it- 
self not only expansion of territory but expansion of the Consti- 
tution, expansion of the protection of the Constitution over all 
parts of the domain of the Republic. It provided for the admis- 
sion of new States, and in the same section provided for the gov- 
“race and disposition of territory belonging to the United 


tes. 
They then had in view the acquisition of the great Northwest 


Territory, su uently ceded to the United States by the States 
of Vir, and land, out of which not less than three nor 
more five States were to be incorporated into the Union. 


The entire history of the framing of the Constitution indicates 
that the 7 of its makers was to organize a union of States; 
to it the admission of new States, and to permit the acquisi- 
tion of territory for the purpose of organizing new States; and 
that over the entire country, both the States and the infant States, 
the Constitution was to the organic law, charter of their 
liberties, governing and controlling the action of the Federal 
Government, 

As the colonists had fought for the principle that taxation and 
representation must go together, they contemplated in no con- 
* the denial of this principle. 

e portion of the Constitution e for a District of Co- 
Iumbia, over which Congress should have exclusive jurisdiction, 
contemplated the acquisition of a limited area without popula- 


ulation thereafter was to be made up of citizens 
ous States, who could maintain their right of repre- 
sentation by maintaining their citizenship in the respective States, 
and who, by coming to an unoccupied territory, whose govern- 
ment was already vested in a Congress, must be deemed to have 
consented to that form of government, 
As to the Territories, the right of representation was practically 
admitted by conceding the right to admitted into the Union 
when the population sufficed to fit them for the assumption of the 
burdens of statehood. They were regarded as infant States, to 
be controlled during infancy by the Federal Government, just as 
individuals are controlled during infancy. But with reference to 
the District of Columbia and the Territories all practical guaran- 
ties as to life, liberty, and property were secured by the provisions 
of the Constitution relating to personal liberty, and by the pro- 
yision securing uniformity as to indirect taxes and apportion- 


ment as to direct taxes. 

The powers of Congress, then, as created in the Constitution, 
must be viewed in the light of the Declaration of Independence 
and the principles for which the war of independence was fought, 
and it is impossible to believe that any limitations put upon the 
legislative power, otherwise d tio, in favor of individual rights, 
individual liberties, and individual lives, and for the purpose of 
securing equality of rights and uniformity of burdens, were in- 
tended to be applied only to that favored portion of the American 
people residing in the States and to be denied to that portion resid- 
ing in the Territories, 

o character of the Revolutionary fathers, the principles for 
which they contended, and the history of the times all prove that 
while their purpose was to make the people of the States the 
source of government, the Government itself was to be equal and 
just and to extend over the entire American people, whether liy- 
ing in States or in Territories, 

Under such a system of government indefinite expansion over 
uninhabited territory fitted to the development of our race or over 
populated territory containing peoples capable of assimilation and 
of sharing with us the blessings of free government and of main- 
taining their liberties is possible. The difference between the im- 
rialists and the anti-imperialists on this question is that the 
imperialists wish to expand our territory and to contract our 
Constitution. The rpc se are opposed to any expansion 
of territory which, as a ma of necessity, arising from the igno- 
rance and inferiority of the people occupying it, makes free consti- 
tutional government impracticable or undesirable, 


PRINCIPLES OF LIBERTY. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] remarked 
that the guaranties of liberty were the heritage of the Anglo- 
Saxon race; that we required no written constitution, no parch- 
ment upon which the ieee gehen coy of liberty should be written; 
that these principles lan at Jamestown and Plymouth Rock 
with our colonial fathers, and were written upon the hearts of the 
American people. 
What were these principles? The bro sea of Magna Charta 
and the Bill of Rights, Now, our forefathers were part of the 
t English people. The heritage which they had was the 
eritage of Charta and the Bill of ＋ The principles 
which were written Spon their hearts were the principles of those 
t instruments. But were those principles written upon the 
eart of George III, a ki an Englishman? Were they 
written upon the hearts of the British Parli ent, against whose 
oppressions and exactions our colonial forefathers rebelled? And 
did not the lesson of that experience imprint itself upon their 
hearts and compel them, in shaping a government in this coun- 
try, to write in parchment, in the permanent law of the country, 
only to be changed after long effort, careful deliberation, and su- 
t principles regarding individual 


from the v. 


preme consideration, the 
rights and property for which they contended? 

And is it not e that may repeat itself and that 
our subjects in Philippine Islands may find that those princi- 
ples of liberty are not so written upon the hearts of the members 
of the American Congress as to prevent them from exercising the 
harsh and 3 power which the gentlemen must admit is 

lutism, whether exercised or not? 
CHECKS AND BALANCES. 
Now, I said that we had organized a system of checks and bal- 
ances, with absolute power nowhere. The framers of the Consti- 
tution in creating that instrument expressed a distrust not only 
of the representatives of the people but their distrust of the peo- 
ple themselves. They put not only the representatives of the 
ple but the people themselves in chains by that organic act, 
ey pro thereby to protect the people not only from the 
5 ed power in their representatives but from their own 
violence. 
By the creation of a House of Representatives which could neg- 
ative the action of the Senate, by the creation of a Senate which 
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could negative the action of the House, by the creation of an 
Executive who could veto the action of both, they p limits every- 
where upon inconsiderate action; and then by limiting cert 
powers, prohibiting others, and reserving to the States and to the 
people of the United States the remaining powers of sovereignty, 
they secured a Government intended to guard therightsof a strong 
people, not to crush the liberties of a weak people. A strong Gov- 
ernment because of the individualism and strength of its people, 
not strong because of its absolutism over a weak people. 
THE CANTER CASE. 

Now, I wish to review for a few moments the decisions to 

which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] alluded 


in his ent yesterday. Thus far I have taken only a general 
view of the Constitution, and have considered it in the light of 
history, in the light of the experiences of our fathers, in the light 


of their contention for human liberty everywhere. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania relies mainly upon the case 
of the American Insurance Company against Canter (1 Peters, 
511), upon the Tampico case, and oneor two other cases of 


rt. 

the Canter case certain bales of cotton contained in a vessel 
wrecked off the coast of Florida were seized by the salvors under 
the law of the Territory of Florida, and were sold under the de- 
cree of an inferior court organized by the legislature of, that Ter- 
ritory. And the question was whether the decree changed the 
property to the purchaser under that salvage sale. It was con- 

ed on the one hand that the judicial power of the United 
States extended to admiralty cases; that the judicial power of the 
United States was to be exercised only by certain courts provided 
for by the Constitution, the tenure of office in which should be 
during good behavior; and it was contended that jurisdiction in 
an ralty case could be given only to a constitutional court. 
. The Supreme Court met this contention by 3 that these 
inferior courts were not constitutional courts; that their judges 
held for a term of years and not for life; that they were inferior 
courts, organized by the Territory of Florida, acting under the 
sanction of Congress, which in itself was acting either under the 
general powers of sovereignty, to be inferred from the right to 
acauire, or under that provision of the Constitution which gives 
to Congress the power to make needful rules and regula 
regarding the territory of the United States, 

t is true that these inferior courts, though organized under the 
authority of the United States, were not constitutional courts. 
They were local courts, forin the Territories, of course, the Federal 
Government has not only the powers of the Federal Government 
but the powers of a State and municipal government. It can act 
directly with reference to the Territories, or it can delegate its 

wers to a J ature to be organized under the laws of the 

nited States in the Territories. There is no question of the 
power of the United States to organize, in a Territory, inferior 
courts of local jurisdiction, The only question is whether an 
admiralty case is under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, and whether jurisdiction in such a case can be conferred 
upon or- exercised by any but a constitutional court, a court of 
the United States organized under the Constitution with judges 
enjoying life tenure. 
ow, I admit that case bears against us, if a case of salvage is 
a case of exclusive Federal jurisdiction. I have not been able to 
look into the question whether jurisdiction in a case of salvage 
can be exerci concurrently by the United States courts and by 
the State courts. If it can be exercised concurrently, then clearly 
the case does not bear against us. 
THE TAMPICO CASE. 

The next case was the Tampico case (Fleming vs. Page, 9 How. 
page 603). There, during the Mexican war, the possession and 
control of Tampico was secured by our arms. 

The Supreme Court in that case, involving the right of a collec- 
tion port of the United States to exact duties upon goods imported 
from Tampico, then in the possession of the United States mili- 
tary authorities as conquered territory, declared that the genius 
and character of our institutions were peaceful; that the power 
to declare war was not conferred upon Con for the poe 
of aggression or dizement, but to enable the General 
ernment to vindicate by arms its own rights and the rights of its 
citizens; that a war declared by Congress could not be presumed 
to be 2 for the purpose of conquest; nor could the law de- 
claring the war imply an authority to the President to enlarge 
the limits of the United States by subjugating the enemy’s terri- 
tory;” that the boundaries of the United States could not be 
enlarged by mere military occupation, and so the court held 
in that case that Tampico was a foreign port even though it was 
under the control of our military authorities and had con- 
. in war; that it could not ome a domestic port except 

ough the action of the treaty-making power or the legislative 
power; that the duty of the President was merely military, and 
that whilst he might invade a hostile country and subject it to the 
sovereignty of the United States, his conquest did not enlarge the 


boundaries of the Union nor extend the operation of our institu- 
tions or laws beyond the limits before assigned to them by the 
legislative power. 

e whole reasoning of the case was that the boundaries of the 
United States could not be enlarged by conquest, but only by the 
action of the treaty-making power or the legislative power, and 
confirms our contention that when territory is ceded to the United 
States by treaty it then becomes domestic, not foreign; that the 
boundaries of the United States are enlarged so as to include it; 
that the Constitution of the United States applies to it. It will be 
observed that the court said that conquests do not enlarge the 
boundaries of the United States, but that cession through the 
treaty-making power does. What United States? The political 
United States, consisting of the States composing the Union; the 
United States that governs, or the geographical United States, 
cet of States and Territories, the United States that is gov- 
erned? Clearly the latter. 5 

The boundaries of the political United States can only be en- 
larged by the admission of a new State; the boundaries of the geo- 
graphical United States can be enlarged by the acquisition of ter- 
ritory as the result of the treaty-making power or the legislative 
power; and it is in that sense that the term“ United States” is 
used in all portions of the Constitution relating not to the source 
of government but to the powers of 5 157171 

r. WILLIAMs of 3 e United States in the ag- 
te, and not the several States? 

. NEWLANDS. Les. 

So also in other cases the courts have recognized the doctrine 
that ports in ceded territory are not to be regarded as domestic 
ports until Con, extends the customs laws to them. Was 
this doctrine declared because they were not part of the territo: 
of the United States, or was it because the machinery for coll 
ing duties was lacking? Clearly the latter. With reference to 
newly acquired territory, the municipal law in existence there is 
maintained until the country to which the cession is made exer- 
cises the power of sovereignty. There can be no such thing as 
collecting revenue in ceded territory unless the machinery of the 
law is there, and the machinery of the law can only be introduced 
there by the creation of collection districts by Congress, and until 
then these ceded ports are not regarded by the administrative 
department as domestic ports. 


CROSS VS. HARRISON. 


And yet the Supreme Court in the case of Cross against Harri- 
son (16 Howard, page 164), a later case, takes from the gentle- 
man even the contention which he bases upon the Tampico case, 
and the administrative action regarding ports in ed terri- 
tory, in which the machinery of collection has not been estab- 
lished. The case of Cross against Harrison arose whilst California 
was under military rule. It was under TUURIA rule before the 
cession as a result of its conquest. It was under military rule 
after its cession, simply because the United States Congress had 
not chosen to legislate ing it. 

The collector of that district was an appointee of the military 
commander, who, under the military law and as an incident of 
military occupation, could himself construct such a system of 
Pee ra such a system of imposts and duties as to himself 
seemed fit, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
Nevada excuse me for an interruption one moment to call his at- 
tention to the fact that in none of those cases did the military 
pous set up a tariff different from that already enacted by the 

aws of the United States. They merely put into existence the 
same local laws of the poria of the country. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ` I was about to make that remark. The 
military governor there had, prior to the cession, imposed, if I 
recollect anighs certain duties upon imports, and after the cession 
and before the collection district was organized, and before the 
machinery of the law had been extended to San Francisco by the 
Federal authorities, he arbitrarily established other duties, the 
duties then imposed by the laws of the United States upon goods 
coming to the ports of the United States from foreign countries; 
and in that case the Supreme Court of the United States declared 
that immediately upon the cession the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, so far as they can be enforced, extended to the 
territory ceded. 

Mr. GAINES, Will the gentleman from Nevada allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will. 

Mr. GAINES, Is it not an historical fact that before the Consti- 
tution was formed, and while it was being formed, but before it 
oboe 5 territory was ceded by several States to the United 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. Now, I was referring to the case of 

i Harrison, There the military commander, after 
the on, had fixed the duties provided by the laws of the 
United States, and the Supreme Court of the United States held 
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gress at all, the on and the laws applied to the ceded 
territory, and held that, as the Constitution itself provided that 
the duties throughout the United States should be uniform, it 
was the constitu’ duty of the President of the United States 
to enforce the Constitution, and that the collection of the duties 
by the military collector, under the military commander, was 


entirely legal. Justice Wayne said: 

The right claimed to land fı goods within the United States at any 
place out of a collection district, if allowed, would be in violation of that pro- 
vision in the tion which enjoins that all duties, im: and ex 
shall out the United 


that if 


only Sa: 
tion to take 


dis 
he did not do so it would be a neglect of his constitutional 
care that the laws be y executed. 


TERRITORIES AS INFANT STATES. 


Now, let me refer to the authorities which are confirmatory of 
the position which I have assumed, that the United States was or- 
ganized with all the elements of expansion in it, that expansion 
to take the form of admission of new States and of territory re- 

ed as infant States, later on to become sovereign States of 

e Union when able to sustain the burdens of statehood. 

5 Scott again {Sanford (19 Howard, pase 4937 
opinions e case o 8 or 0 page ` 
LOR aware that it is a malodorous case for the reason that it led 
to our civil war, and yet it has never been overruled; and cer- 
tainly as not only the judges rendering the decision, but the dis- 
senting judges agree as to our theory of government, it is both 
controlling and persuasive. In all these opinions, in the utter- 
ances of Chief Justice Taney for the majority, in the utterances 
of Justice McLean and Justice Curtis for the minority, no vari- 
ance of opinion, but, on the contrary, unanimity of opinion is ex- 
pressed on this subject. 

Chief Justice Taney said: 

There is certainly no 8 by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 

colonies bord: 


Sta distance, to beruled and ed at its own pl to enlarge 
ata distance, r and governed a own pleasure, nor to e 
its territorial limi by the admission of States. 


* 


arie nean for admission at the but be 
soon as its would entitle it to admission. It is acquired to become 


a State, and not to be held as a colony and governed Sin tig phonon’ 
lute au ; and as the riety of admitting a new State is committed 
to the sound the power to acquire territory for that 


to be held by the United States until it is in suitable condition to 
posme% State upon an equal footing with the other States, must rest upon 
the same discretion. 


Justice McLean, of the minority, said; 

In the t of a Territory, Congress is limited to means 
appropriate to pi baias of the constitutional object. No powers can 
be exercised which are prohibited PY. the Constitution or which are contrary 
to its spirit, so that, whether the object may be the protection of the 
and property of purchasersof the public or of communities who have 
been annexed to the Union by conquest or they are initiatory to 


the establishment of State governments, and no more power can be claimed 
or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. This is the limi- 
tation of all the Federal powers. 


Mr. Justice Curtis said: 
to enable the United 


Since, then, this power was manifestly conferred 
States todispose of its public lands to settlers, and to admit them into the 
Union as States, when in the ju ent of Congress they should be fitted 
therefor; these were the n rovided for; since it is confessed that 


vernment is of apes bmg ro for those needs, and the power is to 
Sako all needful and regains the p] 


ons 5 Territory, I can not 
doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the 5 such 


laws as deems l until they obtain admission as Sta 


Justice Curtis adds—remember this is the opinion of Justice 
Curtis, of Massachusetts, the leader of the minority in that great 
case— 


Tf, then, this clause does contain a power to! te 
tory what are the limits to that power? To I answer that 
with all the other legislative pores of Congress it finds limits in the express 
8 of Congress not to do certain things; that in the exer of 


the Terri- 
common 


F not pass an ex facto law or bill of 
attainder, and so in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in the 


Constitution. 
Now, what are these prohibitions? The prohibited powers of 
Congress are: 
No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. 
No title of Rp Bene be granted by the United States. 
The trial of all es, except in cases of 6 ne by dury: 
o person shall be convicted of treason unless on the testimony of two 
tnesses to the same overt or on confession in court. 


of treason work corruption of 


or forfeiture, ex- 
the life of the person attainted 


upon cession, and without the action of Con-| These prohibitions, then, apply to the action of 


Congress wher- 
ever it acts, whether with reference to Territories or with refer- 


the preservation of the right of trial by jury in suits at common 
law. They provide that excessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel or unjust punishment inflicted. 

Mr. Justice Curtis says: 

If, then, this clause does contain the power to te 88 the ter- 
ritory, what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that, in common 
with all the ather ve powersof it finds limits in the express 
prohibitions of Congress not to do ce 

Then I ask you, if the prohibitions are operative to control Con- 
gress, will not the limitations of power control it? A limitation 
of power is a prohibition of power, except to the extent to which 
that power is ted. 

t is the limitation with reference to duties? The limitation 
of uniformity. The Constitution says, “AN duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform hout the United States.” No 
law regarding duties shall be ununiform. Is not this as emphatic 
a prohibition as No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall 
be passed?” Are the words United States” words of contraction 
or of emphasis? Do they mean the whole or a part only of the 
national domain? Chief Justice Marshall, in Loughborough vs. 
Blake (5 Wheaton, page 317), — in construing this clause of 
the Constitution, in an opinion which our opponents declare to be 


dictum: 
The power, then, tolay and collect duties, . xcises may be exer- 
‘be exercised through: Does this term 
the American empire? Cer- 


This would be sufficient to condemn the pending bill; but I have 
preferred to take the larger view of the question, which includes 
our policy as to all our new possessions, my contention being that 
our Constitution is one of restricted powers; that it applies to 
every inch of territory upon which it is intended that our flag 
shall permanently fly; that it involves the ultimate incorporation 
in the Union and the participation with us in the exercise of the 
powers of government of all annexed territories, and that the 
annexation of inferior peoples of lower capacity and cheaper 
labor involves not only danger to our institutions but to our 
whole industrial system, dangers sure to lead to unrest, civil dis- 
turbance, and internal war. 

OMNIPOTENCE OF CONGRESS. 

I contend that there is no basis for this new theory that Con- 
gress is 3 to Territories, and have endeayored to show 
both by ideration of the provisions of the Constitution, as well 
as by the history antedating and contemporaneous with its for- 
mation, that the very purpose was to prevent that omnipotence 
assured to Parliament by the British constitution. We speak of 
the British constitution. No such constitution exists. Parlia- 
ment is unlimited in its powers. It can, if it chooses, pass bills 
of attainder, ex pak facto laws, laws depriving people of their 
pepe for public use without just compensation. There is no 

imitation upon the powers of Parliament save such as the good 
ihe, Saree and wisdom of the members themselves may impose. 

© sovereign there would not dare to exercise the power of 

veto; it would involve a revolution. Our forefathers were escap- 
ing from the omnipotence of Parliament, and they determined 
that in organizing a representative body herethey would put in the 
organic act those prohibitions and limitations which would pre- 
vent Con from becoming omnipotent, as Parliament had been. 
One of these amendments prohibits Congress from interferin 
with freedom of religion. the case of Reynolds vs. Unit 
States (98 U. S., 162) the court said: 


Congress can not passa law for the government of the Territories which 
shall 8 the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 


stitution expressly forbids such le tion. 
Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania says: ‘‘ But with refer- 
ence to all the territories that have hitherto been acquired by the 


United States, the custom of Congress has been, by the organic 
act creating certain territory, to extend to them the Constitu- 
tion and the laws.” And he claims that the Constitution has 
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operated in such territories not by reason of its own strength, 
but by reason of the acts of Congress extending it. If that be 
true, then the act of Congress extending the Constitution, being 
merely statutory law, can be amended or repealed by Congress at 
any time, ‘ 

it Congress can extend the Constitution by law, it can withdraw 
the Constitution by law. But you will observe that in this very 
case, a case relating to Utah, the court does not base its decision 
5 the fact that the Constitution had been extended to that 

erritory by Congress and was therefore operative not as the Con- 
stitution, but as a statutory enactment in the form of the organic 
act of the Territory; but it says that! Congress”—not the Terri- 
torial legislature, but Congress itself—‘‘ can not pass a law for 
the government of the Territories which shall prohibit the free 
exercise of religion. The first amendment of the Constitution 
expressly prohibits such legislation.” 
the case of Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707), involving 
the operation of the Constitution in a Territory, the court says: 

In our opinion the sevonth amendment secured unanimity in finding a 
kot td OCALONA DACIA uch TETAS the owes to champs abe comeblbational role 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 

The seventh amendment secured unanimity; and Congress itself 
in dealing with a Territory—in making an organic law for a Ter- 
ritory—can not impart to the legislative body of that Territory 
power to change the constitutional rule. If Congress itself re- 
garding a Territory could act regardless of the constitutional rule, 
could it not impart that power to a legislature created in a Terri- 
tory by this act for the 1 of local government? 

And in Thompson vs, (170 U. S., 346), Justice Harlan said: 

That the 8 of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 
the United States is no longer an open question. 

It will thus be seen that the provisions of the Constitution are 
extended, not as an act of grace on the part of Congress, but as a 
matter of constitutional right, the Constitution itself being the 
organic law controlling the entire Territory, limiting the powers 
of Congress itself in its action upon such Territory. 

And in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15) the court says: 

In the exercise of this sovereign dominion 


„This sovereign dominion”—just as the dominion of a legisla- 
ture may be called a sovereign dominion over the State; but that 
does not imply that it is an absolutism. The sovereignty spoken 
of is the limited sovereignty to which I have referred. 


In the exercise of this sovereign dominion they are ted by the 
overnment of the United States, to whom all the powers of the bottom 
as 


are expresse 

In the case of the American Publishing Company vs. Fisher 
(166 U. S., 464), Justice Brewer declared that the question as to 
Mart gg S erte e e ba = Constitution 5 the Uned 

ə right of tri jury, operates ex proprio 
vigore to invali te this statute may be a matter of dispute.” 
t language was used in 166 United States; and Justice Brewer 
poten. bases this statement upon the loose language used by 
. Justice Bradley, in which he declared that the limitations in 
favor of personal rights which are formulated in the Constitution 
and its amendments— 
would exist rather by inference and the general 
from which Congress derives all its powers, than 
application of its provisions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why does the gentleman call the language 
of Justice Brewer ‘‘loose language?” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Simply because itis loose language to speak 
of limitations by inference, restrictions by implication, when the 
Constitution itself, by its express limitations and prohibitions, re- 
strains the power of Congress, and nothing whatever is left to 
Ge sg or inference. 

ow, then, Justice Brewer says that it“ may be a question of 
dispute;” but recollect that in the case of Sprin; vs. Thomas, 
decided by the same court and after this case in which Justice 
Brewer declared that it might bea matter of ute as to whether 
the Constitution operated ex proprio vigore, the court says the 
act of Congress could not impart to a Territory the power to 
change the constitutional rule. 

A MEMBER. That was in the Utah case? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 


EXPANSION UNDER THE CONSTITUTION. 


Now, in support of my contention that the Constitution con- 
templated the admission of new States, and as incidental thereto 
the acquisition of new territory from which new States could be 
created, I refer again to the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall in 
the case of Loughborough vs, Blake (5 Wheaton, 317), wherein, 
speaking of the restrictions of the Constitution, he says: 

The difference between ng a continent, with an immense 


tion, to submit to be taxed by a government having nocommon interest with 
it, separated from it by a vast ocean, restrained by no principle of apportion- 


it of the Constitution, 
any express and direct 
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ment, and associated with it by no common feelings, and permi the 
resentatives of the American 7 le, under the restrictions of our tita- 


C ch is either ina state of infancy advan 

to manhood, forward to complete Supne, as soon as t state oi 

manhood shall be at as is the case with the Territories, or which has 
uished the right of representation and has adopted the 


voluntarily reling: 
whole body of ee. for its legitimate 
District, is too obvious not to present itself to the minds of all. > 


Chief Justice Marshall was meeting the contention that no Fed- 
eral tax could be imposed in the District of Columbia because the 
people of the District were not represented in the taxing body, 
1 that such contention could not be maintained. The 
District of Columbia was a very limited area of unoccupied terri- 
tory, ceded by Virginia and Maryland as the seat of the Federal 
Government, the people of which could, if they wished, secure 
representation in government by maintaining their citizenship in 
the 3 States, and who would be deemed by reason of liv- 
ing here under such conditions to have consented to government 
by Congress. Chief Justice Marshall draws the distinction be- 
tween taxation under such conditions and the taxation of a colony 
by the mother country. Then, referring to the Territories, he 
finds justification for imposing taxes without representation in 
the fact that the Territory was in a state of infancy advanci 
toward manhood, afterwards to be admitted into the Union wit 
the right of representation as a sovereign State, 

Then in another case, in Weber against Harbor Commissioners 
(18 Wallace, 65), Justice Field said: 

Although the title to the soil under tide waters of the bay was acquired 
the sont from Mexico equally with the title to the e they Beld 
only in trust for tho future States. 

And in the case of 15 vs. United States Land Association 
(142 U. S. Reports, page 183) Justice Lamar said: 

Upon the uisition of the territory from Mexico the United States ac- 
quired the title to the tide lands y with the title to the upland, but with 
respect to the former cer held it yin trust for the future States that 
might be erected out of such territory. 

And in the.case of Shively vs. Bowlby (152 U. S. Reports, 48) 
Justice Gray held the same doctrine, ; 

What did they hold? That upon the cession of territory the 
United States acquired the title to soil under the tide waters 
equally with the title to the uplands; but that they held the title 
to the tide lands in trust. For whom? For the people of the 
United States? For this absolutism which, it is now contended, 
exists? For the States composing the Union? By no means, 
But in trust for the future States to be erected out of such terri- 
tory, such trust to be sacredly maintained until the manhood of 
the cestui que trust was attained. 

This, then, Mr. Chairman, is what we contend for in reference 
to these islands: That if they are acquired as a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States we hold that territory, with its 11 — 
tion, as infant States to be hereafter admitted into the United 
States, and we hold the tide lands in such territory for the future 
States to be created out of them. And, sir, the only way we can 
escape aoa, degen poopie Wikii our tariff laws, within our body 

litic—the only way, I repeat, to keep them outside of our polit- 

cal and industrialsystem—is to declare now that we hold them not 
as territory of the United States—as infant States hereafter to be 
admitted as sovereign States—but that we hold these islands in 
trust for the people of those islands, to be turned over to them 
with complete independence when a satisfactory government shall 
be organized there capable of accepting the transfer of Spain’s soy- 
ereignty, through the United States as intermediary, and capable 
of maintaining order and fulfilling international obligations. 

HAWAII. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it would not interrupt the gentleman 
from Nevada, I would like to make a suggestion to him in this 
connection. 

Mr. NEWLAN DS. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the argument of the gentle- 
man to be that u the acquisition of territory, as in the case of 
r 055 ee . sat tee the 8838 = 555 

tself and opera y its limitations upon the legislation o gress? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hold in my hand a resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLAnps] in the last Con- 
press, which afterwards passed into law, in which I find the fol- 

owing: 

Until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States customs laws 


ond reece tothe Hawaiian Islands the existing customs relations of the 
Ha A aee with the United States and other countries shall remain 
unchang 


Now, if the Constitution, of its own motion, proceeded to Ha- 
waii when the treaty was ratified, the limitation in the matter of 
customs regulations and the assessment of customs duties at once 
operated and forbade Congress to make a different rate of duty 
in the Hawaiian Islands from that which is enforced against other 
foreign countries. And yet I find that the gentleman, in a ver 
able speech made in the last Congress, defended the very proposi- 
tion and insisted upon the right of Congress to legislate upon that 
very question in the Hawaiian Islands, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman hand me the resolu- 
tion? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take great pleasure in doing so, 
Mr. GAINES. Did not that resolution provide that the local 
laws should continue, save those which conflicted with the Fed- 
eral Constitution? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, will the gentleman from Tennessee 
let me fight this out myself? 
Mr. G ES. Lou did not read all the resolution. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I read every word that related to that sub- 


ject. 
: Mr. GAINES. It was provided that that should be the law un- 
less it interfered with the Constitution. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 
Mr. GAINES. You will find that the law of the treaty. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam very familiar with the resolutions. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is verbatim in the act as passed. There 
Was not $ single amendment to the original resolution—not a sin- 
le wor 
j Mr. NEWLANDS. In the first place, I will say to the gentle- 
man that if there is anything in these resolutions inconsistent 
with the contention which I now make, it is because I was not as 
well informed when these resolutions were drawn as I am now. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a very successful answer. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. But I will say, in further explanation of 
this clause— 
That until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States cus- 


toms laws and regulations to the Hawaiian Islands, eas pea customs re- 
- lations of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States and other countries 
shall remain unchanged— 


That there are two classes of opinions in the decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court regarding this question, some con- 
tending that the ports in ceded territory, until the machinery of 
the Dede 7 Bat cats cat Gasol e exten: aed to pipe a 
be ri as an e other, as in the case o 
against Harrison, contending that the territory, as soon as it is 
ceded, becomes subject to the Constitution and the laws and that 
it is the duty of the President of the United States to see that the 
customs laws of the United States are enforced there. These res- 
olutions were resolutions of annexation, not an act for the govern- 
ment of Hawaii. The object was to maintain all existing laws 
and revenues until Congress should have an opportunity of acting. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to take up the gentleman’s 
time, but the precise question which he is discussing will now 
arise upon an entry of from Puerto Rico into custom- 
house at New York and an attempt to levy the same duty upon 
those goods as would be levied if they came from the port of 
London? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And you hold what? That there could be 
no a tg those now? | >. 

Mr. W On the goods from Puerto Rico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You say that they havea right to comein 
now without the payment of duty? 

Mr. NE . Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And, secondly, that Congress has no power 
to affix any duty at all? 

Mr. NE DS. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is, if they were the prod- 
ucts of Puerto Rico and not foreign goods that had passed through 
Puerto Rico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course; and the only exception to that 
which could be justified would be the exception indicated in some 
of these opinions, which are evidently based upon the fact that 
the customs laws can not be enforced simply because the ma- 
chinery of the law is lacking. Now, with reference to Puerto 
Rico, as to goods coming from San Juan to New York, there is to- 
day no collector of customs under the United States customs laws. 
I understand that as between domestic ports, vessels goin from 
one port to the other, a clearance is e in one port by the col- 
lector there and entry is made in the other port by the collector 
there, and the machinery of the law being lacking the Constitu- 
tion and the laws can not be enforced. 

Now, when I say that the Constitution applies ex proprio vigore 
to the territory of the United States, I do not mean to say that if 
is self-executing. I mean to say that it is the organic law con- 
trolling the action of the Government there. The Government 
could neglect its duty; nothing could compel the Congress of the 
United States to organize the Supreme Court or to organize the inte- 
rior judicial courtsof the United States. It could absolutely neglect 
its plain constitutional duty, and for thisthere would be no remedy. 
Thus the Constitution would be made inoperative; and so in refer- 
ence to the machinery of the law regarding the collection of cus- 
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toms, Congress might possibly, by a failure to appoint a collector 
in the ceded Territories 

Mr. GILBERT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS 5 By failing to create the ma- 
chinery make the Constitution inoperative; but in doing so Con- 
gress violates its plain constitutional duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will. 

Mr. GILBERT. Now, assuming that the argument of the other 
side is right, that the Constitution of the United States does not 
act ex propria vigore in the islands and that there are no laws of 
this Government in force except such as Congress may enact; 
assuming that their major premise is sound; I want to know what 
authority there is in this statute to impose any punishment for a 
violation of thisact. This bill of the majority contains this pro- 
vision—extending the laws relating to the customs, 1 
those relating to the punishment for crime in connection with the 
enforcement of such law, over the island of Puerto Rico and of 
adjacent islands. 

Now, I wish you, while you have the floor, as your time has been 
extended unlimitedly, to point out in this bill where there are an 
punishments provided for a violation of this pro bill an 
whether there is os 3 in this bill establishing a collector's 
district, as indica y the majority report. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not catch the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GILBERT. Assuming, now, that the majority report con- 
tains the correct law, and that the Constitution of the United 
States does not extend to Puerto Rico, and the Federal statutes 
do not extend there, and common law is not in force there, where, 
under this law, can there be any punishment inflicted for a disre- 
gard of it, and where, in the provisions of this law, do you find any 
establishment of a collector's district? Where is there any kind of 
machinery to put this bill into operation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I submit to the gentleman that it would 
be much better to present that question to one of the gentlemen 
who favor the bill. 5 Iam opposed to the bill, and 
1 that a reply Would come with better grace from the other 
side. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit me an interruption 
on account of the question that was ope to him by the 
gentleman from Ohio a few moments ago 

Mr. NEWLANDS, I will yield, Mr. Chairman, but I wish to 
be considerate of the rights of others in this debate, and I would 
not like to occupy the floor too long. 

Mr. GAINES. I read from our , 80 called, by which the 
Hawaiian Islands were annexed to the United States: 

The existing treaties of the Hawaiian Islands with fore nations shall 


forthwith cease and determine, being replaced by such trea as may exist, 
be hereafter Santon Wien the United States and — 5 for- 


this joint resolution nor contrary to th 
nor to any existing 5 —— of the United States, shall remain in force until 
the Congress of the Uni States shall otherwise determine. 

I had this in mind when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] interrupted you. T ask these questions for the opposition 
to answer, if they will. If the Constitution did not apply or ex- 
tend to Hawaii, why did Congress insert in this treaty the clause 
or limitation found in these words, nor contrary to the Consti- 
tution of the United States?” If a municipal or local law of those 
islands ‘‘contrary to the Constitution“ was null and void by the 
very words, as you see, of this treaty, then the Constitution did 
and does extend to those islands. I now ask this: Can Co 
pass a law for these islands, or for Puerto Rico, that is binding, 
which is ‘‘ contrary to the Constitution?” 

Can Congress say what shall not be ‘‘ contrary to the Constitu- 
tion?“ Of course not. That task is for the courts. It has been 
repeatedly held by our highest courts that a law by Terri- 
torial legislatures ‘‘contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States is void,” which goes to prove that Congress is without power 
to enact laws beyond the limi tation of or its powers granted. It 
will be noticed that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
did not read the language I here quote. 

CONTENTION UNNECESSARY. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in con- 
clusion, that we are en, in my judgment, in an unnecessary 
contention regarding the future of these islands. We agree as to 
Hawaii. That is an ou t in the Pacific, controlling our defen- 
sive line from the Aleu Islands to San Diego, and in the pos- 
session of a hostile power it could be made the base of an attack 
upon our entire coast, involving perhaps the destruction of our 
coast marine. 

The annexation of Hawaii also involved absolutely the acquisi- 
tion of the only intermediate port between the Orient and our 
country. It involved the defense of our coast. It involved econ- 
omy in the military and naval expenditure of the country. There 
were no complex problems in regard to the people occupying those 


1900. 


islands. Only 100,000 people occupied them. They had been prac- 
tically assimilated and were in sympathy with our institutions and 
our whole system of government. Their acquisition involyed no 
industrial derangement in this country, for they had practically, 
by reason of the reciprocity treaty, been incorporated into our 
industrial system. 5 f 

We also agree as to Cuba. We propose to out in good 
faith our plan of pacification and turn over that island to a gov- 
ernment of its own people. 

We also agree we will consider in the future, when economic 
conditions compel Cuba to knock at our door for admission into 
= Union, as to whether it is wise, safe, and advantageous to 

0 80. 

With reference to Puerto Rico we all agree that no great dan- 
ger to the industrial system of this country can come from the 
acquisition of Puerto Rico. It lies there on a line to the Gulf, on 
the route to the future Nicaragua Canal, and comes legitimately 
within our scheme of expansion involving continental territory on 
the northern hemisphere and adjacent islands. Hawaii, Puerto 
Rico, and Cuba, we all—both imperialists and anti-im i 
agree, constitute a part of legitimate expansion of both our terri- 
tory and our Government. h 

As to these islands in the Philippine group, 7,000 miles away, 
weall agree, whatever may have been the mistakes of commission 
or omission in the past, that asthe Government of Spain has 
been destroyed, as the government of the Filipinos themselves 
has-been destroyed, and they present unending complications 
arising from the diverse nature of the tribes, differences in lan- 
guage, differences in customs, that we must slowly build up the 
fabric of self-government there, that our army must be main- 
tained there, that the sovereign power of the United States must 
be sustained there, and we only differ as to the ultimate dispo- 
sition of those islands, as to whether. they shall remain pan 
nently a part of the United States or whether we shall hold them 
in trust for their own people and ultimately grant them independ- 
ence. This is the only contention. 

Do the advantages, unascertained and unknowable, to be gained 
by the retention of these islands compensate us for abandoning 
our theory of government, the traditions of our people, and the 
constitutional government which we exercise? Do they warrant 
us in abandoning all the teachings of the past? Do they warrant 
us in the contention that this Government is a limited sovereignty 
here and can be absolute despotism elsewhere? Are we warranted 


by any of these advant , unknown and unascertainable, that are 
so indefinitely suggested, in marching into this maze of intricacies 
and complications? 


The lines of action which the anti-imperialists suggest will give 
us a commercial hold upon the islands; will give us coaling sta- 
tions and naval stations as part of our naval and commercial 
machinery; will secure the establishment of currents of trade 
which can not be deflected. The 1975 of this country do not 
Want territorial expansion in the Orient; they want commercial 
pe eo and they want commercial expansion which will not 
endanger the political or industrial system of this country. The 
labor of this country is now on stilts, away above the labor level 
of the rest of the world, and however people may differ in theory 
as to the advantages and benefits of free e or protection, that 
man would be aco us man in this country who would knock 
the stilts from under labor and throw it to the ground writhing 
and straggling. 

Remem the industrial disturbances created in 1894 by the 
Pullman strike, the result purely of economic conditions brought 
about by readjustment in our financial and industrial 
The country was upon the verge of a civil war. Economic 
are the most serious changes that any government can contem- 
plate. However jus ey may be in theory, they always re- 

late. H justified th be in thi they al 
sult in tem derangement and disorder to the labor and 
finances of the country. far as I am concerned I wish to main- 
tain the present level of wages in this country. I would not do 
anything that would diminish the pio of the product which the 
American laborer makes, when that price is essential to the main- 
tenance of the wage he receives. 

And here to-day, after years of legislation in protecting our- 
selves against the products of the cheap labor of other countries, 
in protecting ourselves by immigration laws, intending to exclude 
the inferior and cheaper classes of labor throughout the world, we 
deliberately take the step which upon our contention will, and 
even upon your contention may, include within this Union 9,000,000 
8 with absolute freedom of access to your capital, with abso- 

ute freedom of access to the mother country, with absolute free- 

dom of access to every part of our country, who will be invited 
here in swarms by speculators in labor, as were the Chinese to 
this country and as are the Japanese to Hawaii. 

What would be thought to-day of the proposition of annexing 
China and Japan and bringing them within our tariff wall? Why, 
the thinking men for years have dwelt upon the danger of arousin 
the productive capacity of the Orient, The Chinese were invi 
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to California under laws which 
people of that State welcomed them. At first the 3 


2001 


protected their coming, and the 


them was Late oops as a low and vulgar race prejudice. The Chi- 
nese gradually advanced and captured the different industries on 
that coast, first the boot and shoe industry, the woolen industry. 
the cigar industry, and as they advanced upon the vineyards an 
orchards and into the field, king men realized that American 
civilization was in danger, and we passed laws prohibiting the 
rit a of these people into our country. 

T y the Japanese are coming into our country, they are rush- 
ing into Hawaii, and they will 
try in 1 numbers. I heard an intelligent manufacturer from 
New England, the present minister to Italy, say four years ago that 
if he were a eb pa and proposed to establish a manufacturing 
industry he would go to Japan forits location. The cheapness, 
intelligence, and efficiency of the labor there would make its com- 
petition most potent, if taken within our tariff walls. 


FILIPINO COMPETITION. 


Now, I have seen in a very thoughtful review of the Philippine 
Islands, in a statistical abstract presented by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the statement that the Philippine Islands, with the quick- 
ness and adjustability of thatrace, and with their great resources, 
will reach out and 9 ag Japan. : 

Mr. CARMACK. ill the gentleman please state from what 
source he derives the statement to which he has just referred? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is in the abstract of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics regarding the Philippine Islands, I have it here, I will 
read a sentence. It states: 


The Philippines will also play a part in the industries of the future equal 
pan 


oubtless migrate to this coun- 


to, if not surpassing, Ja; 
3 5 we . gather points 38 the 9 that 

e natives of the ppines possess a high degree of inte mce, 
alertness, and 5 adaptability. — quick with their 
heads and their hands, in this t resembling the Japanese. 

Following the annexation of the Philippines there will be a 
great influx into these islands of American capital, which will be 
employed partly in the production of sugar and tobacco, affecting 
thus our own interests in the raising of these staples and partl 
also in manufacturing industries. At first such industries wi 
be intended only to supply the local demand in the archi lago, 
but as the aptitude of the natives for pursuits of this kind is e- 
veloped and the advantages of cheap labor are realized, the busi- 
ness of manufacturing for export to the United States will begin 
1o el assuming that there is free trade. Once started, there 

ill be no doubt that it will advance rapidly, trans-Pacific rates of 
transportation being so low as to offer little hindrance. 

The danger will be, under the conditions suggested, that whilst 
the sugar and tobacco of the Philippines will compete with ours 
in our own markets, we shall have no compensating opportunity 
to sell our — — there. Probably, instead of r man- 
ufactures, the Filipinos will ship theirs to us; and if so, the balance 
of trade will turn largely against us. our point of view to- 
day we can hardly imagine the ible extent of this industrial 
competition or prescribe its limits, 

It is probable that at first the natives of the archipelago, if taken 
inside of our tariff wall, will turn to the production of cotton 
and 5 silk fabrics, but the quickness of their heads and 
hands will soon enable them to adapt themselves to almost any 
kind of manufactures. 

They may also become dangerous competitors in the grow 
of cotton, as the islands are well adap in respect to soil an 
climate for the production of that staple. For reasons of her 
own, Spain made it a part of her policy to discourage cotton 
ones in the ce sae otherwise it is probable that this in- 

ustry would already be flourishing in the archipelago. The ex- 
pectation of the Southern States that the Philippines will open a 
market for American cotton may never be realized. It is much 
more likely that they will become rivals in the business of cotton 
growing, and besides this, if the Constitution applies, the Filipinos 
will have access to the United States. It has been urged that 
being accustomed to a tropical climate they will not want to 
come here, but it must be considered that a large portion of this 
country has a climate sufficiently warm for the ee who 
would not suffer from a change of residence to California, Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, and the Southern States. 

American labor has been able to maintain itself at its present 
elevation by the laws limiting and restraining the importation of 
the products of cheap foreign labor and preventing the wholesale 
migration of cheap labor into this country from abroad. Itcan be 
easily imagined what will be the effect of 1 inside of our 

vernmental and industrial system 9,000,000 people possessing a 

igh degree of industrial aptitude and accustomed to a scale of 
wages and mode of living appropriate to Asiatics. 

Such are the evils of incorporating the Philippines into our gov- 
ernmental and industrial system; but let us assume that there are 
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no constitutional objections to the plans of the imperialists; as- 
sume that we can pass discriminating laws restricting the entry 
of their products and the migration of their peoples to this coun- 
try, but facilitating the entry of our products and the migration 
dened people to theirs. Can such a system, founded on injustice, 
It is contended by no one that there is room for the occupation 
of these islands by an American population. The climate is un- 
suited to them, and, besides, the ground is already occupied, not 
by a barbaric people, such as the Indians, but by semicivilized 
e owning the land, cultivating the soil, and enjoying the 
rights of property. Their land can not be occupied by us; itis 
iden ee e by them. All that we can acquire is the right 
to govern. we wish to govern simply for the sake of gov- 
g? Our Government, it is clear, can get no advantage, there 
will be nothing but We can never divert yee of 
the revenue of a subject country into our $ t is a sys- 
tem which England herself has long since abandoned. Assuming 
that the islands will pay their own expenses we will then have the 
ae ee without profit. 


o, then, will t? Perha: F agree 
g loit the cheap 


This is all familiar history, known to every member on 

e floor, and a subject with which the great mass of our fellow 
countrymen are entirely familiar. The war was declared by our 
Government in obedience to an almost universal demand of the 
American people. Party lines were obliterated, sectional differ- 
ences forgotten, factional disturbances were laid aside, and the 
people, almost with the voice of one man, demanded of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States not only a declaration of war but 


the expulsion of S authority from the Western Hemisphere, 
In the 8 t of this great purpose the fortunes of war 
took Admiral Dewey, in the early hours of the morning on the Ist 


day of May, 1898, into the harbor of Manila. The brilliant naval 
engagement which followed eclipsed in splendor any sea fight of 
ancient or modern times. Lord Nelson, the great British admiral, 
in all of his wonderful career on the sea, never achieved so brilliant 
a victo 
Manila bor. 


immigrants; perhaps those Who go there to ap | missioners when they assembled in Paris to tiate the treaty 
labor of the country. How will they exploit it? ply by rais- | of peace with the Spanish commissioners as to what disposition 
ing products in that country with cheap labor that we raise in | should be made of the Philippine Islands 


this country with expensive labor. Their profit will come out of 
the consumers of this country and at the expense of our domestic 
producers. If we wish to sell wheat, corn, and i im- 
plements, and manufactured goods, is it not better to sell them to 
sugar producers and tobacco producers upon our own soil rather 
than pass them by and send such products 7,000 miles away to 
me producers and tobacco growers there? 

tshould be recollected that we can never buy anything with- 
out giving somethi 


in return. 
acquire, e ay can not t to sell more than we buy 
very long, for if we to the Philippines for any length of 
time more than we buy, the result would be that Philippines 
would be denuded of their money and would be without purchas- 


We lose as much wealth as we 


the die gent ; of retainin —_ necessary coaling and naval sta- 
tions; of cultivating the friendly feeling of the Filipinos, and thus 
building up an enduring commerce in the Orient upon the solid 

foundation of justice an ebe [Loud applause. ] 
Mr. HOP: S. Mr. i , the under consideration 
of this act the same tariffs, and duties 


rovides: 
PFC 
upon es 

Fico from porta other than those ot tio United States which are ired by 
pr bbl rrena upon articles imported into the U; tates for- 
It does not provide for free trade. between the islands and the 
United States, but fixes the rate of duty that shall be paid on all 
imports from Puerto Rico into the United States at 25 per cent of 
the duties charged on like articles from other 5 and 
1 also that all articles imported into Puerto Rico from the 
nited States shall only pay 25 per cent of the rate of duty im- 
posed there upon like articles from other foreign countries, with 
this proviso, t on all articles imported from Puerto Rico into 
the United States where internal-revenue duty is imposed in this 
country that the custom duty shall be 25 per cent of the duty im- 
on like articles from foreign countries plus the reyenue tax 
evied and collected on the articles produced or manufactured in 
this country. It will thus be seen that under this bill the ques- 
tion is ted as to whether Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands, under the treaty of entered into between this Gov- 
ernmentand § become integral of the United States or 
whether they can be treated as territory, and separate and dis- 
tinct custom laws and internal-revenue laws imposed there from 
what are levied, collected, and paid in the United States. The 
issue presented in this bill, as thus briefly stated, is of paramount 

3 to the people of this country. 
e treaty of peace negotiated between the United States and 
Spain was a great triumph of American diplomacy and American 
tesmanship. It fixed the terms of settlement at the conclusion 
of a war the most brilliant of any in the history of our country. 
There is a destiny that shapes the affairs of nations as well as of 
men. The American Republic in all of its splendid career has 


had the favoring countenance of an allwise and just God. Never 
in its history, however, has the in tion of Divine Providence 
been more manifest than in our tions with Spain in the late 


‘war. 
I have neither the time nor the inclination to review in any de- 
tail the circumstances which led to the declaration of war against 


treaty of The reasons that were by the people of this 
country for the expulsion of the Spaniards Cuba were equally 
potent against our commissioners allowing i reassert her 


provide again 
tably follow the turning of them over to the 8 themselves 
erican, 


do, and that was to provide for the cession of those islands to the 
e pinion in this to-day, Mr. Chairman, 
e consensus of opinion coun’ y. Mr. 
approves the wise action of these able and distinguished commis- 
sioners. The people of this country unite in their approval of the 
President's course in all our relations with Spain; and history, I 
am sure, will vindicate also the wisdom of hiscourse. When war 
was declared no one dreamed that the far-off Orient would wit- 
ness the first scenes of hostilities between the two nations. Our 
thoughts, our pag RPT Ta and our hopes were all centered in the 
fleet that was to blockade Cuban ports, and in the army that was 
to invade Cuban soil. 

The god of war ordained it otherwise, and placed under our 
nayal and military control the islands which are to-day inhabited 
by millions of people representing various stages of political de- 
8 from savagery to civilization. I approve with ay 
whole heart the cession of these islands to the United States, an 
I do not join with those who indulgein dark forebodings of the 
future because of the problems which have arisen on account of 
their acquisition. 

I believe that the American Republic is destined to grow in all 
the elements that make a t nation more rapidly in the future 
than in the and that its influence will be marked and potent 
among all the nations of the earth. I believe that these great 
results can be brought about without endangering our domestic 
institutions or without impairing those great principles of liberty 
and free government that are the heritage of every American citi- 
zen. I thank God that I was born an optimist instead of a pessi- 
mist; that I can see something good in men rather than evil; 
that political organizations are formed for the betterment of the 
people of our 5 than for corrupt purposes and the 
spoils of office, and that in our Government we can go on increas- 
ing our trade, our commerce, our population and wealth, and in 
all the elements that go to make up a great sovereignty, without 
impairing any of those conditions so sacred to the fathers of the 
Republic and so important a factor in the perpetuation of repub- 
lican institutions. 

I believe that the Constitution of the United States is broad 
enough and elastic enough to enable us to control the inhabitants 
of those islands and give them a liberty and a higher civil - 


larger 
they have heretofore enjoyed without impairing in 
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the least the integrity of our domestic institutions or N 
upon our people any additional taxation. I recognize the fa 
that it would 5 to engage in a long and elaborate 
argument to show what the powers are of our Government and 
the manner in which they should or can be exercised, I take it, 
Mr. Chairman, that these questions have been sufficiently dis- 
cussed to satisfy every fair-minded man that the United States 
Government has the constitutional power toacquire these islands, 
If there is any doubting Thomas among us at this late day I 
would call his attention to the remarks of Chief Justice Marshall 
in the case of American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 
542), in which case, speaking for the court, he said: 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
powers of war and of making treaties; co: uently, that Govern- 

of 8 y conquest or 
— ot & e be ceded by the treaty, the uisition is co; 
and the ceded territory becomes a of the which it is annexed, 
either onthe terms stipulated in the treaty of cession or on such as its new 
r may impose. 
There are many other decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
Sigma jana zaon confirm oe doctrine here 3 oon 
y only asserting the sovereign power o ni 
States. When England recognized our independence, and we 
took a place among the sovereign nations of the earth, we took it 
with the power and authority that can be exercised by any 
other independent sovereignty in all this world. The power of 
oe and of disposing of territory is an incident of sovereignty 
elf, 

It could be exercised by the United States Government if there 
were nothing in the Constitution relating to the subject, but, as 
this great and eminent Chief Justice said, under the Constitution 
which unites the separate States into one grand Republic the 
article which provides for the declaration of war and the making 
of treaties carries with it the power to either uire or dispose 
of territory at the sovereign will of the United States Govern- 
ment. Therefore the President, in authorizing his commissioners 
to enter into the articles of the treaty of peace between this Gov- 
ernment and Spain, to acquire by cession from the Spanish Goy- 
ernment Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands, was simply 
exercising the sovereign rights inherent in our Government. 

No man conversant with international law and familiar with 
the Constitution of the United States will contend for a moment 
that the acquisition of those islands was unconstitutional or be- 
yond the power of the Government. As to what our relations to 
those islands shall be under the treaty of peace is, however, quite 
a different question. I have been greatly interested in the discus- 
sion which been carried on in this House and in the Senate on 
this subject. Men whom I believe are honest in their convictions 
differ widely; some contend that by the 57 uisition of those 
islands they become an integral part of the United States and that 
the inhabitants, varying as they do from savagery to semiciviliza- 
tion and perhaps to civilization, are guaranteed under our Con- 
stitution all the rights, privileges, and immunities that form the 
sacred inheritance of every American citizen, I have given very 
careful and anxious thought to that subject, and speaking only for 
myself, I am entirely clear as to the status that be held by the 
people of those islands and the relations that theislands themselves 

bear to the Government of the United States under the Con- 
stitution. 

You will note, Mr. Chairman, that in the treaty of peace itself 
our commissioners, with a wise forethought and a display of 
statesmanship that is creditable indeed, have provided in the 
ninth article of that treaty that The civil rights and political 
status of the native inhabitants of the territory hereby ceded to 
the United States shall be determined by the Congress,” thus leay- 
ing the whole question open to be determined by the legislation 
that shall be enacted by this or future 8 I have very 
pronounced convictions on this subject. I ieve that territory 
acquired by the United States as Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands have been acquired, under this treaty of peace between 
our Government and Spain, becomes the pro of the United 
States Government and not a part of it, and that under the Con- 
stitution Congress can make such disposition of the islands as the 
members of the House and Senators may deem for the best 
1 of the people of this country and the inhabitants of the 

n 


I believe, further, that under the reservation in the treaty by 
which the civil rights and the political status of the native inhabit- 
ants are to be determined by Congress we can make such legislation 


regarding them as we shall see fit, consistent with the 1 of | i 


our free Republic. Iamaware, sir, thatinannouncing position 
I take issue with the great massof the gentlemen whoare opposed 
to the present Administration and who are seeking to embarrass 
the Government. But, sir, in assuming the gonar of tho Govern- 
ment both over these islands and the ə as well, lam an- 
nouncing no new doctrine of constitutional law and am i 

no new principle of legislation. These principles which I main- 
tain have been asserted by abler men and maintained by more 


cogent reasons than I can express. Chancellor Kent, in speakin 
on this very subject, said: yi 


It would seem from these various of the Terri- 
belonging 


of the inhabitants as defined and di in the 
and in the Constitution of the United States. All admit,“ 
“the constituti 


ice 
But neither the District of Col 


pose. * * * If, therefore, 
carry into execution the 


Fy sac of fare consideration what would be the future civil and political 
di K 0 t country 


Ê 
to be created into one or more 5 States; and in 


and even by the jadi. 
2 of the 

asthe 
the King and Parliament of 
ir claim to bind us in all cases 


1 by the acts of 


Judge Story, one of the ablest i who ever sat upon the 
bench of the Supreme Court of the United States, and whose work 
oe the ee on is a recognized authority in this country and 

5 3 


The power of Con: over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal; and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
unlimited, unless so far as it is affec by stipulations in the cessions, or by 


the ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled.—Com- 


mentaries, section 1328. 

I think, sir, that a careful analysis of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States will support my contention that 
the ceded islands become the property of, and not an integral part 
of, the United States. In support of that ition I desire to 
briefly call the attention of members of the House to what Mr. 
Justice gs re in the case of Mormon Church vs, United 
States (136 U. S., page 42): 


The power of ony Ile GA rd Yates. pergen 15 noe 
and ' and inciden e uire 
i and the power given e A on ‘to make needful 


rules and g territo! roperty of the 
United States. It would be absurd to hold that the United States pee odovere 


to acquire territory and no power to govern it when acquired. The power 
to acquire territory * * + is deri from the treaty-making power and 
the to declare and on war. The inoldente of these 4 4 58 are 


power carry 

those of national sovereignty, and belong to all independent governments. 

The er to make acquisitions of terri by treaty a hee 

incident of nationalsovereignty. The Te of 

from Fratice, and the Territories west of the 
uired from M 


the 
lating to the rights of the le then in- 
ftfully aan said Territories, the 
pose laws u 


Rar seen fit to acces re 
2 Territories. ving 
United States Government was the 


ese proposes 
necessarily fi fro. 
of new teoritney that T 3 . 
Long prior to the date of this decision Mr. Justice Nelson, speak- 
ing for the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
Brenner vs. Porter (9 How., 242), said: 


nor subject to 1 lex distribution of th if t 
p 0 ə powers of government, as 
the organic * Hr ls depart: 


As late as February, 1898, this question was before the circuit 
court of appeals of the United States for the ninth district, and 
the doctrine here announced by the Supreme Court in the deci- 
sions to which I have referred was reaffirmed by that court. Mr. 
Justico Morrow, who delivered the opinion of the court, evidently 
reexamined the whole question and carefully considered all the 
authorities cited on the subject by the lawyers on both sides of 
the case and came to the conclusion which I have maintained here 
2 and which has been so tersely and beautifully expressed 
b . Justice Bradley in the decision to which I have adverted. 

. Justice Morrow, in speaking for the court, used the following 
language: 

in the brief of counsel 

rine that the Terri- 

tive authority of 

y under the Constitution, nor subject to its 

lex distribution of the powers of government as the law, but 

© creation exclusively of the legislative department and sublet to 

andcontrol. (Bennervs, Porter,9 How., 235,242.) The United 


com 
are 
its supervision 

Pistes taving rightfully acquired — territory, and being the only Govern- 


ment that can impose laws u em, has the entire do: and sover- 
ge, national and municipal, Federal and State. (Insurance Co. vs. Canter, 
1 Pet., 511, 542; Cross vs. W., 164; National Bank vs. m 


8 Yankto: 

Ço., 101 G. S., 129, 133; Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. S., 15, 44, 5 Sup. Ct., 747; 

apt a Ren OA Rr a a 
„M9; vs. Bow! .S., ` ` 

8 e with the special needs of saci I 


be 
or within State control under some other power it is immaterial to consider. 
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Ina er all the functions of government are within the legislative 
on 


may be exe through a local government 
or Sireony by such tion as we have now under consideration. (Endle- 
man vs, United States, 88 Fed. Rep., 456.) 

This, I think, is the latest expression on this subject by the 
courts. Gentlemen will see that it is in line with the spirit of 
the law as 1 announced by Mr. Chief Justice 
and later by Mr. Justice Bradley. The members who are inter- 
ested in the study of this question and who take any pleasure in 
examining the authorities will find that not only is the opinion 
rendered by Mr. Justice Morrow correct, but will also find that 
Mr. Justice Bradley, in the pano on this subject rendered by 
him, collects and reviews the intervening decisions from 1 
Peters to the one which was rendered by him and which is pub- 
lished in 136 U. S. Reporter; so that I hazard nothing in saying 
that the Supreme Court of the United States has held that the 
acquisition of territory where it is held as territory is the prop- 
erty of the United States. The Supreme Court in 18 Wallace, 
page 320, said: 

the term of their pupilage as Territories they are mere depend- 
encies of the United States. All political authority exercised therein is 
derived from the General Government. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, my examination of this subject has 
caused me to feelings of surprise that men question the 
constitutional status of these people under the treaty of peace, or 
question the status of the islands themselves, so far as the power 
and authority of the Congress of the United States over them is 
concerned. They may rely, however, upon the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States relating to the right of trial 
by jury in the Territories, to citizenship, and the apportionment of 


taxes, etc. 

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I want to inquire of the gentle- 
man if he believes that had that pas of the treaty for the pur- 
chase of Louisiana with France been omitted, could 5 aan 
have passed a law interfering with the religious liberty of the 
8 5 of the Louisiana purchase? 

r. HOPKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that if there 
had been no provision of that kind, the power of Congress would 
have been as unlimited as England in treating her colonies before 
the war of the Revolution, in the language of Judge Kent, and 
aoe as great as she exercises over her other provinces at the present 


e. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. One further question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not yield further, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, It will be very brief. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. i , when I was interrupted 
by the gentleman from Missouri I was attempting to show that 
under constitutional provision the treaty of cession became 
the supreme law of the land, and enabled a person beg, Abt 
the limits of the Territory to invoke the powers of the Constitu- 
tion in his behalf precisely as he would if he had lived within the 
limits of a State. 

When we come to understand this, we can readily sec that the 
Supreme Court of the United States in passing upon the question 
as to the right of trial by jury would use language that may be 
found in those decisions; that when they came to ya upon any of 
the questions relating to police powers they would use such lan- 

age as they do without ever assuming the graye proposition 
at has been announced by the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber in this debate. 

Jam well aware that expressions can be found in a number of 
cases decided by that great tribunal which give color to the posi- 
tion assumed by gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, who 
contend that Constitution ex proprio vigore extends to the 
Phili e Islands and Puerto Rico. I have carefully studied 
each of these decisions, and I think when they are properly con- 
sidered they are in harmony with the position I assume and in 
harmony with the decisions of the courts which I have cited above 
in support of the doctrine that these newly acquired possessions 
are the property of the United States and subject to such legisla- 

m as 8 may see fit to enact re ting them. To prop- 
erly understand those decisions it may be necessary to the 
attention of the members of the House to the different treaties 
negotiated by this country with foreign countries in the acquisi- 
tion of territory. ! 

The first territory we acquired by treaty was ip teary year 1803, 
and is known as the Louisiana purchase. Article III of the treaty 
negotiated between this country and France reads as follows: 


‘The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated into the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the pnts, van- 
tages, and immunities A. the —- of the United States; and in the mean- 


When it is remembered that by Article VI of the Constitution 
“all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of 


the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land,” it be- 
comes apparent at once that when the treaty from which I have 
just quoted was approved by the President and the Senate it be- 
came the supreme law of the United States and extended to the 
citizens living within the limits of the Louisiana purchase the 
rights and privileges of citizens of the States. It is also apparent 
that this vast territory was to by the Government of the 
United States for the purpose of being incorporated into the Union 
and giving the inhabitants thereof all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of the people of the thirteen original States. 

Florida was ceded to the United States by Spain in 1819 under 
a treaty containing a similar provision to the one just quoted re- 
lating to the Louisiana territory. And the treaty by which New 
Mexico, California, Utah, and the other territory acquired from 
Mexico was ceded by that country to the United States contained 
a provision similar to that contained in the treaties concerning 
Florida and the province of Louisiana, You thus see that by the 
treaty, which under the Constitution becomes the supreme law of 
the land, certain rights under the Federal Constitution were con- 
ferred upon the inhabitants of the ceded territory. In none of 
these cases has the court said, independent of any treaty arrange- 
ment or act of Congress, that the Constitution ex proprio vigore 
extends to newly acquired possessions. When we acquired the 
Alaskan territory, a somewhat different agreement was entered into 
with Russia with reference to the territory itself and to the people 
living therein. That treaty, among other things, provided as fol- 
lows: 

But if they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the 
exception of the uncivilized tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall 
be protected in the free Mere errs of their liberty, property, and religion. 
The uncivilized tribes shall subject to such ons as the United 
n from time to time adopt in regard to the aboriginal tribes of that 
coun = 

From this it is apparent that, aside from the acquisition of the 
Hawaiian Islands, all of the territory which we acquired prior to 
the cession of the Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico was under 
the treaty stipulations which extended to the inhabitants certain 
of the rights, under the Constitution, of American citizens. 

Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 317) is the leading case 
relied upon by those who argue that the Constitution ex proprio 
vigore extends to all of our newly acquired possessions. That case 
was decided in 1820. The opinion was delivered by Chief Justice 
Marshall. It arose out of substantially the following facts: Jan- 
uary 9, 1815, Congress passed an act laying an annual direct tax 
of $6,000,000 upon the several States that formed the United States 
Republic, naming the States, eighteen in all. The amount was 
apportioned among them as provided by the Constitution. Feb- 

27, 1815, Congress another act which in effect ex- 
tended the first act to the District of Columbia. A resident of the 
District of Columbia resisted payment on the ground that the act 
extending the original act to the District of Columbia was uncon- 
stitutional. His property was seized and he brought trespass 
against the officer se eo the seizure. 

The judgment of the court can be sustained fully on the grant 
of full legislative power found in Article I, section 8, subsection 
17, of the Constitution. In delivering the opinion of the court, 
however, Chief Justice Marshall used lan which implies that 
the United States” means the States and Territories. This part 
of the opinion is conceded by all lawyers to be dictum, and that 
it is so regarded by the Supreme Court of the United States is 7 2 

arent from the language of Mr. Justice Gray in the case of Gi 
ms vs. The District of Columbia (116 U. S. Rep., 407). In speak- 
ing of the case of Loughborough vs. Blake he said: 


Chief Justice Marshall, in his opinion, did not make the dis- 
tinction which clearly exists that the term United States” has a 
dual meaning. One, international, which means the empire of 
the United States, including the States that exist under the Con- 
stitution and all the territory as well. This term is conventional. 
It is a term that is used the same as we speak of the Gerinan Em- 
pire, and has no relation to the Constitution itself, which unites 
the forty-five States into one Federal Republic. In its constitu- 
tional meaning the term ‘‘ United States” relates entirely to the 
States forming the Federal Republic, and it is in that sense in 
which it is used in the different provisions in the Constitution 
itself. As I have already shown, it was unn for the Chief 
Justice to have used the lan; he did in upholding the con- 


stitutionality of the act in question, and itis apparent also that 
he did not give the significance to that language which has been 
given to it by our Democratic friends, from the fact that he was 
the judge who wrote the opinion in the Canter case, reported in 
1 Peters. The Canter case, while it does not in express terms 
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overrule the dictum of Chief Justice Marshall in Loughborough 
vs. Blake, uses language which is entirely inconsistent with the 
idea that a Territory, as such, is comprehended within the limits 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

Indeed, Chief Justice Marshall himself, in the case of Hepburn 
vs. Ellzey (2 Cranch, 445), fully determined that a Territory is not 
a State and not comprehended within the limits of the Constitu- 
tion. In that case a resident of the District of Columbia brought 
suit in the United States court for the district of Virginia against 
a citizen of Virginia. The defendant contended that as a citizen 
of the District of Columbia he had no authority under the Consti- 
tution to bring such a suit. In determining that question Chief 
Justice Marshall said: 

On the part of the plaintiffs it has been u that Columbia is a distinct 
political society and is therefore a State according to the definitions of writers 
on general law. That is true. But as the act of Jonatas amoniy uses the 
word “State” in reference to that term as used the Constitution, it 
becomes necessary to inquire whether Columbia is a State in the sense of 
thatinstrument. The result of that examination is a conviction that the 
members of the American Confederacy only are the States contemplated in 
the Constitution. 

Again, in the case of New Orleans vs. Winter (1 Wheaton, 92), 
Chief Justice Marshall uses this language: 

It has been attempted to distinguish a Territory from the District of 
Columbia; but the court is of opinion that this distinction can not be main- 
tained. They may differ in many respects, but neither of them isa State in 
the sense in which that term is used in the Constitution. 

Scott vs. Sanford (19 Howard) is another case which is much 
relied upon by those who hold that our newly acauired ions 
must be controlled, if at all, under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. A mere statement of the issue involved in that case, as it 
seems to me, will determine the fact that it can not be urged as 
an authority to guide us in the determination of our action in 
legislating for Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. Scott was 
a slave, and his master took him from Missouri, where he was then 
a resident, into the State of Illinois and resided there for two years, 
and then into the Territory of Minnesota and resided there for two 
years. He then went back into the State of Missouri with his 
slave, and after he had become again domiciled in the State of Mis- 
souri Scott sued in the State courts for his freedom. 

The supreme court of Missouri held that it did not possess juris- 
diction beyond the territorial limits of the State and that it could 
not invoke the laws of Illinois or of the Territory of Minnesota to 
establish his freedom. The case was then taken into the Federal 
courts, and the only issue presented there and the only issue de- 
cided by the Supreme Court of the United States was as to whether 
that court had jurisdiction of the case. The decision of the court 
was that it did not possess jurisdiction. Whatever was said out- 
side of that one issue was the dictum of the judge and not the de- 
cision of the court. We all know under what political excite- 
ment the Spies of the Chief Justice and his associates were 
delivered. They were simply the expression of political opinions 
and are not entitled to any weight as judicial expressions. That 
I am correct in this is apparent from the fact that it has never 
been relied upon by the courts and rarely has it been referred to 
in judicial opinions. 

American Publishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464), the 
Slaughter House Cases, Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707) 
Thompson vs, Utah (170 U. S., 343), and many other cases that i 
might speak of have been referred to in this debate as supporting 
the doctrine that our newly uired possessions have become an 
integral part of the United States and that the inhabitants 
thereon are entitled to the protection guaranteed to citizens under 
our Constitution. Those cases when properly analyzed do not 
support that contention, That issue was not before the court in 
any of these cases. The language that has been relied upon is 
simply the dictum of the justice who prepared the decision for 
the court. Every person familiar with the decisions of our courts 
can readily understand that even the judge himself preparin 
the opinion would not wish to be bound to the exact and taral 
interpretation of eyery expression used in the way of illustrating 
the issue that is determined in the opinion. 

All of these cases arose under such different conditions from 
those that now confront us that it is 3 to hold that all 
or any of them are authorities to guide us in legislating for Puerto 
Rico or the Philippine Islands. Iventure the assertion that none 
of these decisions would have any weight with the Supreme 
Court, or at the most very little weight, when called upon to de- 
cide the constitutionality of the bill which we are now consider- 

g. Weare confronted in this legislation with the acquisition 
of territory under different terms from any previous acquisition 
in the history of the Republic. The location of the islands, cli- 
matic conditions, the inhabitants themselves and their known in- 
capacity at the present time for self-government will all have a 
powerful influence with the court in determining the constitu- 
tionality of our action. 

It is a maxim not to be ed that general 9 in every - 

W. 


ion are to be in connection with the case in those ons 
are used. If they go beyond the case they must be respected. but ought not 
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to control the judgment in a 8 suit when the very 
sented for d on, The reason of this maxim is obvious. 

y before the court is investigated with care and considered 
fullest extent. Other principles which may serve to illustrate it are con- 
sidered in their relation to the case decided, but their possible bearing on all 
other cases is seldom completely investigated. 

This is the language of Chief Justice Marshall in the case of 
Cohens vs. Virginia (6 Wheaton, 3 

In re Ross (140 U. S. Rep., 453) the Supreme Court of the United 
States upheld a consular court established by Congress in Japan, 
consisting of a consul and four associates. A person charged with 
murder on an American vessel in Japanese waters was tried be- 
fore this consular court without a jury and without any of the 
safeguards provided by the Constitution. He was found guilty 
and sentenced to be executed. The sentence, however, was com- 
muted by the President to life imprisonment, and he was sent to 
the penitentiary at Albany, N. Y., to serve out his life sentence. 
While he was serving out his life sentence he sued ont a writ of 
habeas corpus and raised the 1 1 as to the constitutionality 
of the court which had tried him, claiming that under the Con- 
stitution of the United States he had a right to trial by jury. The 
court held him to haye been properly convicted, and upheld the 
act of Con; creating the court. is case is in harmony with 
those which I have already cited in support of the doctrine that 
Congress is supreme in the territories we have just acquired, and 
that the civil rights and the political status of the people of those 
islands can be fixed by Congress independent of any of the provi- 
sions or limitations in the Constitution. 

In the first case to which I have referred in my remarks here 
to-day—the Canter case, reported in 1 Peters—Daniel Webster 
was of counsel in the case. It was a case that arose out of the 
sale of cotton by order of a Territorial court in the Territory of 
Florida. Mr. Webster, in his argument, went into a full e - 
tion of the relations of the Territories to the Government of the 
United States. This, mark you, wasin 1828, more than seventy 
years ago, and only a few years, comparatively speaking, after 
our Government had been organized under the Constitution. 
None of the decisions to which I have here referred had been ren- 
dered, but Mr. Webster, with that marvelous analytical ability 
which he possessed, with that knowledge of the Constitution and 
its proper construction which he oa displayed when discuss- 
ing these questions, contended that the Constitution did not ex- 
tend over uired territory; that territory itself was the prop- 
erty of the United States, and that Congress was the supreme 
power in legislating for such territory. 

The treaty of cession by which the United States became pos- 
sessed of the Territory of Florida was so worded that the Supreme 
Court was not required to ifically and in exact lan de- 
termine the proposition as Mr. Webster presented it to the court, 
but the spirit of that decision was along the line of the argument 
presented by Mr. Webster. Later decisions, as I have clearly 
shown here to-day, are allin harmony with the position that that 
great constitutional lawyer maintained. How comes it, then, that 
in the closing days of the nineteenth century, and after more than 
a hundred years of constitutional government, we find men ap- 
parently learned in the law who take the opposite position, and 
who insist that the acquisition of the Philippine Islands under 
the treaty of peace with Spain makes them an RAR ES part of the 
United States and gives to the inhabitants there all of the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of American citizens? 

I think ican explain it, Mr. Chairman. These men are resur- 
recting a doctrine that ought to have gone down forever in the 
smoke and battle of the civil war. This principle, which has been 
resurrected for the pu of creating trouble for this Adminis- 
tration and the Republican pa 18 N a doctrine, clothed in 
a new garb, that was invented by John C. Calhoun, a brilliant 
intellect, but perverted by disappointed ambition into the nar- 
rowest of a State-rights advocate, and the inventor of the nullifi- 
vation doctrine of 1832—the principle upon which the people of 
the South in 1861 sought to establish a Confederate government, 
It is one of the old cries for the extension of slavery, resurrected in 
this arena and at this time to frighten the people of this country 
in the great emergency which confronts us. 

In speaking as I do, Mr. Chairman, of Mr. Calhoun being the 
father of this doctrine, and that it was a dogma invented in sup- 
ele of slavery, I am following the beaten path that was peta 

or all who came after by the most distinguished Senator Missouri 
ever had in the Senate of the United States, namely, Thomas H. 
Benton. I crave the indulgence of the House while I read to my 
Democratic friends what he said. I read from the second volume 
of Mr. Benton’s work, page 712, entitled Thirty Years’ View:“ 

The resolutions of 1847 went no further than to attempt to deny the power 
of Congress to prohibit slavery in a Territory, and that was enough while 
Congress alone was the power to be —— inst, but it became insuf- 


g block, when New Mexico and California were 
SYT 3 1847 
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to the torial extension of slavery, for in denying 
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that Mr. Ber —— yraa aak nane r i 
of the slavery that the Wilmot F 
sary, the question was at aa end, as tho friends of slavery extension, owld 
not alaw tocarry a 5 
seemed to be at an end about to dawn upon the land. . —.— 
calculation! A new d. to fit the case, that of the transmi- 
gration of the tution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, over- 
riding and overruling all the anti-slavery laws which it found there, and 
lan the institution there under itsown wing, and it ond 
fho power tion or the people of the ry. 
Before t was effo Sen edie to th 
extended to these T. tories by act of Congress. in these attempts, 
e diffi was leaped over by e Seager the on went 
of itself—that is to say, the slavi 
In this Mr. 9 


part of 
exigency Calh 
of the function of the Constitution in the . the 
instantaneous Eransportation of we in its slay into all ac- 


aN 


Ae emigrants, 
more or W 
6 governed 
Louisiana and Kentucky, areal 
e laws W. Tho slavery partot Ina 


-extension of the 
practical and and as 1 55 as unfounded. 


I desire to emphasize the fact that in the Whole history of our 
legislative ent no man before Mr. Calhoun, in either 
8 had ever asserted that doctrine. You will 

this, that geriye this time we had acquired the Louisiana 
territory, Florida, New Mexico, and California; in fact, we had 
extended our from the circumscribed limits of the thir- 
teen original States until we had reached from ocean toocean; we 
had acquired an em ae in territorial extent, and yet none of the 
leaders in either of t politi ical parties ever dreamed for a 
moment that the 5 tution extended itself over it ex proprio 
as is contended by our Democratic friends to-day. Fortu- 

ly ste Boe us in the elucidation of this question and the proper 
tion of the Constitution, Daniel Webster, the great ex- 

pounder of that instrument, was living and a member of the Sen- 
ate of the ve States when Mr. gave utterance to that 
doctrine which has been so strongly condemned by Mr, Benton. 
This was more than twenty years after Mr. Webster had pre- 
sented his views to the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Insurance 8 Canter (1 Peters). It was after 
his life had been enriched by his experience 3 his 


waa! hy in the Senate, and as Secre of State. Mr. Webster 
Mr. Calhoun's position in to which * desire to 
call the attention of my fellow-mem His ition is so 


lucid and so profound that, in my judgment, it does not leave 
anything to be son 1 others. 


is general sense thore is no such th 5 
28 tution is extended over the U; United Skates un 
else. It can not be pocese 


t all. 8 

ä the loosest Tice 
is said that this must be so, else e ofall poss 
Undoubtedly ae must be conferred by law 
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. — and Cuba were to be- 
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er to make all needful regulations tories 

Phe United oe The word is f territories, for it is quite —.— that the 


tution looked to no new ions to form now 
red from time to Tina DOW WITE 
general 


regarded on for mak- 
ing rules for territories. We have never had a terri 


united States is governed. The 


ose great principles which 
But aue 0 not exist in Territories till 
These all Deed ag dg ev 


. a territory. 
not become a part and is nd part of the United States. * * * One idea 
further this branch of the 


ta 
. how any government could 
Br eriting there than such as is created 
the Consti of 


enactmen: 
der the Constitution. And a State or Terri 
as it derives from the Constitution of of the 


Ld — fa we gov- 


without any orate — 3 8 e 
ern Louisiana be to? the writ of habeas corpus 
I dastig ite tarrivarial existence? Or the right to trial by 


;es * 

Well, Tsu suppose the revenue laws are made in pursuance of its provisions; 
but, according to the gentleman's the ion extends over 
the ‘Territories us law, and no tion on thats subject is nec- 

tamount to 8 the moment terr! is 
Sta! nited 


States as well as the 
Constitution of the United States become the of men’s con- 
duct and the rights of setae belt because they are to be the law of the 
th r — N law as well as the Constitution 
TERASO: thatcan not be main- 
of territory. Who- 
tution of England, or the supreme 
power of Parliament, because it is the io of the land, extended over the 
territory thus acquired until made to do so bya act of Parliament? 
The whole N 755 of colonial ponant shows en ly the reverse. Un 
ovision is made 3 act of Parliament for a civil — — the territo 
= ie control of Parliamen 
ws t 


tis exactly upon 
the same principle tha Eno pe g to eee to the United States by 
uisition 3 8 to be made subject 


an enactment of 

1 have referred to the manner in which * doctrine was first 
suggested in this country, and I have not onl ly shown to you the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States bearing on 
this subject, but the viewsof the most distinguished expounder of 
our Constitution since the formation of the Federal Republic, Let 
me now call your attention to an able article on this subject from 
a historical standpoint written by historian McMaster. It isin 
the December number of the Forum, 1898, The article is well 
worthy the eo of every student of American institutions and 
especially o man desiring to obtain light on the subject 
now under co eration. It is written with all the facility of 
expression and profound research of that able historian, The 
conclusion he reaches is as follows: 
suffrage in the Territories thus makos it clear 
. not part of the 


States; formed it are without, and not un- 
der, the Constitution, and that in = 


providing them with governments 
gress is at liberty panne yy Je mtu anaa it it pleases with little or no re- 
gard for the prin les of sell- ent; that in . 
ever sort was, in . ion, suited to pess the needs of the 1 
never stoppin ow far the t so created derived Pe 
wers from inden tot governed, and —— it is under no obligation 
grant even a ts of any new soil we may 


restricted 
acquire unless they are fit to use it properly. 


If my contention be true, Mr. Chairman, that these islands are 
only the Eee of ced United States and that the inhabitants 
8 


a a we 8 give 3 by legislation, it 
follows th at we can te customs and internal-revenue 
laws for the islands, cans 55 vigation laws applicable to that coun 
and distinct from our own, ds fact, any legislation that 
be for the well-being of the people of those islands and of the peo- 
e of the States. I dissent in toto from the doctrine contended 
or by some, that our tariff laws and internal- revenue laws must 
be the same in these islands as they are in the United States. In 
addition to what 1 have already said on this subject, I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the case of Fleming vs, Page. (9 
Howard, page 603.) Mr. Webster, who was of counsel in that 
case, in in his argument said: 

That there was a difference between the Territories and the other parts of 
the oe . . Judges were there a; for oema of years, 1 8 
ey Constitution forbade as to other of the coun . gba! 

of the — which directs that duties must be eq 
the United States does not apply to 

Mr. Chief Justice Taney, in delivering the opinion for the court 
in that case, said: 
of the revenue laws has been uniformly —— by the ad- 


This 
ministrati department of t of the Government in every case tha = 
before it. Vand indeed, been om in cance where there appears to 


have been stro: ground for the place of shipment as a domestic 
port. For after da had to the United States and the forces 
of the United States had taken ion of Pensacola, it was decided by 
the Treasury Department that from Pensacola before an 
act of Congress was passed it into a collection ict and author- 


5 — 
Fi had, 
isn til they 
un mgress; and 
ae pears that this decision was san 77 8 7 eee -General of the 
nited Staten, the —.— law officer of the Governmen 
And although not so Ae applicable to ome caso before us, yet the deci- 


sions of the t in relation to Amelia Island and ce 

ports of Louisiana, at province had been ceded to the United States, 
were pom 50 sade m in same grounds. And in the latter case, after a 
custom-house = 4 *. by law at New Orleans, the call collector at 
that place ras toons as foreign Baton and other 
settlements still in m of pads, witether‘on the Bis ssippi, Iber- 
ville, or the ent in no instance that we ae aware of 
since the establishment of the Government has ever lace ina 
newly acquired g trade 


country as : K agg te port from which 
aS Be CAFIDO SO NOE 1 had been previously mad E DO Diy het OE Com: 


mho le thus ad and acted u the executive department 
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paraos asaf one unless the custom-house from which the vessel clears 
within a collection district established by act of ai Aye ee! the officers 
Sar aellona unaa Ea maiig ak oa 

The enemies of national expansion have created in their imagi- 
nation a bogy man and with him are trying to frighten the 
laboring people of this SPURT they are assuming that the people 
of that distant and tropical climate will come to the cold regions 
of the North and drive out our laboring men with their cheap 
labor. A more groundless argument was never urged. It is almost 
fantastical when you consider it in its true light. There is not 
a Malay in this country to-day, and there will not be one an hun- 

years from now. Why? Because theclimatic conditions are 
such that they will prefer to stay in their own country; they will 
secure a larger liberty under the administration we shall give 
them in their own islands than they have heretofore enjoyed, and 
will aroan there instead of coming here to compete with Ameri- 
can 8 

But, as I haye stated, the treaty of peace under which we have 
acquired this territory leaves it with the Congress of the United 
States to provide against any of the contingencies that have been 
conjured up by the ingenuity of these Democratic speakers who 
are seeking to throw a stumbling-block in the way of this Admin- 
istration in the discharge of the responsibilities which it has had 
thrust upon it by the fortunes of war. We can provide a system 
of government that will be adapted not only to the conditions of 
the islands from a climatic standpoint, but adapted to the state 
of political development of the le. What is im t for us 
now is to demonstrate to them and to the world that America is 
united in her efforts to maintain peace and order in this territory. 
They in time will come to understand, as will all the world, that 
the form of government that we establish in these islands will 
start the people on an era of progress which has been unknown in 
their history. 

While this is being done it will be necessary for us, in the inter- 
est of humanity and the people themselves, to have a stable form 
of government there and an army sufficiently 1 to police the 
islands and drive out freebooters, whether under the leadership of 
Aguinaldo or any other military or political adventurer, I have 
porn tired, Mr. Chairman, in listening to the arguments of gen- 

emen on the other side of the Chamber when they talk about 
‘‘imperialism,” and that an increased Regular Army will stifle 
the liberty of our countrymen. But when I reflect on the history 
of my country and note the arguments of ill omen that have ever 
been addressed to the people when new territory has been ac- 
quired, I content myself in the belief that the notes of alarm 
sounded by the Democrats will fall on deaf ears, as they did on 
the deaf ears of the fathers of our country, who believed that the 
acquiring of new and additional territory, instead of weakening, 
would strengthen the Republic and aid it in its manifest destiny 
in the elevation of mankind. While these ments of the pes- 
simists have ever found ready expression with a certain class of 
public men from the time of the acquisition of the Louisiana ter- 
ritory to that of the Hawaiian Islands, it certainly sounds strange 
coming from the lips of Democrats. 

The patron saint of the Democratic party is Thomas Jefferson, 
and yet, Mr. Chairman, he was the greatest territorial “ expan- 
sionist” this Government has ever known, When the opportunity 
Was presented to him by the first Bonaparte to acquire that mag- 
nificent empire known as the Louisiana Province, out of whi 
have been carved some of the richest and most populous of our 
States, did he hesitate? Not a moment! He believed then, as we 
know now, that the acquisition of that territory would raise the 
American Republic from the condition of a fourth-rate power to 
that of a first-class power among the great nations of the world. 
In our youth and weakness, with an impoverished Treasury, with 
small means for raising revenue, he authorized his commissioners 
to pay the French Government the sum of $15,000,000 for this ter- 
ritory. Is there a man within the sound of my voice to-day who 
believes that Mr. Jefferson made a mistake in the acquisition of 
that territory? Is there a man to-day, in the light of our his 
who believes that the principles of free government were = 
ened by the acquisition of this new territory, containing as it did 
a population who were strangers to our constitutional Govern- 
ment and enemies to our free institutions? And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, some of the best minds of that day believed as fully as our 
Democratic friends profess to believe to-day that the acquisition 
of the Louisiana Territory would work the destruction of the 
American Republic. 

Let me read to you a few sentences from Fisher Ames, one of 
the most distinguished Federalists of New England, one of the 
most accomplished men of his time, and one of 
and fascinating orators that ever addressed an audience: 

- Now, by adding an unmeasured area beyond that [the M river we 
Wher Word Guetta aculk wal we sal iin every event, qu end) e 
„„ who is to emperor? 


The 
P people! All, or the people of the dominant 
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e most brilliant 


? As in old Rome, Marius, or §; or Cesar, Pompey, Antony, 
5 tr ig paham A 


the 
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Mr. Josiah Quincy, of New England, at one time president of 

Harvard University, and at another time one of the most distin- 

guished men of this body, had this to say in opposition to the 
acquisition of the Louisiana Territory: 

Under the sanction of this rule of conduct, I am compelled to declare 

pinon that if this bill passes the bonds of this Union 

are virtually dissolved; that the States which compose it are free from their 


and Atlantic States will or — 5 to Took upon with patience and see 
sentatives and Senators from Missouri pourin 
upon this and the other floor, mana the concerns of aseaboard 1,500 miles 
at least from their residence, and having a in_ councils into 
n admitted? I have no 
— — eee see it nor ought to see it Pi a 
con n eagerly at your purpose. your 1 
uncontrolled sway, trample not Sawn tis Constitnsion: + * »I have no 
a e a a e ie eel ot saver 
stitution. ma erwards bu ge 8 a at no very 
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This 1 of Fisher Ames and Josiah Quincy is as dole- 
ful in character as the prophecies which have been e by 
mtlemen on the other side of this Chamber in relation to the 
hilippine Islands. Mr. Chairman, it is my deliberate opinion 
that their statements and their prophecies are as ill-timed and 
their forebodings as little likely to prove true as were those of the 
opponents of the acquisition of the territory of Louisiana at the 
geroa of which I have just spoken. I believe that the United 
tates Government is entering upon a new era of greatness, of 
expansion, and of glory. The Constitution possesses the elasticity 
of the fabled tent of the Arab. It was framed and adopted for 
the government of the thirteen original States, yet it has expanded 
over a continent. The 75,000,000 people who now live within its 
borders have the same liberty, the same sacred rights, and the 
tressured inheritance of free government that were ranteed 
by the framers of the Constitution to the people of thirteen 
original States. 
nder the interpretation that has been given to it by the great 
tors of our country and the Supreme Court, the Constitution 
enable us to acquire this territory in the Orient, and if we are 
as wise as those who have ed us, will enable us to give 
those heal ar rights of free citizens without infringing in the least 
upon the privileges and immunities of our on people. Imaintain, 
as I have already stated, that a government can be formed in the 
Philippine Islands that will be self-sup; ing through the cus- 
toms laws that we shall give them and internal-revenue laws 
that will follow; and instead of having a standing army of Amer- 
ican soldiers there, we can follow the wise example of Diaz in 
Mexico, who has taken the brigands from the mountains and 
made them soldier citizens, and has thereby secured the best police 
officers in the world. We can take native inhabitants for what- 
ever soldiers may be needed and officer them with men trained in 


our Regular Army and thus insure peace and uillity in the 
islands, this method, Mr. Chairman, the United States Gov- 
ernment place no new burdens upon our le. Our acqui- 


sition of those islands and our government of them will na 
wider avenue for our trade. The surplus products of our farms 
and factories will find a market there and in the far east which 
would otherwise remain closed to us were the reactionary doc- 
trine advocated by Democratic members of this House and the 
Senate to be adopted and followed. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States has stood 
forth thro all of the great crises of the war and the problems 
that have followed it as one of the greatest statesmen of his time. 
He has shown qualities that have not only aroused the admiration 
of his political enemies, but that have even s ised his personal 
and political friends. From the first notes of war to this blessed 
hour every step that he has taken has been so well timed as not 
only to represent 5 sentiment of the Republic, but 
has been so wisely taken that history will vindicate his every 
action. [Applause on the Republican side.] Men may stand on 
this floor and denounce him, but when the grave of oblivion shall 
have closed over them his name will be recorded in the brightest 
pages in the history of our Republic. It falls to the lot of those 
who hold exalted positions to have detractors. He is only 16 
riencing what was meted out to the sainted Lincoln during hi 
Administration from the venomous lips of the political enemies of 
his party and policy. 

tory almost repeats itself in many of the ressions that 
have been indulged in by gentlemen on this floor in their discussion 
of the questions now under consideration. For the benefit of those 
men who to-day are denouncing President McKinley and insisting 
that his attitude is indefensible, I wish to call their attention to 
some of the expressions that their Democratic predecessors used 
during the dark and stormy period of the civil war. Senator 
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Polk, on the 10th of July, 1861, in the Senate of the United States, 
said, in discussing war measures: 


That war has been brought on by the President of the United States of his 
own motion and of his own wrong; and under what circumstances? 


Mr. Vallandigham, on the same day, in the House, said: 
I will not now venture to assert what may yas some day be made to ap- 
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Puerto Rico? Why is our acknowledged “ plain duty ” now aban- | 
doned and this oppressive bill sought to be forced upon a helpless ~ 
people? Isit a patriotic or is it a political condition that has 
wrought this wonderful change? 

There is not an intelligent or a candid mind in this country that 
does not know that this change has been induced by the political 


pear, that the subsequent acts of the Admi tion and its enormous and | necessities of the coming Presidential election. 
rsistent infractions of the Constitution, its h-handed tions of = : = 
Sawer, formed any par’ DA catinerate cons high’ overthrow the present | We are told by the inspired and the well informed that this 


measure is not intended to be ent and that in the not far 
distant future free trade with Puerto Rico will be established. 

We are told that this bill is intended as a precedent to establish 
the doctrine that Congress has the power to create different cus- 
tom ue in our new possessions from those existing in this 
country. 

We were told by those representing the sugar and the tobacco 
interests, when they appeared before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, that they insisted upon the custom duties on the products 
of Puerto Rico not because any serious evils could accrue to this 
country through any importations from there, but because the 
are afraid that unless duties are imposed upon Puerto Rican oats 
ucts, it will be used as a precedent for granting free trade with 
the Philippine Islands, which snay greatly fear, 

We are told by Republican politicians and newspapers that un- 
less these custom duties are . upon Puerto Rico, it will be 
argued during the Presiden campaign with force and effect 
that the same policy will be pursued with the Philippine Islands, 
and that this might result in the loss of a great many votes to the 
Republican party. 

hus, Mr. Chairman, it is evident that this bill has its inspira- 
tion not in justice, not in right, but in selfishness and in petty par- 
E is be abandoned fi 

“plai uty” to a on or a supposed party 

advantage. One million of unfortunate people whom the fate of | 
war has placed completely at our mercy are to be sacrificed and 
denied justice and right ause it is thought by some that the 
Sees of the Republican party require it. 
_ Mr. Chairman, when this bill passes it will be the first chapter 
in the legislative history of our new possessions, and be it said to 
the disgrace of the Republican party that that chapter was writ- 
ten in wrong and in injustice for the purpose of carrying a Presi- 
dential election. 

If we are to extend our possessions and inaugurate a colonial 
system, wisdom dictates that it should begin in justice, liberality, 
and equality. Butif our colonial policy must be dominated by 
partisan party 8 as this bill indicates, it can but commence 
in disgrace and terminate in disaster. 

And we are told, again, that the bill must be passed to establish 
a certain principle. 

What is that principle so dear that this bill must to vindi- 
cate? Is it proposed to establish the doctrine that Congress has 
unlimited power of legislation for the e eee le unre- 
strained by any of the provisions of the Federal Constitution, and 
that it can entirely disregard the provision of the Constitution re- 
quiring uniformity of custom duties throughout the United States, 
and that it can establish any rate of duty it sees fit between the 
States and the territories or possessions? 

In short, the doctrine claimed is that the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico and of the ere Islands are slaves of the imperial will 
of Congress, and in life, in liberty, and in property are entirely | 
subject to its decrees. 

This is the pernicious doctrine proposed and sought to be estab- 
lished by the Republican party. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no new doctrine in American history. 
This Republic owes its birth to the effort on the part of the Brit- 
ish Parliament to establish precisely the same principle. 

The principles here maintained by the opposition are in every 
respect similar to those contended for at the time of the American 
Revolution by George III. The issues are the same. The reasons \ 
given are the same. 

At that time it was claimed that the British Parliament was ab- 
solute sovereign in America; that Parliament had a right to im- 
pone any tax it wished in America; that it could regulate the con- 

itions upon which American goods should enter the British 
markets, and also the conditions upon which British goods should 
enter the American markets, 

It was contended that the British constitution, with its safe- 
guards and its inestimable privileges, did not extend to America; 
pa 52 Americans were but absolute subjects of the British Par- 

men 

To carry into effect these pernicious principles, the British Par- 
liament passed the infamous stamp act. The speeches in Parlia- 
ment in advocacy of that measure bear a striking resemblance to 
those delivered by the opposition in behalf of this bill. 

rd Grenville, in that debate, said that the purpose of the 
stamp act was “to establish the undoubted authority of the Brit- 
ish legislation in all cases whatsoever.” 

The advocates of this bill claim that its purpose is to establish 


‘orm of Federal blican government and to establish a strong central- 
ized government in its stead. 

Senator Breckinridge, in the Senate, said: 

Then, Mr. President, the Executive of the United States has assumed 

tive powers. The Executive of the United States has assumed i 

cial powers. The executive power belongs to him by the Constitution. He 

has, therefore, concentrated in his own hands executive, legislative, and ju- 

dicial rs, which in every age of the world has been the very definition of 
— 1 and exercises them y. 

Mr. Burnett, in the House, on July 16, 1861, said: 

Isay the Republican will be held responsible for the unha; con- 
dition of our country tae Isay, in my place here now, that the — y dis- 
unionists per se this country has ever been cursed with are the leaders of the 
Republican party. 

Again, on July 24, 1861, he said: 

You are wri , by indorsing and ratifying the illegal acts of this Admin- 
titration, one E oI indon blackest pages — the ee of this country. 

Mr. Voorhees, of Indiana, on February 20, 1862, said: 

A stupendous fraud has been practiced on the nation, and the Army of 
the United States has been obtained by fraud. 

On May 21,1862, Mr. Voorhees said: 

Is this the of republican simplicity, or are we rted to the da 
of E to the eee scenes of the Roman Cæsars? 

Senator Davis, on February 16, 1864, said: 

But in our free and limited government of a written constitution, Presi- 
dent Lincoln and his pary, in utter of its limitations and restric- 
tions, are making for him the same boun and despotic powers * * * 
wae the Plantagenets and Tudors and first Stuarts contended for in Eng- 


I read these extracts from > eg ee made by Democrats of a 
former generation to show to the Republicans of this House that 
in pursuing the policy that has been outlined by our party and in 
sustaining the Administration we are subjecting ourselves to no 
fiercer criticisms than those hurled against the first President the 
Republican party gave to this country. We have nothing to fear 
from these base and groundless charges. Our duty, in my judg- 
ment, is clear, and that is, to fearlessly and conscientiously pro- 
vide for the great merginos that has been placed upon us by this 
war with Spain. [Applause on the Republican side.] Let us dis- 
charge our duty with a firmness and intrepidity that characterized 
the action of our fathers when the dark cloud of civil war over- 
hung our national horizon, and the people of to-day will as surely 
approve our conductas did the eof a generation ago approve 
the conduct of President Lincoln and his advisers when they were 
exercising every power of the Constitution for the maintenance of 
the 2 and the integrity of our Federal Republic. [Prolonged 
a use. à 

| 25 r. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, the President, in his annual 
message to Congress, told us that it was our plain duty to abol- 

ish all customs tariff between the United States and Puerto Rico, 

and to give to her products free access to our markets.” He forci- 
bly pointed out the reasons that made this duty imperative. 
Fotlowin this, Mr, PAYNE, the chairman of the Committee on 

Ways and Means and the leader of the Republican majority of 

this House, introduced a bill carrying out the recommendations 

of the President. At that time there was practical unanimity in 
both the Democratic and the Republican party that the reciprocal 
benefits of free trade should exist between Puerto Rico and this 
country. But in the last few weeks the entire policy of the Re- 

ublican party in dealing with this matter has been reversed. 

he plain duty” so pointedly presented by the President has 
ceased to exist, and a erent idea of justice, of right, and of wis- 

dom seems now to him and his let 2 

Mr. POWERS, ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. Le 

Mr. POWERS. I understand the gentleman to intimate that 
the President had changed his attitude. 

Mr. SWANSON. Isimply say that those in authority have made 
the statement that he has changed it. I hope he has not. 

Mr. POWERS. Has any authorized statement come from him? 

Mr. SWANSON. 1 have seen none emanating from him. 

There has been no change in the conditions of Puerto Rico or of 
this country to produce this change in the President's mind or in 
that of his party. The unfortunate people of that island are still 
immersed in poverty and in wretchedness and still have denied to 
them the markets of the world for the sale of their products. 
Every reason assigned in the President’s message for free trade 
with Puerto Rico exists with redoubled force to-day. If at that 
time it was “our plain duty” to extend them free trade, it is 
doubly so to-day. Fa Mt 5 4 

Why, then, sirs, this sudden change of policy in dealing with 
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in our possessions the undoubted authority of the American Con- 
gress in all cases whatsoever. 

But the similarity does not cease here. To make the iniquitous 
stamp act tolerable to the Americans, it provided that the revenue 
derived from it should not be remitted to England, but should be 
‘retained and expended in America. 

So this bill provides that the sum collected under it shall be ex- 
pended in Puerto Rico. Hence the Puerto Ricans are told, as 
were our forefathers, that this makes the bill eminently just and 
wise. 

The person who drew this bill must have had before him the in- 
famous stamp act and must have used it as a prototype for this 
iniquitous measure. 

e able gentlemen who have argued in favor of this measure 
and of the power of Congress must have had their minds illumined 
and their views strengthened by reading the hes of Lord 
Grenville, of Lord North, and of Charles Townshend in ing 
i 3 of the stamp act and of the power of the Bri Par- 
‘liamen 

Mr. Chairman, in contradistinction to these pernicious British 
contentions, our forefathers maintained that taxation and represen- 
tation went hand in hand; that all government derived its just 
powers from the consent of the governed, and that they were 

ritish subjects, entitled to all the benefits of the British constitu- 


tion. 
The two gor leadersin this contention were George III on the 
one side and George Washington on the other. 


It was thought that at least in America the fight was forever 
and finally settled in favor of George Washington and of his in- 
estimable principles, but it seems those who believe in the 
principles of George III are to-day in authority and in power in 
the United States. His iniquitous doctrines, his pernicious princi- 
plesof parliamentary d tism, reappear in the American Congress 
to-day in this bill, which is sanctioned and supported by the Re- 
patios party. When the roll is called upon this bill every 

presentative must auswer whether he is a follower of George 
Ill or of George Washington. E plause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the injustice of this bill is equal to that sought 
to be inflicted by the British upon the Americans at the time of 
the Revolution. This bill fixes the terms upon which the goods 
and products of Puerto Rico can be offered for sale in the markets 
of this country and also the terms upon which the peupie of 
Puerto Rico must purchase our goods. Thus we claim the power 
of controlling their sales to us and also their purchases from us, 
This is a dangerous power which no nation should possess over 
another and one which will always be abused for the enrichment 
of the nation possessed of the power. This bill itself furnishes a 
striking instance of how such power will invariably be used, 

Now, tobacco is one of the chief products of Puerto Rico. While 
Puerto Rico was a Spanish possession the markets of Cuba and of 
Spain were open to her and consumed the entire productof Puerto 
Rican tobacco, Sinceher annexation to this country the markets 
of Cuba and of Spain have been closed to her products, and now 
Puerto Rico can look to this country alone for a market for her 
4,000,000 pounds of tobacco. This tobacco is used entirely in the 
making of a good grade of cigars. By this bill a duty of 83 cents 
will be imposed upon each pound of her tobacco that is brought 
here in a raw or unmanufactured state. Under this bill, if t 
same tobacco is manufactured into cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes 
in Puerto Rico and imported into this country, it will becompelled 
to pay in customs duties and internal-revenue taxes $3.13 per 
pound. Thus by this bill thirty-five times more is charged in cus- 
toms duties and taxes on cigars than on the raw leaf. Thus the 
bill, if it gives any 1 gives scarcely any to the farmers 
and producers of tobacco in this country, but extends it all to the 
cigar manufacturers. 

X ae LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Is not that simply the internal- revenue tax? 

Mr. SWANSON. No; I will explain that to you. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to have the gentleman lain it. 

Mr. SWANSON. They charge 25 per cent under the Dingley 
bill as a customs duty, and the bill provides in addition to that 
that they shall pay the internal-revenue tax as a customs duty, 
and then it has to pay the internal-revenue tax as an internal- 
revenue tax when it comes into this country, making $3.13 per 


pound. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not understand it in that way. 

Mr. SWANSON. The purpose of this is plain and evident. 
The clear intention of the bill is to force all of the leaf tobacco 
raised in Puerto Rico to be imported into this country and to be 
here manufactured into cigars. Its purpose is to close every cigar, 
cheroot, and cigarette factoryin Puerto Rico and to transfer them 
to this country. The sinister motive behind this bill is to discour- 
age and to destroy any manufacturing developments in that island. 
It intends to confine the 1,000,000 people in that unhappy island 


3 raw materials to be imported here for the purposes of 
manufac g. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an outrage. It is precisely the same in- 
iquitous policy that Britain sought to inflict upon the American 
colonies when we rebelled and refused to submit. 

In Puerto Rico there are about 300 people to every square mile, 
and the island will be powerless to support its vast population 
unless permitted to embark in manufacturing enterprises. The 
Laer purpose of this bill and of the Republican party is to pro- 

ibit thi 

While this bill will require the payment of $3.13 for every pound 


of their cigars seeking our markets, yet it opens their markets to 
our cigar makers on the payment of only $1.13 per pound. This 
is such an inequality that it should shock every person’s sense of 
justice and right. The shame becomes deeper when we reflect 


that the act is directed against a helpless people who can only pro- 
test, but must submit. 

We are told by the eloquent advocates of the new imperialistic 
policy that we hold a trusteeship under God” to care for, de- 
velop, and direct the destiny of these people. What a splendid 
illustration is here given of the discharge of this high trust. At 
the very first opportunity the so-called ‘‘ divinely appointed trus- 
tees” despoil the dependent wards. [Applanse.] 

Sir, this Government interfered in Cuba an 
because Spanish injustice and despotism had become intolerable. 
So, if Imistake not, the American people consented to shed the 
precious blood of their sons and to spend vast treasures to relieve 
an oppressed people, and not to become heirs of the vicious Span- 


ish system. 

What has been the conduct of our Government toward the in- 
habitants of Puerto Rico? We found there a peaceful community 
and 1 & prosperous ple. They possessed in Cuba 
and in Spain ample markets at which to sell, at a remunerative 
price, their three chief products—coffee, sugar,andtobacco. They 
enjoyed a large share of local self-government and had representa- 
tives in the Spanish Cortes. 

To-day all the markets of the world are closed to them and they 
are deprived of all the opportunities by treaty or otherwise of 
securing them. Their products can find no sale. To-day discon- 
tent and depression everywhere pervades theisland, Debts aggre- 
gating more than $50,000,000 burden these people. All industries 
are destroyed; all business paral Thousands of people are 
in the depths of starvation, and allare on the verge of bankruptcy. 
For nearly two years we have deprived this people of all civil goy- 
as and held them by the stern iron hand of military rule 

one. 

Amid all these privations there was one hope that illumined the 
darkness and gave these people patience. They felt that they were 
a part and parcel of this great ublic and that they would soon 
receive its blessings and benefits. They relied implicitly upon be- 
ing treated with justice and liberality. With the sare > of this 
bill must come disappointment, bitter and deep. By this bill, in 
their trade and commerce, they are treated as foreign territory 
and not as a part of the Union. By it they are made not citizens 
of arepublic but creatures of a Congressional despotism. By it 
they perceive that, being deprived of uniformity in taxation and 
customs duties with the rest of the Union, all of their earnings and 
products will be subject to the depredations of any selfish interest 
that may have political pull sufficient to influence Congress. 

Behold what a contrast is presented between the proposed trea 
ment of Hawaii and that of Puerto Rico. There is scarcely any 
objection from any source to extending free trade to Hawaii. In 
other words, the 300,000 tons of sugar 2 in Hawaii by 
Spreckles, the sugar king, with his contract laborers or slaves, 
shall have free and open sale in our markets yet the 60,000 tons 
of sugar produced in Puerto Rico by thousands of small farmers 
and laborers can be sold in our markets only by the payment of 
heavy duties, 

What causes this great difference? Certainly it can not be in- 
spired by any principle of proroci; for there is greater danger 
to the sugar interests of this country from the 300,000 tons of 
Hawaii than from the 60,000 tons of Puerto Rico. 

No, Mr. Chairman, be it said to the shame of the Republican 
party, the difference arises from the fact that the sugar interest 
of Hawaii is owned by a few millionaires, whose voice is potential 
in the councils of the Republican party, while that of Puerto Rico 
is owned by thousands of poor, dependent persons without political 
influence. [Applause.] This favoritism must produce great dis- 
satisfaction and discontent in Puerto Rico, and justly so. But, 
say the opposition, the inhabitants of Puerto Rico should acquiesce. 
Why, say they, are we not their imperial masters? Have we not, 
in exercise of our despotic power, the right to give to some and to 
withhold from others? As divine sovereigns, say they, have we 
not the right to select favorites and to shower them with all the 
favor and benefits and at the same time make others feel the 
crushing hand of our power? 

This is imperialism. Thisis the new mission and the aspiration 
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Sirs, those who are behind this bill and 


who eee that they can induce the American 

this policy by the opportunities afforded to despoil the ple of 
our new ions, do not read aright the American character 
and are forgetful of the glorious itions of our history. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of this great Republic are a broad- 
minded, generous-hi le, with an acute sense of justice 
and of right. They will visit with severe condemnation any 
party or set of men who wantonly oppress a helpless people. 

They embarked in me Bpanta ee to 5 dee of 
an oppressed people and not the despoilers of a depen people. 
They oing with filial affection to their Federal Constitution, 
which with its broad justice insures to all parts of this great Re- 

ublic uniformity and equality of burdens, uniformity and equal- 
iy of benefits. [Applanse.] 

t, Mr. Chairman, it is said that this bill is intended more to 
establish a precedent to control us in our future dealings withthe 
1 


to adopt 


ds than anything else. 
being true, it is eminently wise that this bill should be pro- 
mulgated there among the Insurgents asa measure of pacification. 
I have = Porcini sy the Wee Fi Las ES would 3 
ion upon i o and his followers, an t 
it would give them a higher conception of the noble purposes of 
erioan people toward them. Nodoubt all resistance there 
en they are told that they are chattels of the Amer- 
ican Congress, subject in life, in liberty, and in property to its 
will; that they are possessed with none of the safeguards 
of the Constitution with which all other citizens are endowed. 
No doubt the few friends we now have in the Philippine Islands 
will have their affections further cemented when they are in- 
formed that the American Congress will fix the terms upon which 
their products are sold here, and also the terms upon which they 
must purchase ours, I have no doubt that there will be an im- 
mense acclaim in those islands for America when it is understood 
that the justice and equality administered under this bill to Puerto 
vi is mild in comparison with what they may expect for them- 
ves. < 
Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, to at this time push a bill of 
this kind and character is the supreme of folly. 
We are endeavoring to overthrow an insurrection in the Philip- 
ine Islands. We are seeking to make friends there to our cause 
E profuse promises of justice and of fair dealing. With these 
promises on our lips, we with our strong arm a grievous 
wrong to a helpless and an unoffending people in Puerto Rico, a 
people who during the late Spanish war received us with open 
arms and to whom we promised all the benefits and blessings of 
our institutions. 
This bill, Mr. Chairman, will do more to fire anew the smoul- 
dering flames of insurrection in the 


pine Islands than any- 

thing else that has ha: ed since we aS foot upon her soil. 
How can we 8 to yield w: they are told that 
they will be possessed of none of vil our Constitu- 


eges 
tion, none of the guaranties of our Bill of Rights, none of the bene- 
fits of our institutions, but that they are slaves of our imperial 
will and must bear such burdens as our or caprices may 


impose? 


laces 
Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has been responsible for & 


many tical heresies; it has promulgated many pernicious 
prin but nothing in its past history can transcend in dan- 
gerous import its new doctrine of government without the Con- 
stitution. 

The Republican party is tired of the Federal Constitution, and 
desires to exploit our new possessions without its restraints. 
Hence this party stands to-day committed to the doctrine that the 
Federal Constitution applies only to the States of the Union, and 
not to its Territories or other ions, 

It contends that section 3, Article IV of the Constitution, pro- 
viding that ‘‘ Congress shall have por to dispose of and make 
all needful re tions respecting the territory and other property 
belonging to the United States,” gives unrestricted power 
of 1 tion for the Territories. But this contention can not be 
maintained. The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that while 
the power of Congress to legislate for the Territories is full and 

mary, it must be subject to the guaranties, restraints, and 
provisions of the Federal Constitution. 

Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott case, says: 

The bein; v 
322 
spective rights defined and marked out; and the Federal Government can 


exercise no power over person or property beyond what that instrument 
confers nor lawfully deny any right which . 


Chief Justice Waite, in National Bank vs. Yankton 


0 (101 U. S., 
182), in discussing the power of Congress over 8 


„Says: 
But is „and for the of this department of its 
898 du ee fho power of the people of tho United States, 
except such as been express}: reserved 

tions of the Constitution, Teeny 


In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 162) the court said: 


Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories whi 
shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to theca 


stitutlon e forbids such legislation. 
In Sprin vs, Thomas (166 U. S., 707), a case from the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, the court said: 


In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a vor- 
2 an essential sg pei aT by jury in ag eee cases. 0 i 
of Congress could no part the power to change the constitutional rule an: 
could not be treated as attempting to do so. 

In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346) Justice Harlan says: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 
the United States is no longer an open question. 


In Murphy us. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15) the court says: 


If there were further doubt that the Constitution of the United 
States extends te all territory subject to the authority of the 
en. 12, U. 8. 50. 0 be e ee 3 of Callan vs. Wil- 
son. . 8.,.550. ongress an act permitting jus- 
tices in the District of Columbia to inflict 5 in certain 
cases without providing for jury trial, as guaranteed in the Fed- 
eral Constitution. It was insisted b Callan that the act was 
void, being repugnant to the Fed Constitution. It was in- 
sisted by the Attorney-General that ess had unlimited power 
over the District, and that the provisions of the Federal Consti- 
tution could not restrain it, since section 8, Article I of the Con- 
stitution, in enumerating the powers of Congress, provided— 

‘To exercise exclusive legislation over such District (not exceeding 10 miles 
square) as — by cession of particular States and the accsptance of Con- 
gress, become the seat-of the Government of the United States. 

Jet the court held that Congress did not have power to legis- 
late for the District, unrestrained by the Federal Constitution, 
but that the Constitution extended over the District, and that the 
act of Congress in permitting the infliction of punishment with- 
out jury trial was contrary to the sixth amendment, hence void. 

The doctrine that the Constitution extends to the Territories is 
further settled by decisions upon section 8, Article I of the Con- 
stitution, which provides: 

But all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

The meaning of this provision and the extent of its a 
have been fully determined by the Su ə Court of the United 
States. ief Justice Marshall, in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 
Wheat., 217), in rendering the opinion of the court upon the ques- 
tion, says: 

The eighth section of the 
collect — 8 duties, — a a A a i a a powa to rena 
tioned. This grantisgeneral, without limitation as to place. It consequently 

Governm this could be 


lication 


extends to all places over which the entextends. If 
doubted, the doubt is removed 


e These words “but 
orm throughout the U: 
It will coni 


by the subsequent words, which — 1 the 
States. 
not 


duties, imposts, and excises shall uni- 


term the whole or 
? Certainly this question Eea d 
or the terri- 
Maryland 
sposition of importa, Anties anA oxeleas 
should be observed in the one than in the other. A 
The case of Cross, ete., vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 164) isequally 
as decisive in determining that in our new possessions the im- 
posts, duties, and excises collected there must be uniform with 
those in the States. The facts in that case are as follows: The 
treaty of peace was made between the United States and Mexico 
on the 3d of February, 1848. By that treaty California was ceded 
to the United States. As soon as this was done the Government 
authorities at Washington directed their subordinates in Califor- 
nia to.at once collect the customs duties there on goods from for- 
eign countries, as provided by the laws of the United States. 
Congress did not the act extending the custom laws of the 
United States to California and designating therein a port of en- 
try until the 3d of March, 1849, Between the 8d of February, 
1848, and the 8d of March, 1849, Cross brought to the port at San 
Francisco goods upon which Harrison, the Government subordi- - 
nate, demanded payment of duties under the laws of the United 
States. Cross:paid under protest and afterwards brought suit to 
recover the amount paid. His contention was that the custom 
laws of the United States did not extend to California until the 
act of Congress extending them was passed; hence the amount 
was illegally collected, having been paid before the act was passed. 
The courts held that the custom laws extended to California as 
soon as it was ceded, and therefore the amount was properly col- 
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In delivering the opinion in this case Justice Wayne says: 
to be landed in the port at San Francisco would be 
Constitution which enjoins that all duties, 
shall be uniform throughout the Uni 
it must be clear that no such right exists, and that there was nothing in the 
at 


with the United ited for 


its regulation as a belligerent right. 

Mr. Chairman, the overwhelming weight of authorities and of 
decisions of our Supreme Court maintain the that 
territory belonging to the United States is held under and subject 
to the tution; that Congress has not despotic power in 
islating there, but that it must be controlled by the constitutional 
des being the legal i terpretation, it is decidedly the wisest 

es egal in g y wises 

interpretation. If the doctrine of the opposition eee there 
can be no enlargement of our territory except by force of arms. 
No nation will willingly consent to unite her destiny with ours 
when they clearly understand that they are of none of 
the privileges and immunities of our Constitution, but are mere 
chattels, subject to the despotic will of Congress. 
doctrine prevails, there can be no expansion of this country except 
by conquest. All additions to it will consist of unwilling subjects, 
held by military power, which will be a source of loss and of 
weakness, and not of profit or strength. 

If our contentions prevail, it will be understood that wherever 
the American flag waves, wherever American power or jurisdi 
tion pon siere goes with = the ig 8 with its 
justice, equality, an ion of life, liberty, Property. 

en many nations be anxious and willing to unite their des- 
tiny with ours. Thus our doctrine will mean expansion like that 
of Texas, like that of Louisiana and of others, where brave and 
high-spirited people would be glad to share with us the blessings 
of our institutions. 

Besides, I for one am unwilling to make a and parcel of 
this country of any people to whom the Federal Constitution 
would be a curse instead of a blessing. Iam unwilling to clothe 
the executive power of this country with all the vast powers with 
which it would have to be vested in order to govern our new pos- 
sessions without having that power 5 by the just restric- 
tions of the Federal Constitution. That Constitution can work 
no evil anywhere to those whose intentions are good and whose 


are rig 

£ Whether in Puerto Rico or in the Philippine Islands, with that 
Constitution overshadowing and protecting the people, we have 
assurances that there will be no N of power and that the in- 
habitants of these islands will have guaranteed to them the bless- 
i of free and liberal institutions. 

he Constitution is a hindrance only to those who seek to despoil 
their people and who would make slaves of them for their selfish 


Poe Chi 3 
Chairman, no empire can endure long which is composed 
of subdivisions of which some are rulers and the others ruled. 
In such an empire there is ceaseless discontent, ceaseless turmoil, 
ceaseless jealousies, which in the couse of time produce civil war, 
insurrection, and finally disintegration. This condition has been 
Sao paiol cause of the downfall of all of the great empires of the 
wor 

If we are a wise people we will have no expansion except that 
which is solid and natural, that which is composed of a homo- 
„„ of a people who can ultimately be 
made so. 

If we will take the broad and sensible ground that our Consti- 
tution covers all the territory belonging to us and that Congress 
in legislating for our territory has full and plenary powers, but 
that these powers must be exercised under the Constitution, then 
we will adopt a system which in the long run will and must 
duce a united, solid, and homogeneous nation without bickering, 
without jealousy, and without discontent. 

I view with profound apprehension this new doctrine which 
proposes to make a vast distinction in the rights, in the privi i 
and in the immunities between the citizens of the States and of 
the Territories. 

It makes the States that constitute the Republic the head of an 
empire, which empire is subject entirely to the despotic will of 
the States. Special interests in these States will be desirous of 
enriching themselves at the expense of the empire, and political 
pea will bid for the support of these special interests in the 

tes by offering greater opportunities to despoil the people of 
the Territories, 

The very bill before us shows how the cigar-manufacturing 
interest of this country has been sufficiently potential with the 
Republican party to induce it to force this iniquitous bill upon 
Puerto Rico. 

In the course of time there will happen in this country the same 


g 


this | our 


where the votes of citizens were obtained 
by allowing depredations upon the unhappy people of the outlying 
ces. 


vin 
When we adopt this system—this new pr 
simply returning to the old colonial system of Rome, of S 
Po and of other nations, that has been discarded and proved 
to be fertile in disaster only. s 
I am opposed to any permanent retention of the Philippine Is- 


that happened to Rome, 


system we are 
of 


lands. I believe that our wisest policy is to leave them as quickly 
as we can with honor and with safety. But if we are to remain 
there permanently, I believe the wisest course to pursue is to let 


all | the people of those islands understand that they are American 


citizens, and as such are entitled to all of our privileges, im- 
munities, and blessings. Let them understand that they have 
in the Federal Constitution a safe guaranty of justice, of equality, 
and of protection of life, liberty, and property, which no power 
of Congress and no power of the Executive can alienate or destroy. 

It is only by such a course and by a liberal, just, and equitab 
government that we can ever expect them to be reconciled or to 
transform them into friends instead of our enemies, 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind this is one of the most dangerous 
bills that have ever been offered in Congress since the formation of 


ent. 
It will end the history of the Republic and open the history of 
the empire. 

It dethrones the Goddess of Liberty and elevates the demon of 
power. 

It destroys constitutional government and creates a Congres- 
sional despotism. 

3 It a por the pop emer ppi — — bills to follow in or- 
er augura e new stic régime. 

It is an nistic to all the traditions of our country, to all the 
principles of our Government, and will, I believe, be the com- 
mencement of much di ce and of much disaster. [Applause. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the committee rose; an 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committes had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
e Sie when the signed the same: 

H. R. 5493. An act for the relief of claimants having suits 
against the United States pending in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, amend- 
ing the act of March 3, 1887. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. LACEY, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leavin 
copies, the papers in the case of Mahala A. Dahliman, Fifty-fif 
Congress, no adverse having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. PEARCE of Mis- 
souri, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the Honse, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of John Dinsbeer, - 
Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows; 
PE r Aapje for one day, on account of necessary absence 

om the 5 

To Mr. BALL, for three days, on account of illness, 

To Mr. FORDNEY, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. ATWATER, for three days, on account of sickness. 
CONSIDERATION OF NICARAGUA CANAL BILL, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the 6th day of next month be set apart for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 2538. 

Mr. BROSIUS. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN 
asks unanimous consent that March 6 be set apart for the consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 2538, being the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Ido not want to object to that, 
but I want to make this suggestion. I am for the Nicaragua 
bill, but my colleagues seem to have some views on that, and ow- 
ing to the absence of many members from the House I wish to 
suggest that it seems to me the request ought to be submitted 
85 ress ie full pace pot I DAER that not iu the way of 
an objection, but an appeal to my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, unless there is an understanding 
ee ee g from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], chairman of Committee 
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F in regard to this bill, I shall havs to object 


Mr. HEPBURN. Take your own responsibility. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e should like to hear what gentlemen 
are saying. It is im ble to hear over here. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o'clock and 58 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

ee were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 

Aletter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—to the Com- 
mittee on 88 and ordered to be printed. 

Aletter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution submitting a request for transfer of an appropriation 
for certain expenses for the year 1899—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appro riation for construction of barracks at prov- 
ing ground, Sandy Hook—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
oe Sene and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7725) to establish 
mining experiment stations to aid in the development of the min- 
eral resources of the United States, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 381); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANSDELL, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

767) to grant an American register to the steamer Windward, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 392); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Jalendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 

following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 

ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4795) granting 
an increase of pension to John O'Connor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 877); which said bill 
and de were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1284) for the relief of W. H. L. 
Pepperell, of Concordia, Kans., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 378); Which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2824) to pay certain judg- 
ments against John C. Bates and Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain 
and first lieutenant in the United States Army, for acts done by 
them under orders of their superior officers, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 379); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UNDER L, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6749) for the relief of 
Mary A. Swift, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by areport (No. 380); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2232) for the relief of 
Louis Weber, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 383); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3767) granting a on to John W. Hartley 
Committee on Pensions . , and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4538) to pay just compensation to Willian Wheeler 
Hubbell for his invention of high-power steel guns, and improve- 
ments in other guns made and adopted by the United States for 
its military service and Navy at the present time—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5340) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brown—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

755 oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8751) to amend section 13 of the 
act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States, approved March 
3, 1899—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 8752) to prevent the sell- 
ing of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating drinks in any 
post exchange, or canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used 
for military purposes by the United States—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8753) authorizing the Santa Fe 
Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease its railroad, property, and 
1785 and for other purposes - to the Committee on Pacific 

ailroads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8754) to define 
renovated butter, and to impose a tax BL ia and to regulate the 
sale of the same to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8755) for the erection of a public 
mandag at Ellicott City, Md.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8756) to place the civil clerical 
force at headquarters of the United States Marine Corps on an 
equal footing with the clerical force of the Navy Department—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8757) for the erection of a public 
building at Laurel, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8758) toincrease limit of cost of 

st-office building at Carrollton, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 

ic Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. DERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8774) to equalize and 
regulate the duties of the judges of the district courts of the 
se States in the State of Alabama—to the Committce on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) pro- 
hibiting the transportation of wood pulp, printing paper, and so 
forth, from one State to another—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Py Mr. JOY: A resolution (H. Res. 155) relative to the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana Territory by 
the United States—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 156) relating to the 
oopa aa aioa of H. R. 2538 on March 6, 1900—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 157) relatin 
clause 6, Rule XXIV, of the rules of the 
on Rules, 


to the amendment of 
ouse—to the Committee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOOK: A bill (H. R. 8759) granting a pension 
to Adda Tubbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8760) granting a pension to- Pias 
Pa: of Idaho Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, ` 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 8761) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Moore, alias 
Wiliam Moorey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H, R. 8762) granting a pension to 
Joseph W. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1900. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2013 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8763) . pension to Abraham Levi- 
nvali 


son—to the Committee on ensions. : 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 8764) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert C. Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8765) for the relief 
of John C. Smith—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8766) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. J 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8767) granting an increase in 
pension to H. P. Mann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8768) granting increase in pension to B. F. 
Shirt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8769) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Frances King—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8770) granting a 
pension to Hannah Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman A. Sayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8772) to 
amyant the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Arring- 
ton Purify, administrator of Thomas Purify, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8773) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Penelope 
Auzburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of Anna M. Ross Camp, No. 1, Sons 
of Veteraxh, Division of Pennsylvania, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill prohibiting the use of uniforms or semblance 
of uniforms worn by United States soldiers or State militia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, with ref- 
erence to the bill for the encouragement of the American mer- 
ee ee the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

sheries. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of late members of Missouri 
militia regiments of St. Clair, Mo., asking that the names of sol- 
diers who served in the Missouri State Militia be placed on the pen- 
sion rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the National Building Trades Council, pro- 
testing against the passage of a bill pron onog Soket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Forei mmerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Central District Medical Society of Mis- 
souri, against the passage of Senate bill No. 34, prohibiting vivi- 
section to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petition of the Latin-American Club of St. Louis, Mo., in 
favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Letter Carriers’ Fraternal and 
Benevolent Association, relative to the retirement and pay of civil 
employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil ce. 

, resolutions of the Medical Association of Georgia, 3 
that the Surgeon-General of the United States have the rank an: 
pay of major-general—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Leadville, 
Colo., naines leasing of public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Topeka (Kans.) Academy 
of Medicine and Surgery, against the of House bill No. 
1144, relating to the prevention of further cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, in favor of free trade with rto Rico—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
143, of Lincoln, Nebr., against the admission free of duty or the 
lowering of the duty on cigars imported from Puerto Rico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Statement of John W. Cass, in support of 
the bill for the erection of a public building at Woonsocket, R. L— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, resolution of the New England Shoe and Leather Associa- | Cl 


tion. in favor of free trade with Puerto Rico—to the Committee 
on Ways on Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Remonstrance of J. C. Stanner & Co. 
and others, of Pana, III., against the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, bar pilots, and citizens, all of Sabine Pass, Tex., for an ap- 
propriation to establish light and fog-signal station on Sabine 


Bank, Texas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of G. E. Swan, of Beaver 


Dam, Wis., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chemung Valley Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, relative to Puerto Rican tariff - to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of members of the select and common councils 
of Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

Also, 1 to accompany House bill to increase the pension 
of Joseph L. Thomas to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Cotton Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 728 and 
House bill No. 5499, to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr, ESCH: Resolutions adopted by Ci Makers’ Local 
Union No. 61, of La Crosse, Wis.,in relation to the reclamation and 
settlement of public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
at their thirteenth annual meeting, held in Washington, D. C., 
favoring the p of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of 
exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring the appointment of a commission for extend- 
in oe with China and Japan—to the Committee on Foreign 


Also, memorial of N. O. Murphy, governor of Arizona, with 
reference to arid-land reclamation and water storage—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also, resolution of the New York Mercantile Exchange, indors- 
ing House bill No. 7667, relative to the branding of cheese—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Alonzo O. Bliss, Washington, D. C., for the re- 
peal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumery, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Grand Lodge of Vermont, In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars, E. M. Campbell, secretary, 
praying for more stringent legislation against the sale of liquors 
ee Army canteens—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


c. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, for the better a of the Territory of Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Building Trades Council of 
America, H. W. Steinbiss, St. Louis, Mo., secretary, protesting 

inst the passage of bili prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring the establishment of an uptown branch of 
the New York City post-office—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Lena P. Cowdin, of New York City, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 6879, relating to the em- 
poent of graduate women nurses in the hospital service of the 

nited States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petitions of George T. Henry, A. W. Nieder- 
riter, ane 3 citizens ee Clarion bc Aiaia $ 95 5 the pas- 
sage of a imposing a tax upon oleomar; e, butterine, ete.— 
to the Committee on Ways eet ee 

By Mr, HITT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5134, grant- 
ing increase of pension to J. F. ison—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No. 152, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Ottumwa, Iowa, in relation to eight-hour 
law and prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Nebraska Beet Sugar As- 
sociation, with reference to duties on sugar to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3871, grant - 
ing a pension to W.J. Worthington, of Greenup County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the claim of James 
M. Catlett, of Fauquier Station, Va.—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of C. W. Porter and other citizens 
of e, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 8 

By Mr. STARE: Petition of C. P. Metcalf and 42 others, of Carl - 
ton and vicinity, and F. H. Porter and 31 others, of Ware, all in the 
Fourth Congressional district of Nebraska, urging a clause in the 
Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of 


Ee ² r ee a ee a Te ee 


intoxi liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium 
trade—to the ttee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Mi Dairymen's Association, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, relative to oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of A. Howe and 41 other 
members of Post No. 29, Department of Massachusetts, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and citizens of the Fourth Congressional 
district of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 4742, for mili- 
tary instruction in the public schools—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. SEWELL, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 55) authorizing the President to appoint 
one woman oner to represent the United States and the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in 
Paris, France, in 1900. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5498) for the relief of claimants 
having suits against the United States pending in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 
1898, 3338 of March 3, 1887; and it was thereupon 
signed by the t pro tempore. 

MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By authority of joint resolution 
relating to the Memorial Association of the District of Columbia, 
approved June 14, 1892, I appoint as members of said association, 
each for the full term of years, Hon. John Hay and Judge 
Walter S. Cox; Gen. Nelson A. Miles, vice J. C. Bancroft Davis, 
resigned, for the unexpired term of two years. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SEWELL 


ted a petition of sundry druggists of Bur- 
lington County, N. J., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Daughters of the Society of 
the Revolution of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation fixing the pay of letter carriers in all cities; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of New zor ted a memorial of Local Union 


8 
ci free of duty from Puerto Rico or the Philippine Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Commission Mer- 
Senn aaa Game Sare ee ot stm eg (aps antes 
against the enactmen legislation a e shipment o 
wild game from one State to another; ee referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also ee, a tion of the Industrial Council of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., praying that all the remaining public lands be held 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of title to 
any of the lands be made to any but actual settlers and home 
builders on the lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., and a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which were 
referred to the Committee on erce. a 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorials of John B. Bowers, of 
Catletts, Va.; of owg y Doyle, of Craigville, Va., and of J. T. 
Oliver, of Ivy Depot, Va., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the regulation of shipments of game 
from one State to another; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men's Association 
of Manchester, Va., praying for the enactment of 1 tion to 

romote the commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United 
tates, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions of the legislature of the 

onwealth of husetts, relative to an appropriation by 
Congress for the improvement of Boston Harbor. I ask that the 
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resolutions may be read in full and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 3 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year 1900. 
Resolutions relative to an appropriation by the Compress of the United States 
for the improvement of Boston bor. 


Whereas large sums of money haye been expended by the Commonwealth 
ocks in Boston Harbor; and 


t 
States is here ested to 
; and that the Senators and s 
Congress are requested 
endeavors toward this end. Pits e. 
Resolved, That pronesty abteastes copies of these resolutions be sent to the 


presi officers of both branches of and to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 6, 1900. 


Adopted: Sent up for concurrence. 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, February 9, 1900. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William S. Flint and 99 
other druggists of Worcester, Mass., praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Ramsey County Med- 
ical Society of Minnesota, praying for the establishment of homes 
or colonies where lepers can be segre ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a memorial of Stone Masons’ Union No. 4, of 
Duluth, n., remonstrating against the cession of public lands 
to the States and Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a protest from about 30 farm- 
ers in Cheshire County, N. H., most of whom, I think, if not all, 
are producers of tobacco. Their protest is against the free im- 
portation of tobacco and agricultural products from any part of 
the world. I ask that the memorial go to the Committee on 
Finance, The Puerto Rican bill having been , the memo- 
rial would ordinarily lie on the table, but I should like to have it 
go to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Sacramento County Humane 
Society of California, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- 
3 h was referred to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 


Adopted in concurrence. 
A true copy. 
Attest: aid 


g He also ted a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, Lal. and a pe 


Phony, Osis benyhia fee the ccowtrabtion ot Gis Micaraqus SRAI, 

, Cal., praying for the ction of the Nicaragua Canal; 
whisk: was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., pra — an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of theinner harborat San Pedro, inthat State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
uois Club of San Fran- 


Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a petition signed by the senators and assem- 
blymen of the Califo State legislature, praying that an appro- 


Agency at San Jacinto, in that State; which was referred to the 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Union of Vallejo, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the work- 
ingmen employed in the nayy-yards, naval stations, etc., to secure 
an annual leave of absence with pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the merchant marine of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 36, Carpenters 
and Joiners, of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating against the cession 
of the public lands to any other than actual settlers and home 
builders; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., pra; for the of the so-called ship-subsidy 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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Mr, KYLE presented a memorial s De Commerc ser of 
Sturgis, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion authorizing the leasing of public lands to individuals; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of John P. Tenold and 21 other 
citizens of Flandreau, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the consolidation of third and 
fourth class mail matter and for the establishment of a parcels- 
post system; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 4 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Sturgis, 
S. Dak., praying that all the remainin ag Ppor lands be held for 
actual settlers, that grazing lands sho be leased only to actual 
settlers on adjoining lands, and that reservoirs be built for flood 
waters and irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOSTER. I present resolutions adopted the Trades 
Council of Tacoma, Wash. relative to the so- ship-subsidy 
bill, and also to the proposed abolishment of the Money-Order 
Department of the postal service. Iask that the resolutions be 
printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 
TACOMA, WASH., February 16, 1900. 
Be it resolved by the Tacoma Trades Council, of the city of Tacoma, That it 
is the sense of this council— 
First. That the benefits that would accrue to the public through the enact- 
ment and operation of the Hanna-Payne iee a gi bill now before 
would be insignificant in com with the invol' 


erefor. 
t is the most useful and impor- 


exped: 
the interests of the public at 
and that the 
by the Audi- 
of 


rd. That the establishment of a system of syo banksin 
would be of incalculable benefit to the 


aff 
for their surplus earnings; that the 5 of other nations has prov 
pose practicability of the — the establishment 3 st of a vast 
e citizens deman es S 
3 United States. 
Resolved, therefore, That the sentiment is 3 to be opposed 
to the enactment of the e ee ship-subsidy 


Order ment of the and in 
part: — postal service, 


TACOMA TRADES CoUNCIL, 

[SEAL] By GEORGE V. HILL, Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER fa ato the petition of Charles Marseilles, 
FCC 

H., praying for ent of an y $ 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Tebbetts & Soule, Z. T. Camp- 
bell, A. S. Prescott, The William Eames Drug Company, and 28 
other druggists of Manchester, N. H., praying for the repeal of 
the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, meries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of George G. Towle and sundry 
other railway mail clerks of Dover, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in 
first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No 652, 
Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Elwood, Ind., and a peti- 
tion of the Trades Council of Muncie, Ind., praying that the re- 
maining public lands be held for the benefit of the whole ple 
for ac settlement, and that no title be granted to any of these 
lands except to actual settlers and home builders; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 742) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen, of Bath, 
5 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2345) to restore the pensions of widows in 
certain cases, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. SEW ELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 393) to construe an act entitled An act 
to authorize a retired list for private and noncommissioned officers 

of the United States Army,” etc., submitted an adverse ci rt 
1 which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. ` 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 


was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 
15th instant, proposing to increase the allowance for salary of 
minister resident and consul-general to Siam from $5,000 to $7,500 
per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, rted fayorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 20th instant, proponi to 
place under Class V the consulate at Chihuahua, Mexico, intended 
to be eee him to the diplomatic and consular appropris- 
tion repo! favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PROCTOR on the 20th instant, pro- 
posing to place under Class V the consulate at Milan, Italy, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was Atesa to. 

Mr. LE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, 2666) granting a pension to John M, 
3 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1094) for the relief of Greenwood Rushing, of Shelby 


County, Tenn.; 
A bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the estate of Ann Lum, deceased, 
late of Warren Coun ; 


ty, Miss. ; 
A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Margaret Champion, of Scott 
County, Miss.; 
A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Mary Ann Nagle, of Vicksburg, 


A bill (S. 1114) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Stowers, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.; 
A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of Mrs. C. L. Robinson, of Madison 


aunty, Ala.; 
A bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Thomas V. Brady, of Shelby 


unty, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Burke, 
late of Memphis, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1156) for the relief of estate of B. B. Neville, deceased, 
of Shelby County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1158) for the relief of S. L. Carpenter, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 1660) for the relief of the board of education of Boli- 
var district of Jefferson County, W. Va., 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bills (S. 1094) entitled Greenwood Rushing,” 
entitled “Ann Lum,” (8, o emtitiod Margaret Champion,” nde) mcd 
tled 5 Nagle,” E 1114) entitled “ Samuel Sto ug 

C . 1140) entitled “Thomas V. a 
Aeg “Estate ot BB Newel eee . 680) 
entitled “ Board of education, Bolivar distric ; pending in the Senate, 


titled Auges ania for the brin; 
the United States,“ approved March 2 
the same in accordance with the provisions of such act and report te 
the Senate in accordance therewith. < 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2885) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine the claim of Bvt. Capt. 
Second Lieut. James Davison, United States Army, retired, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 85 for the relief of the 1 personal representatives of 
Henry H. Sibley, deceased, repo: it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3210) authorizing the appointment and retire- 
ment of David MeMurtrie Gregg as a captain in the United States 
amy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr.STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (Š. 576) for the relief of the State National Bank 
of New Orleans, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 576 i 2 ta 
NAVLE ened A =O el aiae 


thi 
y Di by, referred to 
© 
Sa provido for tho bringin oe ae ee 
States.“ approved March 18885 And the said court shall proceed with tho 
game in accordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate 
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Mr, STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2017) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1634) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Leesburg, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
a 8 

e That the bill (S. 1634) entitled A bill for the relief of the owners 


of the steamer now pending in the Sonate See with all the 
e erred 


proved March A the said court shall p: 
cordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accord- 


rted 
an amendment pro 1 hire 
at the consulate at Naples, Italy, $520, intended to be proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 
He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
g to place under Class V the consulates at Port Hope and 
illia, Ontario, intended to be posed to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Arp. tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2922) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2680) for the relief of the widow and children of John 
Hamilton, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. } 

REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
resolution was yesterday directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish the Senate with copies of the report of Willis B. 
Wilcox on the island of Luzon, and to substitute the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the resolution reported 
yesterday be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, PLATT of New York. I ask for the present consideration 
of 5 3 now reported, in the place of the one indefinitely 

poned. 
Perle resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he i directed to 
send to the Senate a Sprer ae report of Paymaster Willis B. Wilcox, United 


States Navy, on the 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3261) praning an increase of 
pension to Emery Stone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3262) to remove 
the c of desertion against George Adams; which was read 
emoe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


‘airs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3263) to remove the 
charge of desertion against George W. Posey; which was read 
ekg by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


airs, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3264) granting an increase of 
pension to William J. Cannon, alias James Cannon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also in uced a bill (S. 3265) to correct the military record 
of Joseph G. Best, alias Albert E. Anderson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3266) authorizing the health 
officer of the District of Columbia toissue a permit for the removal 
of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill 
Cemetery, District of Columbia, to the United States National 
Cemetery at Arlington, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8267) for the benefit of indus- 
trial institutes and schools with State charters for the education 
of women; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3268) granting an increase 
of pension to Elisha F. Barton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 8269) to fix the 
compensation of certain officers of the customs of the port of New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3270) for the relief of Nathan S, 


LB My "Il 
18 . "1 


Jarvis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Military Affairs. 5 375 


Mr. HO AR introduced a bill (S. 3271) hi acs J the sum of 
im 


$250,000 for the reconstruction, re an rovement of the 
Government Piece, ios Boston; which was reat twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 8272) for the preparation of 
a site and erection of a estal for statue of late Maj. Gen. 
George B. McClellan; which wasread twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3278) ting a pension to Mel- 
y its title, and referred to 


vina Bottles; which was read twice 
the Committee on Pensions. 

_Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8274) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel S. Beaver; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8275) for the relief 
of M. J, Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3276) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph S. Maxwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3277) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Solon Cooper; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8278) to authorize the laying and 
maintaining of a pneumatic-tube system between the Capitol and 
the Government ting Office, in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr, FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 8279) for removal of 
charge of desertion standing against Peter Netz; which was read 
ee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3280) granting an increase of pene 
sion to Henry Keene; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 8281) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juliet E. Nichols; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3282) granting a pension to Sara 
Hayes Miley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3283) for the relief of Isaac 
R. Dunkelberger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on auar Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3284) for the relief of Eugenie 
Baptiste, 182 8 Sra Francisco = Pie which Plog 

wice by e, and, wi e accompanying r, referr 
the Committee on Public Lands. —.— 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3285) to provide permanent 
buildings for the mili post at Fort Meade, near Sturgis, S. 
Dak,; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3286) to diminish the number 
of 8 N at the ports of n and Boston; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8287) making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a bust of Lafayette, by David; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3288) to correct the military record 
of Daniel J. Coonan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 92) providing 
for the appointment of a committee toconsider and report the pro- 
priety of ectablishing a home for all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion and with Spain 
who may be disabled in any way or dependent, resulting from said 
service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 93) for the 
relief of the heirs of Capt. W. W. Withenbury, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a government for 
the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the officer in charge of the Bureau of Statistics from 
$3,000 to $4,000 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 


1th 


